
From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Item 7: 2750 19th Street
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:06:35 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: zrants [mailto:zrants@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 1:39 AM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Rodney Fong; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
richhillissf@yahoo.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC); mooreurban@aol.com; Ronen, Hillary; Cohen, Malia
(BOS)
Subject: re: Item 7: 2750 19th Street
 
October 26, 2017
Commissioners:
re: Please do not approve Item 7 - 2750 19th Street as currently
designed. It does not fit the neighborhood. 
We are concerned about the cumulative effects adding hundreds of new
residential units will have on this quiet neighborhood. The area is
not equipped to handle the crowds and traffic. 
This brick building should be considered of historical significance. It is
one of the most beautiful on the street. 
As you know, PDR (Production, Distribution, and Repair) space is
essential for some of the businesses we need to keep in San Francisco,
and most PDR requires parking and loading zones. Removal of the
PDR during construction will kill more jobs and push more contractors
and workers out of the city. Once they are settled few will return. Yhey
will not be able to afford the high rents the new owners will demand. 
Please deny this request for a Large Project Authorization that seeks
rear yard, dwelling unit exposure, and street frontage exceptions. This
needs to go back to the drawing board for alterations and community
input.
Sincerely, 
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Mari Eliza
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Sider, Dan (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: AAU Institutional Master Plan (IMP)
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:06:09 AM
Attachments: VNCNC, AAU.docx

 
 
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: Marlayne Morgan [mailto:marlayne16@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 7:42 AM
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Rich Hillis; Kathrin Moore; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
RODNEY FONG; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Jim Warshell
Subject: Re: AAU Institutional Master Plan (IMP)
 
Dear President Hillis and Commissioners;
 
See attached letter from the VanNess Corridor Neighborhood Council on this item scheduled
for the 11/2/17 Commission meeting.
 
Regards,
 
 
Marlayne Morgan and Jim Warshell
Co-Chairs, VNCNC
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October 25, 2017





To:  President Rich Hillis, SF Planning Commission

From:  Marlayne Morgan and Jim Warshell, Co-Chairs VNCNC

Re:  Academy of Art (AAU)  Institutional Master Plan



Dear President Hillis and Commissioners:



The Van Ness Corridor Neighborhoods Council urges the Commission not to accept the AAU Draft IMP on November 2, 2017, but to continue to seek additional information. As you know, the purpose of the IMP is to provide Planning and the public with an understanding and the ability to comment on land use impacts from the institution’s operation.



AAU has failed to comply with this requirement on many occasions, and while not complying has acquired and converted multiple categories of property (residential, hotel, commercial, etc.) to dormitory and educational uses without proper permission. While conversions of residential property to dorms is prohibited, since 1994 AAU has removed 144 apartments (most rent controlled) and 140 residential hotel rooms (serving very low income) from the market. 

This has had an adverse impact on housing availability for moderate and low- income residents. In addition,  AAU has removed over 270 hotel rooms (possibly as many as 406), which deprives the city of hotel tax revenues.  An additional 94 live-work units have been converted to dorms, which violates the intent of live work zoning controls. 

Also, there are impacts on air quality, transportation, urban sprawl, use of public open spaces and other issues which have not been adequately addressed in the IMP.

Since the AAU Proposed Settlement Agreement was released in December 2016, there have not been adequate opportunities for public input, with only one information item before Planning on 2/2/17.  Therefore, we strongly urge the Commission to continue this item for further public review and input.


cc.  Jonas Ionin

      John Rahaim





				VNCNC Member Organizations


Cathedral Hill Neighbors Association



Golden Gate Valley Neighborhood Association



Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association



Lower Polk Neighbors



Middle Polk Neighborhood Association



Pacific Avenue Neighbors



Pacific Heights Residents Association



Russian Hill Community Association



Russian Hill Neighbors



Western SoMa Voice
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VAN NESS CORRIDOR NEIGHBORHOODS COUNCIL








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

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2750 19th (@ Bryant) Fitzgerald Proposal
Date: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 3:40:35 PM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Stephanie Watts [mailto:stephanie@sequitur-sf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 3:29 PM
To: Samonsky, Ella (CPC); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); cwu.planning@gmail.com; Secretary,
Commissions (CPC)
Subject: 2750 19th (@ Bryant) Fitzgerald Proposal
 
As a next door neighbor to 2750 19th, I oppose the size and number of stories of this
proposed building.
 
The one block section of Bryant between 18th and 19th is all ready destined to create one of
the densest residential areas in the East Mission with the building of 2000-2070 Bryant and
the Florida Street affordable housing.
 
An additional 60 units proposed by the Fitzgeralds will clinch that designation by several
fold.
 
We are a neighborhood already stressed with crime and lack of services, creating higher
density housing is only going to compound these unresolved issues and impact our lives
more negatively.
 
It is one thing to have growth and create housing, it is another thing to do it all on one place,
disrupting an established neighborhood and lowering the quality of life for current and future
tenants. I believe in appropriate growth. Not irresponsible growth.
 
I am appalled by the City’s fast tracking of these buildings and the exemption given to
developers from conducting common impact studies. The irresponsible short term thinking of
this administration is heartbreaking to me, and will create irreversible impacts to this entire
section of the City let alone all of us who live within the surrounding blocks.
 
Please do not approve this proposal as it stands. Please ask for impact studies and a reduction
in its proposed size.
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Watts
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2101 Bryant Street #204
SF, CA 94110
 
______________
 
Stephanie Watts
Boss
 
Sequitur Creative, Inc.
72 Missouri Street
San Francisco, CA 94107
 
stephanie@sequitur-sf.com
415-806-9852     
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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: 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
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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: 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
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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: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Christensen, Michael (CPC)
Subject: San Bruno MCD
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 9:42:45 AM
Attachments: No MCD on San Bruno Avenue.msg

MCD on San Bruno Ave.msg

 

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=758B40F664D1448D90E8FD5A6F699D2C-COMMISSIONS
mailto:christine.d.johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:patricia.gerber@sfgov.org
mailto:Michael.Christensen@sfgov.org

No MCD on San Bruno Avenue

		From

		TheHomelessChurch

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



To the esteemed members of the Planning  Commission 



I am sorry that I will be at a three day event at Chico State University and not able to be with you in person on the day of this Public Hearing.  I hope another will be allowed to present these words before the Commission on that day.  I now send you my concerns by email.



AS AN ORDAINED MINISTER OF THE ASSEMBLIES OF GOD I oppose this marijuana dispensary in our neighborhood. We all know the deleterious effects of marijuana smoking.  Getting high on marijuana produces a lack of personal attention to and caring about others.  As an addictive drug, it leads to further drug use and experimentation.  Marijuana use often produces an atmosphere and culture of crime and rebellion.



AS A REFORMED POTHEAD MYSELF I oppose this marijuana dispensary. We all know that the whole goal of the potsmoking culture is to get high and stay high.  IT IS A LIE to claim that marijuana is of some medical benefit.  I know because we began to use that same lie when I was a pothead.  I was high on marijuana for eight years— for 5 years in San Francisco (1966 to 1971) followed by 3 years in the Grass Valley area.  Those were years of my life when I accomplished nothing. I dreamed some dreams. I attempted some things. I failed in achieving those goals. 



AS A MEMBER OF THIS COMMUNITY, the Portola, I don't want a marijuana dispensary exposing our young people to a culture built around “hanging around waiting to pick up more drugs.”  Our youth will learn about how to connect with drug dealers.  And the dealers will offer them other drugs, and this area will be entrenched in the drug culture.  We saw this happening in this City in the ’60’s.  HAVE WE FORGOTTEN THE 60’s?



THIS IS THE TIME FOR COMMUNITIES LIKE THE PORTOLA community TO STAND UP and say “NOT ON MY WATCH!”  It's time for all of us who know better TO HELP those who do not know what that kind of behavior leads to. And it is time TO OPPOSE THOSE MERCHANDISERS WHO WOULD IMPOSE THIS KIND OF CULTURE upon OUR COMMUNITY— just for the financial benefit of the MERCHANDISERS.



Yours for a better San Francisco,



Pastor Evan Prosser

3230 San Bruno Avenue

San Francisco CA 94134






MCD on San Bruno Ave

		From

		Tan

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Dear Sir/Madam:



My name is Tan Nguyen, I am a San Francisco resident who currently live in the Bay View area.  I am writing this email to express our concern about a MCD store to be open at 3015 San Bruno Ave, we kindly request that the planning board reviewers do not approve a Medical Cannabis Dispensary place permitted to open in this area.  The reason for this is because there are many children walk by this area daily, this will be a bad effect to the children’s life.  I also have two sons, one is currently attending Dr. Martin Luther School Middle School, and another one is currently attending Visitacion Valley Elementary School, we pick up our kids and walk by this location every day.  We strongly believe that if this store open at this location, it will be a bad effect our sons and many other students’ life in their future.  Thank you very much for your time and consideration.



Sincerely,

Tan Nguyen

65 Orsi Circle

San Francisco, CA 94124

Phone: 415-939-6958













From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: FYI SocketSite™ | Contentious Development Redesigned and Now in Play
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 9:38:18 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: SchuT [mailto:schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 11:35 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); mooreurban@aol.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Johnson, Christine (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: FYI SocketSite™ | Contentious Development Redesigned and Now in Play
 
Dear President Hillis and Fellow Commissioners:
Good evening.  I am assuming this report from SocketSite is correct.   (It is also listed for
sale on the Trulia website).   
It is concerning that every week another entitlement is for sale.  
I cannot be there on Thursday to bring this up during General Public Comment.  Thank
you.
Sincerely,
Georgia Schuttish
http://www.socketsite.com/archives/2017/10/contentious-valencia-street-development-newly-
rendered-and-in-play.html
 

Sent from my iPad
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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: 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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ETHICS COMMISSION 
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO  


 
 
 


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


 


PETER KEANE 
CHAIRPERSON 


 
DAINA CHIU 


VICE-CHAIRPERSON 
 


PAUL A. RENNE 
COMMISSIONER 


 
QUENTIN L. KOPP 


COMMISSIONER 
 


YVONNE LEE 
COMMISSIONER 


 
LEEANN PELHAM 


EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 


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


By: 
ANDREW SHE 
Deputy City Attorney 
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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: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Christensen, Michael (CPC); Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Objection to Case #2016-000119DRM , MCD at 3016 San Bruno Ave, Hearing 10/26
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:41:03 AM
Attachments: MCD objection letter.docx

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: mini time [mailto:mtsfx17@outlook.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:25 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Objection to Case #2016-000119DRM , MCD at 3016 San Bruno Ave, Hearing 10/26
 
Dear Secretary,
 
Attached please find my formal letter of opposition for the project in my neighborhood.  The
hearing is this Thursday and I hope that the commissioners will consider my concerns for the
community. Kindly advise if there is anything else that I need to do as I cannot attend the
hearing to speak.
 
Thank you,
T.A. Montoya
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								Portola District Resident

 94134

								October 20, 2017



San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission St, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA  94103



Re: Case 2016-000119DRM   SBA Wellness MCD Discretionary Review for 3015 San Bruno Avenue



Dear Commissioners:



This letter will serve as notice in opposition of the approval for the above Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) in the Portola District neighborhood.  This business is a duplication of service and will have a negative impact on the neighborhood in several ways. It is not in keeping with the City General Plan.



The Portola District was established in 1869 we are only a .771 square mile neighborhood composed of 12,627 residents according to City-Data. We are often carved out, split and grouped into other districts, census tracks, and planning districts. But we are a neighborhood of single family home owners and 45% of our population is foreign born. A quarter of the residents are younger than 17 years of age and almost a fifth are over 60.  Our community is served by three western medical health facilities, many traditional healers, herbalists, acupuncture and therapeutic massage practitioners.  In the past the Portola has vigorously opposed a cannabis dispensary.  I feel this is because it offers no value for most of the community.  However, we do have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center at 2955 San Bruno Avenue which offers natural plant medicines including cannabis.  The Center is located 407 feet away from the proposed MCD or a two minute walk. Everyone is welcome as a member making cannabis available in the Portola.  The proposed facility does not add variety to our neighborhood economic base. 



Approval of this MCD would create a clustering of dispensaries in predominately residential neighborhoods.  The geographic center of the Portola District is about 1 mile from the Green Cross dispensary at 4218 Mission Street.  This is the same distance to the proposed MCD site on San Bruno Avenue.  Additionally, the proposed facility is 1 mile away from an approved MCD at 2442 Bayshore Boulevard in Visitation Valley.  Should the 5 Leland Avenue dispensary also be approved that would make two dispensaries just one mile away from the proposed facility.  Clustering of dispensaries does not offer economic diversity or enhancement of living in a neighborhood. 



The 3015 San Bruno site location is only 236 feet away from Child’s Time Preschool operating at 3061 San Bruno Avenue.  That is a 1 minute walk to a long established neighborhood preschool which serves low income families. This is not within the State or City legal requirements of 600 and 1,000 foot distance restrictions for dispensary locations and facilities for children. The Board of Supervisors recently disagreed with the Planning Commission’s approval of a MCD at 2505 Noriega because to was too close to a church and preschool.  That Sunset District facility’s inappropriate location is almost an identical situation with this permit application.  We have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center church and a preschool located too close to the proposed MCD.    



The proposed location will have a negative impact on both traffic flow and parking.  San Bruno Avenue and Paul is a confounding asymmetrical intersection 171 feet from the proposed site.  Both streets are routes of entrance and egress for highway 101 north and south bound. The second busiest bus route, the #9 San Bruno and the #8 Bayshore have both inbound and outbound stops at this intersection.  The pedestrian traffic is very heavy and vehicles making turns create continuous traffic backups.  Dedicated turn lanes and large bus stops have significantly reduced street parking.  Commercial and residential property driveways have also extensively limited street parking.  Supervisor Ahsha Safai’s district experienced such a large influx of vehicle traffic from San Mateo County medical cannabis patrons that he passed an ordinance limiting MCDs in his district’s neighborhoods. The proposed MCD’s location offers even greater convenient access for out of district customers due to the easy freeway access. This will exacerbate an already unsafe level of congestion. The lack of street parking always results in unsafe vehicle double parking and blocked driveways.  Approval of a MCD at this location will have undesired consequences of street overburden, congestion with more exhaust, and increased associated noise.  These are neighborhood penalties not benefits. Adding to this burden are the hours of operation.  A start time of 8AM will impede all forms of commuter traffic and a 10PM close will likely disrupt the quiet harmony of the residents. This location is unsuited for a high volume, long hour business of any type as it will result in the interference with the peaceful quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood. 



