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Edwin M. Lee
Mayor

Kate Hartley
Acting Director

Re: Purchase and Development of 730 Stanyan Street by Mayor's Office of Housing and Community
Development

The Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development of the City and County of San
Francisco (MOHCD) is in negotiations to purchase the property at 700-730 Stanyan Street (APN
1249/024). It is MOHCD's intention to use federal funding from the Community Development Block
Grant Program to purchase the site. In order to purchase and develop the site, MOHCD needs to
engage the public in two processes mandated by federal law.

The first of these processes is the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA). MOHCD will
prepare the EA in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations and United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HLTD) regulations at 24 CFR part 58. The second of the processes is compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA). The proposed project is an
Undertaking for the purposes of Section 106 of the NHPA and is subject to the Programmatic
Agreement By And Among The City And County Of San Francisco, The California State Historic
Preservation Officer, And The Advisory Council On Historic Preservation Regarding Historic
Properties Affected By Use Of Revenue From The Department Of Housing And Urban Development
Part 58 Programs (PA) (2007). To engage the public, MOHCD will hold a community meeting on
November 7, 2017 at the Park Branch Library at 1833 Page Street, San Francisco, CA 94117 starting
at 6:00 pm.

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
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PROPOSED PROJECT AND ALTERNATIVES

Upon acquisition of the parcel MOHCD will consider the following alternatives for development.
After completion of the Environmental Review and the Section 106 process, the director of MOHCD
will make a selection of one of these alternatives based upon public input, results of the environmental
studies and results of the Section 106 Review and which would best realize the underlying purpose
and need of developing affordable housing. Both alternatives will include the demolition of the
existing 5,000 square foot building as well as the paved parking lot. Consideration may be given to
including ground floor commercial space, community programs space, bike storage, and an at-grade
open space in either alternative.

Alternative One: Construction of a 50 foot, 5-story residential building
Alternative Two: Construction of a 65 foot, 7-story residential building
Alternative Three: No build no action alternative.

CONSIDERATION AND TREATMENT OF ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The Undertaking will involve ground disturbing activities that have the potential to affect
archeological resources. Per Stipulation XI of the PA, (Consideration And Treatment Of
Archeological Resources) MOHCD requested that the Northwest Information Center of the California
Historical Resources System at Sonoma State University, Rohnert Park, California, ("IC") conduct a
records search for the Undertakings APE. The IC responded on August 1, 2017. The IC advised
MOHCD that there is a moderate potential of identifying Native American archaeological resources
and a moderate potential of identifying historic-period archaeological resources in the project area.
The IC recommended that a qualified archaeologist conduct further archival and field study to identify
cultural resources. On September 5, 2017, MOHCD notified the California State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) of the IC's recommendation.

As the field studies cannot be initiated until such time as the United States Department of Housing
and Urban Development (HLTD) issues an Authority to Use Grant Funds (AUGF) and it is the
considered opinion of the Director of MOHCD as Agency Official under the NHPA that a Standard
Mitigation Measures Agreement is not appropriate, MOHCD desires to negotiate a site specific
Programmatic Agreement with the SHPO and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation that will
put into effect mitigation measures that. will eliminate any adverse effects on archeological resources
that might occur.

The proposed site is across the street from the Golden Gate Park, which is listed on the National
Register of Historic Places (National Register) as a Historic District, as well as the National Register
listed Stanyan Street Hotel. The IC has recommended, prior to commencement of project activities,
that if the Stanyan Street Hotel is to be affected by the proposed project activities, it be assessed by a
qualified professional familiar with the architecture and history of San Francisco County. The project
is subject to Section 106 of the NHPA; therefore, a qualified architectural historian will identify an
area of potential effects (APE) and evaluate any historic-age buildings in the APE for NRHP-
eligibility. This will allow any potential adverse effects to be identified and, if necessary, mitigated
in the EA.
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We are contacting you to inform you of this proposed project and request your input and opinions
regarding the impact of the proposed alternatives on the environment including cultural resources or
traditional cultural properties that may be affected by the proposed undertaking. Your response to this
letter is greatly appreciated. Please provide a response by November 30, 2017 so that we may discuss this
undertaking and any of those identified areas of interest. Should you have any questions about this project,
you may contact me at the Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development, City and County
of San Francisco, 1 South Van Ness Avenue, 5th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103, or by email at
Eu~ene.Flannerynsf~ov.org.

A Community Meeting will be held on November 7, 2017 at the Park Branch Library starting at
6:00 pm. Park Branch library is located at 1833 Page Street, San Francisco, CA.

Sincerely,

~GG~Q.J~ ~ ~~G~,►2~z~~
i

Eugene Flannery
Environmental Compliance Manager
1 South Van Ness Ave, 5th Floor San Francisco,. Ca 94103
Eugene.flanner~(c~sf ~o g

These hearings are accessible to persons with disabilities. For information
on MUNI routes, please ca11673-6864. For information regarding MUNI
Accessible Services call 923-6142. Persons requiring reasonable
accommodations, including sign language interpreters, Assistive Listening
Devices, print materials in alternate formats, and those with severe
allergies, EI/MCS, please contact the MOOD ADA Coordinator, Eugene
T. Flannery, at 415-701-5598, TDD (415) 701-5503 —calling at least 72
hours prior to the hearing will help to ensure availability. Please bear in
mind that some attendees at public meetings may be sensitive to chemically
based or scented products. Please help us accommodate these individuals.
If you need language translation services please also call Mr. Flannery 72
hours prior to the meeting
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Re: Purchase and Development of 730 Stanyan Street by Mayor's Office of Housing and Community
Development

The Mayor's Office of Housing and Community Development of the City and County of San
Francisco (MOHCD) is in negotiations to purchase the property at 700-730 Stanyan Street (APN
1249/024). It is MOHCD's intention to use federal funding from the Community Development Block
Grant Program to purchase the site. In order to purchase and develop the site, MOHCD needs to
engage the public in two processes mandated by federal law.
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Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations and United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD) regulations at 24 CFR part 58. The second of the processes is compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA). The proposed project is an
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of October 30, 2017
Date: Monday, October 30, 2017 10:25:00 AM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 10.30.17.doc

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 10:07 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for Week of October 30, 2017
 
Colleagues,
 
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week.
Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thanks!
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org

Get Connected with Mayor Ed Lee 
www.sfmayor.org
Twitter @mayoredlee
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

October 30, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of October 30, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of October 30, 2017. 

Status of Women (Tuesday, October 31, 1PM, 25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 610) - SPECIAL


Discussion Only


· Domestic Violence 101 - Presentation and interactive training on the issues surrounding Domestic Violence and what San Francisco is doing to prevent it.


· Historical Overview of Commission on the Status of Women - Director Emily Murase will present a historical overview of the Commission and Department of the Status of Women.


Aging and Adult Services (Wednesday, November 1, 930AM)

Action Items


· Requesting authorization to modify the grant agreements with multiple providers to apply the Cost of Doing Business (CODB) increase; during the period of July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019; in the additional amount of $4,291,311.

Historic Preservation (Wednesday, November 1, 1230PM)

Action Items


· 450-474 O'FARRELL STREET/532 JONES STREET PROJECT – on the block is bounded by Geary Street to the north, O'Farrell Street to the south, Taylor Street to the east, and Jones Street to the west (Assessor's block/lot 0317/007, 0317/009, and 0317/011) (District 6) – Commission Review and Comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).The proposed project would demolish the existing structures, merge the three lots, and construct a 13-story, 130-foot-tall, 237,353-sf mixed-use building The church façade at 450 O'Farrell Street would be retained as part of the proposed project. The proposed development would include up to 187,640 sf of residential space (with 176 dwelling units), 6,200 sf of restaurant and retail space, and 13,595 sf of religious institution space. Up to 41 parking spaces would be provided within a 21,070-sf, one-level subterranean parking garage with access off of Shannon Street. The project site is located in a Residential-Commercial, High Density (RC-4) District, the North of Market Residential Special Use District No. 1, an 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and the Uptown Tenderloin National Register Historic District. Note: This public hearing is intended to assist the Commission in its preparation of comments on the DEIR. Comments made by members of the public at this hearing will not be considered comments on the DEIR and may not be addressed in the Final EIR. The Planning Commission will hold a public hearing to receive comments on the DEIR on Thursday, November 30, 2017. Written comments on the DEIR will be accepted at the Planning Department until 5:00 p.m. on Monday, December 11, 2017. Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment

· DIAMOND HEIGHTS SAFETY WALL – consideration to Initiate Landmark Designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall, located on an easement along Diamond Heights Boulevard at Clipper Street, Assessor's Block 7504, Lots 011-015, as an individual Article 10 Landmark pursuant to Section 1004.1 of the Planning Code. Constructed in 1968, the Diamond Heights Safety Wall was designed by Bay Area artist and architect, Stefan Alexander Novak. It is significantly associated with the Diamond Heights Redevelopment Project and is an important visual landmark for the Diamond Heights neighborhood. The property was nominated for Landmark Designation through a community-sponsored Landmark Application, submitted to the Department on May 1, 2017. It is located in a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve

· 235 GEARY STREET – located on the south side of Geary Street, Assessor's Block 0314, Lots 013, 013A, 014, 015 (District 3).  Request for a Major Permit to Alter for the removal of the existing non-historic first-floor storefront systems that flank the main entrance to the building on Geary Street and the construction of five projecting storefront bays and three new entrances with illuminated marquees in the existing openings, for the addition of approximately 175 square feet of floor area. The subject property is a Category V Unrated Building within the Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Article 11 Conservation District, and is located within a C-3-R (Downtown-Retail) Zoning District and 80-130-F Height and Bulk Limit. Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

· 101 POST STREET – south side, between Grant Avenue and Kearny Street; Assessor's Block 0310, Lot 001 (District 4) – Request for Major Permit to Alter for exterior alterations including the replacement of existing stone tile cladding with a running bond brick veneer; replacement of the existing canopy with a glass and steel canopy; removal of non-historic vertical lighting components; and insertion of a new entry at the Post Street façade to provide access to an ATM vestibule. The subject property is a Category V (Unrated) building within the Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Article 11 Conservation District, and is located within a C-3-O (Downtown-Office) Zoning District and 80-130-F Height and Bulk District. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

Police (Wednesday, November 1, 530PM) - CANCELLED

Status of Women (Wednesday, November 1, 9AM, 401 Van Ness Avenue, Room 125) - SPECIAL


Discussion Only


· STRATEGIC PLANNING SESSION DISCUSSION - Kyle Hermans, Founder and CEO of BeCourageous, facilitates a strategic planning session on shared purpose, commitments, and vision with the Commissioners.

City Hall Preservation (Thursday, November 2, 5PM)

Discussion Only


Planning (Thursday, November 2, 1PM)

Action Items – Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance


· ACADEMY OF ART UNIVERSITY - Academy of Art University (AAU) is a private postsecondary academic institution that occupies buildings throughout the City (predominantly in the northeast quadrant). AAU plans on expanding its facilities and programs to accommodate a projected on-site student enrollment of approximately 17,282 students and 3,511 faculty and staff by 2020, resulting in a total increase of approximately 6,100 students and 1,220 faculty and staff.  The Proposed Project consists of four general components: study area growth, project site growth, legalization of prior unauthorized changes, and shuttle service expansion. Study area growth consists of approximately 110,000 net square feet (sf) of additional residential uses (to house approximately 400 students, equivalent to about 220 rooms) and 669,670 sf of additional institutional space in 12 geographic areas (study areas) where AAU could occupy buildings to accommodate future growth. The study areas generally include the following areas: Study Area 1 (SA-1), Lombard Street/Divisadero Street; SA-2, Lombard Street/Van Ness Avenue; SA-3, Mid Van Ness Avenue; SA-4, Sutter Street/Mason Street; SA-5, Mid-Market Street; SA-6, Fourth Street/Howard Street; SA-7, Rincon Hill East; SA-8, Third Street/Bryant Street; SA-9, Second Street/Brannan Street; SA-10, Fifth Street/Brannan Street; SA-11, Sixth Street/Folsom Street; and SA-12, Ninth Street/Folsom Street. Project site growth consists of six additional sites that have been occupied, identified, or otherwise changed by AAU since publication of the September 2010 Notice of Preparation (NOP) for this EIR. The six project sites would include a total of 411,070 sf of institutional, bus storage, and community facility uses. The project sites include the following addresses: 2801 Leavenworth Street (The Cannery) (Assessor’s Block/Lot: 0010/001); 700 Montgomery Street (Assessor’s Block/Lot:0196/028); 625 Polk Street (Assessor’s Block/Lot:0742/002); 150 Hayes Street (Assessor’s Block/Lot:0811/022); 121 Wisconsin Street (Assessor’s Block/Lot:3953/004); and 2225 Jerrold Avenue (Assessor’s Block/Lot:5286A/020). The Proposed Project also includes extension of AAU’s shuttle service to serve growth in the study areas and at the project sites. The Proposed Project also includes legalization of changes in use and/or appearance undertaken without benefit of permits prior to issuance of the NOP at 28 of AAU’s 34 existing sites. The Proposed Project includes the occupation and use of existing buildings, as well as construction activities that would be limited to interior tenant improvements, exterior modifications such as signage, window replacements, and security system installation, and in limited circumstances, seismic upgrades. Adoption of CEQA Findings for the Department Proposed Project, which reflects revisions in the Proposed Project to include only residential conversions where the conversion to student housing serves a higher intensity use than what would otherwise be located on the subject site; support conversion of industrial to institutional uses only where the conversion to institutional remains industrial in nature or maintains an industrial component and is therefore best situated on the subject site rather than elsewhere in the City; support conversions of commercial to institutional uses only where the conversion to institutional use maintains a publicly-accessible, active use, and therefore is best situated on the subject site rather than elsewhere in the City; and support conversions of office uses where the institutional use is office in nature, such as the institution’s administrative headquarters, and is appropriate for the subject site. Based on these policy determinations, the Department Proposed Project includes review of all Program-Level Growth and Project-Level Growth analyzed in the EIR.  However, the Department Proposed Project would result in the full legalization of 29 of AAU’s 40 existing and project sites, with 3 pending recommendations. Proposed for Indefinite Continuance

· ADOPTION OF PLANNING CODE TEXT CHANGES INITIATED BY THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT AND RELATED TO THE ACADEMY OF ART UNIVERSITY - Consideration of Planning Code Amendments related to Academy of Art University (AAU) - The Planning Commission will consider the adoption of an Ordinance amending the Planning Code to allow a limited conversion of Existing Housing to Student Housing Use for two specific properties.  The Ordinance recommended for Adoption would waive the applicability of the prohibition on conversion of Residential Units to Student Housing set forth in Planning Code Section 317(e) to 2209 Van Ness Avenue (Lot 005 in Assessor's Block 0570) and 2211 Van Ness Avenue (Lot 029 in Assessor's Block 0570). The proposed Ordinance would also establish criteria for conditional use authorization applicable to conversions to Student Housing for 2209 Van Ness Avenue and 2211 Van Ness Avenue; make findings under the California Environmental Quality Act; make findings under Planning Code Section 302 of public necessity, convenience, and welfare; make findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1; and provide for expiration of the provision by operation of law three years after its effective date. Proposed for Indefinite Continuance

· ADOPTION OF PLANNING CODE TEXT CHANGES PROPOSED BY AND RELATED TO THE ACADEMY OF ART UNIVERSITY - A Consideration of Planning Code Text Amendments related to Academy of Art University (AAU). The Planning Commission will consider the proposal from the Academy of Art University to adopt an Ordinance that includes a grandfathering provision applicable to former Planning Code Section 317(f) to enable the unauthorized conversion of Residential Units to Student Housing for the following properties: 1080 Bush Street (Lot 015 in Assessor’s Block 0275); 1153 Bush Street (Lot 026 in Assessor’s Block 0281); 1916 Octavia Street (Lot 011 in Assessor’s Block 0640); 1055 Pine Street (Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0275); 860 Sutter Street (Lot 006 in Assessor’s Block 0275); 2209 Van Ness Avenue (Lot 005 in Assessor's Block 0570) and 2211 Van Ness Avenue (Lot 029 in Assessor's Block 0570). The proposed Ordinance incorporates the already established conditional use authorization criteria for Residential Conversion pursuant to former Planning Code Section 317(f)(2). Proposed for Indefinite Continuance

· ACADEMY OF ART UNIVERSITY - A Consideration of Planning Code Text Amendments related to Academy of Art University (AAU). The Planning Commission will consider the proposal from the Academy of Art University to adopt an ordinance that expands the grandfathering provision to Section 175.5(b) to enable the legalization of the unauthorized conversion of Office space to Institutional use for 601 Brannan Street (Lot 132 in Assessor’s Block 3785). Proposed for Indefinite Continuance

· 245 Valencia Street - east side of Valencia Street, Lot 091 in Assessor’s Block 3532 (District 9) -Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.2, 303 and 752 to allow the temporary conversion of an existing parking garage (currently accessory to a church “Annunciation Cathedral”) into a commercial parking garage open to the general public (DBA Comb Parking) and to allow a non-residential use size larger than 4,000 square feet within a NCT-3 (Moderate Scale Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 50-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Proposed for Continuance to December 14, 2017

· 590 LELAND AVENUE - located on the north side of Leland Avenue and west of Hahn Street; Lots: 061, 062, 063, 064, 065 in Assessor’s Block 6243 (District 10) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2014.06.06.7762, proposing the demolition of an existing church and construction of five new three-story, single-family homes (addressed as 579, 583, and 589 Raymond Avenue, and 586 and 596 Leland Avenue). The Project is located within a RH-1 (Residential, House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Proposed for Continuance to January 18, 2018

· 77 GEARY STREET - southeast corner of Geary Street and Grant Avenue; Lot 008 in Assessor’s Block 0312 (District 3) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 210.2 to establish a Non-Retail Sales and Service general office use with approximately 24,159 square feet of total space at the second and third floors of the existing building. This application seeks to abate Planning Enforcement Case No. 2015-009163ENF for unauthorized office use in the subject space. The space is currently occupied for office use by a software company (d.b.a. MuleSoft) and by an existing ground floor retailer in the building (d.b.a. Nespresso). The project is located within the C-3-R (Downtown – Retail) District, Downtown Plan Area, and 80-130-F Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Proposed for Continuance to February 1, 2018

· 775-777 SANCHEZ STREET - eastern side of Sanchez Street, between Liberty and 21st Streets, Lot 023 in Assessor’s Block 3605 (District 8) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.12.21.5574, proposing to construct additions to the existing two-family residential building.  Work includes interior remodeling, exterior changes such as a new 4th floor, windows, garage door and roof deck within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). WITHDRAWN

Discussion Only

· MULTIPLE PROPERTIES OWNED OR LEASED BY THE ACADEMY OF ART UNIVERSITY LOCATED IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO - Notification by the Zoning Administrator of the filing of an Institutional Master Plan (IMP) for the Academy of Art University. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 304.5, the Planning Commission is holding a public hearing on a full IMP from the Academy of Art University. This public hearing is for receipt of public testimony only. Receipt of this IMP does not constitute approval or disapproval of any proposed projects contained in the IMP by the Planning Commission.


Action Items


· 1 ARDATH COURT - east side of Ingalls Street, north of Hudson Court, Lot 008 of Assessor’s Block 4712 (District 10) - Request for a modification to a Planned Unit Development-Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 303 and 304, with specific modifications to Planning Code requirements related to rear yard (Planning Code Section 134), to construct a new 5,659 square foot recreation center for residents of the Northridge Cooperative Homes. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 1196 COLUMBUS AVENUE - north side of Columbus Avenue, on the east side of the intersection of Columbus Avenue, Jones and Bay Streets; Lot 007 in Assessor’s Block 0043 (District 3) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.1 & 303 to establish a hotel use within a C-2 (Community Business) District, Telegraph Hill-North Beach Residential Special Use District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The project proposes to demolish the existing one-story commercial building and construct a four-story-over-basement, 28,308 square foot hotel with 75 rooms. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

· 3359 CESAR CHAVEZ STREET - southern side of Cesar Chavez Street between Mission Street and South Van Ness Avenue; Lot 057A in Assessor’s Block 5501 (District 9) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 182, 186, 209.1, and 303, to re-activate a Limited Commercial Use on the first floor, which would include a General Entertainment Use, a General Retail Sales and Service Use, a Community Facility Use, and a Limited Restaurant Use, and establishing a new Hotel Use for one hotel room on the second floor. The proposal is to legalize an existing event and performance art venue (d.b.a. San Francisco Institute of Possibilities and d.b.a. Chez Poulet) within an existing two-story building. The project does not include any expansion of existing facilities. The project is located in a RH-2 (Residential House, Two Family) Zoning District, Bernal Heights Special Use District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  The project is not a project under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(c) and 15378 because there is no direct or indirect physical change in the environment. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 3601 LAWTON STREET - south side of Lawton Street and west side of 42nd Avenue; Lot 1907 in Assessor’s Block 001 (District 4) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.1, 202.5, 303(c) and 710, for the conversion and demolition of an one-story 1,463 square foot automobile service station (dba 76) and the construction of a 40 ft. tall, four-story-over-basement mixed-use building totaling 40,000 sq. ft. that include 15 dwelling units, approximately 4,500 sq. ft. of ground floor commercial, 6,990 square feet of private open space located on the building’s roof, a 10,000 sq. ft. basement providing 24 vehicle parking spaces and 24 Class I bicycle parking spaces, and 12 Class II bicycle parking spaces at street level. The subject property is within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

· 2379 CHESTNUT STREET - south side between Divisadero and Scott Streets; Lot 018C in Assessor’s Block 0936 (District 2) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 711, to establish an Outdoor Activity Area in the rear yard of the building for use by the existing Restaurant (dba Cultivar). The subject property is within a NC-2 (Neighborhood Commercial, Small Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

· 2162 UNION STREET - north side between Fillmore Street and Webster Street, Lot 016 in Assessor’s Block 0533 (District 2) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, and 703.4 to establish a Formula Retail Use within the Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  The proposal is to convert a vacant ground floor commercial space with approximately 1,234 square feet of floor area (previously occupied by “Twig Gallery”, a retail store use) into a Formula Retail Use (d.b.a. Verizon, a wireless communications retail store). This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 4522 3RD STREET - west side of 3rd Street, between La Salle and McKinnon Streets; Lot 019 in Assessor’s Block 5296 (District 10) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 249.62, 303 for Change of Use and relocation of an existing Prohibited Liquor Establishment in the Third Street Alcohol Special Use District for an existing retail grocery and liquor store (d.b.a. Sav Mor Market) to relocate from 4500 3rd Street to a vacant commercial storefront located at 4522 3rd. The project site is located within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial, Moderate Scale) Zoning District, and ddddd40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

· 2598 FOLSOM STREET - west side of Folsom Street, on the corner of Folsom and 22nd Streets; Lot 069 in Assessor’s Block 3614 (District 9) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 145.2, 303, 712 and the Mission 2016 Interim Zoning Controls (Planning Commission Resolution No. 19865) for Change of Use and from a retail use (formerly d.b.a. La Plaza Delicateses grocery and delicatessen) to restaurant (d.b.a. Rice, Paper Scissors) with outdoor seating located at 2598 Folsom Street, within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial, Moderate Scale) Zoning District, and 55-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

· 2394 FOLSOM STREET - west side of Folsom Street, north side of 20th Street and east side of Shotwell Street on Lot 011 in Assessor’s Block 3594 (District 9) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.2, 249.60, 303, 711 and  781.80 and the Mission 2016 Interim Zoning Controls (Planning Commission Resolution No. 19865), to permit the change of use from a trade shop (DBA Timbuk2) to a restaurant with accessory brewery (DBA Fort Point Beer Co.) and to allow a non-residential use size larger than 4,000 square feet within a NC-2 (Small Scale Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District, Mission Alcoholic Beverage Restriction Special Use District and 45-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 505 GRAND VIEW AVENUE - corner of Grand View Avenue and Elizabeth Street, Lot 044 in Assessor’s Block 2828 (District 8) - Requests for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.11.23.3441, proposing to construct three new accessory dwelling units at the ground and basement levels and interior/exterior tenant improvements and Building Permit Application No. 2016.06.30.1337 proposing to construct a fourth floor vertical addition to the existing six-unit 3-story over basement residential building with additional interior remodeling and new roof decks within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not take Discretionary Review and Approve

Police (Friday, November 3, 5PM) - SPECIAL

This is for discussion and possible action on whether or not the Commission should adopt electronic control weapons, also known by the brand name Taser, as a Use of Force option in San Francisco.  There will be pro and con discussion by the SFPD/Experts and Opposing Experts with reports, public comment, and Commissioner questions.  Agenda to be posted 72 hours before the meeting.



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

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

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2017 Mandatory Harassment Prevention Training Memorandum - Commissioners and Board Members
Date: Monday, October 30, 2017 9:59:34 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Memo to Commissioners Board Members w Attachments.pdf
Importance: High

Please review the attachment as this is mandatory training.
 
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: Callahan, Micki (HRD) 
Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 9:03 AM
To: Badasow, Bridget (HSA) (DSS); Jean Caramatti (AIR); Page_Ritchie, Sharon (ART);
'lhathhorn@asianart.org'; Cantara, Gary (BOA); Harris, Sonya (DBI); Nelson, Eric (ADM); Brown, Michael
(CSC); Hewitt, Nadya (REG); Stewart, Crystal (ADM); Valdez, Anthony (ENV); Ethics Commission, (ETH);
Fontes, Portia (ECN); Conefrey, Maureen (FIR); Mauer, Dan (REC); Morewitz, Mark (DPH); Scott, Laini
(HSS); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); 'martinl@sfha.org'; Glover, Dannielle (HRC); Ballard, Krista (HSA); Richardson,
Jamie (ADM); Silva-Re, Pauline (JUV); Blackman, Sue (LIB); 'roberta.boomer@sfmta.com'; OCII,
CommissionSecretary (CII); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Tom, Risa (POL); Kilshaw, Rachael (POL); Quesada, Amy
(PRT); Hood, Donna (PUC); McArthur, Margaret (REC); Varner, Christina (RNT); Nickens, Norm (RET);
Dick-Endrizzi, Regina (ECN); Vaughn, Carla (PUC); Larrick, Herschell (WOM); Austin, Kate (ADM);
'dwanekennedy@gmail.com'; Norris, Jennifer (WAR); Carpenter, Adele
Cc: Simon, Linda (HRD); DeWit, Rikki (HRD); Love, Kimberly (HRD); Valdez, Matthew (HRD)
Subject: 2017 Mandatory Harassment Prevention Training Memorandum - Commissioners and Board
Members
 
Colleagues:
 
Please see the attached memorandum regarding the City’s 2017 mandatory harassment prevention
training for Commissioners and Board members.  We have attached instructions for logging into the
on-line training program.
 
If you have any questions, please contact the department’s representative responsible for
harassment prevention training (Departmental Personnel Officer). 
 
Regards,
 
 

Micki Callahan
Human Resources Director
Department of Human Resources
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One South Van Ness Ave., 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone:  (415) 557-4845
Website:  www.sfdhr.org

Connecting People with Purpose

 

http://www.sfdhr.org/


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

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

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LEE AND CITY AGENCIES OFFER SAFETY TIPS FOR TRICK-OR-TREATING

FAMILIES THIS HALLOWEEN
Date: Friday, October 27, 2017 10:49:25 AM
Attachments: 10.27.17 Halloween Safety Tips.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR) 
Sent: Friday, October 27, 2017 10:27 AM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LEE AND CITY AGENCIES OFFER SAFETY TIPS FOR TRICK-
OR-TREATING FAMILIES THIS HALLOWEEN
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, October 27, 2017
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LEE AND CITY AGENCIES OFFER SAFETY TIPS

FOR TRICK-OR-TREATING FAMILIES THIS HALLOWEEN
Mayor, SFUSD, SFMTA, and SFPD join forces to make Halloween

weekend safe for children and families 
 

San Francisco, CA – Mayor Edwin M. Lee, the San Francisco Unified School District, the
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency, and the San Francisco Police Department
today reminded residents and visitors to take caution when traveling through the City’s
neighborhoods while participating in various activities this Halloween.
 
“Our little superheroes, goblins, witches and ghouls should be concerned only with how much
candy is in their Halloween bag this year,” said Mayor Lee. “We are increasing our resources
and staffing to ensure that this year’s festivities are safe, fun and enjoyable for everyone. We
are asking that our trick-or-treating families use caution and common sense, and to follow the
safety tips of our City agencies when walking the streets of San Francisco this Halloween.”
 
Every year, City agencies work to provide safety measures to protect people on Halloween
night. This year, the SFMTA will provide extra parking control officers and crossing guards to
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Friday, October 27, 2017 


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


 


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LEE AND CITY AGENCIES OFFER SAFETY TIPS  


FOR TRICK-OR-TREATING FAMILIES THIS HALLOWEEN 
Mayor, SFUSD, SFMTA, and SFPD join forces to make Halloween weekend safe for 


children and families  


 


San Francisco, CA – Mayor Edwin M. Lee, the San Francisco Unified School District, the San Francisco 


Municipal Transportation Agency, and the San Francisco Police Department today reminded residents and 


visitors to take caution when traveling through the City’s neighborhoods while participating in various activities 


this Halloween. 


 


“Our little superheroes, goblins, witches and ghouls should be concerned only with how much candy is in their 


Halloween bag this year,” said Mayor Lee. “We are increasing our resources and staffing to ensure that this 


year’s festivities are safe, fun and enjoyable events for everyone. We are asking that our trick-or-treating 


families use caution and common sense, and to follow the safety tips of our City agencies when walking the 


streets of San Francisco this Halloween.” 


 


Every year, City agencies work to provide safety measures to protect people on Halloween night. This year, the 


SFMTA will provide extra parking control officers and crossing guards to support Halloween pedestrian safety, 


and the Police Department will deploy additional officers to patrol the streets for public safety.  


 


“This Halloween, we want all trick-or-treaters, party-goers and travelers to get to where they’re going and get 


home safely,” said SFMTA Director of Transportation, Ed Reiskin. “We encourage everyone to be aware as the 


days get shorter, to be extra careful and to slow down so everyone can have a fun night.”  
 
"Everyone can do their part to help ensure a safe evening for trick-or-treaters of all ages," said San Francisco 


Police Chief William Scott. "Pedestrians should uses flashlights or wear reflective clothing to make sure they 


are visible. As always, drivers should obey all transit laws and be alert to increased foot traffic on City streets." 


 


City agencies are offering the following safety tips for this Halloween weekend:  


Drivers:  


• ALWAYS obey the posted speed limit. 


• If you must drive, go slowly and cautiously, regardless of weather, traffic conditions or time of day.  


• Be alert and watch out for the many children who will be crossing the streets.  


• Anticipate heavy pedestrian traffic and turn your headlights on earlier in the day to spot children from 


greater distances.  


• Slow down and be especially alert in school zones, near playgrounds and parks, and in all residential areas 


• Consider alternative forms of transit to get to your destination. Get to where you are going without 


worrying about drinking and driving, and other potentially dangerous situations.  


 


 







 


 


 


 


Parents and Guardians:  


• Join your children trick-or-treating.  


• Carry a flashlight, light stick or wear reflective gear to increase your visibility to motorists.  


• Remind children to cross at intersections or marked crosswalks. Walk, don’t run, and always look both 


directions before crossing.  


• If possible, opt for costumes that are light in color to increase visibility. If your child is planning on 


wearing a mask, make sure it does not obstruct their vision.  


• As always, inspect all candy and treats before you allow children to consume them. If any treat looks as 


though the packaging has been opened or tampered with, dispose of it. 


• Review with children how to call 9-1-1 if they ever have an emergency or become lost. 


 


### 


 







support Halloween pedestrian safety, and the Police Department will deploy additional
officers to patrol the streets for public safety.
 
“This Halloween, we want all trick-or-treaters, party-goers and travelers to get to where
they’re going and get home safely,” said SFMTA Director of Transportation, Ed Reiskin. “We
encourage everyone to be aware as the days get shorter, to be extra careful and to slow down
so everyone can have a fun night.”
 
"Everyone can do their part to help ensure a safe evening for trick-or-treaters of all ages," said
San Francisco Police Chief William Scott. "Pedestrians should uses flashlights or wear
reflective clothing to make sure they are visible. As always, drivers should obey all transit
laws and be alert to increased foot traffic on City streets."
 
City agencies are offering the following safety tips for this Halloween weekend:

Drivers:

•    ALWAYS obey the posted speed limit.

•    If you must drive, go slowly and cautiously, regardless of weather, traffic conditions or
time of day.

•    Be alert and watch out for the many children who will be crossing the streets.

•    Anticipate heavy pedestrian traffic and turn your headlights on earlier in the day to spot
children from greater distances.

•    Slow down and be especially alert in school zones, near playgrounds and parks, and in
all residential areas

•    Consider alternative forms of transit to get to your destination. Get to where you are
going without worrying about drinking and driving, and other potentially dangerous
situations.

 
 
Parents and Guardians:

•         Join your children trick-or-treating.

•         Carry a flashlight, light stick or wear reflective gear to increase your visibility to
motorists.

•         Remind children to cross at intersections or marked crosswalks. Walk, don’t run, and
always look both directions before crossing.

•         If possible, opt for costumes that are light in color to increase visibility. If your child is
planning on wearing a mask, make sure it does not obstruct their vision.

•         As always, inspect all candy and treats before you allow children to consume them. If
any treat looks as though the packaging has been opened or tampered with, dispose of
it.

•         Review with children how to call 9-1-1 if they ever have an emergency or become lost.



 
###

 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram

(andrew@tefarch.com); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Mayor Lee"s 2017 Filipino American History Month Celebration - Monday, October 30th at 5:30pm
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 9:43:10 AM
Attachments: MayorFAHM_2017_v8.pdf

image001.png

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

From: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 8:00 AM
To: Carpenter, Adele; Quesada, Amy (PRT); Valdez, Anthony (ENV); Ballard, Krista (HSA); Badasow, Bridget (HSA) (DSS); Chan, Donald (REG); Varner, Christina
(RNT); Stewart, Crystal (ADM); Vaughn, Carla (PUC); Mauer, Dan (REC); Hood, Donna (PUC); dwanekennedy@gmail.com; Nelson, Eric (ADM); Ethics
Commission, (ETH); Cantara, Gary (BOA); Glover, Dannielle (HRC); Larrick, Herschell (WOM); Jean Caramatti (AIR); Norris, Jennifer (WAR); Ionin, Jonas (CPC);
Austin, Kate (ADM); Kilshaw, Rachael (POL); Scott, Laini (HSS); lhathhorn@asianart.org; Rainey, Louise (HSA); McArthur, Margaret (REC); Morewitz, Mark
(DPH); martinl@sfha.org; Conefrey, Maureen (FIR); Mahajan, Menaka (ECN); Brown, Michael (CSC); Hewitt, Nadya (REG); Nickens, Norm (RET); OCII,
CommissionSecretary (CII); Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Silva-Re, Pauline (JUV); Polk, Zoe (HRC); Pon, Adrienne (ADM); Fontes, Portia (ECN); Tom, Risa (POL);
roberta.boomer@sfmta.com; Blackman, Sue (LIB); SFVACSECRETARY@gmail.com ; Page_Ritchie, Sharon (ART); Harris, Sonya (DBI)
Subject: Mayor Lee's 2017 Filipino American History Month Celebration - Monday, October 30th at 5:30pm
 
Good morning!
Please send this invitation to your commissioners. 
Thanks!
Francis
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Mayor Edwin M. Lee
Together with the Honorary Host Committee:


Assemblymember Rob Bonta
Board of Education Vice President Hydra Mendoza


Human Rights Commissioner Melanie Ampon
Entertainment Commissioner Dori Caminong


Asian Art Commissioner Carmen Colet
San Francisco Sheriff’s Department Lieutenant Reynold DeGuzman


Graffiti Advisory Board Commissioner Rebecca Delgado Rottman
San Francisco Fire Department Battalion Chief Raymond Guzman


Board of Appeals Commission President Darryl Honda
Community Investment and Infrastructure Commission Chair Marily Mondejar


Entertainment Commissioner Al Perez
Status of Women Commissioner Marjan Philhour
Immigrant Rights Commissioner Franklin Ricarte


San Francisco Police Department Captain Eric Vintero 
San Francisco - Manila Sister City Committee


Kindly request the pleasure of your company at the


Filipino American History Month Celebration
“Equity. Community. Empowerment.”


~~~ FEATURING ~~~ 
Special Proclamation by Mayor Ed Lee,


Keynote Address by Board of Education Vice President and 
Deputy Chief of Staff Hydra Mendoza,


Certificate of Honor to Alleluia Panis and
Congressional Gold Medal Presentation to Filipino WWII Veterans


~~~ WITH ~~~
Franco Finn, Emcee  |  Westbay Pilipino Multiservice Center
Parangal Dance Company  |  LIKHA Pilipino Folk Ensemble


MONDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2017
5:30 pm – 7:30 pm


Seating is limited and begin at 5:00 pm


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


Attire: Traditional Filipino / Business Casual
RSVP to: https://e.sparxo.com/FilAmHistoryMonth2017






Mayor Edwin M. Lee

Together with the Honorary Host Committee:
Assemblymember Rob Bonta
Board of Education Vice President Hydra Mendoza
Human Rights Commissioner Melanie Ampon
Entertainment Commissioner Dori Caminong
Asian Art Commissioner Carmen Colet
San Francisco Sheriff's Department Lieutenant Reynold DeGuzman
Graffiti Advisory Board Commissioner Rebecca Delgado Rottman
San Francisco Fire Department Battalion Chief Raymond Guzman
Board of Appeals Commission President Darryl Honda
Community Investment and Infrastructure Commission Chair Marily Mondejar
Entertainment Commissioner Al Perez
Status of Women Commissioner Marjan Philhour
Immigrant Rights Commissioner Franklin Ricarte
San Francisco Police Department Captain Eric Vintero
San Francisco - Manila Sister City Committee