The San Francisco Department of Public Health’s, 2016 Annual Director’s Report on Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, stated that they have not received any formal complaints about the inability to access medical cannabis in San Francisco.  I cannot support a business that will be so disruptive to the character of the neighborhood.  A MCD at this location will just add to the saturation of dispensaries in the southern neighborhoods.  With the probable addition of recreational cannabis distribution, a dispensary at 3015 San Bruno Avenue would be crippling to our neighborhood. 



Please reject the proposed MCD in this neighborhood, it is not needed, it is redundant , it does not contribute to economic diversity, it is proximal to a children’s facility and church, it will overburden our roads and parking, it will interfere with our air quality, safety and quiet, it is not an appropriate choice for this location. It is not a community business and will not enhance the quality of life in our community. It is not in keeping with the City’s General Plan.



Thank you for your attention,



T.A. Montoya 









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

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: NO MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:04:08 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: amanda portillo [mailto:aportillo112982@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 7:21 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: NO MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE
 
 
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: amanda portillo <aportillo112982@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 7:20 PM
Subject: NO MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com, michael.christensen@sfgov.org,
commission.secretary@sfgov.org, Hillary.Ronen@sfgov.org

 
This email is to voice my strong  opposition to MCD at 3015 San Bruno Address Ave.
 
My name is Amanda Portillo I live at 3051 San Bruno with my partner and our 3 children
ages 5,9,15 we own 2 cars not because we want to but because we have to transport our
children from and to school( trust me if we could only have 1 car we would its really hard to
pay $290 for monthly parking fees)  also my partner is self employed and needs a vehicle for
work.
 
 
 
 I have been living in this neighborhood for the past 6 years, traffic in this neighborhood has
increased drastically since I first moved here.  It takes on average 5 minutes to pull out of my
driveway in the morning if the dispensary is approved traffic will be further congested as
well as affect quality of life for residents.  I am not a San Francisco native only been here for
6 years and can honestly say the quality of my life has decreased significantly.  As soon as I
am pulling out of my driveway the honking and the stress starts, this will just add to it.  
 
The following are my reasons why I oppose MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE .
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Residents Safety 
Intersection is very busy and dangerous my car has been side swiped twice on san
bruno both hit and runs. 
Illegal casino/ Massage parlor at property years back landlord is not looking out for the
neighborhood he is only looking out for himself
Area is already bad with looters and drunks this will just add to the problem - 
There is already a shortage of parking for residents this will worsen problem- It takes
approximately 20 -30 minutes to find parking , if dispensary is approved customers will
take parking - where will the residents park? 
Too many children and Families walk by daily not good to expose young children , I
myself do not agree with Marijuana use and do not want my child to be exposed to
this. 
Bus stop - parents and their children as well as teenagers from near by schools take the
bus right by 3015 San Bruno 

Daycare Childs Time 3061 San Bruno many of the parents who drop of their children
pass by 3015 every morning and after pick up time.

Really hoping this is not approved 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Amanda Portillo
 
 



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: Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2750 19th Street Hearing 10/26
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 8:55:57 AM
Attachments: Planning Commission Letter - 2750 19th Street.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: jscottweaver@aol.com [mailto:jscottweaver@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 4:55 PM
To: richhillis@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: 2750 19th Street Hearing 10/26
 
Please see attached. 

J. Scott Weaver
4104 24th Street, #957
San Francisco, CA 94114
 
(415) 317-0832
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Protest an MDD Facility on San Bruno Avenue
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:23:01 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Michele Sullivan [mailto:michelemwilliamson@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 4:13 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Protest an MDD Facility on San Bruno Avenue
 
Hi,
 
I live at 31 Olmstead St. which is just around the corner from the proposed MCD.  
 
There is a day care facility one half block up the street  at the intersection of Olmstead St and San Bruno.  
 
MCD’s really should not be located in areas near schools, day cares, etc.  for fairly obvious reasons.  
 
There is a high school about three blocks away and marijuana is the high schoolers drug of choice.  
 
There is very little parking for the residents of the area on any of the streets near 3015 San Bruno.  
 
The additional load that an MCD will bring to the area will probably result in lots of congestion at the Paul
Ave./San Bruno Avenue intersection.  
 
If there isn’t any available parking, people tend to double park which will a problem and cause accidents on a street
as busy as San Bruno.
 
 
There is also a very heavily used bus stop at or adjacent 3015 San Bruno Ave. 
 
 
Put the MCD’s in industrial areas away from residential neighborhoods.
 
 
All my best,
Michele Sullivan
michelemwilliamson@gmail.com
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: MMD Facility on San Bruno Ave
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:23:00 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Andrew Williamson [mailto:amw662158@comcast.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 4:46 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: FW: MMD Facility on San Bruno Ave
 
 
Hi,
 
I live at 31 Olmstead St. which is just around the corner from the proposed MCD.  In my day job, I
administer all publicly funded substance abuse prevention and treatment programs in a neighboring
county.  I am of two minds about marijuana and generally side with President Obama when he said
that it is no more dangerous than alcohol (which is often quite dangerous). 
 
Medical marijuana is legal in California for better or worse.  That means the interesting question
becomes how to regulate it.   One problem is the effect on the neighborhood where the MCD
dispensary is located.  Unfortunately, I conduct an  analysis of parking in my neighborhood every
afternoon when I return from work, and can tell you that there is very little parking for the residents
of the area on any of the streets near 3015 San Bruno.  The additional load that an MCD will bring to
the area will probably result in lots of congestion at the Paul Ave./San Bruno Avenue intersection.  If
there isn’t any available parking, people tend to double park which will a problem on a street as busy
as San Bruno.
 
There is a day care facility one half block up the street  at the intersection of Olmstead St and San
Bruno.  MCD’s really should not be located in areas near schools, day cares, etc.  for fairly obvious
reasons.  There is a high school about three blocks away and marijuana is the high schoolers drug of
choice.  There is also a very heavily used bus stop at or adjacent 3015 San Bruno Ave. 
 
I Googled crime and MCD’s and it was all over the map.  Most studies suggested that an all cash
business trafficking in drugs (for want of a better word) tends to lead to increased crime.  The Green
Door MCD on Howard St. has an armed guard, or it did the last time I was near there at Central
Computers. 
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A way to make everyone happy on this issue is to put MCD’s in non-residential locations, e.g. in
industrial areas.  That way there is no problem with unwanted exposure of the drug to citizens that
don’t want to be exposed to it; there is no adverse effect on parking in neighborhoods where there
isn’t much parking to begin with.  Any associated crime probably won’t involve numerous by-
standers at the bus stop. 
 
I believe that medical marijuana has undisputed value for certain physical health conditions, and
would never seek to bar its use for those conditions.  Most people who use medical marijuana do
not have those conditions, however. 
 
The issues caused by MCD dispensaries will become far worse after January 1, 2018.  Do the right
thing and put the MCD’s in industrial areas away from residential neighborhoods.
 
Thank you,
 
Andrew M. Williamson
31 Olmstead St 94134
415-254-5091
 
 

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Christensen, Michael (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Oct. 26, 2017 Hearing re: SBA Wellness
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:22:56 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Dorji Roberts [mailto:ddroberts@weemslawoffices.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 7:19 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; rich.hillis2@sfgov.org;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: Oct. 26, 2017 Hearing re: SBA Wellness
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
The project sponsors have received feedback from numerous individuals and business in the
neighborhood concerned about publicly stating their support for SBA Wellness' MCD project
because they fear backlash from opponents, including the Pacific Justice Institute.  The letter,
quoted verbatim below, is from one of these supporters who asked to remain anonymous.
 

 

To the Commission,

 

I am writing this letter reluctantly and with great difficulty. As a park safety and
children's advocacy group you would think we would be the first group to stand
up against a dispensary anywhere.  I personally don't want my kids near the stuff
but when looking at the greater good in this rare scenario I feel I can support it.

 

San Bruno Ave and Paul Ave is a intersection with a blighted past...an area of
San Bruno to be avoided because of rampant street drug sales in the past.  Many
of these issues have been cleaned up through neighborhood efforts and policing
but the intersection is still a location you definitely would not send your kids or
yourself, for that matter, alone at night.
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SBA Wellness Center has proposed to install high definition cameras at their
proposed location right on the corner and pay for security at all open hours. 
They even offered to close the center when the closest school Phillip Burton lets
out in the afternoon.  They clearly want to do whats right by the neighbors and
could actually improve the location if managed correctly.

 

For these reasons Help McLaren Park sees no reason why we should prevent
SBA Wellness from moving in.  I am assuming they will be closed after dusk so
the cameras will continue to benefit the police department if there is ever a need
to use them.

 

Sincerely,

 

An Anonymous Community Member

 
Thank you for consideration. 
 
Dorji Roberts
Weems Law Offices
Attorney for SBA Wellness, Project Sponsor
(510) 965-7319 (cell)
(415) 881-7653 (office)
(866) 610-1430 (fax)
 
Mailing Address:
769 Center Blvd., #38
Fairfax, CA 94930



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Bendix, Brittany (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:22:55 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Alice Xaver [mailto:acxavier@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 5:20 PM
To: richhillisf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317
 
 
October 25, 2017
 
Dear Planning Commissioners:
 
There has been no outreach or communication on the above major elimination of City Planning
process.  This would disregard the harmonious curb appeal and flow and possibly present the negative
impact of a bulk sized building enabling light.   There is no information on upgrades to utility
infrastructure in creating density and no consideration for additional parking.  
There needs to be a review process, retaining the character of the neighborhood, avoiding negative
impacts of the City increasing it's sewer lines and utility infrastructure for added usage, while increasing
our public safety responders SF Fire Dept and Sf Police Dept.
 
Please ensure that this letter is  filed with the packet for Residential Expansion Review Planning
Section code #317.
 
Thank you for your time in this important matter.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. and Mrs. Christopher H. Xavier
Phone 415 546 9642
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Medical Cannabis Dispensary on Irving street
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:22:55 AM

Office 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

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

-----Original Message-----
From: May [mailto:mayponhall@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 9:14 PM
To: Tang, Katy (BOS); richhillisssf@yahoo.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC); nancy.h.tram@sfgov.org
Subject: Medical Cannabis Dispensary on Irving street

Madam or Sir,

I am writing to express my concern over the approval of the planning commission to move forward with
the Medical Cannabis Dispensary on Irving Street.  It should be obvious that the local merchants and
families that live in the immediate area do not welcome this new business.   I have been living on 23rd
Avenue for over 30 years.  This is and has always been a family oriented neighborhood.   There is a
local elementary school only 3 blocks away and many teenagers from the local high schools come to
Irving street for drinks and snacks after school. 

While I understand that the mcd would only be dispensing the drug, and does not allow for the growing
or use of the drug on the premises, it will not prevent the use of the drug    once the consumer takes a
step outside of the dispensary.   The police will also not be able prevent the consumer from using the
drug.   It is not appropriate to have a dispensary in a family orient neighborhood.   

Please do what you can to stop this process. 

Sent from my iPad
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Bendix, Brittany (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:22:55 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Alice Xaver [mailto:acxavier@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 8:12 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317
 
Please ensure this letter is filed with the packet for Residential Expansion Review Planning Section
Code #317

-----Original Message-----
From: Alice Xaver <acxavier@aol.com>
To: richhillissf <richhillissf@gmail.com>
Sent: Wed, 25 Oct 2017 8:05 pm
Subject: Fwd: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317

-----Original Message-----
From: Alice Xaver <acxavier@aol.com>
To: richhillisf <richhillisf@gmail.com>; dennis.richards <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; planning
<planning@rodneyfong.com>; christine.d.johnson <christine.d.johnson@sfgov.org>; joel.koppel
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; myrna.melgar <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; kathrin.moore
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>
Cc: Commissions.Secretary <Commissions.Secretary@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wed, 25 Oct 2017 5:19 pm
Subject: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317

 
October 25, 2017
 
Dear Planning Commissioners:
 
There has been no outreach or communication on the above major elimination of City Planning
process.  This would disregard the harmonious curb appeal and flow and possibly present the negative
impact of a bulk sized building enabling light.   There is no information on upgrades to utility
infrastructure in creating density and no consideration for additional parking.  
There needs to be a review process, retaining the character of the neighborhood, avoiding negative
impacts of the City increasing it's sewer lines and utility infrastructure for added usage, while increasing
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our public safety responders SF Fire Dept and Sf Police Dept.
 
Please ensure that this letter is  filed with the packet for Residential Expansion Review Planning
Section code #317.
 
Thank you for your time in this important matter.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. and Mrs. Christopher H. Xavier
Phone 415 546 9642
 



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Bendix, Brittany (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:22:53 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Margaret OSullivan [mailto:marg_os@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 8:55 PM
To: richhillisf; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Residential Expansion Review Planning section code # 317
 
 
October 25, 2017
 
Dear Planning Commissioners:
 
There has been no outreach or communication on the above major elimination of City Planning
process.  This would disregard the harmonious curb appeal and flow and possibly present the negative
impact of a bulk sized building enabling light.   There is no information on upgrades to utility
infrastructure in creating density and no consideration for additional parking.  
There needs to be a review process, retaining the character of the neighborhood, avoiding negative
impacts of the City increasing it's sewer lines and utility infrastructure for added usage, while increasing
our public safety responders SF Fire Dept and Sf Police Dept.
 
Please ensure that this letter is  filed with the packet for Residential Expansion Review Planning
Section code #317.
 
Thank you for your time in this important matter.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret O'Sullivan
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: 379 Upper Terrace - Agenda Items 9A and 9B
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:22:51 AM
Attachments: 400UT_Letter to Planning Commission.pdf

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Andrea & Thom Niederkofler [mailto:400upperterrace@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:15 AM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine
(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Jackson, Erika
Subject: 379 Upper Terrace - Agenda Items 9A and 9B
 
Dear Esteemed Commissioners,
 
I will sadly be unable to attend today's hearing, which includes as an agenda item the
proposed project at 379-383 Upper Terrace, which is directly across the street from my
apartment in a rent-controlled 21-unit apartment building. Please see attached a brief letter I
wrote pertaining to this project. Please call me anytime at 415-335-8555 if you would like to
hear more about my very reasonable and limited objections to the project. I also welcome you
to come to my apartment or visit the recreation room enjoyed by all the residents in our
building that will be so dramatically impacted by this proposed construction.
 