Kindly request the pleasure of your company at the

Filipino Americars FHistony Months Telebration

“Equity. Community. Empowerment.”

~~~ FEATURING ~~~
Special Proclamation by Mayor Ed Lee,
Keynote Address by Board of Education Vice President and
Deputy Chief of Staff Hydra Mendoza,
Certificate of Honor to Alleluia Panis and
Congressional Gold Medal Presentation to Filipino WWII Veterans

e WITH ~~~
Franco Finn, Emcee | Westbay Pilipino Multiservice Center
Parangal Dance Company | LIKHA Pilipino Folk Ensemble

MONDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2017
5:30 pm - 7:30 pm
Seating is limited and begin at 5:00 pm

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

Attire: Traditional Filipino / Business Casual
RSVP to: https://e.sparxo.com/FilAmHistoryMonth2017






 
Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org

mailto:francis.tsang@sfgov.org


Get Connected with Mayor Ed Lee 
www.sfmayor.org
Twitter @mayoredlee
 
 
 
 

http://www.sfmayor.org/


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

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

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Notice of Operative Legislation re Behested Payment Reports (Effective 1/1/2018)
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 11:39:47 AM
Attachments: NOTICE OF OPERATIVE LEGISLATION - Behest Payments 10.11.2017.pdf

Behest Payments Final Ordinance 001-17.pdf

Making sure you all received this…
 
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) 
Sent: Friday, October 13, 2017 5:46 PM
Cc: Petersen, Patricia (ETH)
Subject: Notice of Operative Legislation re Behested Payment Reports (Effective 1/1/2018)
 
Dear Department Heads and Filing Officer Colleagues –
 
Yesterday afternoon, Ethics Commission staff e-mailed information to your commissioners and
board members about new legislation regarding Behested Payments that may affect them. Effective
January 1, 2018, City board and commission members who are required to file a Form 700 with the
Ethics Commission will be required to disclose certain payments known as “behested payments.”
You can find additional information in our communication below, along with the Notice of Operative
Legislation and the Final Ordinance.
 
We are currently working on developing the procedures for submitting a Behested Payment Report
and will keep you informed of the filing process. In the meantime if you have any questions or would
like any assistance, please contact us at (415) 252-3100 or ethics.commission@sfgov.org.
 
Best,
Pat
 
 

From: Petersen, Patricia (ETH) 
Sent: Thursday, October 12, 2017 4:54 PM
Cc: Petersen, Patricia (ETH) <patricia.petersen@sfgov.org>
Subject: Notice of Operative Legislation re Behested Payment Reports (Effective 1/1/2018)
 
Dear Commissioners and Board Members –
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Behested Payments Reporting by City Board and Commission Members  
Becomes Operative January 1, 2018 


 
Notice of  Operative Date for Approved Legislation  


 
 
On January 10, 2017, the San Francisco Board of Supervisors voted 11-0 to enact an ordinance 
requiring new reporting by City Board and Commission members of certain payments they 
request from persons with matters pending before their board or commission. This “behested 
payments” reporting requirement was signed into law by the Mayor on January 20, 2017, and 
becomes operative on January 1, 2018.  
 
 
Overview of Enacted Law 
 
As adopted, the ordinance requires members of boards and commissions who are required to 
file a Statement of Economic Interests (Form 700) to disclose if they directly or indirectly 
request or solicit payments of $1,000 from parties or participants (or their agents) while 
certain matters are pending before that board or commission. The disclosure requirement 
applies to both monetary and non-monetary contributions to a government agency, 
educational institution, and both 501(c) and Section 527 tax-exempt organizations. 
 
Under existing state law, when a payment of $5,000 or more from a single source is made at 
the “behest” of a local elected official for a legislative, governmental, or charitable purpose, 
that official must file a “behested payment report.”1 This reporting requirement applies when 
there has been a single payment of $5,000 or more, or a series of payments over the course of 
a calendar year, from a single source. After reaching the $5,000 threshold, elected officials 
subject to this requirement must file a behested payment report with their departments 
within 30 days. Within another 30 days, such reports must be forwarded from those 
departments to the Ethics Commission. Prior to adoption of the new law, no “behested 
payment reporting” requirement applied to members of City boards and commissions, unless 
they are also elected officials. 
 
 The new law requires members of City boards and commissions who are required to 


file Statements of Economic Interests (Form 700) to file a behested payment report 
when they solicit payments directly or indirectly, from a party, participant, or agent of a 


                                                           


1 See Cal. Gov. Code § 82015(b)(2)(B)(iii). At the time of publication, pending state legislation would 
define behested payment in Cal. Gov. Code § 82004.5, define made at the behest of in Cal. Gov. Code § 
82041.3, and relocate behested payment reporting to Cal. Gov. Code § 84224.  







    2 


 


party or participant involved in an administrative proceeding before the board or 
commission. 


A member of a board or commission must file a behested payment report if: 
 


• the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a series 
of payments, totaling $1,000 or more while the proceeding is pending before the 
commissioner’s board or commission; 
 


• the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a series 
of payments, totaling $1,000 or more during the three months following the date a 
final decision is rendered in the proceeding; or 
 


• if the party, participant or agent of a party or participant makes a payment, or a 
series of payments, totaling $1,000 or more in the 12 months prior to the 
commencement of a proceeding, after the commissioner learns or should have 
learned that the source of the payment became involved in a proceeding before the 
board or commission. 


Members of City boards and commissions will be required to report information similar 
to that currently required of elected officials. These reports must be filed with the Ethics 
Commission, and the Ethics Commission will be required to make them available 
through its website.  


 
In addition, any member of a City board or commission who fails to comply with the 
reporting requirements is subject to the administrative, civil or criminal remedies that 
generally apply to violations of local conflict-of-interest laws. 


 
 


For More Information  
 
The Ethics Commission is working diligently to put processes in place to implement the new behested 
payments provisions – including a process for filing the new behested payments reports – and to help 
inform those affected by the new law to understand and comply with these requirements. Please feel 
free to contact the Commission with any questions at (415) 252-3100, or by email at 
ethics.commission@sfgov.org.  
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AMENDED IN COMMITEE 
FILE NO. 160478 12/1/2016 ORDINANCE NO. 001-17 


1 [Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code - Requiring Commissioners to File Behested 
Payment Reports] 


2 


3 Ordinance amending the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code to require 


4 members of City boards and commissions to file behested payment reports regarding 


5 the solicitation of charitable contributions. 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 


NOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font. 
Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times ,Vew Roman font. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. 
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough /\rial font. 
Asterisks (* * * *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables. 


Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco: 


Section 1. The Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code is hereby amended by 


adding Chapter 6, Sections 3.600, 3.610, and 3.620, to read as follows: 


CHAPTER 6: BEHESTED PAYMENT REPORTING FOR COMMISSIONERS 


SEC. 3.600. DEFINITIONS. 


I Whenever in this Chapter 6 the (allowing words or phrases are used, they shall have the 


I.following meanings: 


I "Agent" shall be defined as set forth in Title 2, Section 184 38. 3 of Ca/ifi?rnia Code of 


I Regulations, as amended from time to time. 


"Auctioneer" shall mean any person who is engaged in the calling (or, the recognition ot: and 


the acceptance ot: offers (or the purchase ofgoods at an auction. 


"Behested Payment Report" shall mean the Fair Political Practices Commission Form 803, or 


any other successor form, required by the Fair Political Practices Commission to fulfill the disclosure 


requirements imposed by California Government Code Section 82015(Q)(2)(B)(iii), as amended from 


time to time. 
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1 "Charitable Contribution" shall mean any monetary or non-monetary contribution to a 


2 government agency, a bona fide public or private educational institution as defined in Section 203 of 


3 the California Revenue and Taxation Code, or a nonprofit an organization that is exempt from 


4 taxation under either Section 501 (c) or Section 527 ofthe United States Internal Revenue Code. 


5 "Commissioner" shall mean any member ofa board or commission listed in Campaign and 


6 Governmental Conduct Code Section 3.1-103 (a)(l ),·provided, however, that "Commissioner" shall not 


7 include any member ofthe Board ofSupervisors. 


8 "License, permit, or other entitlement for use" shall be defined as set forth in California 


9 Government Code Section 84308, as amended from time to time. 


10 "Participant" shall be defined as set forth in California Government Code Section 84308 and 


11 Title 2. Section 18438. 4 of California Code of Regulations, as amended from time to time. 


12 "Party" shall be defined as set forth in California Government Code Section 84308, as 


13 amended from time to time. 


14 SEC. 3.610. REQUIRED FILING OF BEHESTED PAYMENT REPORTS. 


15 (a) FILING REQUIREMENT. If a Commissioner directly or indirectly requests or solicits 


16 any Charitable Contribution(s). or series of Charitable Contributions, from anyparty. participant or 


17 agent of a party or participant involved in a proceeding regarding administrative enforcement, a 


18 license, a permit, or other entitlement [or use before the Commissioner's board or commission, the 


19 Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report with the Ethics Commission in the following 


20 circumstances: 


21 (1) ifthe party, participant or agent makes any Charitable Contribution, or series of 


22 Charitable Contributions, totaling $1.000 or more while the proceeding is pending, the Commissioner 


23 shall file a Behested Payment Report within 30 days of the date on which the Charitable Contribution 


24 was made, or ifthere has been a series of Charitable Contributions, within 30 days ofthe date on 


25 which a Charitable Contribution causes the total amount ofthe contributions to total $1, 000 or more; 
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1 {2) ifthe party, participant or agent makes any Charitable Contribution, or series of 


2 Charitable Contributions, totaling $1, 000 or more during the three months following the date a final 


3 decision is rendered in the proceeding, the Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report within 


4 30 days ofthe date on which the Charitable Contribution was made, or ifthere has been a series of 


5 Charitable Contributions, within 30 days o[the date on which a Charitable Contribution causes the 


6 total amount o[the contributions to total $1, 000 or more; and 


7 (3) i[the party, participant or agent made any Charitable Contribution, or series of 


8 Charitable Contributions, totaling $1, 000 or more in the 12 months prior to the commencement ofa 


9 proceeding. the Commissioner shall file a Behested Payment Report within 30 days o[the date the 


10 Commissioner knew or should have known that the source o[the Charitable Contribution{s) became a 


11 party, participant or agent in a proceeding before the Commissioner's board or commission. 


12 (k) WEBSITE POSTING. The Ethics Commission shall make available through its website all 


13 Behested Payment Reports it receives ftom Commissioners. 


14 (c) PENALTIES. A Commissioner who fails to comply with this Section 3. 610 is subject to the 


15 administrative process and penalties set {Orth in Section 3.242(d). 


16 (d) EXCEPTION. A Commissioner has no obligation to file Behested Payment Reports, as 


17 required by subsection (a), i[the Commissioner solicited Charitable Contributions by acting as an 


18 auctioneer at a fundraising event {Or a nonprofit organization that is exempt from taxation under 


19 Section 501 (c){3) o[the United States Internal Revenue Code. 


20 SEC. 3.620. REGULATIONS. 


21 (a) The Ethics Commission may adopt rules, regulations, and guidelines {Or the implementation 


22 ofthis Chapter 6. 


23 (k) The Ethics Commission may, by regulation, require Commissioners to electronically submit 


24 substantially the same in{Ormation as required by the Behested Payment Report to fulfill their 


25 obligations under Section 3. 610. 


Supervisor Peskin 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page3 







1 Section 2. Effective and Operative Dates. 


2 (a) This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after enactment. Enactment occurs 


3 when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the ordinance unsigned or does not 


4 sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board of Supervisors overrides the 


5 Mayor's veto of the ordinance. 


6 (b) This ordinance shall become operative on January 1, 2018. 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 


APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
DENNIS J. HE R , City Attorney 


By: 
ANDREW SHE 
Deputy City Attorney 
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City and County of San Francisco 
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Ordinance 


City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton 8. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 


File Number: 160478 Date Passed: January 10, 2017 


Ordinance amending the Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code to require members of City 
boards and commissions to file behested payment reports regarding the solicitation of charitable 
contributions. 


October 21, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - CONTINUED TO CALL 
OF THE CHAIR 


December 01, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - AMENDED, AN 
AMENDMENT OF THE WHOLE BEARING SAME TITLE 


December 01, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - CONTINUED TO CALL 
OF THE CHAIR AS AMENDED 


December 08, 2016 Government Audit and Oversight Committee - RECOMMENDED AS 
COMMITTEE REPORT 


December 13, 2016 Board of Supervisors - PASSED ON FIRST READING 


Ayes: 10 -Avalos, Breed, Campos, Cohen, Farrell, Kim, Mar, Peskin, Tang and 
Yee 
Vacant: 1 - District 8 


January 10, 2017 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED 


City mu/ County of San Francisco 


Ayes: 11 - Breed, Cohen, Farrell, Fewer, Kim, Peskin, Ronen, Safai, Tang, Yee 
and Sheehy 
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I hereby certify that the foregoing 
Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on 
1/10/2017 by the Board of Supervisors of 
the City and County of San Francisco. 
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You are receiving this e-mail to help inform you about new legislation that may affect you as a board
or commission member for the City and County of San Francisco.
 
Effective January 1, 2018, City board and commission members who are required to file a Form 700
with the Ethics Commission will be required to disclose certain payments known as “behested
payments.” The disclosure requirement will apply if such a member of a board or commission
directly or indirectly requests or solicits charitable contributions of $1,000 from parties or
participants (or their agents) while certain matters are pending before that commissioner’s board.
The disclosure requirement applies to both monetary and non-monetary contributions that are
behested to a government agency, educational institution, and 501c and Section 527 tax-exempt
organizations.
 
As you may be aware, the legislation was initiallly proposed by Supervisor Peskin, adopted by the
Board of Supervisors on January, 10, 2017, and signed by the Mayor on January 20, 2017.  A copy of
the Ethics Commission’s notice regarding the upcoming operational date of the legislation and a
copy of the Ordinance are attached for your reference.
 
Our office is working to develop and implement procedures for submitting a Behested Payment
Report in advance of the January 1, 2018 effective date. In the meantime, if you have any questions
or would like any assistance, please contact us at (415) 252-3100 or ethics.commission@sfgov.org.
We will be happy to assist you.
 
Thank you,
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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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of October 23, 2017
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:03:31 AM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 10.23.17.doc

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:01 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for Week of October 23, 2017
 
Colleagues,
 
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week.
Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thanks!
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org

Get Connected with Mayor Ed Lee 
www.sfmayor.org
Twitter @mayoredlee
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

October 23, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of October 23, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of October 23, 2017. 


Ethics (Monday, October 23, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Discussion of Staff Policy Report and monthly update of the Commission’s Annual Policy Plan.


Action Items


· Discussion and possible action regarding proposed amendment to the Ethics Commission’s bylaws to change the date and start time of the Commission’s Regular Monthly meeting.


· Discussion and possible action on Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Referral of File No. 17048, Ray Hartz v. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.


· Continued discussion and possible action on revised proposed 2017 San Francisco Anti-Corruption and Accountability Ordinance that builds on the initial Proposition J Revision proposal and amends City campaign and government conduct laws (SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Articles I and III).


· Discussion and possible action on proposed change to Ethics Commission Regulations 67.33-1 and 15.102-1 (Sunshine and Ethics Trainings)


· Continued discussion and possible action on Staff’s Proposed Draft Enforcement Regulations with Staff Responses to Written Public Comment.


· Discussion and possible action on legislative items of interest to Commissioner Kopp.


· Discussion and possible action regarding status of complaints received or initiated by the Ethics Commission. 


· Conference with Legal Counsel: Anticipated litigation as plaintiff. (Closed Session) Number of possible cases: 42


Film (Monday, October 23, 2PM)

Discussion Only


· PRESIDENT’S REPORT - President Wang will provide an additional alert about the need to reschedule the Commission meetings for November and December; and a proposal for a full date Commission retreat in lieu of the January Commission meeting January.


· EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR REPORT


· an update on the number of recent film permits and notable productions which have shot in San Francisco; 


· an update on upcoming productions


· a report about the recent mixer held at the University Club on October 11th 

· a report about Film SF’s participation at the Mill Valley Film Festival which ran from October 5th-15th.

· a thank you to Commissioners Stiker, Cheng and Moscone for their assistance with an upcoming production 


· a reminder about the upcoming Film Commission Holiday Party on Wednesday December 6th.


· PRESENTATION BY BAYCAT - Senait Hailemariam, BAYCAT Studio Production Coordinator, will present about BAYCAT Studio's Internship Pathway Program, whose members have found work through the First Source Hiring Program and the Scene in San Francisco Rebate Program.


Small Business (Monday, October 23, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Small Business Commission Certificate of Honor recognizing the contributions of Emily Gasner, founder and CEO of Working Solutions, from 2004-2017.

Action Items


· Board of Supervisors File No. 171042 - Various Codes - Regulation of Cannabis Businesses. Ordinance amending the Administrative, Business and Tax Regulations, Health, and Police Codes to comprehensively regulate commercial activities relating to the cultivation, manufacture, distribution, testing, sale, and delivery of medicinal and adult use cannabis by, among other things: 1) requiring businesses that engage in commercial cannabis activities to obtain a permit from the Office of Cannabis; 2) requiring the Director of the Office of Cannabis to establish an Equity Program to promote equitable ownership and employment opportunities in the cannabis industry; 3) defining eligibility for temporary and permanent cannabis business permits; 4) establishing priorities for the review of cannabis business permit applications; 5) establishing operating standards for cannabis businesses; 6) establishing criteria for granting, denying, suspending, and revoking cannabis business permits; 7) incorporating state law governing commercial cannabis activities into local law for enforcement purposes; 8) authorizing the imposition of fines and penalties for violation of local and state laws governing cannabis businesses, and establishing procedures by which cannabis businesses may appeal a fine or permit penalty; 9) prohibiting the smoking and vaping of cannabis on the premises of all cannabis businesses, except select Medicinal Cannabis Retailers, as authorized by the Department of Public Health; 10) prohibiting the consumption of cannabis and cannabis products, other than by smoking or vaping, on the premises of all cannabis businesses, except Storefront Cannabis Retailers and Cannabis Microbusinesses that obtain consumption permits from the Department of Public Health; 11) prohibiting until January 1, 2019, tours of cannabis cultivators, manufacturers, and cannabis microbusinesses, and authorizing the Director of Cannabis to extend the prohibition on tours, or establish guidelines for the operation of tours; 12) establishing a sunset date of March 31, 2018, for Article 33 of the Health Code (“Medical Cannabis Act”); and 13) eliminating the duty of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to send letters annually to state and federal officials requesting that cannabis be regulated and taxed; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act.

· Board of Supervisors File No. 171041 - Planning Code - Cannabis Regulation. Ordinance amending the Planning Code to 1) regulate cannabis land uses, including, among other things, adult use cannabis retail, Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, delivery-only services, manufacture of cannabis products, cannabis cultivation, and cannabis testing; 2) allow Medical Cannabis Dispensaries in additional zoning districts; 3) establish a land use process for the conversion of existing Medical Cannabis Dispensaries to Cannabis Retail establishments; 4) establish location and operating conditions for cannabis uses; 5) repeal Ordinance No. 186-17, which limited the number of medical cannabis dispensaries in Supervisorial District 11; and 6) delete superseded Planning Code provisions; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1, and public necessity, convenience and welfare findings pursuant to Planning Code, Section 302.

Port (Tuesday, October 24, 3PM, James R. Herman Cruise Terminal Pier 27)


Discussion Only


· Executive Director’s Report


· Overview of the City's Participation in the Living Cities' City Accelerator Program


· Pier 70 Waterfront Development Site Update


· SF Open Studios 2017 – October 28 & 29, 2017


· Seawall Resiliency Project Kick-off – October 18, 2017


· Opening of Queen’s Louisiana Po’-Boy Café – October 12, 2017


· Fleet Week Emergency Planning and North Bay Fires

· Informational presentation on the Port’s Contracting Activity for Fiscal Year 2016-17 (July 1, 2016 through June 30, 2017)


Action Items


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL AND REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR (Closed Session) –


· Property: Boudin Properties located at Seawall Lot 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf


· Property: AB 8719, Lot 002, also known as Seawall Lot 337, AB 9900, Lot 62, also known as China Basin Park, and AB 9900, Lot 048 and AB 9900, Lot 048H, also known as Pier 48 (all bounded generally by China Basin, the San Francisco Bay, Mission Rock Street, and Third Street)


· Request authorization for the Executive Director to enter into a revised Project Partnership Agreement with the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) for dredging of the Central Basin, with a revised Port matching share of 25%, not to exceed $2,922,500, towards the initial dredging costs, and a revised additional matching share not to exceed $1,169,000, or 10% of the initial costs payable over 30 years for future federal dredging of the Central Basin, and an additional 10% contingency of $409,150, for a total Port project cost not to exceed $4,500,650, subject to approval of the Board of Supervisors.

· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2790, Marine Structural Projects IV, (Piers 29 & 31½ Substructure Repair) 

· Request authorization to advertise for competitive bids for Construction Contract No. 2787, Pier 27 Passenger Shelter. 


· Request approval of the Operations Agreement with Agility Logistics Corp. (“Agility”) granting Agility authority to operate its site in South San Francisco, California as a Foreign Trade Zone No. 3 usage-driven site for a term of five years, with one option to extend for four years and outlining conditions for the operation of the usage-driven site.

PUC (Tuesday, October 24, 130PM)


Discussion Only


· CleanPowerSF Update

· Proposed Modifications to the Water Level of Service Goals and Objectives

· Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Relicensing of Don Pedro Hydroelectric Project and Licensing of La Grange Hydroelectric Project

· Policy and Government Affairs Annual Update

· Bay Area Water Supply and Conservation Agency Update

Action Items


· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. WD-2742, 16-Inch Ductile Iron Water Main Replacement on 7th Street from Townsend to 16th Street, in the amount of $1,986,746, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, P & J Utility Co. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 31.04 (h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Approve an increase to the funding allocation for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission’s Floodwater Management Grant Program for Fiscal Year FY 2017-18 from $250,000 to up to $1,750,000, to be made available at the time of execution of grant agreements from the existing Wastewater Enterprise budget; and direct the General Manager to include in his recommended biennial budget for the Fiscal Years 2018-19 and 2019-20, a Grant Program budget of $2,000,000 per year for consideration by the Commission.

· Authorize the General Manager to designate a specific brand of grit separator system, HeadCell ® Vortex system by Hydro International, and a specific brand of grit dewatering/washing, Huber Technology’s COANDA, as necessary items only available from one source in the contract specifications for Contract WW-628, Southeast Plant New Headworks Facility, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 6.73(e)(1).

· Approve the terms and conditions and authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute an Exclusive Negotiation Agreement (ENA) with Reservoir Community Partners, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company representing a joint venture comprised of AvalonBay Communities and Bridge Housing Corporation (collectively, Developer), to develop mixed-income housing, parks and open space on approximately 17 acres of property located at Ocean and Phelan Avenues in San Francisco, commonly known as the Balboa Reservoir. The ENA states the process and the terms and conditions upon which the City and County of San Francisco and the Developer will negotiate and seek to complete a purchase and sale agreement, quitclaim deed with reservation of certain easements, development agreement, declaration of use restrictions, and such other documents as are necessary to effectuate an approved development project for the Balboa Reservoir, subject to further approval by the SFPUC.

· Authorize the General Manager to execute, on behalf of the City and County of San Francisco, as the encroaching party, an Encroachment Permit with the Groveland Community Services District (GCSD), in an amount not to exceed $10,000, and with a duration of three years, with an automatic renewal of two successive additional terms of three years, to install adit monitoring stations on GCSD facilities within the Second Garrote and Big Creek Shafts of the Mountain Tunnel in Groveland, California.

· Award Job Order Contract No. JOC-65R, General Engineering (A – License), for a not-to-exceed amount of $5,000,000, and with a five-year term, to the lowest, qualified, responsible, and responsive bidder, Robert E. Boyer Construction, Inc., to perform general engineering construction tasks for all San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Enterprise Operations and Bureaus in San Joaquin, Stanislaus and Tuolumne Counties. 


· Conference with Legal Counsel -  Unlitigated Claim: Robin Paul Roderick v. City and County of San Francisco, Proposed Settlement Amount: $50,000 with release of claim (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of the 1987 CCSF Interconnection Agreement – PG&E Rate Schedule FERC No. 114 to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of The CCSF Facilities Charge Agreement for Moscone to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Transmission Owner Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Wholesale Distribution Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Notice of Termination of Facilities Charge Agreements between PG&E and the City and County of San Francisco (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Complaint under Sections 206 and 306 of the Federal Power Act. (Closed Session)

· Threat to Public Services or Facilities (Closed Session)

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Fire (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM)


Discussion Only


· REPORT FROM CHIEF OF DEPARTMENT, JOANNE HAYES-WHITE - Report on current issues, activities and events within the Department since the Fire Commission meeting of October 11, 2017 including budget, academies, special events, communications and outreach to other government agencies and the public.


· REPORT FROM ADMINISTRATION, DEPUTY CHIEF RAEMONA WILLIAMS - Report on the Administrative Divisions, Fleet and Facility status, including updates on Station 35 and the Training Facility on Treasure Island, Finance, Support Services, Homeland Security and Training within the Department.


Action Items


· APPROVAL TO SEND LETTER FROM COMMISSION IN SUPPORT OF THE ALISA ANN RUCH BURN FOUNDATION AND SFFISE TO SUPERVISOR SAFAI

Police (Wednesday, October 25, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Southeast Facilities (Wednesday, October 25, 6PM)


Discussion Only


· Report of the Chair                                                                                              


· Discussion to choose Commission meeting date in November in lieu of Legal Holiday

· Discussion regarding the Commission open seat

· SECFC Staff/Director Report                                                                 


· Greenhouse Grant Update

· Director’s Update

· Community Benefits Retreat

· Resolution to Honor Tommy Moala, Assistant General Manager/Wastewater on His Retirement

Housing Authority (Thursday, October 26, 4PM)

Action Items


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE AN AMENDMENT TO THE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL WORKERS, LOCAL 6

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO ENTER INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO AND THE NORTHERN CALIFORNIA CARPENTERS REGIONAL COUNCIL, THE CARPENTERS 46 NORTHERN CALIFORNIA COUNTIES CONFERENCE BOARD, AND CARPENTERS LOCAL NO. 22


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT WITH HOUSING AUTHORITY PROPERTY INSURANCE (“HAPI”) FOR PROPERTY INSURANCE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED THREE HUNDRED FIFTY SIX THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY TWO DOLLARS ($356,952)

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT WITH THE HOUSING AUTHORITY RISK RETENTION GROUP (“HARRG”) FOR COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY INSURANCE IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED SIX HUNDRED FIFTY FIVE THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED TWELVE DOLLARS ($655,312)


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT FOR COMMERCIAL AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE COVERAGE WITH THE HOUSING AUTHORITY RISK RETENTION GROUP, INC. (HARRG PREFERRED DIRECT) IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED ONE HUNDRED FORTY THREE THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED FORTY ONE DOLLARS ($143,141)]


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING NEW UTILITY ALLOWANCES FOR THE LOW INCOME PUBLIC HOUSING PROGRAM OF THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 1, 2017

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTO TO ENTER INTO A SECOND AMENDMENT TO THE LOAN AGREEMENT AND AN AMENDED AND RESTATED PROMISSORY NOTE TO INCREASE THE CITY LOAN FOR ELEVATOR REPAIRS BY ONE MILLION ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($1,100,000) TO MAKE EMERGENCY REPAIRS AT THE SUNNYDALE AND POTRERO HOPE SF PROPERTIES

· RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO A TWO YEAR TASK BASED CONTRACT WITH THE OPTIONS TO EXTEND ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR PERIOD UP TO A CUMULATIVE THREE YEARS MAXIMUM FOR ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING AS-NEEDED SERVICES WITH FW ASSOCIATES FOR AN AMOUNT NOT-TO-EXCEED ONE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS ($100,000)

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO SEPARATE ONE YEAR CONTRACTS WHICH MAY BE EXTENDED FOR UP TO FOUR ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR PERIODS WITH A&C AUTO CLINIC, INC. AND ERIE AUTO-TRUCK REPAIR, INC. FOR FLEET MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR FOR A CUMULATIVE AMOUNT NOTTO-EXCEED $150,000 FOR THE FIRST CONTRACT YEAR FOR BOTH CONTRACTS AND THE AUTHORITY WILL SEEK BUDGET APPROVAL FOR ADDITIONAL FUNDS ACCORDINGLY

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO TWO, TWO (2) YEAR LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH THE CROSS CULTURAL FAMILY CENTER TO PROVIDE CHILD CARE SERVICES AT 71 TURNER TERRACE AND 85 TURNER TERRACE IN THE POTRERO HOUSING DEVELOPMENT


· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO A LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH MERCY HOUSING CALIFORNIA FOR COMMUNITY GARDEN SPACES AT THE SUNNYDALE PUBLIC HOUSING DEVELOPMENT LOCATED AT (1) SUNNYDALE AVENUE AND HAHN STREET; (2) 1654 SUNNYDALE AVENUE; (3) 47 BROOKDALE AVENUE; AND (4) 129 BROOKDALE AVENUE

· RESOLUTION APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING THE ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO ENTER INTO TWO, TWO (2) YEAR LICENSE AGREEMENTS WITH THE WU YEE CHILDREN’S SERVICES TO PROVIDE CHILD CARE SERVICES AT 700 VELASCO IN THE SUNNYDALE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AND 729 KIRKWOOD ADJACENT TO THE HUNTERS POINT EAST/WEST HOUSING DEVELOPMENT RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RECORD RETENTION AND DISPOSITION POLICY FOR THE HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO


· Confidential – Attorney/Client Privileged; Potential Litigation (Closed Session)

Human Rights (Thursday, October 26, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Recommendations for Possible Collection and Use of Data on Efforts to Create Race and Ethnicity Data Standards 


· Presentation on the Importance of Data and Recommendations on Use of Data for Advancement in Policy and Practice


· Presentation on Data and Racial Justice Litigation and Advocacy


· Presentation by The African American Achievement and Leadership Initiative on use of Data to Inform Strategies for African American Students in SFUSD 


· Update on Community Meetings on Tasers


· My Brother and Sister’s Keeper Proposed Outcome Metrics


· Update on Upcoming and Recent Human Rights Commission Workshops and Presentations 


· Update on Equity Presentations 


· Discussion on Importance of Attendance and Quorum


Action Items


· Review and Potential Approval of RFP for Transgender Safety and Wellness Services 

Human Services (Thursday, October 26, 930AM)


Discussion Only


· The Executive Director’s Report


· State and City legislation and budget reports


· Family & Children’s Services


· Economic Support and Self-Sufficiency Services


· Administration and other issues

Action Items


· Requesting ratification of actions taken by the Executive Director since the September 28, 2017 Regular Meeting in accordance with Commission authorization of October 26, 2017:


· Submission of requests to encumber funds in the total amount of $0 for purchase of services or supplies and contingency amounts;


· Submission of 1 temporary position for possible use in order to fill positions on a temporary basis;


· Submission of report of 51 temporary appointments made during the period of 9.16.17 thru 10.13.17.

· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with CHAPIN HALL AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO to provide Rapid Support & Housing for Families services; during the period October 1, 2017 through September 28, 2018; for an additional amount of $104,425 plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $623,306.


· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with ARRIBA JUNTOS to provide Interrupt, Predict, Organize (IPO) Services; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018; for an additional amount of $193,887, plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $499,276.


· Requesting authorization to modify the existing grant agreement with YOUNG COMMUNITY DEVELOPERS to provide Interrupt, Predict, Organize (IPO) Services; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2018; for an additional amount of $172,344, plus a 10% contingency for a revised total amount not to exceed $747,278.


· Requesting authorization to modify the grant agreements with multiple providers to apply the Cost of Doing Business (CODB) increase; during the period of July 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019; in the additional amount of $2,781,465.


· Requesting authorization for the Department of Human Services to purchase and distribute gift cards as incentives; during the period of October 1, 2017 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $160,200.

Planning (Thursday, October 26, 1PM)

Action Items – Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance

· 89 ROOSEVELET WAY - south side of Roosevelt Way at Buena Vista Terrace; Lot 077 in Assessor’s Block 2612 (District 8) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.09.19.8061, proposing the vertical addition of a mezzanine level with roof decks to an existing 3-story building within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). (Proposed for Continuance to November 16, 2017)

Discussion Only


· Report on potential re-scheduling of Discretionary Review hearings for the following properties: 1824 Jennings Street; 1083 Hollister Avenue; 1395 Shafter Avenue; 1290 Shafter Avenue; 1351 Revere Avenue; 38 Carr Street; 1050 Gilman Avenue; 1656 Newcomb Avenue; 1187 Palou Avenue.  The Planning Commission previously continued the hearings for most of these properties to December 21, 2017.  Planning Department staff would re-notice the hearings for these properties to an earlier Planning Commission hearing date of November 16, 2017, and would provide public notice of this new date as required by the Planning Code.

Action Items


· 2750 19TH STREET - located at the northeast corner of Bryant and 19th Streets, Lot 004A in Assessor’s Block 4023 (District 10) - Request for a Large Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 329, for the demolition of an existing industrial building, with the exception of the brick facade, and new construction of a six-story, 68-foot tall, mixed-use building (measuring approximately 74,446 square feet) with 60 dwelling units, approximately 7,471 square feet ground floor retail, 45 below-grade off-street parking spaces, one car-share parking space, 84 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, and 13 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces. The Project includes 4,800 square feet of common open space roof deck. Under the LPA, the project is seeking an exception to certain Planning Code requirements, including: 1) rear yard (Planning Code Section 134); 2) dwelling unit exposure (Planning Code Section 140); 3) street frontage (Planning Code Section 145.1). The project site is located within the UMU (Urban Mixed-Use) and 68-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 452 OAK STREET - north side of Oak Street between Buchanan and Laguna Streets; Lot 011 in Assessor’s Block 0830 (District 5) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization to allow the subdivision of a through lot with frontages on Oak Street and Hickory Street causing the existing structure on the newly-created lot fronting on Oak Street to exceed the dwelling unit density limits within a RTO (Residential Transit Oriented) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 379-383 UPPER TERRACE - west side of Upper Terrace near the top of Mt. Olympus, Lots 081-083 in Assessor’s Block 2629A (District 8) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization to infill the space beneath the existing two-story structure containing three dwelling units to create a fourth dwelling unit pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 249.77, and 303. The proposed project also includes the construction of a new roof deck, the reduction of the carport to add stair access to the roof deck, a new rear balcony, and the addition of a new ADU on the 3rd level in an existing storage space. The subject property is located within a RH-3 (Residential House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 2921 VALLEJO STREET  - between Baker Street and Lyon Street, Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 0957 (District 2) - Requests for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.04.12.4605, proposing new construction of a five-story 7,065 square foot single-family home on a vacant lot within a RH-1(D) (Residential, House, One-Family, Detached Dwellings) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

· 5 LELAND AVENUE - south side of Leland Avenue, between Bayshore Boulevard and Desmond Street; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 6249 (District 10) - Request for Mandatory Discretionary Review of an application for a change of use from retail to a Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) at the ground story, within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial - Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. The MCD is proposed for on-site sales with no on-site cultivation or production. The associated Building Permit Application 2016.1214.4950 is for change of use and both interior and exterior alterations. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions


· 3015 SAN BRUNO AVENUE - east side of San Bruno Avenue, between Paul and Olmstead Streets; Lot 016 in Assessor’s Block 5467 (District 9) - Request for a Mandatory Discretionary Review of an application for a change of use from acupuncture office to a Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) at the ground story, within a NC-2 (Neighborhood Commercial - Small Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposed MCD (d.b.a SBA Wellness) will be approximately 1,644 square feet in total at the ground level with a partial basement. No smoking or cultivation of cannabis is proposed on-site. The associated Building Permit Application 2016.07.28.3597 is for tenant improvements only. No exterior changes or expansions are proposed. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). Preliminary Recommendation: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Conditions

Misc. 

· Planning Zoning Variance Hearing (Wednesday, October 25, 930AM)



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

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Diamond Heights Safety Wall - draft ordinance and resolution
Date: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 9:55:54 AM
Attachments: 2017-10-31 Diamond Heights Safety Wall.pdf

01229600 (Initiate Resolution).pdf
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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: Smith, Desiree (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 2:28 PM
To: CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary
Subject: Diamond Heights Safety Wall - draft ordinance and resolution
 
Hi Jonas,
 
Can you the attached documents please be forwarded to the HPC? Included are the draft resolution
to initiate landmark designation, and the draft ordinance for the Diamond Heights Safety Wall. The
item will be heard at tomorrow’s HPC meeting.
 
Thank you!
Desiree
 
Desiree Smith
Preservation Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9093 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: desiree.smith@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org

             
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM): http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
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Historic Preservation Commission 
Draft Resolution 


HEARING DATE NOVEMBER 1, 2017 
 
 
RESOLUTION TO INITIATE ARTICLE 10 LANDMARK DESIGNATION OF WALL AT 
THE INTERSECTION OF DIAMOND HEIGHTS BOULEVARD AND CLIPPER STREET 
(AKA DIAMOND HEIGHTS SAFETY WALL), AS LANDMARK NO. XXX 
 


 
1. WHEREAS, a community-sponsored Application for Article 10 Landmark Designation for the 


wall at the intersection of Diamond Heights Boulevard and Clipper Street on Assessor’s Parcel 
No. 7504, Lot 011 (aka Diamond Heights Safety Wall) was submitted to the Planning Department 
by Robert Pullum, a member of the public; and 
 


2. WHEREAS, additional research and analysis of the significance of the wall at the intersection of 
Diamond Heights Boulevard and Clipper Street on Assessor’s Parcel No. 7504, Lot 011 (aka 
Diamond Heights Safety Wall) was conducted by Department staff Hannah Lee Simonson and 
reviewed by Department staff Desiree Smith and Tim Frye, all of whom meet the Secretary of 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards; and 


 
3. WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission, at its regular meeting of November 1, 2017 


reviewed Department staff’s analysis of the historical significance of the wall at the intersection 
of Diamond Heights Boulevard and Clipper Street on Assessor’s Parcel No. 7504, Lot 011 (aka 
Diamond Heights Safety Wall) pursuant to Article 10 as part of the Landmark Designation Case 
Report dated November 1, 2017; and  
 


4. WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission finds that the  nomination for the wall at the 
intersection of Diamond Heights Boulevard and Clipper Street on Assessor’s Parcel No. 7504, Lot 
011 (aka Diamond Heights Safety Wall) is in the form prescribed by the Historic Preservation 
Commission and contains supporting historic, architectural, and/or cultural documentation; and  


 


5. WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission finds that the wall at the intersection of 
Diamond Heights Boulevard and Clipper Street on Assessor’s Parcel No. 7504, Lot 011 (aka 
Diamond Heights Safety Wall) meets two of the Historic Preservation Commission’s priorities 
for designation:  the designation of underrepresented Landmark property types including 
Modernist properties and the designation of buildings located in geographically 
underrepresented areas;  


 
 







Resolution No. XXXX –  
November 1, 2017 


 2 


Case No. 2017-011910DES 
Wall at intersection of Diamond Heights Blvd. and Clipper St. 


(aka Diamond Heights Safety Wall) 
 
 THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Historic Preservation Commission hereby initiates designation 


of the wall at the intersection of Diamond Heights Boulevard and Clipper Street on Assessor’s Parcel No. 
7504, Lot 011 (aka Diamond Heights Safety Wall), pursuant to Article 10 of the Planning Code. 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Historic Preservation Commission at its 
meeting on November 1, 2017. 


 


 


 
Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 


 
AYES:   
 
NAYS:   
 
ABSENT:  
 
ADOPTED: November 1, 2017 





		Historic Preservation Commission

		Draft Resolution

		Hearing date November 1, 2017























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

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

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LEE LAUNCHES THE 2017 CHENGDU FOOD AND CULTURE FESTIVAL
Date: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 9:55:24 AM
Attachments: 10.31.17 Chengdu Food and Culture Festival.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR) 
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 3:04 PM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LEE LAUNCHES THE 2017 CHENGDU FOOD AND CULTURE
FESTIVAL
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, October 31, 2017
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LEE LAUNCHES THE 2017 CHENGDU FOOD AND

CULTURE FESTIVAL
Acclaimed chefs from Chengdu to partner with local restaurants to showcase gourmet

Sichuan cuisine in the Bay Area
 
San Francisco, CA – Mayor Edwin M. Lee, Vice Mayor Liu Xiao Liu of Chengdu, China and
other dignitaries today celebrated the official kickoff of the 2017 Chengdu Food and Culture
Festival in the San Francisco Bay Area.
 
“The people of San Francisco and Chengdu share many cultural similarities, including a deep
appreciation for great food,” said Mayor Lee. “We are excited to continue and expand our
success from last year in promoting Sichuan cuisine. Food is a universal language that helps
bond people from different places together.”
 
This year’s gala will feature authentic Chengdu cuisine, special brews, dancers, opera
performers and other artists visiting from Chengdu. The Chengdu Food and Cultural Festival
kickoff at City Hall will feature drinks and a full tasting menu served from multiple food
stations, all staffed by Chengdu’s top chefs and assisted by some of the Bay Area’s most
renowned chefs. Bay Area cooking icon Martin Yan of Yan Can Cook is overseeing the entire
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Tuesday, October 31, 2017 


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


 


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LEE LAUNCHES THE 2017 CHENGDU FOOD AND CULTURE 


FESTIVAL 
Acclaimed chefs from Chengdu to partner with local restaurants to showcase gourmet  


Sichuan cuisine in the Bay Area 


 


San Francisco, CA – Mayor Edwin M. Lee, Vice Mayor Liu Xiao Liu of Chengdu, China and other dignitaries 


today celebrated the official kickoff of the 2017 Chengdu Food and Culture Festival in the San Francisco Bay 


Area. 


 


“The people of San Francisco and Chengdu share many cultural similarities, including a deep appreciation for 


great food,” said Mayor Lee. “We are excited to continue and expand our success from last year in promoting 


Sichuan cuisine. Food is a universal language that helps bond people from different places together.”  
 


This year’s gala will feature authentic Chengdu cuisine, special brews, dancers, opera performers and other 


artists visiting from Chengdu. The Chengdu Food and Cultural Festival kickoff at City Hall will feature drinks 


and a full tasting menu served from multiple food stations, all staffed by Chengdu’s top chefs and assisted by 


some of the Bay Area’s most renowned chefs. Bay Area cooking icon Martin Yan of Yan Can Cook is 


overseeing the entire culinary operation.  


 


“It’s a special honor to work with such great culinary talents,” said Yan. “I am learning so much from my 


Chengdu and Bay Area colleagues and I am very grateful for such a privilege.” 


 


The 2017 festival will run for two weeks. After the opening night gala, there will be “Chengdu Days” around 


the Bay Area. On November 2, the festival will visit the International House at UC Berkeley, showcasing an 


evening of Chengdu cuisine and entertainment for UC Berkeley students and officials. The Chengdu delegation 


will also visit various Bay Area technology companies to promote Chengdu cuisine and culture. 


 


In addition, there will be three Chengdu-themed dinners open to the general public. This year’s list of 


restaurants will be M.Y. China in San Francisco, Koi Palace in Milpitas and Chef Chu’s in Los Altos. Each 


restaurant will feature a different Chengdu-inspired menu for their evening. 


 


As an outreach to the future generations of San Francisco, the city of Chengdu has sent 300 clay panda statues 


to the San Francisco Unified School District. Students from various elementary schools have decorated the 


pandas and a selection of the pandas will be featured at the gala in City Hall. Pandas are native to Sichuan 


Province in China. Chengdu is the provincial capital of Sichuan and designated as the City of Gastronomy by 


UNESCO in 2010. 


 


### 







culinary operation.
 
“It’s a special honor to work with such great culinary talents,” said Yan. “I am learning so
much from my Chengdu and Bay Area colleagues and I am very grateful for such a privilege.”
 
The 2017 festival will run for two weeks. After the opening night gala, there will be “Chengdu
Days” around the Bay Area. On November 2, the festival will visit the International House at
UC Berkeley, showcasing an evening of Chengdu cuisine and entertainment for UC Berkeley
students and officials. The Chengdu delegation will also visit various Bay Area technology
companies to promote Chengdu cuisine and culture.
 
In addition, there will be three Chengdu-themed dinners open to the general public. This
year’s list of restaurants will be M.Y. China in San Francisco, Koi Palace in Milpitas and Chef
Chu’s in Los Altos. Each restaurant will feature a different Chengdu-inspired menu for their
evening.
 
As an outreach to the future generations of San Francisco, the city of Chengdu has sent 300
clay panda statues to the San Francisco Unified School District. Students from various
elementary schools have decorated the pandas and a selection of the pandas will be featured at
the gala in City Hall. Pandas are native to Sichuan Province in China. Chengdu is the
provincial capital of Sichuan and designated as the City of Gastronomy by UNESCO in 2010.
 

###
 



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

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Smith, Desiree (CPC)
Subject: FW: Diamond Heights Safety Wall
Date: Friday, October 27, 2017 1:06:40 PM
Attachments: image009.png

image010.png
image011.png
image012.png

 
 
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: Smith, Desiree (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, October 27, 2017 12:14 PM
To: CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary
Cc: Frye, Tim (CPC)
Subject: Diamond Heights Safety Wall
 
Hi there! I’d like to send the following message to the HPC. Not sure what the best way to do it is,
but I think its best to go through the secretary, right?
Thanks!
Desiree
 
 
 
Good Afternoon Commissioners,
 
I wanted to inform you that a draft resolution and ordinance were not included in your packet for
case no. 2017-011910DES, Diamond Heights Safety Wall Landmark Initiation. The City Attorney’s
office needed more time to complete their review of the documents, but we did not want to delay
the hearing as it is a community-sponsored landmark application and they had been planning on

attending the November 1st hearing for a few months now.
 
We are working with the City Attorney’s office to get a draft resolution and ordinance to you during,
if not before, the HPC meeting next Wednesday.
 
Thank you,
Desiree
 
Desiree Smith
Preservation Planner
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Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9093 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: desiree.smith@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org

             
 
Planning Information Center (PIC): 415-558-6377 or pic@sfgov.org
Property Information Map (PIM): http://propertymap.sfplanning.org 
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Smith, Desiree (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Letters for Landmark Status for Diamond Heights Safety Wall/Redwood Sculpture
Date: Friday, October 27, 2017 9:51:18 AM
Attachments: Diamond Heights Safety Wall Support Letters List 10-25-17.pdf

DHCA Letter of Support for DH Safety Wall 9-17-17.pdf
GPNHP_SafetyWall_ParksComm_20171024.docx.pdf
Carl Arntzen Diamond Heights Safety Wall Landmark Status Recommendation from 44 Amber Drive.pdf
John Priola.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: Smith, Desiree (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, October 27, 2017 9:44 AM
To: CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary
Subject: FW: Support Letters for Landmark Status for Diamond Heights Safety Wall/Redwood Sculpture
 
Hi Jonas,
 
We received the attached letters of support for landmark designation of the Diamond Heights Safety

Wall, item no. which will be going before the HPC on November 1st.
 
Can these be provided to the HPC via email prior to the hearing?
 
Thanks!
Desiree
 
From: Betsy Eddy [mailto:betsy.eddy@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 4:07 PM
To: Smith, Desiree (CPC)
Cc: Frye, Tim (CPC); Bob Pullum
Subject: Support Letters for Landmark Status for Diamond Heights Safety Wall/Redwood Sculpture
 
Hi Desiree,
 
I am delighted that 15 letters of support for landmark status for the Diamond Heights Safety
Wall/Redwood Sculpture were received. The 15 letters are listed in the Diamond Heights
Safety Wall Support Letters 10-25-17 document. The memos sent to my gmail account are
either in the body of this document or are attached in pdf. Instead of forwarding each message,
I thought it would save you time if I put them in one document. Some letters are attached in
pdf since I did not know how to insert them in the large document. 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
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mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
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Diamond Heights Safety Wall/Redwood Sculpture Letters/Memos of 


Support for Landmark Status List – October 25, 2017 
 
Organizations 
Diamond Heights Community Association  
Glen Park Neighborhoods History Project  
Sunnyside Neighborhood Association – sent by email to Desiree Smith, HPC 
 
Individuals 
Allison Arieff 
Carl Arntzen – attached as pdf 
Michael and Patricia Busk 
David Bogandoff and Judith Presley 
Rebecca Coolidge 
Catherine Dunham 
James Feldman 
Karen Kerner 
Brigette Karen Pimentel-Shanmugam 
John Priola – attached as pdf 
Brynna McNulty 
Marina Nelson 
Michael Rice 
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from: allison 
arieff <aja@modernho
use.com> 


date: Sun, Oct 22, 2017 at 
4:49 PM 


subject: letter of support 


 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners  
Historic Preservation Commission  
San Francisco Planning Department  
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400  
San Francisco, CA 94103  
 
 
Dear Mr. Wolfram and Commissioners, 
 
I am writing to request that you approve designation of the Diamond Heights 
Safety Wall on Portola Drive at Diamond Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San 
Francisco Landmark. The artwork has served as the gateway to Diamond 
Heights for 50 years and is now in need of preservation and restoration. 
Landmark status will facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting 
and for a commemorative plaque honoring the artist. Landmark status will help 
preserve the sculpture’s place in San Francisco history. Our city is changing — 
and changing fast. While certainly not every artifact or building of the past should 
be saved this sculpture should be. It is of significant historical and aesthetic 
importance and deserves preservation. 
 
Thanks for your consideration. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Allison Arieff 
Design writer, The New York Times 
Editorial Director, SPUR 
Longtime Glen Park resident 
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From: Michael Busk, mbusk.for@att.net 
 
          October 23, 2017 
 
Dear Mr. Wolfram and Commissioners, 
 
We enthusiastically encourage you to grant landmark status to the Stefan Novak 
“Redwood Sculpture.” For forty years we have lived in the same house in Diamond 
Heights and driven or walked by this piece, which bids us a creative and interesting day 
as we leave and welcomes us back as we return.  
 
Of the numerous other reasons why it should be officially recognized as the landmark 
that it is, three for us have prominence –or maybe four. 
 
One, it is a clear, gentle but insistent product of the Sixties, as are we, as is this 
exceptional neighborhood: Peace, Love, and Joy. 
 
Two, it is tree, actually the quintessential tree of our part of the world, tree that declares 
that this nature-infused neighborhood has way more trees than houses, tree that is the 
sentinel and guardian and bulwark of the grand canyon of San Francisco. 
 
Three, it is a complex art piece that is simple, always rewarding another glance another 
day, typifying to young and old that the more you look, the more you see. 
 
Finally, could anyone with a soul fail to raise to eminence a landmark whose nickname 
–perhaps even its official name– is “Safety Wall.”  
 
Peace, Love, Joy, 
 
 
Patricia and Michael Busk 
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October	23,	2017	
From:	David	Bogdanoff	and	Judith	Presley	
	
dbogdanoff@jps.net	
	
The	San	Francisco	Historical	Preservation	Commission	
San	Francisco	Planning	Department	
San	Francisco,	California	
	
We	herein	request	landmark	status	for	the	Diamond	Heights	Safety	Wall	at	
Portola	Drive	in	Diamond	Heights.	
	
We	request	this	landmark	status	to	facilitate	the	preservation	of	this	artwork	
which	is	an	illustration	of	the	1960s	development	of	Diamond	Heights.	
	
Sincerely,	
David	Bogdanoff	&	Judith	Presley	
Glen	Park	Residents	for	30	years	
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From: Rebecca Coolidge, beccacool@gmail.com 
 
 
October 22, 2017 
 
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Staff: 


Please approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall as an Article 10 San 
Francisco Landmark. The Safety Wall is beautiful and unique, and more people will be 
able to learn about its historic context.  


Please help preserve the Safety Wall and provide it City Landmark designation!  


Sincerely, 


Rebecca Coolidge 
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October 23, 2017 
	
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA  94103 


To whom it concerns: 
 
As a 10 year resident of Diamond Heights, I am writing to request that you please 
approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive at Diamond 
Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark.  The sculpture/artwork/safety 
wall has served as the gateway to Diamond Heights since it's inception some 50 years 
ago and is now in need of preservation and restoration.  Landmark status will help 
facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting and a commemorative 
plaque.  Landmark status will help preserve the sculpture's unique place in San 
Francisco history for generations to come.  


Thank you kindly for your assistance in this valuable public safety, architectural and 
historic matter. 


Sincerely,  
 
Catherine Dunham 
catherine2064@gmail.com 
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From: James Feldman, jfeldman1952@gmail.com 
 
October 24, 2017 
	
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
  
A wonderful piece of sculpture stands guard over the Diamond heights community, a 
community that is increasingly being recognized in San Francisco for its unique mid-
century architectural style.  
  
This work of art was incorporated into the original plan of the district at the district’s very 
inception 50 years ago. Built with a grant from General Electric, it functioned both as a 
safety wall and a welcoming entry to the neighborhood. 
  
This sculpture and safety wall is now in need of restoration and preservation, and so: 
  
Please approve the designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive at 
Diamond Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark. Landmark status will 
help facilitate obtaining the necessary funding for the restoration needed to preserve the 
sculpture’s important place in San Francisco history. 
 
  







	 8	


Karen Kerner 
karenekerner@gmail.com 


 


	  


  


October 21, 2017 
 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
I am a long time resident of the Glen Park/Diamond Heights area of San 
Francisco.  I am writing to ask that you approve the designation of the 
Diamond Heights Safety Wall (Portola Drive at Diamond Heights Boulevard) 
as an Article 10 landmark.  The beautiful redwood structure has been a beacon 
of welcome (and an important safety barrier) to the Diamond Heights 
neighborhood for fifty years, but it is now in need of preservation and 
restoration.  With landmark status, the necessary work can be funded.  Thank 
you in advance for your help in preserving this important landmark. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Karen Kerner 
297 Addison Street 
San Francisco, CA  94131 
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Brigette Karen Pimentel-Shanmugam 
brigettekaren@gmail.com 
 
October 21, 2017 
	
Dear City of San Francisco, 
As a Diamond Heights property owner and resident of San Francisco, I highly 
recommend the city support our cause to have the Redwood Sculpture on Portola Drive 
designated a historical landmark.  Just last week as I was walking my newly adopted 
rescue dog, passed by the Redwood Sculpture and was wondering about the history 
and the artist that created this piece of art.  I admired the structure and was wondering 
how nice it would be at night if it was illuminate and possibly cleaned up a bit.  I had no 
background on when it was erected until I read that Diamond Heights Community was 
petitioning to have this piece considered as a historic landmark. 
 
As a native San Franciscan that has lived in the Richmond, Mission and Bernal Heights 
hoods I can tell you that my community in Diamond Heights is very involved and truly 
cares about the area and the people living in our hood. We do not have a lot of 
landmarks that are significant to the hood and this Redwood sculpture seems quite 
appropriate as our gateway into the Diamond Heights community.  We do not have the 
clout of Presidio Heights or Pac Heigths with its painted ladies and amazing Presidio 
park, however we are a group of residents that cares about the community and this icon 
serves as a structure that encapsulates the " new city development of the early 70's with 
our condos, single family homes and apartments that are meant to be affordable to 
families".  The structure is really the only public piece of art that can connects us back to 
the emergence of this newly developed community. 
 
Thank you for you consideration and please come visit us. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brigette Karen Pimentel-Shanmugam 
125 Topaz Way 
SF Ca 94131 
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From: mcbrynna@gmail.com 
 
 
October 22, 2017 
	
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Staff: 


Please approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall as an Article 10 San 
Francisco Landmark. The Safety Wall is one of my most favorite art installations in San 
Francisco! It's beautiful and unique, and in learning about the context in which it was 
built it definitely sounds worthy of City Landmark status. I hope it achieves this status 
so others can learn about it and the Safety Wall can get the stewardship it needs.  


Please help preserve the Safety Wall!  


Sincerely, 


Brynna McNulty 
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From: Marina Nelson, thelaw@gmail.com 
 
October 21, 2017 
 
Dear commissioners, Please approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall 
on Portola Drive at Diamond Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San Francisco 