Respectfully,
Thom Niederkofler
400 Upper Terrace 
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October   26,   2017 
 
Dear   Commissioners   Hillis,   Richards,   Fong,   Johnson,   Koppel,   Melgar,   and   Moore, 
 


I   am   writing   this   letter   to   express   my   opposition   to   two   elements   of   the   proposed 
construction   at   379   Upper   Terrace.   In   particular   I   am   opposed   to   the   proposed   addition   of   a   unit 
and   the   proposed   addition   of   a   roof   deck   and   rooftop   pop­out.   More   generally,   I   am   opposed   to 
yet   another   major   construction   project   directly   across   the   street   from   the   rent­controlled   building 
I   live   in   and   just   two   doors   down   from   another   project   that   has   been   going   on   for   nearly   the 
entire   6   years   that   I   have   been   a   resident   at   400   Upper   Terrace.   The   loss   to   quality   of   life 
caused   by   this   awful   project   cannot   be   understated.   Here   is   what   a   typical   day   on   Upper   Terrace 
has   looked   like   for   most   of   the   last   6   years.   This   image   was   taken   on   Friday   October   13th   at 
10:30am,   but   this   condition   is   not   uncommon   at   all.   This   is   not   as   bad   as   the   days   when   the 
cranes   are   here   blocking   traffic   in   both   directions.  


 
 
Every   single   day   there   are   multiple   construction   vehicles   parked   illegally   and   blocking 


garages.   It   is   tough   to   be   a   commuter   trying   to   get   to   work   in   the   morning   and   you   need   to   go   to 
the   construction   site   and   first   figure   out   whose   truck   is   blocking   you   in.      In   the   image   above 
you’ll   see   the   trash   collector   parked   on   the   sidewalk   trying   to   get   by.   My   wife   Andrea   walks   our 







five­year   old   daughter   to   school   each   morning.   Think   about   the   dangerous   path   she   must   take 
with   two   toddlers   just   to   get   by.   The   construction   site   spits   off   large   amounts   of   dust   that   make   it 
impossible   to   keep   our   windows   clean.   The   noise   made   by   the   trucks   and   construction   tools 
every   day   is   also   really   disruptive,   especially   when   my   two­year   old   is   trying   to   nap.   Without 
exaggerating,   this   condition   has   been   going   on   for    years .   First   a   roof   was   replaced,   then   the 
house   was   sold   and   the   real   construction   began,   including   tearing   off   the   new   roof   again   in   order 
to   install   a   roof   deck.   Mind   you   this   single­family   home   already   had   balconies   on   at   three   levels. 
Adding   a   roof   deck   is   really   insulting   as   it   removes   sight   lines   from   the   rent   controlled 
apartments   here   at   400   Upper   Terrace.   I   guess   adding   a   fourth   outdoor   space   for   this   one   home 
was   more   important   than   the   views   of   21   rent­controlled   apartments   (not   to   mention   impact   to 
neighboring   buildings).   Here   is   the   deck   I   am   talking   about,   photographed   from   my   apartment. 


 
 


Back   to   the   development   at   379   Upper   Terrace   specifically,   we   are   once   again   talking 
about   a   structure   with   I   believe   two   existing   balconies.   The   new   construction   if   I’m   not   mistaken 
adds   at   least   one   more   balcony,   and   then   to   top   it   off   another   roof   deck.   The   nice   views   of 
Golden   Gate   park   and   the   Ocean   which   our   residents   and   I   now   enjoy   will   be   replaced   with   a 
glass­encased   roof   deck   and   whatever   furniture   is   placed   on   the   deck.   One   more   point   on   the 
roof   decks   ­   Mount   Olympus   is   one   of   the   windiest   places   in   San   Francisco.   I’d   be   shocked   if   the 
roof   decks   get   more   than   5­10   days   of   use   per   year.   And   on   those   nicest   of   days   when   the   deck 
is   in   use,   I   will   not   be   looking   at   the   views   but   instead   looking   at   the   people   on   the   deck   enjoying 
the   view   I   once   enjoyed.   And   in   exchange   for   that   (and   apparently   because   the   multiple   other 
balconies   are   not   enough   outdoor   space),   our   rent­controlled   residents   lose   a   good   portion   of 
their   views.  
 











I   requested   the   day   off   from   work   to   attend   today’s   hearing,   but   was   not   able   to   get   the   time   off 


from   work.   That   is   probably   the   same   circumstance   as   many   of   the   low­income   residents   in   our 


rent­controlled   building.   Holding   this   type   of   hearing   middle   of   a   weekday   makes   it   very   difficult 


for   those   impacted   by   the   construction   to   have   their   voice   heard,   and   much   easier   for   the 


wealthier   property   owners   who   can   take   time   off   from   work   or   are   self­employed   to   have   their 


voice   heard. 


 


I   was   able   to   speak   to   one   of   the   owners   seeking   a   variance   for   this   construction,   Dan 


Slaughter,   yesterday.   I   have   a   personal   relationship   with   Dan   because   he   has   asked   several 


times   to   host   community   meetings   in   our   building’s   recreation   room,   and   we   have   always 


accommodated   his   requests.   Here   is   the   view   today   from   the   window   of   that   shared   recreation 


room: 


 


 


As   you   can   see,   the   current   ocean   view   enjoyed   by   all   residents   in   the   21   apartments   in   our 


rent­controlled   building   will   now   be   obstructed   by   the   roof   deck,   pop­up,   and   any   furniture   or 


people   on   the   deck.   I   respectfully   ask   the   Planning   Commission   to   not   grant   a   variance   for   the 


construction   of   the   roof   deck.   Remember,   the   structure   at   379   Upper   Terrace   already   has   two 


balconies,   and   this   project   will   add   at   least   one   more   so   there   is   a   balcony   on   every   habitable 


floor   of   the   structure.   Please   don’t   approve   an   additional   outdoor   space   at   the   expense   of   the 


rent­controlled   apartments   across   the   street.   It   is   just   not   necessary.   And   as   Mr.   Slaughter   told 


me   in   person   yesterday,   the   roof   deck   is   the   least   important   to   him   of   the   requests   in   his 


conditional   use   authorization   and   variance   request.  


 


And   before   approving   yet   another   incredibly   disruptive   construction   site   before   the   previous   one 


is   completed,   can’t   we   just   delay   this   project   by   a   year   to   let   the   dust   settle   from   the   existing 


construction? 







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2921 Vallejo: DR Hearing-Item #10, October 26, 2017
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:18:48 AM
Attachments: image005.png

Lighting Analysis Assessment.pdf
Lighting Analyses-2939 Vallejo.pdf
Construction Management Plans_ Letters of Support from Neighbors.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: Ilene Dick [mailto:IDick@fbm.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 5:49 PM
To: 'richhillissf@gmail.com'; Richards, Dennis (CPC); 'planning@rodneyfong.com'; Johnson, Christine
(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Bendix, Brittany (CPC); Alice Barkley; 'Tuija Catalano'
Subject: 2921 Vallejo: DR Hearing-Item #10, October 26, 2017
 
               President Hillis and Commissioners, the attached documents are being sent on behalf of the
four (4) DR requestors for the project located at 2921 Vallejo Street.  Attached for  your information
is an updated shadow analysis showing various iterations of shadows into the Frame residence at
2939 Vallejo.  These images are based on construction on the project site and different setbacks
between the buildings.  Also attached is a written narrative explaining the existing conditions,
design modifications and study methodology for how the amount of expected shading was
determined. We submitted an earlier study with our papers.  The attached study expands that
analysis.
 
               Also attached are 25 letters in support of the neighbors’ commitment to have the project
sponsor implement the Construction Management Plan. This plan and its implementation is more
fully discussed in Ms. Barkley’s DR papers. These letters are from all the DR requestors as well as
neighbors on nearby blocks that will also be effected by the massive construction activity that will
occur on this site over a 2-year period.  
 

Thank you for your consideration.
 
Best,
 
Ilene R Dick
Spc Counsel Attny
idick@fbm.com
415.954.4958

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63E110352DBD4B7AA27A497D19F20843-JONAS IONIN
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Ilene Dick 


Farella Braun + Martel  


Russ Building 


235 Montgomery Street 


San Francisco CA 94104 


October 23, 2017 


Lighting Analysis Report  


Potential Impacts of 2921 Vallejo Street on 2939 Vallejo Street, San Francisco 


Fastcast has been retained to analyze the potential lighting changes on the eastern rooms of 2939 Vallejo Street 


(Frame House) by the proposed construction of the adjacent single family home at 2921 Valley Street (Stein 


House). Sophisticated lighting analysis software tools and methods were used to simulate the lighting conditions 


under the four scenarios described below.  


Existing Conditions: Simulation of the Frame House interior lighting condition as of today prior to any construction 


on 2921 Vallejo Street. This simulation sets a baseline for comparison to the building scenarios reviewed in this 


analysis.  


Stein House Full Design: Represents the full design originally submitted by owners of 2921 Vallejo Street.  


Stein House Modified Design: Represents a modified design by the owners of 2921 Vallejo Street in response to 


concerns regarding shadow and light impacts to the Frame House. Modification include reducing the western wall 


edge 2 feet back from Vallejo Street and creating an additional 1 foot setback along the proposed buildings 


western elevation. Figure 1


Figure 1: Stein Proposed Shadow Mitigation 


Frame Architect Proposed Setback Alternative: Represents the Frame’s suggested design massing mitigation in 


response to protecting sunlight to 2939 Vallejo’s eastern rooms. Figure 2







34 Corte Madera Ave 


35102\6282173.1 Mill Valley CA 94941 


All simulations are based off a 3d model developed by Fastcast using available architectural drawings, site survey 


laser measurements and acquired 3d survey data.


Lighting Methodology: 


Fastcast bases all lighting and shadow analysis off of the City’s approved set of sun angles. The simulation is 


generated by the Nvidia Iray 3D renderer which is known for the accuracy of its light simulation. It also has the 


capability of outputting an Irradiance false color image which provides a means of numerical measurement of 


illuminance at surfaces in the model. A false color scale is provided at the bottom of the image which indicates the 


illumination in the image in Lux/CD2.  


Summary of Results: 


An initial analysis revealed the potential impact of developing the site at 2921 Vallejo Street would principally 


occur through the Spring to Fall months with the highest impacts occurring on the June 21
st


 Summer Solstice. 


Therefor the Frame’s shadow and light concerns are primarily focused on 7:30 AM June 21
st


 when the new 


construction has the highest potential to impact their eastern rooms most significantly, the only caveat to that 


being the top bedroom which would gain even more light from the proposed Frame set back at different times due 


to varying angles of the sun which would not be impeded by the proposed Stein wall. The rooms analyzed include a 


small office on the first floor, a large living/family room on the 2
nd


 floor and the master bedroom on the 3
rd


 floor. 


All three rooms have windows on the eastern elevation.  
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Lighting Analysis Comparison 


2921 Full Original Design & Existing Conditions [Exhibit A] 


Results show clearly a significant decrease in direct and indirect light to all three rooms. The 1
st


 floor office shows 


the most significant reduction as the direct light is blocked and the overall ambient levels is reduced. The 2
nd


 floor 


shows direct light being eliminated from the living room’s southernmost window and over all ambient light levels 


decreasing throughout the room particularly in the southern half. Finally the master bedroom shows a similar 


result as the 2
nd


 level where the southernmost window’s direct light is eliminated and the overall ambient light 


levels decrease particularly in the master suite’s southern half.  


The master bedroom being at a higher elevation receives an increased level of light reduction outside of the June 


21
st


 study day. Due to the suns azimuth angle increasing (zero being true north) the morning hours of the later 


summer and spring/fall would result in more direct sun and ambient light being obstructed by the proposed Full 


Design as well as the Stein Modified Design. 


2921 Modified Original Design & Full Original Design [Exhibit B] 


General conclusions on the small changes to the full original design are nominal. The reduction of the western wall 


2 feet from the full design as well as the 1 foot additional property line setback allows for a slightly measurable 


increase in ambient light levels. Although not registered in the results for 7:30 AM it would be assumed some 


amount of direct light would be added to the eastern elevation due to the 1 foot setback 2 foot western wall 


shortening.  


2921 Frame Proposed Setback & Modified Original Design [Exhibit C] 


The proposed deeper 19 foot setback to the upper floors of the 2921 Vallejo design allows for a significant 


recapture of direct and indirect light to the eastern rooms of the Frame residence during the early morning hours 


of the summer months. The first floor office shows direct light penetrating the single window on the eastern 


elevation in turn increasing the ambient light level closer to what was shown prior to construction. In addition the 


same is seen for the 2
nd


 floor where both windows regain direct light increasing the overall ambient illumination of 


the living room. The master bedroom however remains generally unchanged as the upper stories of the proposed 


design remain unchanged by the setback. 


However, it is important to highlight that direct sunlight and ambient light to the master bedroom would increase 


significantly during the morning hours of the late summer and Spring/Fall months than what has been measured at 


the Summer Solstice. 


Please direct all questions regarding this report to Adam Noble at Fastcast.  


Regards, 


Adam Noble, Managing Partner 


Fastcast 








2921 Vallejo Street Lighting Analysis 
Frame Setback Alternative vs Owner's Setback 
Comparison







Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  1st Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (Owner’s Setback):  1st Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis







Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  2nd Floor - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (Lerner Setback):  2nd Floor - June 21st  7:30 AM 
After Construction Lighting Analysis







Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  3rd Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (Owner’s Setback):  3rd Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis







2921 Vallejo Street Lighting Analysis







Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  1st Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
Before Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  1st Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis







Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  2nd Floor - June 21st  7:30 AM
Before Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  2nd Floor - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis







Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  3rd Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
Before Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (West Wall Setback):  3rd Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis







2921 Vallejo Street Lighting Analysis 
Original Full Design Comparison







Frame Home:  1st Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
Before Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (Original Full Design):  1st Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis







Frame Home:  2nd Floor - June 21st  7:30 AM
Before Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (Original Full Design):  2nd Floor - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis







Frame Home:  3rd Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
Before Construction Lighting Analysis


Frame Home (Original Full Design):  3rd Floor O�ce - June 21st  7:30 AM
After Construction Lighting Analysis
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Farella Braun + Martel LLP
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2750 19th Street
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:15:55 AM
Attachments: Planniing Commission Letter - CEQA.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: jscottweaver@aol.com [mailto:jscottweaver@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 7:47 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Johnson, Christine (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: 2750 19th Street
 

J. Scott Weaver
4104 24th Street, #957
San Francisco, CA 94114
 
(415) 317-0832
 

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63E110352DBD4B7AA27A497D19F20843-JONAS IONIN
mailto:Ella.Samonsky@sfgov.org
mailto:patricia.gerber@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



























From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Item 7: 2750 19th Street
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:06:35 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: zrants [mailto:zrants@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 1:39 AM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Rodney Fong; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
richhillissf@yahoo.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC); mooreurban@aol.com; Ronen, Hillary; Cohen, Malia
(BOS)
Subject: re: Item 7: 2750 19th Street
 
October 26, 2017
Commissioners:
re: Please do not approve Item 7 - 2750 19th Street as currently
designed. It does not fit the neighborhood. 
We are concerned about the cumulative effects adding hundreds of new
residential units will have on this quiet neighborhood. The area is
not equipped to handle the crowds and traffic. 
This brick building should be considered of historical significance. It is
one of the most beautiful on the street. 
As you know, PDR (Production, Distribution, and Repair) space is
essential for some of the businesses we need to keep in San Francisco,
and most PDR requires parking and loading zones. Removal of the
PDR during construction will kill more jobs and push more contractors
and workers out of the city. Once they are settled few will return. Yhey
will not be able to afford the high rents the new owners will demand. 
Please deny this request for a Large Project Authorization that seeks
rear yard, dwelling unit exposure, and street frontage exceptions. This
needs to go back to the drawing board for alterations and community
input.
Sincerely, 

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63E110352DBD4B7AA27A497D19F20843-JONAS IONIN
mailto:Ella.Samonsky@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/


Mari Eliza
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Sider, Dan (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: AAU Institutional Master Plan (IMP)
Date: Thursday, October 26, 2017 10:06:09 AM
Attachments: VNCNC, AAU.docx

 
 
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: Marlayne Morgan [mailto:marlayne16@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 7:42 AM
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Rich Hillis; Kathrin Moore; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
RODNEY FONG; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Jim Warshell
Subject: Re: AAU Institutional Master Plan (IMP)
 
Dear President Hillis and Commissioners;
 
See attached letter from the VanNess Corridor Neighborhood Council on this item scheduled
for the 11/2/17 Commission meeting.
 