Landmark. The artwork has served as the gateway to Diamond Heights for 50 years 
and is now in need of preservation and restoration.  Landmark status will facilitate 
obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting, and for a commemorative plaque 
honoring the artist. Landmark status will help preserve the sculpture’s place in San 
Francisco history and also serves as a unique barrier from cars in case of accident.  
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Michael Rice, mrice100@sbcglobal.net 
 


 


  


October 22, 2017 
 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
I am happy to support designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive 
as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark. The artwork has served as the gateway to 
Diamond Heights for 50 years and is now in need of preservation and restoration.  As 
the department and commission have recognized in recent years, Mid-Century 
architecture and design are important and often threatened resources. Landmark 
status will facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting, and for a 
commemorative plaque honoring the artist. Glen Park and Diamond Heights have 
notable resources of this period, such as the Glen Park BART Station and Fire Station 
26. The Safety Wall is part of this character. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Michael Rice 
Past President, Glen Park Association 
(for identification only) 
 
	
	
	
 
	
 
	
 


	
	
	
	
 
	
 
 
 













 
 


 


 
October 24, 2017 
 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Re: Landmark Designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall 
 
Dear President Wolfram and Commissioners, 
 
Founded in 2014, the Glen Park Neighborhoods History Project is dedicated to the rediscovery and 
preservation of the histories of our neighborhoods, located immediately south of Twin Peaks in a 
portion of the old Rancho San Miguel. Our neighborhoods – Glen Park, Glen Canyon Park, 
Sunnyside, Fairmount Heights, and Diamond Heights – are rich with historic events, ranging from 
prehistory to mid-20th century redevelopment. For our work, we were the recipient of the Walter 
G. Jebe, Sr. Neighborhood Award from the San Francisco History Association in 2016. 
 
We support designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive at Diamond Heights 
Boulevard as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark and ask for your approval. The artwork has 
served as the gateway to Diamond Heights for 50 years and is now in need of preservation and 
restoration. Landmark status will facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting 
and a commemorative plaque honoring the artist, Stefan Novak. Landmark status will help 
preserve the sculpture’s place in San Francisco history. 
 
On behalf of the Advisory Council of the Glen Park Neighborhoods History Project, we thank you in 
advance for your consideration in this important matter. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 


 
Evelyn Rose, PharmD 
Project Director and Founder 
31 Mizpah Street 
San Francisco, CA 94131 













October	20,	2017
	
Andrew	Wolfram	and	Commissioners
Historic	Preserva=on	Commission
San	Francisco	Planning	Department
1650	Mission	Street,	Suite	400
San	Francisco,	CA	94103


Dear	Commissioners,
Please	approve	designa=on	of	the	Diamond	Heights	Safety	Wall	on	Portola	Drive	at	Diamond	
Heights	Blvd.	as	an	Ar=cle	10	San	Francisco	Landmark.	The	artwork	has	served	as	the	gateway	to	
Diamond	Heights	for	50	years	and	is	now	in	need	of	preserva=on	and	restora=on.	Landmark	
status	will	facilitate	obtaining	funding	for	restora=on,	nighQme	ligh=ng	and	for	a	
commemora=ve	plaque	honoring	the	ar=st.	Landmark	status	will	help	preserve	the	sculpture’s	
place	in	San	Francisco	history.
Thank	you	for	your	help!
Sincerely,
John	Priola
324	Surrey	Street







 
The letter from the Sunnyside Neighborhood Association was emailed directly to you. I have
included the support letter from the Diamond Heights Community Association (DHCA) that
was submitted earlier. Thank you in advance for providing all 15 support letters to the HPC
Commissioners.
 
It is particularly noteworthy that Carl Arntzen provided a support letter. His property and
home at 44 Amber is adjacent to the Safety Wall.
 
I look forward to meeting you at the HPC Meeting on Nov. 1 at 12:30 pm.
 
Thank you for your help with the landmark status designation.
 
Betsy 
DHCA President
415-867-5774
 
 



From: Smith, Desiree (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary
Subject: FW: Support Letters for Landmark Status for Diamond Heights Safety Wall/Redwood Sculpture
Date: Friday, October 27, 2017 9:44:00 AM
Attachments: Diamond Heights Safety Wall Support Letters List 10-25-17.pdf

DHCA Letter of Support for DH Safety Wall 9-17-17.pdf
GPNHP_SafetyWall_ParksComm_20171024.docx.pdf
Carl Arntzen Diamond Heights Safety Wall Landmark Status Recommendation from 44 Amber Drive.pdf
John Priola.pdf

Hi Jonas,
 
We received the attached letters of support for landmark designation of the Diamond Heights Safety

Wall, item no. which will be going before the HPC on November 1st.
 
Can these be provided to the HPC via email prior to the hearing?
 
Thanks!
Desiree
 
From: Betsy Eddy [mailto:betsy.eddy@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 4:07 PM
To: Smith, Desiree (CPC)
Cc: Frye, Tim (CPC); Bob Pullum
Subject: Support Letters for Landmark Status for Diamond Heights Safety Wall/Redwood Sculpture
 
Hi Desiree,
 
I am delighted that 15 letters of support for landmark status for the Diamond Heights Safety
Wall/Redwood Sculpture were received. The 15 letters are listed in the Diamond Heights
Safety Wall Support Letters 10-25-17 document. The memos sent to my gmail account are
either in the body of this document or are attached in pdf. Instead of forwarding each message,
I thought it would save you time if I put them in one document. Some letters are attached in
pdf since I did not know how to insert them in the large document. 
 
The letter from the Sunnyside Neighborhood Association was emailed directly to you. I have
included the support letter from the Diamond Heights Community Association (DHCA) that
was submitted earlier. Thank you in advance for providing all 15 support letters to the HPC
Commissioners.
 
It is particularly noteworthy that Carl Arntzen provided a support letter. His property and
home at 44 Amber is adjacent to the Safety Wall.
 
I look forward to meeting you at the HPC Meeting on Nov. 1 at 12:30 pm.
 
Thank you for your help with the landmark status designation.
 
Betsy 
DHCA President
415-867-5774
 
 

mailto:Desiree.Smith@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.HPC-CommissionSecretary@sfgov.org
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Diamond Heights Safety Wall/Redwood Sculpture Letters/Memos of 


Support for Landmark Status List – October 25, 2017 
 
Organizations 
Diamond Heights Community Association  
Glen Park Neighborhoods History Project  
Sunnyside Neighborhood Association – sent by email to Desiree Smith, HPC 
 
Individuals 
Allison Arieff 
Carl Arntzen – attached as pdf 
Michael and Patricia Busk 
David Bogandoff and Judith Presley 
Rebecca Coolidge 
Catherine Dunham 
James Feldman 
Karen Kerner 
Brigette Karen Pimentel-Shanmugam 
John Priola – attached as pdf 
Brynna McNulty 
Marina Nelson 
Michael Rice 
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from: allison 
arieff <aja@modernho
use.com> 


date: Sun, Oct 22, 2017 at 
4:49 PM 


subject: letter of support 


 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners  
Historic Preservation Commission  
San Francisco Planning Department  
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400  
San Francisco, CA 94103  
 
 
Dear Mr. Wolfram and Commissioners, 
 
I am writing to request that you approve designation of the Diamond Heights 
Safety Wall on Portola Drive at Diamond Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San 
Francisco Landmark. The artwork has served as the gateway to Diamond 
Heights for 50 years and is now in need of preservation and restoration. 
Landmark status will facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting 
and for a commemorative plaque honoring the artist. Landmark status will help 
preserve the sculpture’s place in San Francisco history. Our city is changing — 
and changing fast. While certainly not every artifact or building of the past should 
be saved this sculpture should be. It is of significant historical and aesthetic 
importance and deserves preservation. 
 
Thanks for your consideration. 
 
Best regards, 
 
Allison Arieff 
Design writer, The New York Times 
Editorial Director, SPUR 
Longtime Glen Park resident 
 
  







	 3	


From: Michael Busk, mbusk.for@att.net 
 
          October 23, 2017 
 
Dear Mr. Wolfram and Commissioners, 
 
We enthusiastically encourage you to grant landmark status to the Stefan Novak 
“Redwood Sculpture.” For forty years we have lived in the same house in Diamond 
Heights and driven or walked by this piece, which bids us a creative and interesting day 
as we leave and welcomes us back as we return.  
 
Of the numerous other reasons why it should be officially recognized as the landmark 
that it is, three for us have prominence –or maybe four. 
 
One, it is a clear, gentle but insistent product of the Sixties, as are we, as is this 
exceptional neighborhood: Peace, Love, and Joy. 
 
Two, it is tree, actually the quintessential tree of our part of the world, tree that declares 
that this nature-infused neighborhood has way more trees than houses, tree that is the 
sentinel and guardian and bulwark of the grand canyon of San Francisco. 
 
Three, it is a complex art piece that is simple, always rewarding another glance another 
day, typifying to young and old that the more you look, the more you see. 
 
Finally, could anyone with a soul fail to raise to eminence a landmark whose nickname 
–perhaps even its official name– is “Safety Wall.”  
 
Peace, Love, Joy, 
 
 
Patricia and Michael Busk 
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October	23,	2017	
From:	David	Bogdanoff	and	Judith	Presley	
	
dbogdanoff@jps.net	
	
The	San	Francisco	Historical	Preservation	Commission	
San	Francisco	Planning	Department	
San	Francisco,	California	
	
We	herein	request	landmark	status	for	the	Diamond	Heights	Safety	Wall	at	
Portola	Drive	in	Diamond	Heights.	
	
We	request	this	landmark	status	to	facilitate	the	preservation	of	this	artwork	
which	is	an	illustration	of	the	1960s	development	of	Diamond	Heights.	
	
Sincerely,	
David	Bogdanoff	&	Judith	Presley	
Glen	Park	Residents	for	30	years	
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From: Rebecca Coolidge, beccacool@gmail.com 
 
 
October 22, 2017 
 
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Staff: 


Please approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall as an Article 10 San 
Francisco Landmark. The Safety Wall is beautiful and unique, and more people will be 
able to learn about its historic context.  


Please help preserve the Safety Wall and provide it City Landmark designation!  


Sincerely, 


Rebecca Coolidge 
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October 23, 2017 
	
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA  94103 


To whom it concerns: 
 
As a 10 year resident of Diamond Heights, I am writing to request that you please 
approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive at Diamond 
Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark.  The sculpture/artwork/safety 
wall has served as the gateway to Diamond Heights since it's inception some 50 years 
ago and is now in need of preservation and restoration.  Landmark status will help 
facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting and a commemorative 
plaque.  Landmark status will help preserve the sculpture's unique place in San 
Francisco history for generations to come.  


Thank you kindly for your assistance in this valuable public safety, architectural and 
historic matter. 


Sincerely,  
 
Catherine Dunham 
catherine2064@gmail.com 
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From: James Feldman, jfeldman1952@gmail.com 
 
October 24, 2017 
	
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
  
A wonderful piece of sculpture stands guard over the Diamond heights community, a 
community that is increasingly being recognized in San Francisco for its unique mid-
century architectural style.  
  
This work of art was incorporated into the original plan of the district at the district’s very 
inception 50 years ago. Built with a grant from General Electric, it functioned both as a 
safety wall and a welcoming entry to the neighborhood. 
  
This sculpture and safety wall is now in need of restoration and preservation, and so: 
  
Please approve the designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive at 
Diamond Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark. Landmark status will 
help facilitate obtaining the necessary funding for the restoration needed to preserve the 
sculpture’s important place in San Francisco history. 
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Karen Kerner 
karenekerner@gmail.com 


 


	  


  


October 21, 2017 
 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
I am a long time resident of the Glen Park/Diamond Heights area of San 
Francisco.  I am writing to ask that you approve the designation of the 
Diamond Heights Safety Wall (Portola Drive at Diamond Heights Boulevard) 
as an Article 10 landmark.  The beautiful redwood structure has been a beacon 
of welcome (and an important safety barrier) to the Diamond Heights 
neighborhood for fifty years, but it is now in need of preservation and 
restoration.  With landmark status, the necessary work can be funded.  Thank 
you in advance for your help in preserving this important landmark. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Karen Kerner 
297 Addison Street 
San Francisco, CA  94131 
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Brigette Karen Pimentel-Shanmugam 
brigettekaren@gmail.com 
 
October 21, 2017 
	
Dear City of San Francisco, 
As a Diamond Heights property owner and resident of San Francisco, I highly 
recommend the city support our cause to have the Redwood Sculpture on Portola Drive 
designated a historical landmark.  Just last week as I was walking my newly adopted 
rescue dog, passed by the Redwood Sculpture and was wondering about the history 
and the artist that created this piece of art.  I admired the structure and was wondering 
how nice it would be at night if it was illuminate and possibly cleaned up a bit.  I had no 
background on when it was erected until I read that Diamond Heights Community was 
petitioning to have this piece considered as a historic landmark. 
 
As a native San Franciscan that has lived in the Richmond, Mission and Bernal Heights 
hoods I can tell you that my community in Diamond Heights is very involved and truly 
cares about the area and the people living in our hood. We do not have a lot of 
landmarks that are significant to the hood and this Redwood sculpture seems quite 
appropriate as our gateway into the Diamond Heights community.  We do not have the 
clout of Presidio Heights or Pac Heigths with its painted ladies and amazing Presidio 
park, however we are a group of residents that cares about the community and this icon 
serves as a structure that encapsulates the " new city development of the early 70's with 
our condos, single family homes and apartments that are meant to be affordable to 
families".  The structure is really the only public piece of art that can connects us back to 
the emergence of this newly developed community. 
 
Thank you for you consideration and please come visit us. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Brigette Karen Pimentel-Shanmugam 
125 Topaz Way 
SF Ca 94131 
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From: mcbrynna@gmail.com 
 
 
October 22, 2017 
	
Dear Historic Preservation Commission Staff: 


Please approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall as an Article 10 San 
Francisco Landmark. The Safety Wall is one of my most favorite art installations in San 
Francisco! It's beautiful and unique, and in learning about the context in which it was 
built it definitely sounds worthy of City Landmark status. I hope it achieves this status 
so others can learn about it and the Safety Wall can get the stewardship it needs.  


Please help preserve the Safety Wall!  


Sincerely, 


Brynna McNulty 
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From: Marina Nelson, thelaw@gmail.com 
 
October 21, 2017 
 
Dear commissioners, Please approve designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall 
on Portola Drive at Diamond Heights Blvd. as an Article 10 San Francisco 
Landmark. The artwork has served as the gateway to Diamond Heights for 50 years 
and is now in need of preservation and restoration.  Landmark status will facilitate 
obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting, and for a commemorative plaque 
honoring the artist. Landmark status will help preserve the sculpture’s place in San 
Francisco history and also serves as a unique barrier from cars in case of accident.  
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Michael Rice, mrice100@sbcglobal.net 
 


 


  


October 22, 2017 
 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
I am happy to support designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive 
as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark. The artwork has served as the gateway to 
Diamond Heights for 50 years and is now in need of preservation and restoration.  As 
the department and commission have recognized in recent years, Mid-Century 
architecture and design are important and often threatened resources. Landmark 
status will facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting, and for a 
commemorative plaque honoring the artist. Glen Park and Diamond Heights have 
notable resources of this period, such as the Glen Park BART Station and Fire Station 
26. The Safety Wall is part of this character. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Michael Rice 
Past President, Glen Park Association 
(for identification only) 
 
	
	
	
 
	
 
	
 


	
	
	
	
 
	
 
 
 













 
 


 


 
October 24, 2017 
 
Andrew Wolfram and Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Re: Landmark Designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall 
 
Dear President Wolfram and Commissioners, 
 
Founded in 2014, the Glen Park Neighborhoods History Project is dedicated to the rediscovery and 
preservation of the histories of our neighborhoods, located immediately south of Twin Peaks in a 
portion of the old Rancho San Miguel. Our neighborhoods – Glen Park, Glen Canyon Park, 
Sunnyside, Fairmount Heights, and Diamond Heights – are rich with historic events, ranging from 
prehistory to mid-20th century redevelopment. For our work, we were the recipient of the Walter 
G. Jebe, Sr. Neighborhood Award from the San Francisco History Association in 2016. 
 
We support designation of the Diamond Heights Safety Wall on Portola Drive at Diamond Heights 
Boulevard as an Article 10 San Francisco Landmark and ask for your approval. The artwork has 
served as the gateway to Diamond Heights for 50 years and is now in need of preservation and 
restoration. Landmark status will facilitate obtaining funding for restoration, nighttime lighting 
and a commemorative plaque honoring the artist, Stefan Novak. Landmark status will help 
preserve the sculpture’s place in San Francisco history. 
 
On behalf of the Advisory Council of the Glen Park Neighborhoods History Project, we thank you in 
advance for your consideration in this important matter. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 


 
Evelyn Rose, PharmD 
Project Director and Founder 
31 Mizpah Street 
San Francisco, CA 94131 













October	20,	2017
	
Andrew	Wolfram	and	Commissioners
Historic	Preserva=on	Commission
San	Francisco	Planning	Department
1650	Mission	Street,	Suite	400
San	Francisco,	CA	94103


Dear	Commissioners,
Please	approve	designa=on	of	the	Diamond	Heights	Safety	Wall	on	Portola	Drive	at	Diamond	
Heights	Blvd.	as	an	Ar=cle	10	San	Francisco	Landmark.	The	artwork	has	served	as	the	gateway	to	
Diamond	Heights	for	50	years	and	is	now	in	need	of	preserva=on	and	restora=on.	Landmark	
status	will	facilitate	obtaining	funding	for	restora=on,	nighQme	ligh=ng	and	for	a	
commemora=ve	plaque	honoring	the	ar=st.	Landmark	status	will	help	preserve	the	sculpture’s	
place	in	San	Francisco	history.
Thank	you	for	your	help!
Sincerely,
John	Priola
324	Surrey	Street









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

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1028 Market Street EIR Addendum
Date: Friday, October 27, 2017 9:15:17 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: Schuett, Rachel (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 4:02 PM
To: CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary
Subject: 1028 Market Street EIR Addendum
 
Dear Commission Secretary:
 
The Historic Preservation Commission provided comments on the Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the 1028 Market Street project.  The final EIR was certified on January 26, 2017. The
Planning Department has prepared an addendum to the 1028 Market Street EIR:
 
http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/1028%20Market%20Street%20FEIR%20Addendum.pdf
 
Please distribute the addendum to the Historic Preservation Commission.
 
Thanks,
Rachel
 
Rachel Schuett | Environmental Planner |Transportation Planner
San Francisco Planning Department | Environmental
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9030 | web: www.sfplanning.org | email: rachel.schuett@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan

Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 450-474 O"Farrell Street/532 Jones Street Project files for HPC
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:23:03 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
450 OFarrell 532 Jones Revised HRE PART 1 2016-07-06 SUBMITTAL.pdf
450 OFarrell 532 Jones Revised HRE PART 2 2017-06-07 (2).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: Delumo, Jenny (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 5:05 PM
To: CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary
Subject: 450-474 O'Farrell Street/532 Jones Street Project files for HPC
 
Hello,
 
Planning is issuing a Draft EIR for the 450-474 O'Farrell Street/532 Jones Street Project. The project
will go before the HPC Commission for review and comment on November 1, 2017.
 
Please forward the Notice of Availability and DEIR, and the attached background studies to the HPC.
 
Thank you,
Jenny
 
Jenny Delumo
Environmental Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9146 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Jenny.Delumo@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org

              
 
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/2013.1535ENV_NOA%20of%20DEIR.pdf
http://sfmea.sfplanning.org/WEB%20Combined%20EIR%20with%20Appendices.pdf
mailto:Jenny.Delumo@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://www.facebook.com/sfplanning
http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfplanning
https://twitter.com/sfplanning
http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning
http://signup.sfplanning.org/























 


 


 
 


July 6, 2016 
 


450 and 474-480 O’Farrell Street 
530-532 Jones Street 


San Francisco, California 
 


HISTORIC RESOURCE EVALUATION 
 
 


PART 1: SIGNIFICANCE EVALUATION 
 
INTRODUCTION  


A proposed project will impact the buildings at 450 and 474-480 O’Farrell Street (Block 0317; 
Lots 007 and 009) and 532 Jones Street (Lot 011) in the Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood 
of San Francisco. All properties are located in Zoning District RC-4. The church at 450 
O’Farrell Street was built in 1923, on a 96 feet by 137.5 feet lot. The commercial building at 
474-480 O’Farrell Street was built in 1913 on a 57.50 feet by 112.50 feet lot. Both buildings are 
located on the northern side of O’Farrell Street, between Jones and Shannon Streets.1 The 
construction of the mixed-use building at 530-532 Jones Street was completed in 1950. The one-
story structure is located on the eastern side of Jones Street, between Geary and O’Farrell Streets. 
The lot is 25 feet by 137.5 feet.2 
 
450 O’Farrell Street was listed as a contributor to the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District but 
determined ineligible for listing for the National Register individually (February 5, 2009). The 
property was surveyed as part of the San Francisco Architectural Heritage Survey in 1978 and 
rated “B – Major Importance.” 450 O’Farrell Street was also assessed by the 1976 Department of 
City Planning Architectural Quality Survey and assigned a rating of “3” on a scale of -2 to 5, 
with 5 being the highest rating.3 
 
474-480 O’Farrell Street was listed as a contributor to the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District 
(February 5, 2009). The property was surveyed as part of the San Francisco Architectural 
Heritage Survey in 1978 and rated “C – Contextual Importance.”4  
 
530 Jones Street was listed as a contributor to the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District 
(February 5, 2009). The property was assessed by the 1976 Department of City Planning 
                                                 
1 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco Property Information Map – 450 O’Farrell Street, 474 O’Farrell 
Street, http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/?dept=planning (accessed March 26, 2015).  
2 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco Property Information Map – 532 Jones Street, 
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/?dept=planning (accessed September 3, 2015).  
3 Ibid., 450 O’Farrell Street. 
4 Ibid., 474 O’Farrell Street. 
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Architectural Quality Survey and assigned a rating of “2” on a scale of -2 to 5, with 5 being the 
highest rating.5 
 
Currently all three properties are identified as historic resources by the Planning Department. To 
meet the City Planning Department’s project review procedures for properties over fifty years 
old, the project sponsor requested the preparation of a Historic Resource Evaluation. This report 
is an evaluation of the properties’ potential eligibility to be individually listed in the California 
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).  
 
METHODOLOGY 


Carey & Co. conducted two site visits, on April 23 2015, September 16, 2015, and July 5, 2016 
to evaluate the existing conditions, historic features, and architectural significance of the 
properties. Additional research was completed including consultation of block books, 
Assessor/Recorder’s sales ledgers, all available building permits, the San Francisco Public Library 
Historical Photograph Collection, Sanborn Fire Insurance maps, San Francisco Chronicle and 
Examiner newspaper indexes, the San Francisco History Room biography card file, and San 
Francisco City Directories.  
 
The first part of this report includes:  
 Building and Property Description/Site History  
 Neighborhood Context 
 Owner/Occupant History 
 Architect/Builder Information 
 California Register Significance Evaluation 
 Integrity Evaluation 
 Character Defining Features 
 Bibliography  
 Appendix containing buildings permits, Sanborn and Block Book maps 


 
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 


The building at 450 O’Farrell Street is a contributor to the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District 
and it also appears eligible for individual listing in the CRHR under Criterion 3 (Architecture) 
for displaying the characteristics of the Neoclassical architectural style and for being a significant 
example of master architect Carl Werner’s work. The property also retains its integrity of 
location, association, design, workmanship, setting, feeling, and materials. 
 
The buildings at 474-480 O’Farrell Street and 530-532 Jones Street do not appear eligible for 
individual listing in the CRHR. No historic events or individuals of particular significance are 
associated with the properties. Although 474-480 O’Farrell Street is the work of a master 
architect, Charles Peter Weeks, both properties fail to be distinctive examples of a style, or 
architecturally significant in any other respect. There is no indication that the properties have 
the potential to yield information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, 
                                                 
5 Ibid., 532 Jones Street. 
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California, or the nation. While not individually eligible for the California Register, both 474-
480 O’Farrell Street and 530-532 Jones Street are currently considered contributors to the 
National Register-listed Uptown Tenderloin Historic District. 
 
BUILDING AND PROPERTY DESCRIPTION / SITE HISTORY 


Neighborhood Setting  
Located in the Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood in San Francisco, 450 and 474-480 
O’Farrell Street are surrounded by brick or concrete apartment buildings, hotels and commercial 
buildings which exhibit a wide variety of architectural styles – Beaux Arts, Classical, 
Renaissance, Gothic, and Baroque revivals, and Moderne. The buildings on the block are mostly 
multi-story (five to seven stories high), except four one-story commercial buildings including 
474-480 O’Farrell and 530-532 Jones Street. The neighboring blocks are similar in terms of 
architectural style, building height, and construction dates. 
 


 
Figure 1. Aerial view of 530-532 Jones Street (top left), 474-480 O’Farrell Street (bottom left), and 450 


O’Farrell Street (bottom right), marked by red arrows (Bing Maps, accessed on April 13, 2015). 
 


Site 
450 and 474-480 O’Farrell Street are located on the north side of O’Farrell Street between Jones 
Street to the west and Shannon Street to the east (Figure 1). The two-story plus basement 
church at 450 O’Farrell Street covers most of the 96 feet wide by 137.5 feet deep lot, leaving a 15 
by 70 foot strip vacant at the north. This area and the vacant lot to the north are currently used 
as a parking lot. The church is at the corner of O’Farrell and Shannon Streets and can be 
accessed from both streets.  
 
The one-story retail building at 474-480 O’Farrell Street sits on a 57.5 foot wide by 112.5 foot 
deep lot. The property has a 30 feet deep yard at the back. 
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The one-story mixed-use building at 530-532 Jones Street sits on a 27 foot wide by 137.5 foot 
deep lot. The property has a 5 feet wide passageway along the south lot line providing access to 
five apartments and a 25 feet deep rear yard on the east.  
 
Architectural Description 
The Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist at 450 O’Farrell is a two-story plus basement steel and 
reinforced concrete building with a stucco façade and a low-pitched hipped roof. It is rectangular 
in plan, built in temple composition with the Greek Tuscan order and Greek classical 
ornamentation.  
 
The front (south) elevation has six Tuscan order columns (fluted shafts, simple capitals and 
bases) at the center of the façade that form a vestibule. It is reached with between one and four 
marble steps (depending on the slope). The double-height main entrance vestibule is centered 
on the façade. The vestibule has marble steps and floors, scored stucco walls, and a coffered 
ceiling with alternating decorative panels with palmettes and recessed lights. There are five 
bronze double doors; each door has ten panels with rosette patterns and bronze pilasters. 
Decorative friezes (festoons, egg-and-dart moldings, palmettes) and bronze clathri are placed 
above each door, framed by stucco pilasters on both sides and topped by a decorative panel 
featuring a vase and leaves. There is a "Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist" sign, a narrow window 
and a stucco medallion at each end of the elevation. The marble cornerstone has the date 1923. 
The third floor (frieze) has alternating vertical windows and rectangular reliefs set into wide 
band trim below the cornice. All windows on this elevation have concrete clathri. The projected 
cornice wraps partially around the west and east elevations. From top to bottom, the cornice 
consists of a simply decorated molding, mutules, and a floral crown molding. On the top is a wide 
band with “FIFTH CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIENTIST” in relief, centered below an 
akroterion. There are double pilasters at the corners. A fence was added across the vestibule. 
 


 
Figure 2. The front (south) and east elevations of 450 O’Farrell Street. 
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Figures 3 and 4. One of the bronze doors (left) and detail of classical ornamentation (right). 


 
The east elevation follows the design of the front facade for 1/3 of its width. The cornice wraps 
around for approximately 35 feet and a bronze double door with bronze clathri is located at the 
center of this portion. This bronze door is less decorative than the ones on the front façade: each 
door has eight plain panels and the door opening is framed with simple moldings and a dentil 
cornice. An iron security door was added in 2013 in front of the bronze one. There is a window 
right above the door and two other vertical windows on the second floor with clathri. The rest of 
this elevation has a plain cornice and is punctuated with three rows of windows. The bottom row 
(basement) has five multi-pane wood windows and a glazed double door with side lights and 
transom. The second and third rows have three stained glass windows each. There are two 
smaller windows towards the corner of this elevation, located roughly above the wood door.  
 
The north elevation is a painted concrete blind wall. 
 


 
Figure 5. The east and north elevations from Shannon Street. 
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Figure 6. The west elevation partially seen from O’Farrell Street. 


 
The west elevation is similar to the east. The cornice wraps around for 20 feet on this side. 
Fenestration includes a vertical window with clathri below the cornice, and two rows of stained 
glass windows, three per row. The northwest corner is set back slightly at the basement level and 
has three wood windows identical to the ones on the east.  
 
The interior of the Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist at 450 O’Farrell Street houses two main 
functions: the sanctuary and the Sunday school. The vast but modest entrance lobby has marble 
floors, scored stucco walls, square columns, and painted moldings. The backs of five bronze 
double doors, which are simple paneled wood, face the lobby; with the center door articulated by 
a contemporary enclosed vestibule containing glazed double doors. Hanging from the ceiling are 