Regards,
 
 
Marlayne Morgan and Jim Warshell
Co-Chairs, VNCNC

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63E110352DBD4B7AA27A497D19F20843-JONAS IONIN
mailto:dan.sider@sfgov.org
mailto:patricia.gerber@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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October 25, 2017





To:  President Rich Hillis, SF Planning Commission

From:  Marlayne Morgan and Jim Warshell, Co-Chairs VNCNC

Re:  Academy of Art (AAU)  Institutional Master Plan



Dear President Hillis and Commissioners:



The Van Ness Corridor Neighborhoods Council urges the Commission not to accept the AAU Draft IMP on November 2, 2017, but to continue to seek additional information. As you know, the purpose of the IMP is to provide Planning and the public with an understanding and the ability to comment on land use impacts from the institution’s operation.



AAU has failed to comply with this requirement on many occasions, and while not complying has acquired and converted multiple categories of property (residential, hotel, commercial, etc.) to dormitory and educational uses without proper permission. While conversions of residential property to dorms is prohibited, since 1994 AAU has removed 144 apartments (most rent controlled) and 140 residential hotel rooms (serving very low income) from the market. 

This has had an adverse impact on housing availability for moderate and low- income residents. In addition,  AAU has removed over 270 hotel rooms (possibly as many as 406), which deprives the city of hotel tax revenues.  An additional 94 live-work units have been converted to dorms, which violates the intent of live work zoning controls. 

Also, there are impacts on air quality, transportation, urban sprawl, use of public open spaces and other issues which have not been adequately addressed in the IMP.

Since the AAU Proposed Settlement Agreement was released in December 2016, there have not been adequate opportunities for public input, with only one information item before Planning on 2/2/17.  Therefore, we strongly urge the Commission to continue this item for further public review and input.


cc.  Jonas Ionin

      John Rahaim





				VNCNC Member Organizations


Cathedral Hill Neighbors Association



Golden Gate Valley Neighborhood Association



Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association



Lower Polk Neighbors



Middle Polk Neighborhood Association



Pacific Avenue Neighbors



Pacific Heights Residents Association



Russian Hill Community Association



Russian Hill Neighbors



Western SoMa Voice



image1.png

V NCNC

VAN NESS CORRIDOR NEIGHBORHOODS COUNCIL








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

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2750 19th (@ Bryant) Fitzgerald Proposal
Date: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 3:40:35 PM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Stephanie Watts [mailto:stephanie@sequitur-sf.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 25, 2017 3:29 PM
To: Samonsky, Ella (CPC); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); cwu.planning@gmail.com; Secretary,
Commissions (CPC)
Subject: 2750 19th (@ Bryant) Fitzgerald Proposal
 
As a next door neighbor to 2750 19th, I oppose the size and number of stories of this
proposed building.
 
The one block section of Bryant between 18th and 19th is all ready destined to create one of
the densest residential areas in the East Mission with the building of 2000-2070 Bryant and
the Florida Street affordable housing.
 
An additional 60 units proposed by the Fitzgeralds will clinch that designation by several
fold.
 
We are a neighborhood already stressed with crime and lack of services, creating higher
density housing is only going to compound these unresolved issues and impact our lives
more negatively.
 
It is one thing to have growth and create housing, it is another thing to do it all on one place,
disrupting an established neighborhood and lowering the quality of life for current and future
tenants. I believe in appropriate growth. Not irresponsible growth.
 
I am appalled by the City’s fast tracking of these buildings and the exemption given to
developers from conducting common impact studies. The irresponsible short term thinking of
this administration is heartbreaking to me, and will create irreversible impacts to this entire
section of the City let alone all of us who live within the surrounding blocks.
 
Please do not approve this proposal as it stands. Please ask for impact studies and a reduction
in its proposed size.
 
Thank you, 
Stephanie Watts
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2101 Bryant Street #204
SF, CA 94110
 
______________
 
Stephanie Watts
Boss
 
Sequitur Creative, Inc.
72 Missouri Street
San Francisco, CA 94107
 
stephanie@sequitur-sf.com
415-806-9852     
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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: 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
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Christensen, Michael (CPC)
Subject: San Bruno MCD
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 9:42:45 AM
Attachments: No MCD on San Bruno Avenue.msg

MCD on San Bruno Ave.msg
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No MCD on San Bruno Avenue

		From

		TheHomelessChurch

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



To the esteemed members of the Planning  Commission 



I am sorry that I will be at a three day event at Chico State University and not able to be with you in person on the day of this Public Hearing.  I hope another will be allowed to present these words before the Commission on that day.  I now send you my concerns by email.



AS AN ORDAINED MINISTER OF THE ASSEMBLIES OF GOD I oppose this marijuana dispensary in our neighborhood. We all know the deleterious effects of marijuana smoking.  Getting high on marijuana produces a lack of personal attention to and caring about others.  As an addictive drug, it leads to further drug use and experimentation.  Marijuana use often produces an atmosphere and culture of crime and rebellion.



AS A REFORMED POTHEAD MYSELF I oppose this marijuana dispensary. We all know that the whole goal of the potsmoking culture is to get high and stay high.  IT IS A LIE to claim that marijuana is of some medical benefit.  I know because we began to use that same lie when I was a pothead.  I was high on marijuana for eight years— for 5 years in San Francisco (1966 to 1971) followed by 3 years in the Grass Valley area.  Those were years of my life when I accomplished nothing. I dreamed some dreams. I attempted some things. I failed in achieving those goals. 



AS A MEMBER OF THIS COMMUNITY, the Portola, I don't want a marijuana dispensary exposing our young people to a culture built around “hanging around waiting to pick up more drugs.”  Our youth will learn about how to connect with drug dealers.  And the dealers will offer them other drugs, and this area will be entrenched in the drug culture.  We saw this happening in this City in the ’60’s.  HAVE WE FORGOTTEN THE 60’s?



THIS IS THE TIME FOR COMMUNITIES LIKE THE PORTOLA community TO STAND UP and say “NOT ON MY WATCH!”  It's time for all of us who know better TO HELP those who do not know what that kind of behavior leads to. And it is time TO OPPOSE THOSE MERCHANDISERS WHO WOULD IMPOSE THIS KIND OF CULTURE upon OUR COMMUNITY— just for the financial benefit of the MERCHANDISERS.



Yours for a better San Francisco,



Pastor Evan Prosser

3230 San Bruno Avenue

San Francisco CA 94134






MCD on San Bruno Ave

		From

		Tan

		To

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; Christensen, Michael (CPC); Ronen, Hillary; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		richhillissf@yahoo.com; michael.christensen@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Dear Sir/Madam:



My name is Tan Nguyen, I am a San Francisco resident who currently live in the Bay View area.  I am writing this email to express our concern about a MCD store to be open at 3015 San Bruno Ave, we kindly request that the planning board reviewers do not approve a Medical Cannabis Dispensary place permitted to open in this area.  The reason for this is because there are many children walk by this area daily, this will be a bad effect to the children’s life.  I also have two sons, one is currently attending Dr. Martin Luther School Middle School, and another one is currently attending Visitacion Valley Elementary School, we pick up our kids and walk by this location every day.  We strongly believe that if this store open at this location, it will be a bad effect our sons and many other students’ life in their future.  Thank you very much for your time and consideration.



Sincerely,

Tan Nguyen

65 Orsi Circle

San Francisco, CA 94124

Phone: 415-939-6958













From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: FYI SocketSite™ | Contentious Development Redesigned and Now in Play
Date: Tuesday, October 24, 2017 9:38:18 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: SchuT [mailto:schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 11:35 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); mooreurban@aol.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Johnson, Christine (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: FYI SocketSite™ | Contentious Development Redesigned and Now in Play
 
Dear President Hillis and Fellow Commissioners:
Good evening.  I am assuming this report from SocketSite is correct.   (It is also listed for
sale on the Trulia website).   
It is concerning that every week another entitlement is for sale.  
I cannot be there on Thursday to bring this up during General Public Comment.  Thank
you.
Sincerely,
Georgia Schuttish
http://www.socketsite.com/archives/2017/10/contentious-valencia-street-development-newly-
rendered-and-in-play.html
 

Sent from my iPad

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=758B40F664D1448D90E8FD5A6F699D2C-COMMISSIONS
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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: 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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E-Mail Address:  ethics.commission@sfgov.org Web site:  https://www.sfethics.org 
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COMMISSIONER 


 
QUENTIN L. KOPP 


COMMISSIONER 
 


YVONNE LEE 
COMMISSIONER 


 
LEEANN PELHAM 


EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 


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. 


Supervisor Peskin 
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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; 


Supervisor Peskin 
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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. 
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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 


n:\legana\as2016\1600703\01152005.docx 
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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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File No. 160478 


City and County of San Francisco 


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. 


I I { 
Date Approved 
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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: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Christensen, Michael (CPC); Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Objection to Case #2016-000119DRM , MCD at 3016 San Bruno Ave, Hearing 10/26
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:41:03 AM
Attachments: MCD objection letter.docx

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: mini time [mailto:mtsfx17@outlook.com] 
Sent: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:25 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Objection to Case #2016-000119DRM , MCD at 3016 San Bruno Ave, Hearing 10/26
 
Dear Secretary,
 
Attached please find my formal letter of opposition for the project in my neighborhood.  The
hearing is this Thursday and I hope that the commissioners will consider my concerns for the
community. Kindly advise if there is anything else that I need to do as I cannot attend the
hearing to speak.
 
Thank you,
T.A. Montoya
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								Portola District Resident

 94134

								October 20, 2017



San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission St, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA  94103



Re: Case 2016-000119DRM   SBA Wellness MCD Discretionary Review for 3015 San Bruno Avenue



Dear Commissioners:



This letter will serve as notice in opposition of the approval for the above Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) in the Portola District neighborhood.  This business is a duplication of service and will have a negative impact on the neighborhood in several ways. It is not in keeping with the City General Plan.



The Portola District was established in 1869 we are only a .771 square mile neighborhood composed of 12,627 residents according to City-Data. We are often carved out, split and grouped into other districts, census tracks, and planning districts. But we are a neighborhood of single family home owners and 45% of our population is foreign born. A quarter of the residents are younger than 17 years of age and almost a fifth are over 60.  Our community is served by three western medical health facilities, many traditional healers, herbalists, acupuncture and therapeutic massage practitioners.  In the past the Portola has vigorously opposed a cannabis dispensary.  I feel this is because it offers no value for most of the community.  However, we do have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center at 2955 San Bruno Avenue which offers natural plant medicines including cannabis.  The Center is located 407 feet away from the proposed MCD or a two minute walk. Everyone is welcome as a member making cannabis available in the Portola.  The proposed facility does not add variety to our neighborhood economic base. 



Approval of this MCD would create a clustering of dispensaries in predominately residential neighborhoods.  The geographic center of the Portola District is about 1 mile from the Green Cross dispensary at 4218 Mission Street.  This is the same distance to the proposed MCD site on San Bruno Avenue.  Additionally, the proposed facility is 1 mile away from an approved MCD at 2442 Bayshore Boulevard in Visitation Valley.  Should the 5 Leland Avenue dispensary also be approved that would make two dispensaries just one mile away from the proposed facility.  Clustering of dispensaries does not offer economic diversity or enhancement of living in a neighborhood. 



The 3015 San Bruno site location is only 236 feet away from Child’s Time Preschool operating at 3061 San Bruno Avenue.  That is a 1 minute walk to a long established neighborhood preschool which serves low income families. This is not within the State or City legal requirements of 600 and 1,000 foot distance restrictions for dispensary locations and facilities for children. The Board of Supervisors recently disagreed with the Planning Commission’s approval of a MCD at 2505 Noriega because to was too close to a church and preschool.  That Sunset District facility’s inappropriate location is almost an identical situation with this permit application.  We have the Native American Spiritual Wellness Center church and a preschool located too close to the proposed MCD.    



The proposed location will have a negative impact on both traffic flow and parking.  San Bruno Avenue and Paul is a confounding asymmetrical intersection 171 feet from the proposed site.  Both streets are routes of entrance and egress for highway 101 north and south bound. The second busiest bus route, the #9 San Bruno and the #8 Bayshore have both inbound and outbound stops at this intersection.  The pedestrian traffic is very heavy and vehicles making turns create continuous traffic backups.  Dedicated turn lanes and large bus stops have significantly reduced street parking.  Commercial and residential property driveways have also extensively limited street parking.  Supervisor Ahsha Safai’s district experienced such a large influx of vehicle traffic from San Mateo County medical cannabis patrons that he passed an ordinance limiting MCDs in his district’s neighborhoods. The proposed MCD’s location offers even greater convenient access for out of district customers due to the easy freeway access. This will exacerbate an already unsafe level of congestion. The lack of street parking always results in unsafe vehicle double parking and blocked driveways.  Approval of a MCD at this location will have undesired consequences of street overburden, congestion with more exhaust, and increased associated noise.  These are neighborhood penalties not benefits. Adding to this burden are the hours of operation.  A start time of 8AM will impede all forms of commuter traffic and a 10PM close will likely disrupt the quiet harmony of the residents. This location is unsuited for a high volume, long hour business of any type as it will result in the interference with the peaceful quiet enjoyment of the neighborhood. 