brass and glass octagonal pendants. Two staircases on east and west provide access to the 
sanctuary.  
 
The two-story high sanctuary is rectangular in plan with chamfered corners and a U-shaped 
balcony. The sanctuary features carpeted floors and plaster walls. On the main level, the space is 
divided into three sections of wood pews facing north. The balcony has rows of pews facing 
north, east and west. At the front of the sanctuary is the raised stage with a wood podium. The 
keyboard, foot pedals and a short wood-panel partition is at center stage on the sanctuary floor 
level. Above the platform are the organ pipes concealed behind the clathri. Double doors on 
both sides of the stage provide access to the small rooms behind the auditorium. The sanctuary is 
somewhat austere, with only a few decorative elements, including stained glass windows, clathri, 
a multi-rank pipe organ, and reliefs with a vase motif along the balcony edge. There are no overt 
religious symbols; the decorations have either geometric or natural patterns. The existing stained 
glass windows on the east and west walls are signed by the “Cummings Studio-S.F.” These three-
part fixed Medieval-style stained glass windows are located both on the lower and upper levels of 
the sanctuary. The windows mainly have diamond-shaped linear decorations, central medallions, 
and a blue border with small flowers. The first floor windows have biblical quotations at the 
bottom. Centered in the ceiling is a flat dome with a stained glass oculus skylight: the simple 
decorations of the skylight include a geometrical border and a rosette with an eight-arm star. The 
oculus is framed by plaster molding with floral decorations and embedded lights.  
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Figure 7. The entrance lobby. 


 


   
Figures 8 and 9. The sanctuary. 


 


   
Figures 10 and 11. The stained glass windows (left) and the oculus skylight (right). 
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Figure 12. One of the stained glass windows on the east wall. 


 
The Sunday school occupies most of the basement. The auditorium has carpeted floors, plaster 
walls and three rows of wood pews. A slightly raised stage with a wood podium and paneling is 
located on the south wall; remaining walls have reading alcoves. Three six-pane fixed windows 
on the east and west provide daylight. Also on this level are a reading room, restrooms, lounges, 
offices (i.e. organist’s and soloist’s rooms), storage space and the furnace. Most of these spaces 
(except for the restrooms, boiler room, and storage) have carpeted floors, painted plaster walls, 
and paneled or glazed wood doors. The ladies lounge has floral wallpaper. 
 


  
Figures 13 and 14. The auditorium (left) and the reading room (right) at the basement. 


 
474-480 O’Farrell Street is a one story plus basement brick building with stucco façade. The 
front (south) elevation is entirely boarded up today but has galvanized sheet metal pilasters, tile 
bulkheads with decorative tile vents (visible on the eastern half), and display windows with 
wood transoms.6 There are four storefronts of equal width with recessed entries, two of them (474 
and 476) combined with a single entrance. The north elevation is brick with no stucco or paint. 
An arched door with transom is centered at this elevation. Also found are five window openings 
of different sizes, one of them arched and two boarded up (and therefore not accessible for 


                                                 
6 Corbett and Bloomfield, Uptown Tenderloin Historic District, Section 7, Page 76; Google Maps Street View, Historical 
Imagery from May 2008 and July 2009 (accessed on April 27, 2015). 
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identification). The visible windows towards east are similar in design with different widths and 
groupings: three-part wood-sash double-hung windows with transoms. A white painted sign is 
located above the door but it is illegible. The interior of the building is plain with plaster on 
wood lath walls and a mix of carpeting and wood floors; no historic features remaining.  
 


 
Figure 15. The front elevation of 474-480 O’Farrell. 


 
 


 
Figure 16. The front elevation of 474-480 O’Farrell, July 2009.7 


                                                 
7 Google Maps Street View, Historical Imagery from July 2009 (accessed on April 27, 2015) 
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Figures 17, 18, and 19. The storefront in July 2016. 


 
 


 
Figure 20. The north elevation of 474-480 O’Farrell. 


 
 


     
Figures 21, 22, and 23. The interior of 474-480 O’Farrell. 
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530-532 Jones Street is a one story reinforced concrete frame building with painted concrete 
masonry unit walls. The asymmetrical front (west) elevation has a recessed main entry and a 
green terrazzo vestibule. An aluminum-sash glazed door with sidelight and transom opens to a 
restaurant (532 Jones Street). A secondary wood panel door with security bars opens to the 
passageway on south, leading to the apartments behind (530 Jones Street). A fixed two-part 
aluminum corner window and a three-part ribbon window above are located at the chamfered 
north corner of the entry. A former planter box—now blocked by panels—cascades at the south. 
The main entrance is sheltered by a triangular concrete canopy. The building ends with parapet 
walls, a simple coping and a flat roof. The overscaled blade sign on the roof, which used to be a 
neon sign depicting a cocktail glass and reading “LYNCH’S,” reads “SHALIMAR” today. 
 


 
Figure 24. The west elevation of 530-532 Jones Street. 


 


   
Figures 25 and 26. The south elevation of 530-532 Jones Street: upper level (left) and basement level 


(right). 
 


The south elevation of 530-532 Jones Street has a 5 feet wide raised walkway that runs along the 
entire length of the elevation to the east where steel stairs descend to the partial basement. 
Single wood panel doors of three apartments and sliding vinyl windows with wood casings are 
located on the upper level of this elevation. The lower level has aluminum-sash sliding windows, 
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a grilled vent and a recessed entry with two doors to two apartments on this level. The east 
elevation has similar features: two aluminum-sash sliding windows and a wood panel door on the 
basement level and a vinyl sliding window on the upper level.  


 


    
Figures 27 and 28. The east elevation (left) and the restaurant space (right). 


 
Architectural Style: Classical Revival and Commercial 
The architectural style of 450 O’Farrell Street is Classical Revival. This style is characterized by 
its massive form, simple walls and lack of ornamentation.8 The façade is dominated by classical 
columns of Greek or Roman orders; lintelled door and window openings are common. The 
design is usually simple and symmetrical with smooth wall surfaces. This style was popular in the 
1890s and during the first half of the 20th century.  
 
The property at 474-480 O’Farrell Street does not have a formal style; it is an early 20th century 
commercial building. The elevations are fairly simple with large openings. Decorative detailing is 
limited to a cornice with a dentil molding on the south and arched openings on the north 
elevation.  
 
The property at 530-532 Jones Street is a Midcentury Modern commercial building. The 
reinforced concrete structure is fairly plain with an asymmetrical façade, a recessed terrazzo 
vestibule, an integrated planter and a triangular concrete canopy.  
 
Site History 
The Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist at 450 O’Farrell Street was built in 1923.9 The 1913 
Sanborn map does not show any properties on the lot but the 1938 aerial, and 1948 and 1950 
Sanborn maps show the two-story plus basement church with steel and reinforced concrete 


                                                 
8 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco Preservation Bulletin No. 18, Residential and Commercial 
Architectural Periods and Styles in San Francisco (January 2003), 8. 
9 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco Property Information Map – 450 O’Farrell Street, 
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/?dept=planning (accessed on March 24, 2015); San Francisco Department of 
Building Inspection, Permit Application #117724. 
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construction (Figures 29 to 32).10 The church was designed by architect Carl Werner and built by 
John Mortar. The building had experienced minor alterations including adding or removing 
partitions at the basement level, bracing the center ornament, installing a fence, and repairing 
plastering, parapet, roof and cornice; all of which are listed in detail below. More recently, a 
fence was added in front of the vestibule (date unknown) and an iron security door was installed 
in front of the bronze gate (2013) for security.    
 
The one-story brick commercial building at 474-480 O’Farrell Street was built in 1913; it was 
designed by Charles Peter Weeks.11 The 1913 Sanborn map shows five separate stores in the 
building, one of which was a very small corner store.12 The 1948 and 1950 Sanborn maps show 
four equal-sized spaces used as restaurants at 474 and 478, and stores at 476 and 480.13 A 
residence with two rooms and a bath was built at 476 O’Farrell in 1926 and at 478 O’Farrell in 
1927.14 The storefront of 478 O’Farrell was altered by moving the door to the west of the store in 
1930. The storefront of 474 O’Farrell was altered in 1933 and 1938.15 In 1971, two stores at 474 
and 476 O’Farrell were connected from inside and the storefronts were altered to have one 
entrance.16 The original cornice of the building (seen in Figure 35) was removed, date unknown. 
Other minor additions and alterations regarding partitions, signs, and awnings are listed below in 
the construction chronology.  
 
The one-story plus basement commercial building at 530-532 Jones Street was completed in 
1951. It was designed by architect Harold C. Dow and built as a cocktail lounge and three 
apartments.17 In 1971, a permit application was filed by G. P. Baglietto, the owner, to add two 
new studio apartments in the basement.18 The building housed a bar, real estate office and three 
apartments and the basement was vacant at the time. The construction was completed in 1977. 
In 1982, a building permit was issued to convert the bar area to a massage parlor with six rooms.19 
The demolished bar was rebuilt in 1984; the building permit lists five apartments in addition to 
the bar.20 In 1995, 532 Jones Street was repurposed as restaurant: it went through some repairs 
that did not change the exterior and a fire system was installed in the kitchen.21 The steel-sash 
windows were replaced by aluminum-sash on the west elevation and vinyl-sash on the south. 
The neon tubing of the blade sign was removed and it was painted a solid color, probably in the 
1990s (Figures 36 and 37). The original green terrazzo vestibule remains. 


                                                 
10 Harrison Ryker, San Francisco Aerial Views, David Rumsey Historical Map Collection, August 1938, 
http://www.davidrumsey.com/ (accessed on March 24, 2015); Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, San Francisco 1913 
updated 1915, Volume 1, Sheet 76; Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, San Francisco 1913 updated 1949, Volume 1, Sheet 
76; Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, San Francisco 1913 updated 1950, Volume 1, Sheet 76. 
11 Corbett and Bloomfield, Uptown Tenderloin Historic District, Section 7, Page 76. 
12 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, San Francisco 1913 updated 1915, Volume 1, Sheet 76. 
13 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, San Francisco 1913 updated 1949, Volume 1, Sheet 76; Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, 
San Francisco 1913 updated 1950, Volume 1, Sheet 76. 
14 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #147028 and #157867. 
15 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #1209 and #34339. 
16 San Francisco Department of Public Works, Permit Application #400685. 
17 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #116116. 
18 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #401768. 
19 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #08209531. 
20 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #08410568. 
21 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #9500689 and 09506291. 
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Construction Chronology – 450 O’Farrell Street 


June 20, 1923 Application for building permit to erect a one story over basement 
reinforced concrete church; owner Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist, 
Architect Carl Werner (906 Santa Fe Building), Builder John Mortar 
(Balboa Building).22 


January 8, 1934 Application for building permit to install lattice fence on west side of 
church between church and vacant lot.23 


October 15, 1936 The center ornament at front wall was braced.24 


August 15, 1938 A partition with a door opening was built.25 


February 28, 1952 Sunday school rooms were remodeled.26 


November 4, 1954 New gate and steel framework for entrance were constructed at west side 
of building.27 


September 27, 1954 Loose cement plastering was removed and replaced on three street 
fronts; steel scaffolding was erected on O’Farrell St and alley.28 


July 3, 1958 A non-bearing partition was installed in the church restroom and two 
door openings were moved about three feet.29 


June 18, 1968 The parking area of 450 O’Farrell Street (fronting on Shannon Street) 
was improved by installing a catch basin and paving the area with 
asphaltic concrete.30 


July 25, 1968 A bundle chute from the side entry wall--street level to basement mail 
room--was installed at the southwest corner of the building; existing 
nonbearing plaster partitions were removed at the basement; and a T-
bar noncombustible suspended ceiling was installed over the new mail 
room area.31 


January 7, 1975 An access opening (2x5 feet) was cut in the floor at organ loft and a 1-
hour UL labeled access door was installed.32 


July 16, 1978 An accessible ramp was installed.33 


                                                 
22 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #117724. 
23 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #5020. 
24 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #22324. 
25 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #37199. 
26 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #144160. 
27 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #170019. 
28 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #168901. 
29 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #212517. 
30 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #358380. 
31 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #359778. 
32 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #442126. 
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February 16, 1982 Parapet reinforcing and remedial roof repairs.34 


March 20, 1990 Loose cornice work was removed, scaffolding was set up at the sidewalk 
for the work.35 


November 8, 2010 The existing roof was taken off to the deck and a 4 ply cap sheet built up 
roof was installed.36 


May-November 2013 An iron security door was installed in front of the east bronze door 
sometime between May and November of 2013.37 


 
Construction Chronology – 474-480 O’Farrell Street 


March 6, 1913 A concrete retaining wall was constructed under the curb at the north 
side of O’Farrell and 97’-6” east of Jones Street at 472 O’Farrell.38 


1913 A one story brick building was built to be used as stores.39 


October 26, 1916 A small partition was removed at 474 O’Farrell.40 


July 29, 1921 Sidewalk lights in front of building 472 to 480 O’Farrell Street were 
repaired.41 


January 28, 1926 A partition was installed in the rear of the vacant store at 476 O’Farrell 
to provide living quarters including two rooms and bath.42  


January 25, 1927 A two room with bath apartment was built in the rear of the store at 478 
O’Farrell.43  


October 30, 1929 Alterations and repairs to sidewalk lights in front of 474 O’Farrell.44  


May 22, 1930 The storefront at 478 O’Farrell was changed by shifting the door from 
the center of the front to the west side of the front.45  


April 17, 1933 The storefront at 474 O’Farrell was changed.46 


                                                                                                                                                 
33 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #7806423. 
34 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #08201124. 
35 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #09005338. 
36 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #201011084508. 
37 Google Maps Street View, Historical Imagery from May 2013 and November 2013 (accessed on April 28, 2015). 
38 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #48020. 
39 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map, San Francisco 1913 updated 1915, Volume 1, Sheet 76; Corbett and Bloomfield, 
Uptown Tenderloin Historic District, Section 7, Page 76. 
40 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #42884. 
41 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #100445. 
42 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #147028. 
43 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #157867. 
44 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #182289. 
45 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #186126. 
46 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #1209. 
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March 5, 1935 The sign was removed from 474 O’Farrell, repainted and rehung in 
exactly the same place. This sign was originally hung on May 6, 1933.47  


March 26, 1938 A two face neon sign was erected at 480 O’Farrell.48 


March 26, 1938 A two face neon sign was erected at 478 O’Farrell.49  


April 13, 1938 A rough partition in the basement between stores at 474 and 476 
O’Farrell Street was installed. A stairway at the rear of the store at 476 
O’Farrell Street was installed.50  


April 14, 1938 A window was changed and a counter and balcony were added inside 
474 O’Farrell.51  


May 16, 1946 A double faced horizontal neon sign was installed at 478 O’Farrell.52  


June 20, 1946 A double faced horizontal neon sign was installed at 476 O’Farrell.53  


July 15, 1959 The existing neon sign from 224 Ellis Street was moved to its new 
location at 474 O’Farrell.54   


April 11, 1966 Standard pipe and canvas type awnings, frames and covers were installed 
at 476 O’Farrell.55  


April 22, 1966 A standard pipe and canvas awning (2’-10” high, 15’-0” wide, 6’-0” 
projection) was installed at 474 O’Farrell.56  


October 26, 1966 Standard pipe and canvas awning (6’-0” high, 13’-7” wide, 2’-8” 
projection) was installed at 478 O’Farrell.57  


January 7, 1968 Repairs to the top edge of the cornice (app. 2’-0” x 36’-0”) at 474 
O’Farrell: existing tar and ply were removed and new 3 ply and tar was 
installed.58  


August 24, 1971 The front entrance of 476 O’Farrell was closed with glass window and 
tile; two openings were made between the two stores at 474 and 476 
O’Farrell.59  


                                                 
47 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #10830. 
48 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #33858. 
49 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #33856. 
50 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #34297. 
51 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #34339. 
52 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #88842. 
53 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #89709. 
54 San Francisco Department of Public Works, Permit Application #226004. 
55 San Francisco Department of Public Works, Permit Application #328401. 
56 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #328861. 
57 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #336159. 
58 San Francisco Department of Public Works, Permit Application #352291. 
59 San Francisco Department of Public Works, Permit Application #400685. 
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September 21, 1971 Awnings, frame of steel tubing, and cover of approved canvas were 
installed at 474 O’Farrell.60 


November 15, 1974 A double faced, projecting neon sign was installed at 478 O’Farrell.61  


May 12, 1981 Parapet correction work was completed at 474 O’Farrell.62  


December 27, 1995 Interior tenant improvements at 480 O’Farrell for a new meat market.63  


March 20, 2001 A new walk-in cooler box was put in and the old one was removed at 
480 O’Farrell.64 


 
Construction Chronology – 530-532 Jones Street 


April l5, 1949 Dennis Lynch filed a permit application to erect a one-story plus 
basement building at 530-532 Jones Street that would include a cocktail 
lounge and three apartments. The permit notes that two more stories 
would be added later. The application names Harold C. Dow as the 
architect, George D. Lodvick as the engineer, and Harry C. Knight and 
Sons as the contractor.65 


September 21, 1971 G. P. Baglietto filed a permit application to install two new studio 
apartments in basement in addition to existing three apartments. “The 
existing improvements are to a one-story building containing a bar, real 
estate office and three apartments with a basement at the rear of the lot 
and a passageway approximately five feet wide at the southerly side lot 
line providing access to the dwelling units. The basement, which is 
vacant, opens into a rear yard (…). The subject proposal is to convert 
the basement area into two studio apartments. No one has rented the 
basement area during the eight years of the present ownership.”66 


November 17, 1982 A permit application was filed to build 8-foot high partitions to have six 
massage rooms. The existing use was noted as bar with no dwelling units 
and the proposed use was massage parlor.67  


October 1, 1984 A permit application to rebuild demolished bar and paint interior. 
Present and proposed use were both noted as bar and five apartments.68  


                                                 
60 San Francisco Department of public Works, Permit Application #101773. 
61 San Francisco Department of Public Works, Permit Application #441303. 
62 San Francisco Department of Public Works, Permit Application #08104351. 
63 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #09521603. 
64 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #200103204772. 
65 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #116116. 
66 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #401768. 
67 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #08209531. 
68 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #08410568. 
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January 18, 1995 A permit application to fix hood, restroom, floors and front door was 
filed. The present use of the building was noted as “restaurant/bar café” 
with no dwelling units.69  


May 1, 1995 A permit application to install fire system in kitchen hood.70 
(Restaurant, no dwelling units.) 


 


 
Figure 29. 1913 Sanborn map. For full page Sanborn maps see Appendix. 


 


 
Figure 30. 1938 aerial photograph of the block from the David Rumsey Historical Map Collection. 


 
 
 
                                                 
69 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #9500689. 
70 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #09506291. 
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Figure 31. 1948 Sanborn map. For full page Sanborn maps see Appendix. 


 
 


 
Figure 32. 1950 Sanborn map. For full page Sanborn maps see Appendix. 
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Figures 33 and 34. Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist in 1930 (left) and in 1964 (right).71 


 


 
Figure 35. 474-480 O’Farrell Street, between 1962 and 1964 (San Francisco Assessor's Office Negative 


Collection, San Francisco Public Library). 
 


   
Figures 36 and 37. 530-532 Jones Street in 1976 (left) and in 1985 (right).72  


                                                 
71 “Fifth Church of Christ Scientist, 450 O'Farrell Street,” AAB-1099, http://sflib1.sfpl.org:82/record=b1006148; “Fifth 
Church of Christ Scientist, 450 O'Farrell Street,” AAB-1098, http://sflib1.sfpl.org:82/record=b1006147 from San 
Francisco Historical Photograph Collection, San Francisco Public Library (accessed on March 24, 2015). 
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HISTORIC CONTEXT: CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIENTIST73 


Mary Baker Eddy founded the Christian Science Church in 1866 after recovering from chronic 
illness and an injury through spiritual meditation. Based on her recovery through a religious 
experience, Eddy published a book on spirituality and healing, Science and Health with Key to the 
Scriptures, in 1875. By 1879, Eddy had acquired a following through her findings on religious 
healing and founded “The Church of Christ, Scientist” in Lynn, Massachusetts, a suburb of 
Boston. Christian Scientists were known for their unified approach to church architecture. 
Typically, the urban Christian Science church was a Neoclassical style, central-plan building 
with a pedimented porch.  
 
Although the Christian Scientist Congregation was formally established in San Francisco on 
October 1, 1892, at 702 Powell Street, the First Church of Christ, Scientist was not constructed 
until 1912, and was located at 1700 Franklin Street. By 1914 the San Francisco community of 
Christian Scientists had grown significantly enough to warrant the need for the Second Church, 
which was completed in 1917. Before the Second Church had been completed, however, 
preparations were already underway for the Third Church building, completed in 1918. In 1923, 
the Fourth, Fifth, and Sixth Churches were built as the community expanded. Five more 
Churches of Christian Science were founded in the following decades. Many of the churches 
were built in the Neoclassical style. Today, only three churches remain in use as active Christian 
Science churches: the First, Fifth (the subject property) and Ninth.  
 


Table 1. Christian Scientist Churches in San Francisco.74 
 


Name Address Date 
Built Architect Architectural 


Style 
Historic Resource 


Status 


First Church 1700 Franklin St 1912 Edgar A. 
Mathews 


Romanesque 
Revival 


Appears eligible for 
NR individually 


Second 
Church 


651 Dolores St 1917 William Crim, 
Jr. 


Neoclassical Appears eligible for 
NR individually 


Third Church 1250 Haight St 1918 
Edgar A. 
Mathews 


Romanesque 
Revival 


Contributor to the 
CR Buena Vista 
North Historic 
District  


Fourth 
Church 


300 Funston Ave 1923 Carl Werner Neoclassical Appears eligible for 
CR individually 


Fifth Church 450 O’Farrell St 1923 Carl Werner Neoclassical 


Contributor to the 
NR Uptown 
Tenderloin Historic 
District 


                                                                                                                                                 
72 San Francisco Planning Department, 1976 Architectural Survey Form for 530 Jones Street, 
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/?&search=532%20jones (accessed September 17, 2015); “3D Lynchs Neon Sign 
532 Jones St,” https://www.flickr.com/photos/21895107@N07/4474887101 (accessed September 3, 2015). 
73 Excerpted from San Francisco Planning Department, 651 Dolores Street – Second Church of Christ, Scientist, Draft 
Environmental Impact Report, Case No.2006.0144.E, October 2008, III.B-2 and III.B-3. 
74 San Francisco Planning Department Property Information Map and Archives; Page & Turnbull, Second Church of 
Christ, Scientist, San Francisco, California Historic Resource Evaluation, July 3, 2006, 29. 
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Name Address Date 
Built Architect Architectural 


Style 
Historic Resource 


Status 


Sixth Church 2899 Clay St 1923 Crim & 
Murdock 


Neoclassical None 


Seventh 
Church 


532-536 Sutter St 1910 MacDonald & 
Applegarth 


Neoclassical Appears eligible for 
NR individually 


Eight Church 1984 Great Hwy 1906 Fred C. Jones Bungalow Appears eligible for 
NR individually 


Ninth 
Church 


175 Junipero 
Serra Blvd 


1941 Henry H. 
Gutterson 


Spanish Colonial 
Revival 


Contributor to the 
CR Balboa Terrace 
Historic District 


Tenth 
Church 


2246 Lombard St N/A - N/A None 


Eleventh 
Church 


3030 Judah St 1947 - Spanish Colonial 
Revival 


None 


Twelfth 
Church 


60 Onondaga 
Ave  


N/A - N/A None 


 
Christian Science Church Architecture 
The Christian Science building movement adopted the Classical style, especially in urban 
settings, for its churches because of its association with contemporary movements such as reform, 
city beautification, and renewal of urban life. Christian Scientists often located their churches in 
emerging residential districts or near newly expanding civic centers: 


Typically, the urban Christian Science branch church was a central-plan building with a 
pedimented porch…The porch was frequently made of fine materials such as marble or 
terra-cotta. The building was often crowned by a low dome centered over an auditorium. 
There were usually three to five doors giving access to the interior. The typical interior 
was also classical in detailing and consisted of a large foyer created to foster sociability 
among church members, with at least three main entrances to the auditorium; a Sunday 
school underneath the auditorium, and offices for church business. The heaviness and 
authority of the exterior contrasted with the lightness and comfort in the domed 
auditorium…Christian Science continued much of the iconoclasm associated with the 
Puritan’s rejection of symbols and other decoration in churches. Christian Science 
interiors were less elaborate and less ornamented than the interiors of the buildings of 
many Protestant denominations. 
…In classical churches, the large dome, often fitted with beautiful stained glass, 
dominated the experience of the worship space…The readers’ platform, often framed by 
a decorative screen hiding organ pipes, was often adorned with cut flowers or potted 
plants rather than with Christian symbols.”75 


 


                                                 
75 Paul Eli Ivey, Prayers in Stone: Christian Science Architecture in the United States, 1894-1930 (Urbana: University of 
Illinois Press, 1999), 3-4. 
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Four Neoclassical Christian Science church buildings remain in San Francisco: the Second 
(adapted for residential use), Fourth (adapted for library/museum use), Fifth, and Sixth 
(currently Church of Christ-Iglesia Ni Cristo).76 The decorations of these churches mostly follow 
the subtle, floral or geometrical approach of the Christian Science churches. Decorative plaster 
work on the ceiling and around windows, decorative screens in front of the organ pipes, and 
stained glass windows are common in all four churches. Both the Second and the Fourth 
churches have arched leaded glass windows and oculi with a band of intricate floral motives in 
yellow, green and brown hues. In terms of stained glass, the Fifth Church features the most 
elaborate and colorful designs, especially on the east and west windows. 
 
 
OWNER/OCCUPANT HISTORY77 
Ownership History of Lot 7 (450 O’Farrell Street) 
Dates of Ownership Owner Occupation 


… - February 6, 1919 Leonora Mayer 
Widow of Charles Jr, music 
teacher78 


February 6, 1919 - April 3, 
1919 


W. F. and L. Hampel  
William: secretary to 
manager at Simmons Co. 
(furniture manufacturer)79 


April 3, 1919 - February 6, 
1920 


Andrew and Herminie 
Rudgear 


Andrew: vice president at 
Simmons Co.80 


February 6, 1920 - … P. S. Scales 
Secretary at Real Property 
Investment Co.81 


... - June 17, 1921 The First National Bank of San Francisco82 


June 17, 1921 - November 4, 
1922 


William F. Dunn 
Partner at Dunn Williams 
Co., real estate83 


November 4, 1922 - Present Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist84 


 


                                                 
76 Although the Seventh Church is Neoclassical, it was originally constructed as a commercial building; it was adapted 
to be used as a Christ Scientist church in the 1940s and vacated ca. 1975.  
77 The occupant and address information for the subject properties were cross-referenced with the Gay Inc., Gay San 
Francisco Business Directory (2006) at the San Francisco Public Library; none of the occupants or the businesses were 
listed.  
78 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1918-1920. 
79 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1919. 
80 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1919-1920. 
81 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1920. 
82 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
83 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1919-1922. 
84 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
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Ownership History of Lot 8 (450 O’Farrell Street) 
Dates of Ownership Owner Occupation 


… - June 6, 1913 W. W. Anderson Contractor85 


June 6, 1913 - May 9, 1916 J. H. and Edith M. Skinner  
John H.: vice president at 
Bank of Italy86 


May 9, 1916 - June 17, 1921 The First National Bank of San Francisco87 


June 17, 1921 - April 1, 1922 William F. Dunn 
Partner at Dunn Williams 
Co., real estate88 


April 1, 1922 - Present Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist89 


 
Ownership History of Lot 9 (474-480 O’Farrell Street) 
Dates of Ownership Owner Occupation 


… - June 1, 1920 Sheridan Procter Co. Real estate90 


June 1, 1920 - May 10, 1922 John W. Procter  
Partner at Chamberlain & 
Procter, real estate91 


May 10, 1922 - June 21, 1922 Sheridan Procter Co. Real estate92 


June 21, 1922 - February 10, 
1923 


Jesse H. and Amy Steinhart Jesse H.: Attorney93 


February 10, 1923 - February 
17, 1923 


Lester G. and Ruth Loupe Lester G.: real estate94 


February 17, 1923 - July 27, 
1960 


Carrie G. McElroy 
Wife of real estate and 
insurance agent Robert D.95 


July 27, 1960 - Present Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist 


                                                 
85 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1913. 
86 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1914-1916. 
87 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
88 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1919-1922. 
89 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
90 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers; H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1919. 
91 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers; H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1920-1922. 