The San Francisco Department of Public Health’s, 2016 Annual Director’s Report on Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, stated that they have not received any formal complaints about the inability to access medical cannabis in San Francisco.  I cannot support a business that will be so disruptive to the character of the neighborhood.  A MCD at this location will just add to the saturation of dispensaries in the southern neighborhoods.  With the probable addition of recreational cannabis distribution, a dispensary at 3015 San Bruno Avenue would be crippling to our neighborhood. 



Please reject the proposed MCD in this neighborhood, it is not needed, it is redundant , it does not contribute to economic diversity, it is proximal to a children’s facility and church, it will overburden our roads and parking, it will interfere with our air quality, safety and quiet, it is not an appropriate choice for this location. It is not a community business and will not enhance the quality of life in our community. It is not in keeping with the City’s General Plan.



Thank you for your attention,



T.A. Montoya 









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

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: NO MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 9:04:08 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: amanda portillo [mailto:aportillo112982@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 7:21 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: NO MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE
 
 
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: amanda portillo <aportillo112982@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Oct 20, 2017 at 7:20 PM
Subject: NO MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com, michael.christensen@sfgov.org,
commission.secretary@sfgov.org, Hillary.Ronen@sfgov.org

 
This email is to voice my strong  opposition to MCD at 3015 San Bruno Address Ave.
 
My name is Amanda Portillo I live at 3051 San Bruno with my partner and our 3 children
ages 5,9,15 we own 2 cars not because we want to but because we have to transport our
children from and to school( trust me if we could only have 1 car we would its really hard to
pay $290 for monthly parking fees)  also my partner is self employed and needs a vehicle for
work.
 
 
 
 I have been living in this neighborhood for the past 6 years, traffic in this neighborhood has
increased drastically since I first moved here.  It takes on average 5 minutes to pull out of my
driveway in the morning if the dispensary is approved traffic will be further congested as
well as affect quality of life for residents.  I am not a San Francisco native only been here for
6 years and can honestly say the quality of my life has decreased significantly.  As soon as I
am pulling out of my driveway the honking and the stress starts, this will just add to it.  
 
The following are my reasons why I oppose MCD on SAN BRUNO AVE .
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Residents Safety 
Intersection is very busy and dangerous my car has been side swiped twice on san
bruno both hit and runs. 
Illegal casino/ Massage parlor at property years back landlord is not looking out for the
neighborhood he is only looking out for himself
Area is already bad with looters and drunks this will just add to the problem - 
There is already a shortage of parking for residents this will worsen problem- It takes
approximately 20 -30 minutes to find parking , if dispensary is approved customers will
take parking - where will the residents park? 
Too many children and Families walk by daily not good to expose young children , I
myself do not agree with Marijuana use and do not want my child to be exposed to
this. 
Bus stop - parents and their children as well as teenagers from near by schools take the
bus right by 3015 San Bruno 

Daycare Childs Time 3061 San Bruno many of the parents who drop of their children
pass by 3015 every morning and after pick up time.

Really hoping this is not approved 
 
Kind regards, 
 
Amanda Portillo
 
 



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: Samonsky, Ella (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2750 19th Street Hearing 10/26
Date: Monday, October 23, 2017 8:55:57 AM
Attachments: Planning Commission Letter - 2750 19th Street.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: jscottweaver@aol.com [mailto:jscottweaver@aol.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 20, 2017 4:55 PM
To: richhillis@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: 2750 19th Street Hearing 10/26
 
Please see attached. 

J. Scott Weaver
4104 24th Street, #957
San Francisco, CA 94114
 
(415) 317-0832
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Request For Postponement Re: 2394 Folsom St
Date: Thursday, November 02, 2017 10:50:16 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: justincatalana@gmail.com [mailto:justincatalana@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Justin Catalana
Sent: Thursday, November 02, 2017 10:43 AM
To: Rich Hillis; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Christine (CPC); Rodney Fong; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Jardines, Esmeralda (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Ronen, Hillary
Subject: Request For Postponement Re: 2394 Folsom St
 
Commissioners Hillis, Richards, Fong, Johnson, Koppel, Melgar & Moore
 
I request to have our hearing for 2394 Folsom St. pushed to the beginning of the agenda on
November 30th. 
 
I have spoken to Timbuk2 and we would like more time to work with the community, and
show that we are truly committed to running a community beneficial establishment. 
 
I know, and our existing neighbors know, that Fort Point is a good neighbor. With this
additional time we can build trust with those concerned.
 
In this time, we will meet with those concerned and host an additional open house with Q&A
at the proposed location.
 
Thank you,
 
Justin Catalana
 
 
--

--

Justin Catalana   |  Founder  |   direct. (415) 336-3596
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644 Old Mason St., San Francisco, CA 94129 
office. (415) 906-4021   |   fortpointbeer.com 

 

http://fortpointbeer.com/
http://fortpointbeer.com/


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Jardines, Esmeralda (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Proposed Fort Point Brew Pub in the Mission, Item 21
Date: Thursday, November 02, 2017 9:22:36 AM
Attachments: Letter Re-Fort Point Brew Pub.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: jscottweaver@aol.com [mailto:jscottweaver@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 12:34 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com;
Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Ronen, Hillary; Beinart, Amy (BOS); Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: Proposed Fort Point Brew Pub in the Mission, Item 21
 
Please see attached regarding the proposed Fort Point Brew Pub.  Number 21 on your agenda for
tomorrow. 

J. Scott Weaver
4104 24th Street, #957
San Francisco, CA 94114
 
(415) 317-0832
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Fort Point Brew Pub
Date: Thursday, November 02, 2017 9:21:29 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: tracyrose@gmail.com [mailto:tracyrose@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Tracy Rosenberg
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 1:46 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Christine (CPC); Rodney Fong; Jardines,
Esmeralda (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Kate Sofis; Tony
Meneghetti; Caleb Zigas; Ronen, Hillary; Rahaim, John (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Spike; Morales,
Carolina (BOS); Goossen, Carolyn (BOS)
Subject: Fort Point Brew Pub
 
Dear Planning Commissioners, Ms. Ronen, and City Staff,
 
I'm writing to you as a former San Francisco resident for 19 years and a current Mission
District tenant for my nonprofit workspace, which has bounced back and forth across the Bay
multiple times in the last 20 years in search of affordable rent. 
 
My request is to deny or at least postpone the awarding of a permit to the above project. As
currently constituted, it's inappropriate for the neighborhood. I think its important for the
Planning Commission and the City to support negotiation efforts and not to short circuit them.
 
The conditional use permit says: the nightlife destination “will not result in a significant
increase in any type of traffic or parking associated with the use". I don't think anyone who
spends time in the Mission District can fail to conclude that these kinds of destination brew
pub establishments have significantly added traffic and parking needs to the neighborhood.
Whether 20th and Shotwell needs another high cost brews-and-dogs establishment isn't clear,
but the impact of adding one certainly should be clear and not mis-stated on the permit. 

The best immediate outcome would be to postpone the hearing. United to Save the Mission,
representing 20+ community organizations in the Mission, is in negotiations with the owners
currently, and need time to finalize a settlement. The community is trying to work with Ft
Point owners to find a compromise that will not negatively impact the neighborhood. 

These negotiations with the community and the Ft Point owners are on-going. The planning
hearing for this project  should be postponed for a few short weeks. If there's a better option
for the space, let's support it.

Thank you,

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63E110352DBD4B7AA27A497D19F20843-JONAS IONIN
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Tracy Rosenberg

 
--
Tracy Rosenberg
Executive Director
Media Alliance
2830 20th Street Suite 102
San Francisco, CA 94110
www.media-alliance.org
415-746-9475
510-684-6853 Cell
tracy@media-alliance.org

http://www.media-alliance.org/
mailto:tracy@media-alliance.org


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

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: SF Cannabis Equity Working Group - Equity Program Recommendations
Date: Thursday, November 02, 2017 9:16:30 AM
Attachments: Cannabis Equity Working Group Recs (2017.10.31).pdf

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Jesse Stout [mailto:jessestout@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 2:11 PM
To: me
Subject: SF Cannabis Equity Working Group - Equity Program Recommendations
 
Mayor Lee, Director Elliott, and honorable members of the Board of Supervisors:
 
The SF Cannabis Equity Working Group is a diverse coalition of stakeholders from San
Francisco's civil rights, cannabis, and economic empowerment communities. 
 
The Working Group's recommendations, for Equity Program amendments to the cannabis
business licensure ordinance, are attached here.
 
Questions about these recommendations may be directed to Nina Parks
(nina@miragemedicinal.com) and myself (jessestout@gmail.com).
 
Members of the Working Group are eager to meet with you and your staff to discuss these
recommendations.
 
Regards,
Jesse Stout
 
--
Jesse Stout  |  415.633.6280  |  JesseStout@gmail.com
Of Counsel, Greenbridge Corporate Counsel, GreenbridgeLaw.com
Recruitment Consultant, THC Staffing Group, THCStaffingGroup.com
Co-Chair, National Lawyers Guild, Drug Policy Committee, NLG.org/drugpolicy
Board member, California Attorneys for Criminal Justice, CACJ.org
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October	31,	2017	


	


SF	Cannabis	Equity	Working	Group	-	Equity	Program	Recommendations		
	
Objective:	To	maximize	economic	opportunities	of	the	cannabis	industry	specifically	for	low-income	


communities	of	color	who	may	have	been	directly	or	indirectly	harmed	by	the	War	on	Drugs	


	


	
Impacts of the War on Drugs (partial list) 


	
I. Licensing		


F The	City	should	promote	and	target	communities	of	color	for	Equity	Permits,	and	encourage	well-
resourced	cannabis	permittees	to	target	communities	of	color	for	business	relationships.	


	


Goal:	The	City	of	San	Francisco	includes	language	in	legislation	that	confirms	the	War	on	Drugs	was	a	


manifestation	of	institutional	and	structural	racism,	defines	those	terms,	and	states	that	the	purpose	of	


the	Equity	program	is	to	address	the	impacts	of	institutional	and	structural	racism	in	affected	


communities.	The	City	includes	language	that	encourages	individuals	who	have	not	experienced	


institutional	and	structural	racism,	as	defined,	to	apply	for	Non-Equity	(“General”)	Permits.	


	


Goal:	50%	of	cannabis	permittees	meet	any	of	these	Equity	Criteria:		


• Person,	who	resided
1
	in	San	Francisco	for	5	years,	whose	parents	were	incarcerated	in	any	


jurisdiction;	or	


• Person,	who	resided	in	San	Francisco	for	5	years,	with	arrest	or	conviction	record	from	any	


jurisdiction;	or	


• Two	or	more	of	the	following	criteria:	


- Person	who	resided	in	an	eligible
2
	low-income	and/or	high-unemployment	census	tract	for	5	


years	during	1988-2009,	the	peak	of	Drug	War	enforcement	in	San	Francisco;		


- Person	who	experienced	housing	insecurity/instability,	demonstrated	by	eviction,	foreclosure,	


or	housing	voucher	revocation;	


																																																													
1
	Residency	is	provable	via	rent	receipts,	utility	bills,	employment	records,	school	records,	military	records,	or	


official	records	from	a	religious	entity.	
2 Census	tracts	with	poverty	rate	19.04%	or	higher,	unemployment	rate	for	people	16	years	or	older	11.37%	or	


higher,	and/or	rate	of	Earned	Income	Tax	Credit	eligibility	was	17.6%	or	higher.	
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- Person	who	attended	SFUSD	Public	School	between	K-12.	


Goal:	In	order	to	qualify	as	an	Equity	Permittee,	the	individual(s)	from	the	company	who	meets	the	


Permittee	criteria	must	have	at	least	a	50%	ownership	interest	in	the	business.	


	


Goal:	All	Equity	Permittees	have	access	to	interest-free	loans	for	start-up	capital	from	the	City.	


	


Goal:	Define	“Equity	Incubators”	as	Non-Equity	Applicants	who	can	be	eligible	for	Equity	Permits	if	they	


do	one	or	more	of	the	following:	


• Contractually	agree	to	provide	free	rent	of	800+	square	feet	or	10%	of	real	estate	(whichever	is	less),	


and	security	services	for	3+	years,	to	an	Equity	Permittee;	AND/OR			


• Contractually	agree	to	provide	direct	financing	in	the	amount	of	$1.2	million	to	Equity	Applicants.	


Contract	must	be	written	or	approved	by	San	Francisco	Office	of	Small	Business	before	Equity	


Incubator	designation.	


	


Goal:	Legislation	includes	the	City’s	commitment	to	nondisclosure	of	cannabis	operators	to	federal	


government.	


	


	


II. Workforce	
F Cannabis	operators	should	promote	equitable	employment	opportunities	for	those	communities	


harmed	by	the	War	on	Drugs.	These	opportunities	should	include	hiring	formerly-incarcerated	
individuals,	hiring	in	their	neighborhoods,	and	paying	living	wages.			


	


Goal:	Create	an	equitable	workforce.	


Employers	with	5	or	more	employees:		


• Are	prohibited	from	denying	employment	based	on	Prop	47	convictions	or	misdemeanor	convictions	


• Must	have	at	least	50%	of	employees	who	meet	one	of	the	Equity	Criteria	


• Must	provide	trainings	such	as	workers’	rights	and	sexual	harassment.		


	


Goal:	Remove	all	employment	barriers	based	on	cannabis-related	convictions.	


• Prohibit	all	private	employers	from:	inquiring	about	job	candidates’	cannabis-related	convictions,	


refusing	to	hire	someone	based	on	cannabis-related	convictions,	or	taking	any	adverse	employment	


action	against	employees	for	having	used	cannabis	when	they’re	not	working	


• Exempt	cannabis-related	convictions	from	being	reported	on	job	applications	


• Exempt	job	applicants	from	being	screened	out	by	drug	tests	for	cannabis.	


	


Goal:	The	City	sets	up	diversion	programs	for	street-level	dealers	to	receive	training	and	employment	in	


the	regulated	cannabis	industry.	


	


Goal:	Reject	any	proposed	“crackdown	on	the	black	market”.	This	type	of	policy	must	be	considered	


within	the	context	of:	


• The	impact	the	proposed	crackdown	would	have	on	the	communities	already	criminalized	and	


forced	into	poverty	by	“tough	on	crime”	drug	enforcement	policies.	


• The	application	of	a	racial	equity	tool,	including	an	analysis	of	who	will	benefit,	who	will	be	


burdened,	and	what	the	unintended	consequences	of	those	policies	will	be.		


• Crackdowns	should	also	be	considered	in	the	context	of	Colorado’s	and	Washington’s	increase	in	


racial	disparities	in	arrest	and	convictions	following	the	legalization	of	cannabis.	
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Goal:	With	the	knowledge	that	criminalization	and	gentrification	have	decimated	the	communities	most	


impacted	by	the	War	on	Drugs,	the	City	creates	a	specific	fund	for	cannabis	tax	revenue	to	support	


affordable	housing.	The	fund	must	go	towards	building	housing	for	persons	with	incomes	less	than	80%	


of	Area	Median	Income.	


	


	


III. Education	
F The	City	should	promote	meaningful	opportunities	for	street-level	cannabis	dealers	to	enter	the	


regulated	cannabis	economy	via	workforce	and	entrepreneurship.	
	


Goal:	The	City	reinvests	tax	revenue	from	the	cannabis	industry	into	educational	aid	for	persons	


prohibited	from	applying	for	federal	financial	aid	(undocumented	persons	and	persons	with	drug	


convictions)	


	


Goal:	The	City	provides	pathways	for	street-level	dealers	to	enter	the	legal	cannabis	industry,	including	


an	up-to-6-month,	5-day-a-week,	customer	service	workforce	training	program:	


• Curriculum	designed	to	train	participants	how	to	speak	to	customers/patients	about	businesses’	


products	and	make	recommendations	based	on	customer/patient	interest	and	stated	need		


• Participants	are	paid	for	their	training	time	in	class	and	externships	


• Taught	by	persons	who’ve	transitioned	from	street-level	economy	to	regulated	cannabis	industry	


• Incorporates	street-level	dealing	incentives	into	program,	including:	same-day	payment,	familiarity	


with	person	who’s	providing	the	job,	job	located	in	their	neighborhood,	no	criminal	background	


check,	childcare,	Muni	cards,	program	counseling/addressing	trauma.	


	


Goal:	Office	of	Cannabis	and	Office	of	Small	Business	provide	compliance	training	programs	to	assist	


Equity	Applicants	to	apply	for	permits,	and	Equity	Permittees	to	maintain	compliance	with	local	and	


state	laws.	


	


Goal:	Ensure	any	“grandfathering”	of	existing	illegal	operators/General	Applicants	takes	into	account	


benefits	received	as	a	result	of	over-enforcement	and	enforcement	prioritization	in	low-income	


communities	of	color.	


• General	Applicants	must	include,	in	their	initial	application,	a	diversity	plan	that	details	how	they	will	


achieve	racial	equity	through	ownership,	employment,	contracting,	and	distribution	channels.	


	


Goal:	The	City	to	perform	an	annual	equity	assessment	of	owners	with	permitting	consequences	for	


non-compliance.		


	


	


IV. Stigma	
F The	City	of	San	Francisco	should	address	structural,	institutional,	and	interpersonal	stigma	


experienced	by	cannabis	operators	and	users/patients.	
	


Goal:		The	City	receives	and	responds	to	complaints	of	stigma/differential	treatment	based	on	cannabis	


employment	or	use.	
• Ensure	restrictions	for	legal	cannabis-related	activity	are	not	more	burdensome	than	for	legal	


alcohol	consumption	
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Goal:	Remove	all	barriers	to	public	and	private	employment	based	on	cannabis-related	convictions	(see	


above).	
	
	
V. Community	Benefits	Agreements	


F The	City	should	promote	good-neighbor	culture	among	cannabis	operators.	
	


Goal:	Creation	of	a	Community	Benefit	Fund.	Funds	will	be	used	as	follows:	
• Help	manage	Community	Benefit	District(s)	(CBDs)	


• Help	fund	projects	identified	by	community	members	in	impacted	communities	


• Contributions	to	the	fund	are	revenue-based	


• If	a	landowner	houses	an	equity	business,	its	CBD	tax	is	waived	for	the	first	three	years	


• Funding	also	supports	equity	initiatives	in	cannabis	industry.	


	


Goal:	Encourage	good	corporate	actors.			


The	Office	of	Cannabis	should	adopt	the	screening	policy	of	favoring	companies	with	specific	action	


plans	for	how	their	business	will	benefit	the	community	at	large	and	contribute	to	the	health	and	


vibrancy	of	a	neighborhood.	Examples	can	include	but	are	not	limited	to:	


• Community	clean-ups	


• Homeless	feeds	


• Educational	workshops	


• Community	collaborations	with	other	residents	or	businesses	in	the	area	


• Compassion	programs.	







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

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Grob, Carly (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Letter for 1196 Columbus Hotel Project
Date: Thursday, November 02, 2017 9:16:08 AM
Attachments: Hotel Council Letter of Support 1196 Columbus 11-1-17.pdf

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Kevin Carroll [mailto:kevin@hotelcouncilsf.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 2:27 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Aaron Peskin
Subject: Support Letter for 1196 Columbus Hotel Project
 
Hello Planning Commissioners,
 
Attached find a letter of support from the Hotel Council for the Hotel project at 1196 Columbus
being heard at the commission meeting on 11/2.  
 
Thank you
 
Kevin
 

 
Kevin Carroll
Executive Director
Hotel Council of San Francisco
323 Geary Street, Suite 405 
San Francisco, CA 94102
P (415) 391-5197 | F (415) 391-6070
Follow us on twitter | Connect on LinkedIn
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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November 1, 2017 


 


City of San Francisco 


Planning Commission 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400  


San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


RE:  Hotel Council Support Hotel at 1196 Columbus Avenue  


Dear President Hill and Commissioners, 


I write on behalf of the Hotel Council of San Francisco and our Board of Directors to our full support for AC Hotel by 


Marriott being proposed at 1196 Columbus Avenue.     


The Council believes the project will generate significant economic activity and contribute positively to the 


neighborhood and the hospitality industry in San Francisco.    The addition of this project is not only projected to bring 


hundreds of jobs during construction and operations but will also provide positive economic impact for the 


neighborhood.  We know that hotel guests spend more money outside of a hotel than inside which will benefit small 


businesses and jobs in the area.   


The project sponsor, J Street Hospitality, have taken the concerns about a nightlife/party-like atmosphere from some of 


the neighbors very seriously.   They have even taken the significant and costly step of completely changing the brand of 


the hotel from the Moxy to AC Hotel by Marriott.  The new hotel brand will cater more to family and business travelers 


which is consistent with the other adjacent hotels adjacent to the project.   


This proposed hotel at 1196 Columbus will bring long-term benefits to our residents through economic impact that 


supports our number one industry in San Francisco, tourism.   This hotel is ideally located in an area zoned for hotels and 


will welcome visitors from around the world to our waterfront and Fisherman’s Wharf.       


We appreciate your consideration of our support in approving this project.    


 


Sincerely, 


 


Kevin Carroll 
Executive Director 
 
Cc: Supervisor Aaron Peskin 







From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case nr> 2014-002849CUA -MOXY Hotel
Date: Thursday, November 02, 2017 9:15:30 AM

Office 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

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

-----Original Message-----
From: Theresa Flandrich [mailto:theresa@sdaction.org]
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 4:41 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Kathrin Moore;
Johnson, Christine (CPC); Kathrin Moore; myrna melgar; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
Cc: Grob, Carly (CPC)
Subject: Case nr> 2014-002849CUA -MOXY Hotel

Dear Planning Commissioners:

As a 35 year resident of North Beach, Co-founder of North Beach Tenants Committee, and Housing
Organizer/Advocate for seniors and people with disabilities, I am obligated to register my opposition to
the proposed hotel on the corner of Columbus Avenue and Bay Street.

A hotel of any kind on this site, but especially this particular brand of "Moxy"  is inappropriate for this
neighborhood and community.  A hotel, and especially one of this design, that would share walls with
the homes of seniors and people with disabilities is incompatible.

A hotel on the south side of Bay Street is crossing a boundary into a residential neighborhood, a
boundary that has served our children as a line not to cross because crossing to the northern side of
Bay Street means "hotel row" begins -a transient harbor area.

I worry that in allowing this breach into our residential zone will number one, set a very negative
precedent in future projects, which should not be allowed to happen. This is a commercial interest that
adds nothing in terms of community benefits, rather, negatively impacts families along this street, a
preschool and the seniors and people with disabilities who live right there.
What amount of parking will be removed, and how will that impact these residents? Where and how will
deliveries be made to the hotel to serve the 75 plus temporary visitors? The comings and goings of a
large number of people? in what form of transportation will they arrive in? And how will this impact the
flow of human traffic just trying to go about their daily life?
A better fit would be permanent neighbors.

I would support multi-national, multi-billionaire, Marriot International building housing for service
workers, retail workers, at Fishermans Wharf. This workforce serves the travel industry, are lower wage
earners, and over 45% of these workers have been forced out of our neighborhood, out of San
Francisco, and are now travelling from the East Bay to their long time jobs on the wharf. Building
housing for them would benefit the tourist industry in a way that would not impact our community
negatively. In fact, having permanent neighbors that also work nearby means greater connection to
community: The workforce neighbor can pick up a carton of milk or a loaf of bread for neighbor
residents and the senior could babysit for a working couple. Community.
Building a hotel here is crossing a line, a fixed line between North Beach and Fishermans Wharf, and a
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line separates residential community life from commercial only interests. A hotel on this site will only
hurt the immediate neighbors and our community as a whole.

Thank you for carefully considering the concerns of our community and not crossing a line.
--
  Theresa Flandrich
  theresa@sdaction.org



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: CASE NO. 2013.1543 // 1979 Mission Street Mixed-Use Project
Date: Thursday, November 02, 2017 9:14:35 AM

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Aaron Goodman [mailto:amgodman@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 7:34 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine
(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Lee, Mayor (MYR); Ronen, Hillary; Allbee, Nate; Rahaim, John (CPC); Sucre, Richard (CPC); Dwyer,
Debra (CPC); andy@plaza16.org
Subject: CASE NO. 2013.1543 // 1979 Mission Street Mixed-Use Project
 
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
RE: Case No. 2013.1543, 1979 Mission Street Mixed-Use Project
 
Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,
 
I am writing to express my strong opposition to the project proposed for 1979 Mission Street
by Maximus Real Estate Partners, known widely as the “Monster in the Mission.” As you
know, the Mission District is facing a dire crisis of community and cultural displacement. To
address this crisis, we must prioritize deeply affordable housing at this site, not a project of
mostly luxury-priced housing that will further accelerate gentrification and the displacement
of the existing residents, SRO hotels, mom and pop businesses, nonprofit organizations, arts
and cultural spaces, PDR spaces etc. We urge you to recognize the urgent crisis facing the
neighborhood, acknowledge the impact of the current massive and unsustainable imbalance
of market-rate vs. affordable development in the neighborhood, and reject this project
outright.
 
Furthermore, the Maximus project would have a significant negative impact on the Marshall
Elementary School community.  Not only would none of the housing in the project be
affordable to the majority of families and employees at this Spanish immersion school, the
project would also cast a shadow over the school’s playground for most of the school day.
For many students this playground is their primary outdoor recreational space. The
developer’s proposal to raise the playground would not sufficiently mitigate the shadow
impact. We stand with the many Marshall community members who oppose this project due
to its unaffordability and student-harming shadow impacts.
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With the overwhelming influx of market-rate development across the Mission, we must
prioritize affordable housing at all remaining building sites. Yet as 16th and Mission is one of
the City’s busiest public transportation hubs, affordable housing there is even more essential.
Recent research confirms that low income households use public transit at much higher rates
than higher income households that drive and/or use car shares at much higher rates.
Therefore, building deeply affordable versus market-rate housing  at 16th and Mission would
benefit the environment and our city with reduced greenhouse emissions and less street
congestion.
 
The Maximus project would exacerbate the Mission’s displacement crisis, would cast both a
metaphorical and literal shadow of the Marshall School community, and would likely result
in both increased pollution and traffic. Instead of the Monster, our organization supports a
plan for the site such as the “Marvel,” the community serving project envisioned and created
with input from over 300 community members via a grassroots year-long process anchored
by the Plaza 16 Coalition. We strongly urge you to fulfil your sacred duty as city planners
and use your significant power to reject an unaffordable, community-harming Monster in the
Mission and instead advocate for an affordable, community-serving Marvel.
 
(***NOTE: A reminder, to date the Parkmerced project has not broken ground, or
done anything worthwhile besides selling the property post entitlements for a huge
windfall, meanwhile trees were cut-down, families, and seniors displaced, and traffic
and transit left unsolved.....) do you really want to allow the same developer the ability
to hawk another site for flipped predatory profits, or will you finally stand up as
"public" planners and support the "publics" concerns with the housing being
developed, and over-developed by market rate developers that do not discuss serious
alternatives that are community based....? I recall the planning commission held a
meeting in Parkmerced (adjacent, at SFSU) due to our requests to hold a meeting
locally. The majority of the attendees spoke AGAINST the Parkmerced project, even
though the planning commissioners voted for it.....Don't make the same mistake twice...
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Goodman (D11) 
 

http://www.transformca.org/sites/default/files/CHPC%20TF%20Affordable%20TOD%20Climate%20Strategy%20BOOKLET%20FORMAT.pdf


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case No. 2013.1543, 1979 Mission Street Mixed-Use Project
Date: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 9:58:34 AM

Office 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

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

-----Original Message-----
From: Jean Lindgren [mailto:lindgren.b8@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 10:15 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Lee, Mayor (MYR); Ronen, Hillary; Allbee, Nate; Rahaim, John (CPC); Sucre, Richard (CPC); Dwyer, Debra (CPC); andy@plaza16.org
Subject: RE: Case No. 2013.1543, 1979 Mission Street Mixed-Use Project

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

Dear President Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

I very strongly oppose the project proposed for 1979 Mission Street by Maximus Real Estate Partners, known widely as the “Monster in the
Mission.”

The Mission District is facing a dire crisis of community and cultural displacement. To address this crisis, I strongly urge you to prioritize
deeply affordable housing at this site, not a project of mostly luxury-priced housing that will further accelerate destructive gentrification
and the displacement of existing residents, SRO hotels, mom and pop businesses, nonprofit organizations, arts and cultural spaces, PDR
spaces etc. With the overwhelming influx of market-rate development across the Mission, the priority must be affordable housing at all
remaining building sites.