92 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers; H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1919. 
93 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers; H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1922-1923. 
94 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers; H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1923. 
95 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers; H. S. Crocker Co., Inc., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: H.S. Crocker Co., 1923; R.L. Polk & Co., Crocker-Langley San Francisco City Directory, San 
Francisco: R.L. Polk & Co., 1925. 
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Occupant History of 474 O’Farrell Street 96  
Dates of Occupancy Occupant 


1913 - 1916 Laundry (Mrs. Rose Jochumsen) 


1917 - 1929 Laundry (Jean/John Victor)  


1934 - 1935 Restaurant Mrs. Ann L. Williams 


1936 - 1937 Restaurant (Harold Yee) 


1941 Laundry (Albert Lee)  


1945 - 1946 Florist (John M. Kurtnsy) 


1948 - 1949 Real Estate (John M. Kurtnys) 


1953 - 1954 Royal Flocking Company 


1955 - 1959 Vacant 


1960 - 1961 T&S Tackle Repair Shop 


1962 - 1965 Vacant 


1966 - 1982 Firenze Furniture 
 
Occupant History of 476 O’Farrell Street 97  
Dates of Occupancy Occupant 


1914 Milliner (Alexander Gladstone) 


1916 Milliner (Mrs. Berry Schmersahl) 


1917 - 1918 Milliner (Mrs. B. Berny) 


1920 - 1923 Men’s Furnishing Goods-Retail (Jacob Seeman) 


1928 - 1930 Restaurant (Samuel Rocco) 


1934 - 1940 Embroidery, Hemstitching (George Hein) 


1941 Bookseller (C. A. Johnstone) 


1945 - 1946 Gift shop (Mrs. Eva Zabel) 


1948 Cleaner (R. L. Patton) 


1953 - 1959 Personal Service Cleaners 


1960 - 1962 Vacant 


1963 Espinoza Jerry, insurance general, Lambert Realty Co. 


1965 - 1965 Vacant 


1966 - 1973 Rinks Theresa Salon 


1974 - 1982 Firenze Furniture 
 
                                                 
96 San Francisco City Directories, 1913-1982; Ancestry Website, http://www.ancestry.com/ (accessed June 29, 2016). 
97 San Francisco City Directories, 1914-1982; Ancestry Website, http://www.ancestry.com/ (accessed June 29, 2016). 
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Occupant History of 478 O’Farrell Street 98  
Dates of Occupancy Occupant 


1918 - 1925 Jeweler (George Hein) 


1926  Hemstitching (George & Matilda Hein) 


1932 Restaurant (S. Edward Williams) 


1933 - 1935 Restaurant (Antone Koutoulogenis) 


1936 Restaurant (Alfred O. Ellison) 


1937 Restaurant (Bernard Kiem) 


1938 - 1946 Restaurant (Carl L. Cavallo) 


1948-49 Shanghai Cafe 


1953 - 1961 Joe’s Cafe 


1962 Lily’s Café Restaurant 


1963 - 1982 O’Farrell Café Restaurant 
 
 
Occupant History of 480 O’Farrell Street 99  
Dates of Occupancy Occupant 


1916 - 1917 Restaurant (K. E. Smith) 


1919 - 1921 Art goods (John Schramm) 


1922 - 1929 Milliner (Louise Pfeffer) and Furrier (Jennie Nerler, 1922) 


1932 Hat cleaner (George Canellos), shoe shiner (J. Ganarakos) 


1933 Shoe repairer and shiner (Nisam Kacherian, John Rokos) 


1934 - 1935 Clothes cleaner (K. Hirota) 


1937 - 1939 Clothes cleaner (H. Hiyeda) 


1940 - 1942 Clothes cleaner (S. and F. Ikeda) 


1943 - 1944 Sang Lung Laundry  


1945 - 1949 Laundry (Hing Bow Yee) 


1953 - 1971 San Lung Steam Laundry 


1972 - 1973 Vacant 


1974 - 1982 Rinks Theresa Salon 
 
 
 


                                                 
98 San Francisco City Directories, 1918-1982; Ancestry Website, http://www.ancestry.com/ (accessed June 29, 2016). 
99 San Francisco City Directories, 1916-1982; Ancestry Website, http://www.ancestry.com/ (accessed June 29, 2016). 
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Ownership History of Lot 11 (530-532 Jones Street) 
Dates of Ownership Owner Occupation 


… - April 23, 1946 
Victorine S. Fayard and Jenny 
F. Coon (Fayard)100 


 


April 23, 1946 - November 
27, 1963 


Denis & Margaret M. Lynch 
Denis: tavern owner 
(Lynch’s)101 


November 27, 1963 - 
September 15, 1964 


Fred A. & Olive S. Areias102  


September 15, 1964 - October 
22, 1974 


George Baglietto 
Executive secretary at The 
Irving Ballard Co.103 


October 22, 1974 - July 22, 
1982 


George Baglietto and Meyers 
Safety Switch Co.104  


 


July 22, 1982 - August 6, 1986 
Manouchehr & Daryoush 
Amirehsani 


 


August 6, 1986 - December 
11, 2013 


Kim D. & Tad V. Nguyen, 
and Cong Dinh Pham105 


 


December 11, 2013 - Present Jones Street Apartment 
Group106 


 


 
Occupant History of 530 Jones Street107  
Dates of Occupancy Occupant Occupation 


1953 Evelyn Antoinetti (Apt 3) Waitress 


1955-1956 Frank Goodwin 
Manager at Weldon H. 
Emigh Co. Inc. 


1957 Anne Chenault (Apt 2) 
Owner of Martha’s 
Kitchen, restaurant 


1961 
Cloyce L. & Tina E. Petree (Apt 1) 
Arthur Salmon (Apt 2) 
Samuel M. Jones (Apt 3) 


Seaman 
Printer at SF Examiner 
Printer at SF Chronicle 


1962 
Alma Jones (Apt 1) 
Arthur Salmon(Apt 2) 


Telephone operator 
Printer at SF Examiner 


                                                 
100 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
101 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers, R.L. Polk & Co., Inc., Polk’s Crocker-Langley San Francisco City 
Directory, San Francisco: R.L Polk & Co., 1945-1949; R.L. Polk & Co., Inc., Polk’s San Francisco City Directory, San 
Francisco: R.L Polk & Co., 1953-1963. 
102 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
103 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers; R.L. Polk & Co., Inc., Polk’s San Francisco City Directory, San 
Francisco: R.L Polk & Co., 1964-1974. 
104 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
105 San Francisco Assessor’s Office – Sales Ledgers. 
106 San Francisco Planning Department, San Francisco Property Information Map – 530 Jones Street, 
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/?dept=planning (accessed September 3, 2015).  
107 R.L. Polk & Co., Inc., Polk’s San Francisco City Directory, San Francisco: R.L. Polk & Co., 1953-1981. 
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Doris Smith (Apt 3) Waitress 


1967 Marie Brenick  


1977-1983 Charles R. Ingbritsen (Apt 1a) Clerk at El Cortez Hotel 


1981 
Sue Ann Lee (Apt 3) 
Dan Ryan (Apt 5) 


 


 
Occupant History of 532 Jones108  
Dates of Occupancy Occupant  


1953 - 1963 Lynch’s, tavern (Denis, Mitch and Timothy Lynch)  


1964 - 1966 Lynch’s, tavern (William D. and Ova V. Prideaux)  


1967 - 1970 Lynch’s, tavern (Fidel Sanchez)  


1971 - 1976 Lynch’s, tavern (Sydney and Marie Lipton)  


197 - 1982 Lynch’s, tavern (Charlene Gustis)  


1983 - 1985 Vacant  


1986 Bit of Paradise [Massage parlor]  


1987 - 1994 Ritz Bar  


1995 Vacant  


1996 - Present  Shalimar Restaurant  
 
ARCHITECT/ARTIST 


The original building permit identifies Carl Werner as the architect of 450 O’Farrell Street.109 
Carl Werner (1875-1943) came to the Bay Area from Philadelphia at the age of twelve. A 
graduate of MIT in 1898, he worked for several years in the office of Julius Krafft who designed 
such San Francisco mansions as the Flood House at 2120 Broadway (now the Hamlin School) 
and the Heller Place at 2020 Jackson. From 1903 to 1914 Werner was the junior partner of 
Mathew O’Brien and their work received considerable attention in the architectural press. San 
Francisco’s Scottish Rite Temple at Sutter and Van Ness, later the Regency Theater, was a 
product of O’Brien and Werner. Thereafter he practiced alone and designed Scottish Rite or 
Masonic temples in Oakland, San Jose, Petaluma, Santa Rosa, South San Francisco, Stockton, 
Santa Barbara, Fresno, and Bakersfield. He also designed the YMCA Building (1924) on San 
Francisco’s Embarcadero, a Colonial Revival City Hall for South San Francisco, and seven 
Christian Science churches in Oakland and San Francisco including the still standing Fourth 
Church at 300 Funston Avenue and the Fifth Church, the subject property. St. Anthony 
(Stanford) Apartments at 795 Geary Street is another contributing building in the Uptown 


                                                 
108 San Francisco City Directories, 1953-1996. 
109 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #117724. Following text about Carl Werner 
is summarized from Anne Bloomfield, Kit Haskell, and Arthur Bloomfield, Gables and fables: a portrait of San 
Francisco's Pacific Heights (Berkeley, Calif: Heyday Books, 2007), 27-29. 
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Tenderloin Historic District designed by Werner in cooperation with O’Brien [not specified 
which O’Brien brother].110   
 
The commercial building at 474-480 O’Farrell Street was designed by Charles Peter Weeks.111 
Architect Charles Peter Weeks (1870-1928) attended the Ecole des Beaux-Arts in Paris, where 
he trained in the atelier of Victor Laloux, one of the most prominent French architects of the 
time and the most popular mentor among American architects studying in Paris. In 1902, Weeks 
joined John Galen Howard, a fellow student of Laloux, in the New York firm of Howard & 
Cauldwell. Weeks then followed Howard to Berkeley in 1903/04 to assist with the design of the 
new campus for the University of California, the largest Beaux-Arts project in the United States. 
Weeks next joined San Francisco architect Albert Sutton in 1903 to form Sutton & Weeks. 
After Sutton moved to Oregon in 1910, Weeks worked independently until joining forces with 
William Peyton Day in 1916. With Day, Weeks later designed Shriner’s Hospital (1923), the 
Huntington Hotel (1924), and the Mark Hopkins Hotel (1925). There are seven other 
contributing buildings—mostly apartment buildings and hotels—in the Uptown Tenderloin 
Historic District that were designed by Weeks during his solo period and his partnerships.112  
 
The original building permit of 1949 names Harold C. Dow of San Francisco as the architect of 
the property at 530-532 Jones Street.113 Harold C. Dow designed houses in the Bay Area and 
California. He partnered with Bernard Sabaroff from 1953 to 1958.114 
 
Harold W. “Pat” Cummings (1897-1962) was born in Hampton, Iowa, and studied electrical 
engineering at Iowa State College. He moved to San Francisco and started his studio in 1923. 
The studio was listed as the Western Art Glass Studios, “art glasses for churches, mausoleums, 
residences and public buildings,” in the city directories from 1923 to 1929. The name of the 
business was changed to Cumming Studios in 1930.115 As one of the well-known stained glass 
studios in the United States, Cummings and his staff (including resident designers) worked on 
stained glass windows in the Temple Methodist Episcopal Church, the Presidio Chapel, St. 
Ignatius Church, the Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist in San Francisco as well as the Robert 
Dollar Memorial Chapel in San Rafael, the First Church of Christ, Scientist in Belvedere, the 
Third Brigade Chapel at Fort Ord, and the Morris Chapel at the University of the Pacific in 


                                                 
110 Corbett and Bloomfield, Uptown Tenderloin Historic District, Section 7, page 40. 
111 Corbett and Bloomfield, Uptown Tenderloin Historic District, Section 7, pages 3-4 and 76. Following text about 
Charles Peter Weeks is excerpted from Carey & Co., Draft National Register Nomination for Port of San Francisco Union 
Iron Works/Bethlehem Steel Historic District – Pier 70, June 2013, Section 8, page 43. 
112 Contributing buildings designed by Charles Peter Weeks: 431-439 Jones Street, 765 Geary Street, 474-480 O’Farrell 
Street, 580 O’Farrell Street, 134 Golden Gate Avenue (with William Peyton Day), as well as 450 Jones Street, 401-
411 O’Farrell Street, and 415-421 O’Farrell Street (with Albert Sutton). 
113 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection, Permit Application #116116. 
114 The AIA Historical Directory of American Architects, s.v. “Sabaroff, Bernard J.,” (ahd1038830), 
http://public.aia.org/sites/hdoaa/wiki/Wiki%20Pages/ahd1038830.aspx (accessed September 14, 2015). 
115 H.S. Crocker Co., Inc, Crocker-Langley San Francisco City Directory, 1923-1929; R.L. Polk & Co., Polk’s Crocker-
Langley San Francisco City Directory, 1930. 
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Stockton.116 Cummings passed away in 1962 and his son Harold W. “Bill” Cummings took over. 
The Cummings Studio moved to North Adams, Massachusetts in 1977.117 
 
REGULATORY CONTEXT 


California Environmental Quality Act  
When a proposed project may adversely affect a historical resource, California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) requires a city or county to carefully consider the possible impacts before 
proceeding (Public Resources Code Sections 21084 and 21084.1). CEQA equates a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource with a significant effect on the 
environment (Section 21084.1). The Act explicitly prohibits the use of a categorical exemption 
within the CEQA Guidelines for projects which may cause such a change (Section 21084).  
 
For the purposes of CEQA (Guidelines Section 15064.5), the term “historical resources” shall 
include the following: 


1. A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State Historical Resources 
Commission, for listing in, the CRHR (Pub. Res. Code §5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 
4850 et seq.). 


2. A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in Section 
5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or identified as significant in an historical 
resource survey meeting the requirements of Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources 
Code, shall be presumed to be historically or culturally significant. Public agencies must 
treat any such resource as significant unless the preponderance of evidence demonstrates 
that it is not historically or culturally significant. 


3. Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead 
agency determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, 
engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or 
cultural annals of California, may be considered to be an historical resource, provided 
the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the 
whole record. Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be 
“historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing in the CRHR, 
including the following: 


A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage; 


B. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 
C. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 


construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or 
possesses high artistic values; or 


                                                 
116 Carolyn Anspacher, “Reviving Old Art,” San Francisco Chronicle, August 3, 1936; “A break with tradition: S.F. 
artist ‘sculptures’ stained glass,” San Francisco Chronicle, June 8, 1958; “Harold Cummings,” San Francisco Chronicle, 
October 31, 1962.  
117 Vivian and Harold W. Cummings, “Cummings Stained Glass Studio,” an oral history conducted by Suzanne B. 
Riess in 1984, in Renaissance of Religious Art and Architecture in the San Francisco Bay Area, 1946-1968, Regional Oral 
History Office, the Bancroft Library, University of California, Berkeley, 1985.  
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D. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 
history.  


4. The fact that a resource is not listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical Resources, not included in a local register of historical 
resources (pursuant to section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code), or identified in 
an historical resources survey (meeting the criteria in section 5024.1(g) of the Public 
Resources Code) does not preclude a lead agency from determining that the resource 
may be an historical resource as defined in Public Resources Code sections 5020.1(j) or 
5024.1.118 


 


Federal (National Register) Criteria 
National Register Bulletin Number 15, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, 
describes the Criteria for Evaluation as being composed of two factors. First, the property must be 
“associated with an important historic context.”119 The National Register identifies four possible 
context types, of which at least one must be applicable at the national, state, or local level. 
These are: 


A. Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of our history. 


B. Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past. 


C. Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or 
represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack individual 
distinction. 


D. Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to prehistory or 
history.120 


Second, for a property to qualify under the National Register’s Criteria for Evaluation, it must 
also retain “historic integrity of those features necessary to convey its significance.”121 While a 
property’s significance relates to its role within a specific historic context, its integrity refers to “a 
property’s physical features and how they relate to its significance.”122 To determine if a property 
retains the physical characteristics corresponding to its historic context, the National Register 
has identified seven aspects of integrity: 


 Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the 
historic event occurred. 


 Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and 
style of a property. 


                                                 
118 CEQA Guidelines, Article 5, Section 15064.5. 
119 National Park Service, National Register Bulletin 15, 3. 
120 National Park Service, National Register Bulletin 16A, 75. 
121 National Register Bulletin 15, page 3. 
122 Ibid., 44. 
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 Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. 


 Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular 
period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property. 


 Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people 
during any given period in history or prehistory. 


 Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period 
of time. 


 Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a 
historic property.123 


Since integrity is based on a property’s significance within a specific historic context, an 
evaluation of a property’s integrity can only occur after historic significance has been 
established.124 
 
State of California Criteria 
The California Office of Historic Preservation’s Technical Assistance Series #6, California 
Register and National Register: A Comparison, outlines the differences between the federal and 
state processes. The criteria to be used when establishing the significance of a property for listing 
on the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) are very similar, with emphasis on 
local and state significance. They are: 


 
1. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 


broad patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California 
or the United States; or 


 
2. It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or 


national history; or 
 
3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 


construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values; 
or 


 
4. It has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important to prehistory or history 


of the local area, California, or the nation.125 
 
The CRHR requires the establishment of historic significance before integrity is considered. 
California’s integrity threshold is slightly lower than the federal level. As a result, some resources 


                                                 
123 Ibid., 44-45. 
124 Ibid.. 
125 California Office of Historic Preservation, California Register and National Register: A Comparison, Technical 
Assistance Series 6, (Sacramento, 2001), 1. 
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that are historically significant but do not meet National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
integrity standards may be eligible for listing on the CRHR.126 
 
California’s list of special considerations is shorter and more lenient than the NRHP. It includes 
some allowances for moved buildings, structures, or objects, as well as lower requirements for 
proving the significance of resources that are less than 50 years old and a more elaborate 
discussion of the eligibility of reconstructed buildings.127  
 
In addition to separate evaluations for eligibility for the CRHR, the state automatically lists on 
the CRHR resources that are listed or determined eligible for the NRHP through a complete 
evaluation process.128 
 
Integrity 
Second, for a property to qualify under the CRHR’s Criteria for Evaluation, it must also retain 
“historic integrity of those features necessary to convey its significance.”129 While a property’s 
significance relates to its role within a specific historic context, its integrity refers to “a property’s 
physical features and how they relate to its significance.”130 To determine if a property retains the 
physical characteristics corresponding to its historic context, the NRHP has identified seven 
aspects of integrity, which the CRHR closely follows: 131 


 
Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place 
where the historic event occurred. 
 
Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, 
structure, and style of a property. 
 
Setting is the physical environment of a historic property. 
 
Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a 
particular period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a 
historic property. 
 
Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or 
people during any given period in history or prehistory. 
 


                                                 
126 Ibid. 
127 Ibid., 2. 
128 All State Historical Landmarks from number 770 onward are also automatically listed on the California Register. 
California Office of Historic Preservation, California Register of Historical Resources: The Listing Process, Technical 
Assistance Series 5, (Sacramento, n.d.) 1. 
129 United States Department of the Interior, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, National 
Register Bulletin, No. 15, (Washington, D.C., 1997): 3. 
130 United States, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation: 44. 
131 United States, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation: 1. 
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Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular 
period of time. 
 
Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and 
a historic property.132 


 
Since integrity is based on a property’s significance within a specific historic context, an 
evaluation of a property’s integrity can only occur after historic significance has been established. 
 
EVALUATION  


California Register Evaluation – Individual Significance  
Criterion 1 – Association with significant events 
450 O’Farrell Street was constructed in 1923, a time when Uptown Tenderloin was developing 
as a distinctive residential area. The church is a contributor to the National Register listed 
Historic District which possesses a high degree of integrity for the period 1906-1931 but it is not 
associated with the residential history of the Tenderloin in an individually significant way. Also 
built to house the growing Christian Science congregation in the city, the Fifth Church of Christ 
Scientist at 450 O’Farrell is one of the remaining extant Christian Science churches in San 
Francisco. However, the property did not play a significant role in the history of the 
congregation. Therefore, 450 O’Farrell Street is not eligible for listing in the CRHR under 
Criterion 1. 
 
474-480 O’Farrell Street was also constructed during the construction boom happening at 
Uptown Tenderloin and is a contributor to the National Register listed Historic District. 
However, the property is not associated with the history of the era in an individually significant 
way. Therefore, it is not eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 1. 
 
530-532 Jones Street is a contributor to the Uptown National Register listed Historic District. 
The mixed-use building with a tavern and apartments was built in 1950 when the hotel and 
apartment life of the city was developing in the Tenderloin. The residential life was associated 
with commercial activity and entertainment of which 530-532 Jones Street was a part. However, 
the property is not associated with the history of the era in an individually significant way. 
Therefore, it is not eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 1. 
 
Criterion 2 – Persons 
There is no indication that 450 O’Farrell, 474-480 O’Farrell or 530-532 Jones Street were 
associated with significant persons. Therefore, none appears to be eligible under Criterion 2.  
 
Criterion 3 – Architecture and Construction  
Designed by master architect Carl Werner, 450 O’Farrell Street is a notable structure embodying 
characteristics of the Neoclassical style of its period as evidenced by its tri-partite vertical 
composition, Tuscan columns, decorative friezes, stucco pilasters, projected cornice, and usage of 


                                                 
132 United States, How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation: 44-45. 







450 and 474-480 O’Farrell Street  July 6, 2016 
530-532 Jones Street 
Historic Resource Evaluation 
 


Carey & Co. Inc.                                                       35


clathiri. Werner worked on other large-scale buildings in San Francisco including the Fourth 
Church of Christ Scientist and the Scottish Rite Temple (Regency Theater). Therefore, the 
subject property appears eligible for listing under Criterion 3.  
 
474-480 O’Farrell was designed by Charles Peter Weeks who is considered a master architect. 
Within the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District, Weeks mostly designed high-style apartment 
and hotel buildings with Renaissance/Baroque or Spanish Renaissance ornamentation. This 
building’s modest scale and more utilitarian commercial design do not represent the best work of 
Weeks. The building also is not an exemplary representative of a type, period, or a method of 
construction; therefore, it does not appear eligible for listing under Criterion 3.  
 
530-532 Jones Street was designed by Harold C. Dow whose residential work was featured in 
trade periodicals. The building does not represent the work of a master, embody characteristics of 
an architectural style or possess high artistic value. Therefore, it does not appear eligible for 
listing under Criterion 3.  
 
Criterion 4 – Information Potential  
Archival research provided no indication that these buildings have the potential to yield 
information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation. 
The properties do not appear eligible for listing in the CRHR under Criterion 4. 
 
Uptown Tenderloin Historic District133 
The Uptown Tenderloin Historic District is located at the center of the Downtown/Civic 
Center neighborhood and bounded roughly by Mason and Taylor Streets to the east, Geary 
Street to the north, Larkin Street to the west, and Golden Gate Avenue and McAllister Street 
to the south.  
 
The Uptown Tenderloin is a largely intact, visually consistent, inner-city high-density 
residential area constructed during the years between the earthquake and fire of 1906 and the 
Great Depression. It comprises 18 whole and 15 partial city blocks in the zone where the city has 
required fire-resistant construction since 1906. The district is formed around its predominant 
building type: a 3- to 7- story, multi-unit apartment, hotel, or apartment-hotel constructed of 
brick or reinforced concrete. On the exteriors, sometimes only signage clearly distinguishes 
between these related building types. A limited number of architects, builders, and clients 
produced a harmonious group of structures that share a single, classically oriented visual imagery 
using similar materials and details. Mixed in among the predominantly residential buildings are 
examples of other building types that support residential life, including churches, stores, garages, 
a YMCA complex, and a bathhouse. In addition there are a few building types that are not 
directly related to the residential neighborhood - machine shops, office buildings, union halls, 
and film exchanges. 
 
                                                 
133 This section is excerpted from the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District National Register Form. (Michael R. 
Corbett and Anne Bloomfield, National Register of Historic Places Registration Form – Uptown Tenderloin Historic 
District, May 5, 2008, Section 7, 3-4 and Section 8, 3-37).  
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The district possesses a high degree of integrity for the period 1906-1931 in terms of location, 
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. The Uptown Tenderloin is 
significant: 
 Under Criterion A in the area of Social History for its association with the development 


of hotel and apartment life in San Francisco during a critical period of change. As a 
distinctive residential area it is also associated with commercial activity, entertainment, 
and vice. The district is significant under Criterion A at the local level for the period 
1906-1957. 


 Under Criterion C in the area of Architecture for its distinctive mix of building types 
that served a new urban population of office and retail workers. Predominantly hotels 
and apartments, the district also includes non-residential building types associated with 
life in the neighborhood. The district is significant under Criterion C at the local level 
for the period 1906-1931. 


 
Integrity  
The Uptown Tenderloin Historic District retains a good degree of integrity. The majority of the 
individual properties dates from the period of significance (1906-1957) and retains sufficient 
individual integrity to be contributors. Constructed of brick or reinforced concrete, apartment 
and hotel buildings comprise the majority of the district. Some buildings have received additions 
or alterations including security gates/grilles or storefront remodels, but in many cases this work 
does not detract from the building’s contributory status. The setting is mostly intact despite the 
new development on the east edge of the district. Overall, the Uptown Tenderloin Historic 
District retains the aspects of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and 
workmanship. 
 
The Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist at 450 O’Farrell Street retains its integrity of location, 
association, design, workmanship, setting, feeling, and materials. The church has undergone a 
few alterations and has been owned by the congregation since its construction. It has continued 
its original use as a worship hall. Known changes include adding or removing partitions at the 
basement level, and installing a fence and security gates. These changes are relatively minor and 
do not affect the major character-defining features of the building. As such, the building retains 
sufficient physical integrity to convey its architectural significance. The building has a high 
integrity and retains much of the original building fabric. The period of significance under 
Criterion 3 (Architecture) is 1923, the year of construction.   
 
474-480 O’Farrell Street retains its integrity of location, association, setting, and feeling. The 
building has undergone a number of alterations and the front elevation was boarded up first 
partially ca. 2005, and then entirely ca. November 2013. Changes to the original front elevation 
design include cornice removal, security gate additions, and eastern storefront alterations; 
however, the original transoms and pilasters remain. The north (rear) elevation, not visible from 
public right-of-way, retains its original design and materials. As such, the building retains 
sufficient physical integrity to convey its significance as a district contributor.  
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530-532 Jones Street retains its integrity of location, association, design, workmanship, setting, 
feeling, and materials. The building has undergone a few alterations including new apartments at 
the basement, major interior remodels, and window replacements; however, the building’s form 
and major character-defining features remain. As such, the building retains sufficient physical 
integrity to convey its significance as a district contributor. 
 
Character-Defining Features of the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District 
 Three- to-seven-story building height 
 Multi-unit apartments, hotels, or apartment-hotels, as well as other building types that 


support residential life (including institutional and commercial uses) 
 Constructed of brick or reinforced concrete 
 Bay windows on street facades, double-hung windows in the earlier buildings, casement 


windows with transoms in later buildings 
 Flat roofs with parapets providing compositional space for decorative cornices 
 Prominent fire escapes 
 Decorative features: brick or stucco facings with molded galvanized iron, terra cotta, or 


cast concrete; deep set windows in brick walls with segmental arches or iron lintels; 
decorative quoins; sandstone or terra cotta rusticated bases, columns, sills, lintels, quoins, 
entry arches, keystones, string courses (concrete, stucco or galvanized iron also used to 
imitate these architectural features) 


 Buildings occupy the entire width of the lot creating continuous street walls 
 Elaborately detailed residential entrances 
 Two- or three-part vertical building composition for apartment and hotel buildings, one- 


or two-part commercial composition for non-residential and small residential buildings, 
 Engraved or painted signs, bronze plaques and neon signs 


 
Character-Defining Features of 450 O’Farrell Street 
Exterior: 
 Massive form 
 Symmetrical tri-partite façade design with smooth wall surfaces  
 Classical Tuscan order columns (fluted shafts, simple capitals and bases) 
 Vestibule with ornamental plaster ceiling and panels 
 Cornice and centered, projecting akroterion crowning the parapet 
 Bronze doors with decorative plaster on the south and east elevations  
 Windows with clathri  


 
Interior: 
 Two-story sanctuary space with balcony 
 Stained glass windows and stained glass oculus skylight of the sanctuary 
 Decorative plaster work in the lobby and the sanctuary 
 Raised stage of the sanctuary 
 Clathri grillwork in front of the organ pipes 
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Character-Defining Features of 474-480 O’Farrell Street 
 One-part commercial composition 
 Tile bulkheads with decorative tile vents 
 Wood transoms 
 Display windows  
 Galvanized sheet metal pilasters 
 Recessed entries 


 


Character-Defining Features of 530-532 Jones Street 
 Plain, asymmetrical façade design 
 Vestibule with green terrazzo paving 
 Triangular concrete canopy 
 Blade neon sign on roof 


 


CONCLUSION 


The property at 450 O’Farrell Street appears eligible for individual listing in the CRHR under 
Criterion 3 (Architecture) for displaying the characteristics of the Neoclassical architectural 
style and for being a significant example of master architect Carl Werner’s work. The property 
also retains its integrity of location, association, design, workmanship, setting, feeling, and 
materials. 
 
474-480 O’Farrell Street and 530-532 Jones Street do not appear eligible for individual CRHR 
listing as they do not meet any eligibility criteria. No historic events or no persons important to 
our past are associated with properties. Although 474-480 O’Farrell Street is the work of a master 
architect, Charles Peter Weeks, both buildings fail to be distinctive examples of a style, or 
architecturally significant in any other respect. Both buildings are currently considered 
contributors to the National Register Uptown Historic District. 
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June 7, 2017 


 
450 and 474-480 O’Farrell Street 


532 Jones Street 
San Francisco, California 


 
HISTORIC RESOURCE EVALUATION 


 
PART 2: COMPATIBILITY & IMPACTS ANALYSIS  


 
 


INTRODUCTION 


This report evaluates the proposed design for the 450 O’Farrell Street project, which is within 
the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District; the district is listed in the National Register of Historic 
Places. The project site contains a two-story plus basement church, the Fifth Church of Christ 
Scientist at 450 O’Farrell Street, constructed in 1923; a one story commercial building at 474-
480 O’Farrell Street, constructed in 1913; and a one story plus basement mixed-use building at 
532 Jones Street, constructed in 1950. All properties are contributors to the district and 
identified as historic resources by the Planning Department. The church building also appears 
individually eligible for listing on the California Register under Criterion 3 (Architecture). The 
proposal is to partially demolish 450 O’Farrell Street, retaining only the front façade, demolish 
the other two buildings, and construct a high-rise mixed-used building. This report includes an 
analysis of the demolitions and compatibility of the new design with the character-defining 
features of the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District (UTHD) and its conformance with the 
Secretary of Interior’s Standards (Standards).  
 


METHODOLOGY 


Carey & Co. conducted three site visits and reviewed a set of design documents from Kwan 
Henmi Architecture & Planning including narratives, graphic representations, and design 
drawings (dated October 4, 2017). The National Register of Historic Places Registration Form for 
the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District was also reviewed to identify the significance and 
character-defining features of the district. Based on the findings, the demolition of the 
contributors and the proposed development’s impact to the UTHD was analyzed. The project 
was evaluated for its compatibility with the district in terms of size and scale, massing and 
composition, materials, and features. A list of design recommendations that would improve the 
compatibility with the surrounding district is provided.  
 


SIGNIFICANCE SUMMARY1 


The Uptown Tenderloin Historic District is located at the center of the Downtown/Civic Center 
neighborhood and bounded roughly by Mason and Taylor streets to the east, Geary Street to 
the north, Larkin Street to the west, and Golden Gate Avenue and McAllister Street to the south 


                                                      
1 This section is summarized from Michael R. Corbett and Anne Bloomfield, National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form – Uptown Tenderloin Historic District, May 5, 2008, Section 7, 3-9 and Section 8, 35-39. 
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(Figure 1). The District was listed in the National Register of Historic Places in 2009 and the 
project site contains three district contributors.  
 
The Uptown Tenderloin Historic District (UTHD) is significant at the local level for the period 
1906-1957 and retains a high degree of integrity. The district contributors are predominantly 
hotels and apartments but also include non-residential building types associated with life in the 
neighborhood. The district is significant under: 


 Criterion A (Events) in the area of Social History for its association with the development 
of hotel and apartment life in San Francisco during a critical period of change, and for 
being a distinctive residential area that is associated with commercial activity, 
entertainment, and vice, and, 


 Criterion C (Design/Construction) in the area of Architecture for its distinctive mix of 
building types that served a new urban population of office and retail workers. 


 


 
Figure 1. The Uptown Tenderloin Historic District; the subject block indicated by arrow (edited from San Francisco 


Planning Department, San Francisco Property Information Map, http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/?dept=planning, 
accessed on April 29, 2015). 


 
The district comprises 18 whole and 15 partial city blocks and 477 buildings and sites, 409 of 
which are contributing resources to the district. The district is formed around its predominant 
building type: a 3- to 7- story, multi-unit apartment, hotel, or apartment-hotel constructed of 
brick or reinforced concrete. On the exteriors, sometimes only signage clearly distinguishes 
between these related building types. Because virtually the entire district was constructed in the 
quarter-century between 1906 and the early 1930s, a limited number of architects, builders, and 
clients produced a harmonious group of structures that share a single, classically-oriented visual 
imagery using similar materials and details.  
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Mixed in among the predominantly residential buildings are examples of other building types 
that support residential life, including churches, stores, garages, a YMCA complex, and a 
bathhouse. In addition, there are a few building types that are not directly related to the 
residential neighborhood - machine shops, office buildings, union halls, and film exchanges. 
While not necessarily related to residential life, the union halls (for example, those serving 
waitresses and musicians) and the film exchanges are related to the overlay of entertainment 
businesses in and around the neighborhood. 
 
The character defining features of the district are described below: 


 Three- to-seven-story building height, 
 Multi-unit apartments, hotels, or apartment-hotels, as well as other building types that 


support residential life, including institutional and commercial uses, 
 Constructed of brick or reinforced concrete,  
 Bay windows on street facades, double-hung windows in the earlier buildings, casement 


windows with transoms in later buildings, 
 Flat roofs with parapets providing compositional space for decorative cornices, 
 Prominent fire escapes, 
 Decorative features: brick or stucco facings with molded galvanized iron, terra cotta, or 


cast concrete; deep set windows in brick walls with segmental arches or iron lintels; 
decorative quoins; sandstone or terra cotta rusticated bases, columns, sills, lintels, 
quoins, entry arches, keystones, string courses (concrete, stucco or galvanized iron also 
used to imitate these architectural features), 


 Buildings occupy the entire width of the lot creating continuous street walls, 
 Elaborately detailed residential entrances, 
 Two- or three-part vertical building composition for apartment and hotel buildings, one- 


or two-part commercial composition for non-residential and small residential buildings, 
 Engraved or painted signs, bronze plaques and neon signs. 


 
The historic church building at 450 O’Farrell Street appears eligible for individual listing in the 
California Register of Historical Resources under Criterion 3 (Architecture) for displaying the 
characteristics of the Neoclassical architectural style and for being a significant example of 
master architect Carl Werner. The property retains its integrity of location, association, design, 
workmanship, setting, feeling, and materials.2 
 


PROJECT DESCRIPTION 


The project site is located on a block bounded by Geary Street to the north, O’Farrell Street to 
the south, Taylor Street to the east and Jones Street to the west with Shannon Street bisecting 
the block, within San Francisco’s Downtown/Civic Center neighborhood. The Fifth Church of 
Christ Scientist at 450 O’Farrell Street (1923); a one-story vacant retail building at 474 O’Farrell 
Street (1913); and a one-story with basement restaurant and residential building at 532 Jones 
Street (1950) currently occupy the project site. All of these buildings are contributing resources 
to the UTHD, which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places.  
 


                                                      
2 Carey & Co., 450 and 474-480 O’Farrell Street, 532 Jones Street Historic Resource Evaluation Part 1: Significance 
Evaluation, March 21, 2016. 
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The proposed project would demolish the existing buildings at 474 O’Farrell and 532 Jones, 
partially demolish the historic church building at 450 O’Farrell leaving only the O’Farrell Street 
façade, and construct a 13-story development including residential, commercial, and church use, 
with below grade parking. Along O’Farrell Street, the proposed project retains the front façade 
of the historic church with a portion of the new 13-story, 130-foot-tall, mixed-use building 
setback 16 feet from the property line on the upper levels. Adjacent to the existing façade, the 
new building would be built to the O’Farrell Street property line. The new building would have 
up to 176 dwelling units, amenity space and commercial space on the ground floor and a 
replacement church at the ground level.  
 
Along Jones Street would be an eight-story building with commercial space at the ground level 
and dwelling units on the upper four floors. The basement level with access from Shannon Street 
would provide vehicle parking. The project would incorporate an interior courtyard on the third 
level for use by building’s tenants. See Appendix for drawings. 
 
The proposed building would use a mix of precast concrete cladding, stone cladding, metal 
panels, and glazing (vision and spandrel). Along the primary façades on O’Farrell Street and 
Jones Street, the design would include the church and commercial uses with glazed storefronts 
on the ground floor and residential uses with a mix of deep-set punched openings and curtain 
walls on the upper floors. The church will be at the ground level and its design will be 
emphasized by use of a stone-clad frame and glass curtain wall. The church will incorporate the 
existing oculus and stained glass features into its interior design. The project would entail 
excavation to accommodate the underground parking for vehicles and bicycles.  
 


 
Figure 2. The proposed project, axonometric view from southeast (Kwan Henmi, October 2016). 
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Figure 3. The proposed O’Farrell Street elevation (Kwan Henmi, October 2016). 


 


 
Figure 4. The proposed Jones Street elevation (Kwan Henmi, October 2016). 


 


 
Figure 5. The proposed Shannon Street elevation (Kwan Henmi, October 2016). 
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Figure 6. Looking northwest on O’Farrell Street (Kwan Henmi, October 2016). 


 


 
Figure 7. Looking northeast at intersection of O’Farrell and Jones streets (Kwan Henmi, October 2016). 


 


SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S STANDARDS ANALYSIS 


As discussed above, the historic church building at 450 O’Farrell Street is a contributor to the 
UTHD and appears individually eligible for listing on the California Register under Criterion 3 
(Architecture) for displaying the characteristics of the Neoclassical architectural style and for 
being a significant example of master architect Carl Werner’s work. The O’Farrell Street façade 
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of the historic church building would be retained and incorporated into the proposed project; 
however, it would not retain enough of the historic fabric to conform with the Standards. The 
474-480 O’Farrell and 532 Jones properties would be demolished entirely. The proposed 
demolitions at the project site are not in conformance with the Secretary of the Interior's 
Standards and would result in a significant adverse impact to the historic resources. 


 


COMPATIBILITY ANALYSIS 


In case of new construction, the Secretary’s Standards are applied to determine the compatibility 
of the proposed project with the character-defining features and contributory properties of the 
UTHD. The project at 450 O’Farrell Street includes a multi-unit mixed-use building. Mixed-use 
buildings (residential-over-commercial such as stores and apartment building, stores and 
rooming house, and stores and hotel) are located throughout the district, so this use is 
consistent with existing uses in the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District. The proposed church 
would also continue to serve the population of Uptown Tenderloin and contribute to the feeling 
of the UTHD. 
 
The proposed building will replace three contributing resources. Therefore, the project will 
destroy historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize these properties. 
However, the proposed project interprets the character-defining features of the district using a 
contemporary language that assures both differentiation and compatibility. The following 
evaluation addresses the compatibility of the proposed building’s design in relation to the 
character defining features of the UTHD.  
 
Size and Scale: 450 O’Farrell Street will extend 13 stories, or 130 feet on O’Farrell Street, and the 
Jones Street elevation will be eight stories. The Jones Street building’s height is compatible with 
the existing street wall and UTHD, characteristically three to seven stories tall. At 13 stories, the 
O’Farrell building will not be the tallest on its block; the 16-story Serrano Hotel at 403 Taylor 
Street (aka Hotel Californian) has that distinction. Although the height of the building would 
result in a taller building than those characteristic of the UTHD, the additional height would not 
impair the ability of the historic district to continue to convey its historic significance. In addition, 
a number of tall buildings are located within the UTHD, within a two block radius of the 
proposed project, including  403 Taylor Street (contributor, 16 stories), 531 Geary Street 
(contributor, 10 stories), 350 Ellis Street (non-contributor, 13 stories), 550 Geary Street 
(contributor, 14 stories), 639 Geary (non-contributor, 13 stories), 520 Leavenworth (contributor, 
11 stories), 515 O’Farrell Street (contributor, 12 stories), 573 O’Farrell Street (contributor, 12 
stories), 631 O’Farrell Street (contributor, 19 stories) and 230 Eddy Street (contributor, 13 
stories), such that the replacement project would not be the sole taller building in the historic 
district. Thus, development of the 450 O’Farrell Street would not materially impair the 
significance of the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District in terms of size and scale.  
 
Massing and Composition: Most of the contributing buildings in the district occupy the entire 
width of the lot and create continuous street walls. However, the residential buildings do not 
usually occupy the entire lot; they are opened up by light courts and form L, E, T, O, or U-
shaped plans.  
 
The proposed building will be roughly U-shaped in plan with a rear-facing residential courtyard. 
The O’Farrell Street façade is articulated to break the massing down into several distinct 
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sections. The front façade of the historic church building would be retained and incorporated 
into the proposed project as an entryway to the residential and commercial sections. The 13-
story massing would be setback from the street/historic façade. The proposed building to the 
west will rise to eight stories and will house the church on the street level and residences above. 
The rest of the structure will be set back from O’Farrell Street, helping to reduce the building’s 
apparent massing.      
 
The proposed O’Farrell Street elevation references the tripartite composition of the contributing 
properties in the district. The existing historic church façade and the proposed church façade will 
be the base, the apartments will be the middle, and the parapet will define the top. The 
proposed base at the new church will be a two-part vertical composition with a high ground 
floor, similar to the bases of the adjacent and surrounding district contributors.  
 
The articulation of the proposed façade on O’Farrell Street will divide the façade in vertical sub-
zones and will reflect the verticality of the nearby buildings by breaking up the horizontal form. 
The projecting precast concrete sections (rendered in white) with punched rectangular windows 
accentuate the elongated form of the building. On the western half of the elevation, the 
orientation of the rectangular windows strengthens verticality while adding rhythm to the façade. 
The secondary façades, including the western setback and the Shannon Street elevation, will be 
relatively flat, broken by lines and projecting balconies. 
 
Continuous street walls are typical of the district. Along O’Farrell Street, the existing historic 
church façade will be preserved. The 8-story building to the west will come out to the property 
line. These two structures will be connected by a three-story glazed “hyphen” at the property 
line. The proposed project will address the street wall and is compatible with the UTHD.   
 
The Jones Street elevation of the proposed project will occupy the entire width of the lot. The 
base of the building will extend to the property line, addressing the continuous street wall, and 
will feature a two-part vertical composition with a high ground floor, similar to the bases of the 
adjacent district contributors. Carey & Co. recommends emphasizing the two-part composition 
of the ground floor by articulation of the glazing.  
 
In general, the proposed project is compatible with the district in terms of massing and 
composition by providing a U-shaped footprint, a continuous street wall, vertically articulated 
elevations, and façade compositions. 
 
Materials: The district is characterized by common materials such as brick, concrete, terra cotta, 
ceramic tile, and glass. The proposed building will be constructed of precast concrete cladding, 
stone cladding, glazing (vision and spandrel), and metal panels. The proposed materials are 
found in the district; therefore, are compatible with the UTHD.  
 
Church: The new church space will be located on the ground floor of the building to the west of 
the retained historic O’Farrell Street façade. The main entrance to the church lobby and the 
reading room will be through the glazed structure. The three-story tall church will feature a 
heavy, stone-clad frame that will separate it from the residential floors above. The existing Fifth 
Church of Christ Scientist is a relatively plain building, in keeping with their religious principal of 
simplicity. The stone cladding, glass curtain wall and subtle exterior decorations (i.e. dichroic 
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glass fins) of the proposed church will also emphasize this principal. The new church will 
incorporate the existing oculus and stained glass features into its interior design. Carey & Co. 
recommends incorporating the character-defining bronze doors to the proposed design.       
 
Features: The proposed design does not include or incorporate any false-historic features. Like 
much of the surrounding district, the proposed project includes flat roofs. The proposed 
parapets reference the cornices found within the UTHD. The primary elevations along O’Farrell 
and Jones Street feature deep-set punched openings typical of the district. The large openings 
on the ground floor reference the characteristic storefronts in the district. The proposed design 
includes balconies on the Shannon Street elevation. Although balconies are not typical, this is a 
secondary elevation and will not be noticeable from major pedestrian streets.  
 
In general, the proposed building would be a contemporary, but compatible design that 
references the character-defining features of the surrounding district. It is compatible with the 
district in terms of size and scale, composition, and materials. The massing is compatible in 
terms of lot occupancy, solid-to-void ratio, and vertical articulation. The project will be in 
conformance with the Secretary’s Standards.  
 


DESIGN RECOMMENDATIONS 


Carey & Co. recommends: 
 Incorporating the existing bronze doors into the proposed church design. 
 Emphasizing the two-part composition of the Jones Street ground floor by articulation of 


the glazing. 
 


DISTRICT IMPACTS 


The proposed development will demolish three existing structures that are contributors to the 
UTHD. The buildings are listed as three of the original 409 contributors within the UTHD, whose 
boundaries comprise 477 buildings. The historic church building at 450 O’Farrell Street also 
appears eligible for individual listing in the California Register. The project will demolish about a 
quarter of the entire block bounded by O’Farrell, Taylor, Geary, and Jones streets. Due to the 
large street frontage and the corner prominence on O’Farrell Street, the proposed demolition of 
three resources will result in a project‐specific impact to the district. 
 


CUMULATIVE IMPACTS 


The proposed project would involve demolition of three historic resources and construction of a 
new building within the boundaries of the UTHD. The demolition of an individual resource and 
two contributors would result in an impact on the district. The Planning Department submitted 
to the project team a spreadsheet that included environmental cases within the boundaries of 
the UTHD that were either opened or closed since the establishment of the historic district.  The 
cases comparable to the 450 O’Farrell project, i.e. demolition of the contributors and new 
construction/replacement, are shown in bold. See Table 1 and Figure 8 below.3  
 


                                                      
3 This information is publicly available from San Francisco Property information Map (http://propertymap.sfplanning.org) 
and by viewing the Environmental documents for each record. 
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Table 1. Environmental cases within the Uptown Tenderloin Historic District (UTHD).4 The cases comparable to the 450 
O’Farrell project, i.e. demolition of the contributors and new construction/replacement, are shown in bold. 


Case No Address UTHD Status Project Description 


2016-015399ENV 479 Ellis St C 
Under 
review. 


Façade modifications and alterations to an 
existing historic building. 


2016-007593ENV 229 / 231 Ellis St C 
Under 
review. 


Exterior modifications and one-story vertical 
addition. 


2016-006801ENV 480 Eddy St C Closed. 
Exterior alterations in conformance with 
SOIS/ with UTHD. 


2015-015203ENV 135 Hyde St C 
Under 
review. 


Demolition of single-story commercial 
building and construction of new 8-story 
mixed use building. 


2015-007525ENV 
105 Turk / 57 
Taylor St 


 
Under 
review. 


Demolition of single-story commercial 
building adjacent to 105 Turk & construction 
of a 12-story mixed-use building. 


2015-009851ENV 350 Ellis St NC Closed. 
Renovation of an existing 13-story building. 
Alterations in conformance with SOIS/ with 
UTHD. 


2015-005329ENV 719 Larkin St C Closed. 


Demolition of one-story contributor. HRER 
determined not an impact on UTHD, and 
replacement structure would not materially 
impair UTHD, in conformance with SOIS. 


2014.0562E 469 Eddy St C Closed. 


Preserve the existing façade, construct a new 
8-story mixed-use building. HRER 
determined addition to contributor in 
conformance with SOIS/ with UTHD. 


2014.0506E 519 Ellis St NC 
Under 
review. 


New construction of an 8-story mixed use 
building on vacant lot; in conformance with 
SOIS/ with UTHD. 


2014.0400E 430 Eddy St NC 
Under 
review. 


New construction of an 8-story mixed use 
building on vacant lot. HRER determined 
addition to contributor to UTHD in 
conformance with SOIS/with UTHD. 


2013.0639E 201 Eddy St C Closed. 
Exterior changes in conformance with SOIS/ 
with UTHD. 


2012.0678E 19 Mason St NC Closed. 
New construction of a 12-story mixed-use 
building on parking lot, determined in 
conformance with SOIS/with UTHD. 


2012.0628E 651 Geary St C Closed. 
Demolished; HRER determined no significant 
impact to UTHD. 


2010.0056E 246 Eddy St NC Closed. 
Demolished; new construction determined 
not an impact on UTHD. 


                                                      
4 Edited from the spreadsheet provided by the Planning Department, dated April 2017 (email correspondence with 
Marcelle W. Boudreaux, May 17, 2017). 
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Case No Address UTHD Status Project Description 


2009.0569E 473 Elis St C Closed. 
HRER determined alterations in conformance 
with SOIS. 


2005.0869E_5 
101/121 Golden 
Gate  


C Closed. 
Demolished for new construction; significant 
cumulative impact of demolition of 
contributor to UTHD. 


2009.0049E 631 O’Farrell St C Closed. 
New wireless facility on top of building; in 
conformance with SOIS. 


2007.1163E_3 140 Ellis St  Closed. 


Change of use at 351V Turk and 145 
Leavenworth. HRER determined project 
would not indirectly materially impair the 
District or individual historic resources. 


2008.0380E 472 Ellis St C Closed. 
Rehabilitation would not materially impair the 
resource or adjacent resources. 


2007.1342E 210 Taylor St NC Closed. 
New 8-story mixed-use building; HRER 
determined new infill construction on vacant 
lot in conformance with SOIS/with UTHD. 


2007.0980E 200 Golden Gate C Closed. 


HRER determined that alterations in 
conformance with SOIS and would not 
materially impair the resource or adjacent 
resources. 


2005.0267E 199 Turk St NC Closed. 
HRER determined new infill on vacant lot in 
conformance with SOIS/with UTHD. 


C: Contributor to UTHD. NC: Non-contributor to UTHD. 
 


 
Figure 8. Projects within the historic district; the UTHD outlined in red, the demolitions at contributors marked in green, 


and the subject block indicated by a star (revised from Google Maps, retrieved May 19, 2017). 
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Seven projects are located on non-contributing properties: one demolition/new construction, 
one alteration, and five infills on vacant lots. The projects are all determined in conformance with 
the Standards and UTHD, therefore, the proposed projects would not result in substantial 
adverse changes to the district. 
 
Eight alteration/addition projects are to contributing resources: six are determined in 
conformance with the UTHD and would not result in substantial adverse change. Two are still 
under review.  
 
In addition to the subject project at 450 O’Farrell Street, 474-480 O’Farrell Street and 532 Jones 
Street, four more projects that are demolitions and new constructions involve contributing 
resources. The demolition at 135 Hyde, a one-story commercial building, is under review. Two 
demolitions at 719 Larkin and 651 Geary were determined to have no significant adverse 
impacts to the district. The demolition at 121 Golden Gate Avenue (EIR certified in 2011) had 
significant unavoidable project-specific and cumulative impacts on the historic district. Another 
demolition at 57 Taylor is also under review; however, it is not known if the one-story building is 
a contributor to the UTHD or not.5   
 
The total number of original contributors to UTHD was 409 at the time of National Register 
listing, whose boundaries comprise 477 buildings. Two contributors were already demolished at 
the time of this report. If the proposed demolitions of five contributors, including three at the 
450 O’Farrell project site, ensue, the total number of contributors to UTHD would be reduced to 
402. Even though the proposed project will add to the cumulative loss of historic resources, the 
ratio of contributors to noncontributors would not be drastically affected by the 450 O’Farrell 
Street project.6   
 
There is no concentration of past, present, and foreseeable future demolitions within the 
Uptown Tenderloin Historic District that would affect the historic fabric or character such that it 
would no longer be eligible for listing on the National Register. The demolitions are found along 
the edges of the district (see green symbols on Figure 8). The rest of the projects (rehabilitations, 
infills etc.) are scattered throughout the district, not concentrated in any specific locus. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not combine with any other project to result in a material 
impairment of the District. The cumulative effect on historical resources would be less than 
significant. In a district of approximately 400 contributing resources, the UTHD would retain the 
valuable sense of place and time. The historic district’s integrity or eligibility for the National 
Register would not be materially altered.  
 


CONCLUSION 


The proposed development will demolish three existing structures that are contributors to the 
UTHD. The historic church building at 450 O’Farrell Street also appears eligible for individual 
listing in the California Register. The proposed demolitions at the project site would result in a 


                                                      
5 The single-story commercial building at 57 Taylor Street is adjacent to the five-story building at 105 Turk Street, which 
was listed as a contributor in the National Register form (Corbett and Bloomfield, Section 7, 90.) The status of 57 Taylor 
Street is unknown. 
6 The percentage of contributors to the number of properties in the district was originally 85.7 percent (409 
contributors/477 properties). If all the proposed demolitions ensue, the number will be 84.3 percent (402 
contributors/477 properties).  
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significant adverse impact to the historic resources. 
 
The overall design of the proposed development is compatible with the character of the UTHD 
in terms of massing, scale, composition and materials. Although the proposed building design is 
contemporary in nature, some elements of the design reference the character‐defining features 
of the historic district, including ground floor storefront height, the tripartite façade composition, 
the organization of the building into vertical masses, punched window openings, and material 
use. The proposed design can be improved by following recommendations listed above but 
overall, the proposed project would not diminish the character of the district and would not 
substantially damage the overall historic qualities that qualify the UTHD for listing as a historic 
resource. 
 
There is no concentration of past, present, and foreseeable future demolitions within the 
Uptown Tenderloin Historic District that would affect the historic fabric or character such that it 
would no longer be eligible for listing on the National Register. The proposed project would not 
combine with any other demolition and new construction projects to result in a material 
impairment of the district. The district would retain the valuable sense of place and time. The 
Uptown Tenderloin Historic District’s integrity or eligibility for the National Register would not 
be materially altered. The cumulative effect on historical resources would be less than significant. 







450 and 474-480 O’Farrell Street  June 7, 2017 
532 Jones Street   
Historic Resource Evaluation Part 2 
 


Carey & Co., a TreanorHL Company                                                       14 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


APPENDIX 
 
 
 
 







KHDESIGN PROGRESS - 4OCT2016


450 O’FARRELL STREET
DESIGN PROGRESS


4 OCT 2016







KHDESIGN PROGRESS - 4OCT2016PROJECT DATA - TABULATION


450 O'Farrell
Study


Unit Count and Area


Level S S/R 1 Bed TH 2 Bed 3 Bed Total Net Res Area Gross Res Area Efficiency Gross Building Area
P1 0 sf 0 sf N/A 21,520 sf
1 0 sf 4,210 sf N/A 21,300 sf
2 5 5 2,700 sf 7,290 sf 0.37 15,125 sf
3 1 5 3 9 7,380 sf 9,860 sf 0.75 13,585 sf
4 1 8 7 16 13,620 sf 16,910 sf 0.81 16,910 sf
5 1 8 7 16 13,620 sf 16,910 sf 0.81 16,910 sf
6 1 8 7 16 13,620 sf 16,910 sf 0.81 16,910 sf
7 1 8 7 16 13,810 sf 17,230 sf 0.80 17,230 sf
8 2 9 6 17 13,810 sf 17,230 sf 0.80 17,230 sf
9 2 9 6 17 13,810 sf 17,230 sf 0.80 17,230 sf
10 2 10 3 1 16 12,760 sf 15,965 sf 0.80 15,965 sf
11 2 10 3 1 16 12,760 sf 15,965 sf 0.80 15,965 sf
12 2 10 3 1 16 12,760 sf 15,965 sf 0.80 15,965 sf
13 2 10 3 1 16 12,760 sf 15,965 sf 0.80 15,965 sf


Total 17 5 95 0 55 4 176 Units 143,410 sf 187,640 sf 237,810 sf
9.7% 2.8% 54.0% 0.0% 31.3% 2.3% 100.0% Net Res Area Gross Res Area Gross Building Area


Rear Yard Open Space
Site Area 22,105 sf Requirement Zone: RC‐4
Rear Yard Required 5,526 sf (22,105 x .25) Private 176 Units 36 sf 6,336 sf
Rear Yard Provided 3,060 sf (Levels 3 and 4 Combined) OR


Common 48 sf 8,427 sf
Residential Amenity Area
Level 2 2,405 sf Provided


Private
Retail Area Counted Area
Retail Space 1 (Facing O'Farrell) 2,600 sf Jones Setback Deck @ Level 9 (1 unit) 36 sf
Retail Space 2 (Facing Jones) 3,600 sf O'Farrell Setback Deck @ Level 10 (2 units) 72 sf
Total 6,200 sf Courtyard Open Space @ Level 4 (3 units) 108 sf


Behind Colonnade West @ Level 4 (1 unit) 36 sf
Church Area Behind Colonnade East @ Level 4 (1 unit) 36 sf
Level 1 6,875 sf Actual Area
Level 2 3,360 sf Jones Setback Deck @ Level 9 315 sf
Level 3 3,360 sf O'Farrell Setback Deck @ Level 10 650 sf
Total 13,595 sf Courtyard Open Space @ Level 4 790 sf


Behind Colonnade West @ Level 4 155 sf
Behind Colonnade East @ Level 4 244 sf


Private Total 288 sf
Provides for 8 units


Common
Courtyard @ Level 3 2,225 sf
Roof Deck 5,250 sf
Colonnade @ Level 1 635 sf


Common Total 8,110 sf
Provides for 168 units


Parking
Cars Bicycles


Resident Typ 29 sp Resident Use
Resident Accessible 1 sp (1 or 2% of typ spaces) Class 1 119 sp (100 spaces + 1 for every 4 units above 100)


Accessible Typ 0 sp Class 2 9 sp (1 spaces for every 20 units)
Accessible Van 1 sp (1 per 8 accessible)


Car Share 1 sp
Church Use Typ 9 sp Church Use
Church Use Accessible 1 sp (1 or 2% of typ spaces) Class 1 5 sp (5 for facilities <500 guests)


Accessible Typ 0 sp Class 2 1 sp (1 per 500 seats or for every portion of each 50 person capacity)
Accessible Van 1 sp (1 per 8 accessible)


Total 41 sp Commercial Use (Eating/Drinking)
Class 1 1 sp (1 per 7500 sf of area)
Class 2 9 sp (1 per 750 sf of area, min 2)


Total Class 2 19 sp


03Oct2016


(Inclusive of Resident, Accessible, Car 
Share and spaces for use by Church)
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