16th and Mission is one of the City’s busiest public transportation hubs, affordable housing here is even more essential. Recent research
<http://www.transformca.org/sites/default/files/CHPC%20TF%20Affordable%20TOD%20Climate%20Strategy%20BOOKLET%20FORMAT.pdf
>  confirms that low income households use public transit at much higher rates than higher income households that drive and/or use car
shares at much higher rates. Therefore, building deeply affordable versus market-rate housing at 16th and Mission will benefit the
environment and our city with reduced greenhouse emissions and less street congestion.

Furthermore, the Maximus project will have a significant negative impact on the Marshall Elementary School community.  Not only will
none of the housing in the project be affordable to the majority of families and employees at this Spanish immersion school, the project
will also cast a shadow over the school’s playground for most of the school day. For many students this playground is their primary
outdoor recreational space. The developer’s proposal to raise the playground will not mitigate the shadow impact. I stand with the many
Marshall community members who oppose this project due to its unaffordability and student-harming impacts!

I urge you to recognize the urgent crisis facing the neighborhood, acknowledge the impact of the current massive and unsustainable
imbalance of market-rate vs. affordable development in the neighborhood, and reject the Maximus Monster project outright!!!

Instead, I support the community's plan for the site, the “Marvel,” a community-serving project envisioned and created with input from
over 300 community members via a grassroots year-long process anchored by the Plaza 16 Coalition.

I very strongly urge you to fulfill your duty to this neighborhood as city planners and reject an unaffordable, community-harming Monster
in the Mission and instead advocate for an affordable, community-serving Marvel.
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Sincerely,

Jean Lindgren

Mission Resident

email: lindgren.b8@gmail.com

 <https://www.avast.com/sig-email?utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-
email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=icon>     Virus-free. www.avast.com <https://www.avast.com/sig-email?
utm_medium=email&utm_source=link&utm_campaign=sig-email&utm_content=webmail&utm_term=link>         
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Christensen, Michael (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case 2016-000119DRM SBA Wellness MCD Discretionary Review for 3015 San Bruno Avenue
Date: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 9:58:07 AM
Attachments: Dispensaries.pdf

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Fong Kimberly [mailto:kimaf@comcast.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 9:40 AM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); PIC, PLN (CPC); Secretary,
Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Case 2016-000119DRM SBA Wellness MCD Discretionary Review for 3015 San Bruno Avenue
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Portola District Resident
94134


November 1, 2017


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


Re: Case 2016-000119DRM SBA Wellness MCD
Discretionary Review for 3015 San Bruno Avenue


Dear Commissioners:


This letter will serve as notice in opposition of the approval for the above Medical 
Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) in the Portola District neighborhood. This business is a 
duplication of service and will have a negative impact on the neighborhood in several 
ways. It is not in keeping with the City General Plan.


The Portola District was established in 1869 we are only a .771 square mile 
neighborhood composed of 12,627 residents according to City-Data. We often carved 
out, split and grouped into other districts, census tracks, and planning districts. But we 
are a neighborhood of single family home owners and 45% of our population is foreign 
born. A quarter of the residents are younger that 17 years of age and almost a fifth are 
over 60. Our community  is served by three western medical health facilities, many 
traditional healers, herbalists, acupuncture and therapeutic massage practitioners. In 
the past the Portola has vigorously opposed a cannabis dispensary. I feel this is 
because it offers no value for most of the community. However, we do have the Native 
American Spiritual Wellness Center at 2955 San Bruno Avenue which offers natural 
plant medicines including cannabis. The Center is located 407 feet away from the 
proposed MCD or a two minute walk. Everyone is welcome as a member making 
cannabis available in the Portola. The proposed facility  does not add variety to our 
neighborhood economic base.


Approval of this MCD would create a clustering of dispensaries in predominately 
residential neighborhoods. The geographic center of the Portola District is about 1 mile 
from the Green Cross dispensary  at 4218 Mission Street. This is the same distance to 
the proposed MCD site on San Bruno Avenue. Additionally, the proposed facility is 1 
mile away from an approved MCD at 2442 Bayshore Boulevard in Visitation Valley. 
Should the 5 Leland Avenue dispensary  also be approved that would make two 
dispensaries just one mile away from the proposed facility. Clustering of dispensaries 
does not offer economic diversity or enhancement of living in a neighborhood.


The 3015 San Bruno site location is only 236 feet away from Child’s Time Preschool 
operating at 3061 San Bruno Avenue. That is a 1 minute walk to a long established 
neighborhood preschool which serves low income families. This is not within the State 
of City legal requirements of 600 and 1,000 foot distance restrictions for dispensary 







locations and facilities for children. The Board of Supervisors recently  disagreed with 
the Planning Commission’s approval of a MCD at 2505 Noriega because to was to 
close to a church and preschool. That Sunset District facility’s inappropriate location is 
almost an identical situation with this permit application. We have the Native American 
Spiritual Wellness Center church and the preschool located too close to the proposed 
MCD.


The proposed location will have a negative impact on both traffic flow and parking. San 
Bruno Avenue and Paul is a confounding asymmetrical intersection 171 feet from the 
proposed site. Both streets are routes of entrance and egress for highway 101 north 
and south bound. The second busiest bus route, the #9 San Bruno and the #8 Bayshore 
have both inbound and outbound stops at this intersection. The pedestrian traffic is very 
heavy and vehicles making turns create continuous traffic backups. Dedicated turn 
lanes and large bus stops have significantly reduced street parking. Commercial and 
residential properly driveways have also extensively  limited street parking. Supervisor 
Ahsha Safai’s district experienced such a large influx of vehicle traffic from San Mateo 
County medical cannabis patrons that he passed an ordinance limiting MCDs in his 
district’s neighborhoods. The proposed MCD’s location offers even greater convenient 
access for out of district customers due to the easy freeway access. This will exacerbate 
an already unsafe level of congestion. The lack of street parking always results in 
unsafe vehicle double parking and blocked driveways. Approval of a MCD at this 
location will have undesired consequences of street overburden, congestion with more 
exhaust, and increased associated noise. These are neighborhood penalties not 
benefits. Adding to this burden are the hours of operation. A start time of 8AM will 
impede all forms of commuter traffic and a 10PM close will likely disrupt the quiet 
harmony of the residents. This locations is unsuited for a high volume, long hour 
business of any type as it will result in the interference with the peaceful quiet 
enjoyment of the neighborhood.


The San Francisco Department of Public Health’s, 2016 Annual Director’s Report on 
Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, stated that they have not received any formal 
complaints about the inability  to access medical cannabis in San Francisco. I cannot 
support a business that will be so disruptive to the character of the neighborhood. A 
MCD at this location will just add to the saturation of dispensaries in the southern 
neighborhoods. With the probable addition of recreational cannabis distribution, a 
dispensary at 3015 San Bruno Avenue would be crippling to our neighborhood.


Please reject the proposed MCD in this neighborhood, it is not needed, it is redundant, it 
does not contribute to economic diversity, it is proximal to a children’s facility and 
church, it will overburden our roads and parking, it will interfere with our air quality, 
safety and quiet, it is not an appropriate choice for this location. It is not a community 
business and will not enhance the quality of life in our community. It is not in keeping 
with the City’s General Plan.


Thank you for you attention,
K. A. Fong







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

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63E110352DBD4B7AA27A497D19F20843-JONAS IONIN
mailto:christine.d.johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:patricia.gerber@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



 


 


 


 


 


 


 


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. 


 


### 







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.
 

###
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Jardines, Esmeralda (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Brew Pub
Date: Wednesday, November 01, 2017 9:54:38 AM
Attachments: fortpoint_usm_open_letter.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: justincatalana@gmail.com [mailto:justincatalana@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Justin Catalana
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 7:56 PM
To: spike
Cc: cc: ErickCalle24; Kevin Ortiz; Peter Papadopoulos; Marie Sorenson; Scott WEAVER;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Christine (CPC); Rodney Fong; Jardines,
Esmeralda (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Kate Sofis; Tony
Meneghetti; Caleb Zigas; Ronen, Hillary; Rahaim, John (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: Re: Brew Pub
 
Supervisor Ronen & Planning Commissioners,
 
We would like to move forward with Thursdays hearing. In my letter, attached again here, we
have made strong commitments to USM, which I fully intend on upholding. I also plan on
continuing to meet and work towards a common goal.
 
We are a San Francisco Manufacturer, with the intent to open a taproom, restaurant &
community gathering space at 20th and Shotwell that will be open to all ages.
 
The hardship caused by continued delay of this hearing is difficult for our business, we held a
voluntary community meeting on 5/30/2017 and have been in discussions with the
neighborhood for over a year since Timbuk2 approached us about collaborating on the space.
We believe we have ample support for the project and will provide a beneficial establishment
for the local community.
 
By this time you should have already seen letters of support from SFMade, San Francisco
Brewers Guild, 18 Reasons, 826 Valencia, Center for Urban Education about Sustainable
Agriculture (CUESA), Community House Project, HEATH, InForum, Tipping Point and
others which show our ability to work well with community partners.
 
Thank you,
 
Justin Catalana
 
On Tue, Oct 31, 2017 at 7:32 PM, spike <spikekahn@gmail.com> wrote:
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Dear Supervisor Ronen, Planning Commissioners, and Planning Director Rahaim,
 
Please postpone this Thursday’s hearing for the 2394 Folsom brew pub, as we (United to
Save the Mission, representing 20+ community organizations in the Mission) are in
negotiations with the owners currently, and need time to finalize a settlement.
 
More time and attention to this project is needed.  The community is trying to work with Ft
Point owners to find a compromise that will not negatively impact our neighborhood.  We
have met several times over the past few weeks, and on Nov 11th, we will be meeting with La
Cocina and Ft Point, looking for a creative option to provide a family-oriented restaurant
serving local foods. We hope that a local entrepreneur, such as a La Cocina graduate, can
provide patrons with a nice meal, with beer on the side, rather than a beer hall with hundreds
of beer-drinking partiers eating a few hotdogs. 
 
These negotiations with the community and the Ft Point owners are on-going, and we ask
that the planning hearing for this project be postponed for a few short weeks, until we have a
better option that doesn’t bring hundreds of hipsters from outside the Mission to this
destination brew pub.
 
Thank you.
 
 
peace

Spike Kahn, Director and Founder
Pacific Felt Factory Arts Space
www.pacificfeltfactory.com
415-935-3641 (voice/text)
spikekahn@gmail.com
 
 
 
 

Confidentiality Note: This e-mail is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed and may contain
information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure. Dissemination, distribution or copying of
this e-mail or the information herein by anyone other than the intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible
for delivering the message to the intended recipient, is prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please contact
the originator of this e-mail and destroy the original message and all copies.

 
--

--

Justin Catalana   |  Founder  |   direct. (415) 336-3596

http://www.pacificfeltfactory.com/
tel:(415)%20935-3641
mailto:spikekahn@gmail.com


644 Old Mason St., San Francisco, CA 94129 
office. (415) 906-4021   |   fortpointbeer.com 

 

http://fortpointbeer.com/
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Dito, Matthew (CPC); Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW:
Date: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 11:23:06 AM
Attachments: Teeth Planning Letter.docx

For the Nov. 16th hearing.
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Mitchell Bearg [mailto:mbearg@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 31, 2017 11:11 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject:
 
Hi Jonas
If you can get this letter of support to the commissioners I would be appreciative.
Mitchell
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Save Dr. Teeth’s Patio! 







Mitchell Bearg

2150 Polk St , 415-990-1320

10/31/17

SF Planning Commission

SF Planning Department

1650 Mission St. 

San Francisco, CA 

Dear SF Planning Commission:

I am writing today to ask you to approve the conditional use permit for the back patio at Dr. Teeth located at 2323 Mission St. in San Francisco. The patio has been in operation for over 20 years through two previous owners, and at Dr. Teeth since 2011 with no significant issues or incidents. Only recently did it come to the attention of the current owners that the space had not been conditionally approved for use as a patio. 

Since 2011, Dr. Teeth’s patio has become a staple of the Mission community, as one of only a few outdoor commercial spaces for Mission residents and others to enjoy in the neighborhood. Dr. Teeth is known for affordable food and a diverse, laid back crowd that truly represents the residents of the Mission as a whole. In a time of rapid change and displacement in the Mission, Dr. Teeth and its patio offer options and inclusivity for everyone, not just those with privileged economic or societal advantages.

Furthermore, every Thursday for the last six years, Dr. Teeth has held a fundraiser for a different local nonprofit on the patio. Since 2011 they have given over $75,000 to Mission charities through these fundraisers alone. The patio and - all it offers - is truly a force for good in the community. 

Unfortunately, without the revenues from the patio, it is highly likely that Dr. Teeth as a whole will not be able to exist. You have the power today to ensure that this local institution can continue on as a beloved and positive part of our community. 

So once again, I ask you to please approve this conditional use permit. 

Sincerely,

[bookmark: _GoBack]Mitchell Bearg

2



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 10:24:59 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: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Woods, Mary (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Submission on 11/2 AAU hearing at Planning Commission - SFRG
Date: Monday, October 30, 2017 10:02:01 AM
Attachments: CPC Nov 2 hearing - IMP and continuances.doc

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Sue Hestor [mailto:hestor@earthlink.net] 
Sent: Sunday, October 29, 2017 5:51 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Kathrin Moore;
Johnson, Christine (CPC); Kathrin Moore; myrna melgar; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Sanchez,
Scott (CPC); Woods, Mary (CPC); Zane Gresham
Subject: Submission on 11/2 AAU hearing at Planning Commission - SFRG
 
In scanning the SFRG brief for 11/2 Planning Commission hearing on AAU matters,
page 3 was accidentally omitted.  Attached is full 5 page submission, plus the list of
Exhibits.  

I have not reduplicated the Exhibits which were included in the attachment to my
11/27/17 email.

Sue Hestor 

email sent 11/27/17

Enclosed is brief provided by Sue Hestor to Planning Department for 11/2/17
Planning Comm hearing on Academy of Art University matters.

I have separately also provided separate paper copies to Commissioners for which I
had an address. 

Sue Hestor
attorney for San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=758B40F664D1448D90E8FD5A6F699D2C-COMMISSIONS
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mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

SUE C. HESTOR


Attorney at Law


870 Market Street,  Suite 1128     San Francisco,  CA  94102


office (415) 362-2778     cell (415) 846-1021


hestor@earthlink.net



2007.1070C
1080 Bush - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17



Residential Hotel>student Housing - Recommend DISAPPROVAL


2007.1071C
1153 Bush - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17



Residential Hotel>student Housing - Recommend DISAPPROVAL


2007.1073C
1916 Octavia - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17 



Residential Hotel>student Housing - Recommend DISAPPROVAL


2007.1074C
1055 Pine - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17



Residential Hotel>student Housing - Recommend DISAPPROVAL


2007.1077C
860 Sutter - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17



Residential and Tourist Hotel>student Housing - Recommend DISAPPROVAL


2007.1082C
2209 Van Ness - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17




Legalize student housing - Recommend APPROVAL w/conditions


2007.1083C
2211 Van Ness - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17




Legalize student housing - Recommend APPROVAL w/conditions


2008.0586E
AAU Institutional Master Plan - HEARING


2008.0586E
AAU CEQA Findings - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17




Mitigation measures pursuant to AAU EIR




2012.0107C
460 Townsend - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17



Convert PDR to Educational Service - Recommendation PENDING


2012.0720C
466 Townsend - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17



Convert PDR to Educational Service - Recommendation PENDING


2012.0646TPA
Code Text Amend - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17




Amend 175.5(b) to allow conversion 601 Brannan - Recommend DISAPPROVAL


2016-000559PCA Code Text Amend - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17




Amend 317(f) to convert  7 sites to student housing - Recommend DISAPPROVAL 


2016-007198PCA Code Text Amend - 7/28/16 Cont > 9/22/16 > 11/17/16 > 2/2/17 > 7/27/17 >11/2/17


Brief to Planning Commission for November 2, 2017 meeting


Academy of Art University

The Academy of Art University (AAU) is on November 2, 2017 agenda for multiple matters.  For HEARING  on the 2017 update of the AAU Institutional Master Plan.  INDEFINITE CONTINUANCE is proposed for multiple AAU items, most dealing with housing.  The continued items have never had a hearing where the public is able to speak on how AAU houses students by ignoring restrictions on residential hotels, on buildings under rent control, on converting COMMERCIAL live/work to housing.  

There have been zero public hearings on the need to require AAU to BUILD NEW STUDENT HOUSING.  No discussion of a higher percentage required for foreign students, who by definition cannot live at home.  No discussion on requiring consolidation of AAU locations so that students can walk or use MUNI.  No discussion of the private buses that wander over City streets  connecting 43 AAU sites.


There has been no Planning Commission hearing on how state and non-profit colleges throughout the City have stepped up and are constructing, or leasing in newly built housing,  thousands of units of  new housing so they can serve their students and not plunder SF's housing stock.


The Commission should schedule hearings on these matters - ESPECIALLY on housing and consolidation.


The above listed hearings have been continued multiple times in the past 15 months.  Indefinite continuance is NOT warranted.

AAU SITES and MAPS

AAU EIR analysis is based on FORTY (40) sites acknowledged as owned/controlled by AAU when DEIR issued in 2015.   EIR did not start out with 40.  THIRTY-FOUR (34) sites were disclosed by the AAU.  


AAU filed Application for Environmental Review 5/19/08.  The public EIR scoping meeting was 10/26/10.  As part of environmental process 12 "study areas" were identified  for possible expansion/building acquisition.   Exhibit A is the map provided for the 2010 AAU EIR scoping meeting.  It  shows existing sites and 12 possible areas where the AAU may acquire additional buildings. Before 2015 the 2008 map was out of date.  

While the DEIR was being prepared  AAU acquired and was operating SIX sites that had not been listed in the NOP: 



 2801 Leavenworth, 700 Montgomery, 625 Polk,  150 Hayes, 121 Wisconsin, 2225 Jerrold 

THREE of the 6 sites - 2801 Leavenworth, 700 Montgomery, 121 Wisconsin -  were not located in what had been identified by AAU as "study areas"/possible areas for expansion in either Exhibit A or Exhibit B.  


The map in 2/25/15 AAU DEIR converted those 6 sites into the "project" analyzed in the AAU EIR.  Exhibit B map is from AAU EIR.  It shows the 34 pre-EIR AAU sites PLUS the additional SIX sites that AAU acquired or acknowledged WHILE AAU DEIR WAS BEING WRITTEN.  

The AAU EIR was certified by the Planning Commission 7/28/16.  


The 2017 AAU IMP before the Commission 11/2/17 adds THREE new AAU sites - all on Van Ness Avenue.  


· 1142 Van Ness (Post) - former Concordia Club

· 1946  Van Ness (Jackson) - former Ehrens bakery


· 2550 Van Ness (Greenwich) - DaVinci Motel


The Ehren's bakery site was NOT in any "study area" identified in AAU EIR certified 7/28/16.    Exhibits A and B.   "Study areas" identified and analyzed in an EIR apparently do not limit where AAU expands by buying more sites. New property EXTENDS the time for AAU to continue operating as it wants.  PLANNING WILL EMBARK ON A NEW ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW ROUND.  AND WILL TAKE NO ACTION.


AAU is NOT a non-profit institution answerable to a Board, but as a FOR-PROFIT family body operating thru dozens of Delaware LLCs.  


After the 2008 AAU DEIR scoping - acquired  2801 Leavenworth, 700 Montgomery, 121 Wisconsin - none in a Study Area.  Plus 150 Hayes, 625 Polk, 2225 Jerrold.  After EIR Certification - 1946 Van Ness - NOT IN A STUDY AREA (area not analyzed) as well as 2 Van Ness sites that were in a Study Area.  (But ownership not disclosed)

Adding new sites merely ADDS MORE TIME WHEN THE AAU CAN OPERATE WITHOUT PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION because the EIR "requires  amendment ."  To date the AAU has been able to operate without effective Planning hindrance - WHILE FREEZING OUT  MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC CONCERNED ABOUT LOSS OF HOUSING and METASTASIZING  AAU FACILITIES throughout San Francisco.   

This behavior has already resulted in AAU being able to operate as it wishes in - 


Academic years 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 2012-2013 2013-2014 2014-2015


2015-2016 2016-2017 2017-2018 


CHRONOLOGY and AAU GROWTH BY SITE ACQUISITIONS

Attention is directed to Chronology in Exhibit C, a brief excerpt of "actions" by Planning - both staff and Commission, the public and AAU.  DATES show submission of some Institutional Master Plan and EIR documents.  How and when AAU operations were first discussed at the Planning Commission.  When the CU applications (for continuance 11/2) were submitted - by AAU attorney #3.  AAU now on law firm #8.


Exhibit D is a list of 25 INSTITUTIONAL AAU buildings.  It is in chronological order by DATE of acquisition.  740 Taylor, 625-629 Sutter, 540 Powell were acquired before passage of Planning Code 304.5.  There cumulative SIZE was also under the one acre trigger requiring an IMP.  2340 Stockton (fourth building acquired in 1991) triggered Planning Code requirement that AAU file an Institutional Master Plan BEFORE acquiring 2340 Stockton and any sites thereafter.  The IMP was to be submitted and accepted before environmental review and consideration of project approval.  


Exhibit E is list of 18 AAU RESIDENTIAL buildings.  It is in chronological order by DATE of acquisition. Every one of these buildings was acquired after 2340 Stockton.


 Because of the manner AAU acquires title to these buildings, shifting title among various entities, and holding virtually all in a separate DELAWARE (i.e. opaque ownership) LLC, it is very difficult to trace initial acquisition by an AAU/Stephens family entity.


FORBES MAGAZINE ARTICLES



Two 2015 articles from Forbes Magazine are attached.  Exhibit F, Exhibit G  They partly explain how the owners of the AAU acquire property.  And the AAU  attitude toward needing  to comply with San Francisco codes, including the Planning Code and Administrative Code protections of tenants.

SUBMISSIONS BY TOM JONES


There are three submissions on the AAU by Tom Jones.  In his comments on the proposed IMP, he includes Sustainable and Walkable Educational Campus Guidelines.  Exhibit H  His comments on the DEIR and ESTM are included as Exhibit I  Tom Jones has submitted 3 comments on the AAU and Existing Sites Technical Memo (ESTM).  Exhibit I.   He also commented when the Proposed Settlement Agreement was presented 2/2/17 to the Planning Commission as an information item.   - sites that were already occupied by AAU when the AAU DEIR was drafted).


Additional issues 

The link to the AAU Institutional Master Plan on the Notice of Hearing is confusing.  The first column lists TWO Institutional Master Plans with their "Acceptance Date. (1)"  


· 11/17/2011 - the IMP which is the basis for the 2008 AAU EIR. 


· 10/16/2017 - the most recent IMP submitted to Planning Department.+

Footnote (1) states at the end of list:.   A full IMP is accepted upon the closure of the Commission's public hearing, while an abbreviated IMP is accepted upon the ZA's reporting of such filing to the Commission unless the Commission requests a hearing, in which case it is accepted upon the closure of the hearing.

If the  10/16/2017 has already been ACCEPTED by the Commission, why the hearing on 10/16/2017 IMP?


Notice was posted on all 43 AAU facilities on Friday, 10/13/17.  Persons viewing that notice that day and over the weekend, who went to the site ON THE NOTICE, would not have seen any reference to a Monday 10/16.17 document.

LACK OF NOTICE OF NOVEMBER 2 HEARING


The issue of illegal AAU operations has been a matter of public controversy for TWELVE YEARS - since 2005. During that period the AAU has added 12 additional sites.  Exhibits D and E

There have been scoping meetings on the EIR.  Hearings on the EIR and ESTM.  Administrative hearings and hearings at Board of Appeals on enforcement actions.   Public comment at Planning Commission when there was no hearing.  

Hundreds of people have attended those hearings.  Dozens of people have spoken out and submitted comments.  NONE OF THEM RECEIVED MAILED NOTICE OF THIS HEARING FROM THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT.  Except the few who get mailed notice for their neighborhood organization for all projects in their neighborhood.  (Sue Hestor gets all notices for entire City.  NO ONE ELSE I HAVE TALKED TO - PEOPLE WHO SUBMITTED COMMENTS, ATTENDED AT LEAST ONE HEARING - got mailed notice.

No mailed notice was sent to persons on list compiled by Environmental Review for notices on AAU EIR.


The radius mailing list for the 43 AAU sites includes ONLY property owners.  But ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING mails to tenants/occupants within the 300' radius.  NO NOTICE of November 2 hearing was mailed to tenants of AAU residents or to tenants in nearby buildings> 


WHICH IMP IS SUBJECT OF HEARING?

The link to the AAU Institutional Master Plan on the Notice of Hearing is confusing.  The first column lists TWO Institutional Master Plans with their "Acceptance Date. (1)"  


· 11/17/2011 - the IMP which is the basis for the 2008 AAU EIR. 


· 10/16/2017 - the most recent IMP submitted to Planning Department.


Footnote (1) states (end of total list) - A full IMP is accepted upon the closure of the Commission's public hearing, while an abbreviated IMP is accepted upon the ZA's reporting of such filing to the Commission unless the Commission requests a hearing, in which case it is accepted upon the closure of the hearing.

If the  10/16/2017 has already been ACCEPTED by the Commission, why would a member of the public come to a hearing on 10/16/2017 IMP? 

NOTICE OF ETHICS CODE REQUIREMENT

When a project costs over $1 million, in every Preliminary Project Assessment letter Planning routinely advises the developer of Ethics Code requirements that they disclose donations made to non-profits that may communicate with the City regarding a development project.  Standard language.  One such was for the PPA for 2177 Jerrold Street, adjacent to AAU facility at 2225 Jerrold.   

The for-profit Academy of Art appears to own no building as the AAU.  Since there are literally dozens of LLCs which own and control most of the 43 AAU sites, it is important to know whether and how the AAU was advised on the Ethics Code obligation.  


Sue C. Hestor


Attorney for San Franciscans for Reasonable Growth


EXHIBITS


Exh A
Map of AAU existing sites and EIR Study Areas - used for Scoping EIR - 2010

Exh B
Map of 34 existing sites and 6 Project Sites - AAU EIR 2015

Exh C
Academy of Art University partial Chronology

Exh D
AAU Institutional Sites - NOT RESIDENTIAL by date

Exh E
AAU Residential Buildings by date

Exh F
Black Arts:  The $800 Million Family Selling Art Degrees and False Hopes - Forbes


Magazine,  Katia Savchuk  9/7/15


Exh G
How a For-Profit University Flouts San Francisco's Land-Use Laws - Forbes Magazine,


Katia Savchuk 8/19/15

Exh H
Comments on Proposed AAU Institutional Master Plan, R Thomas Jones, 11/2/17


Sustainable and Walkable Educational Campus Guidelines

Exh I
AAU Student Housing History and Proposed Uses, EIR and ESTM, R Thomas Jones, 


7/28/16


Exh J
Comments on Proposed AAU Settlement Agreement, R Thomas Jones - submitted 




2/2/17 

Exh K
Application for Environmental Evaluation - AAU, Revised August 14, 2017 


2008.0586 - proposed changes to project analyzed in AAU EIR certified 7/28/16


pursuant to Term Sheet for Global Resolution 11/15/16
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: No MCD on Irving
Date: Monday, October 30, 2017 10:01:42 AM

Office 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

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

-----Original Message-----
From: Betty [mailto:sakeroll@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 29, 2017 7:20 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com, nancy.h.tran@sfgov.org, katy.tang@sfgov.org,
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; Tran, Nancy (CPC); Tang, Katy (BOS); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: No MCD on Irving

Hello,

I have been living on Irving street my whole life and I could say that I have seen the neighborhood
change. You can say that I've seen the good and the bad over the years but it has always been a
community of working families as well as a place for people to hang around to do their shopping,
meeting their friends to hang out or eat at a restaurant. Once in a while I will see a new eating spot
pop up or a new cell phone store. Sometimes they are successful and some don't make it past 6
months. As much as I want a business to be successful on Irving street I am against Barbary Coast
Dispensary opening up in my neighborhood.

As I mentioned above there are numerous families that live in the neighborhood or many that come that
shop and eat. With these families come young children as well as elderly people. If you know Irving at
all you will see children running around, getting their snacks and hanging outside the Boba store.
Elderly people will probably hang out on the sidewalk talking to their friends and holding their grocery
bags. The location for MCD is so close to all these businesses that people of all ages frequent all the
time.

If you are a San Franciscan you are aware of some neighborhoods that are kind of sketchy. Irving street
sometimes is no exceptions. I have seen a few here and there starting ruckus or just a group of them
hanging out. Most of them are harmless and some are just homeless people hanging out not hurting
anybody but just asking for some change.

Last week as I was walking home from work, I saw two men at 19th and Irving right near First Republic
Bank high on heroin or meth shaking on the floor right on the sidewalk. My first thought was yes they
are drugs and my second thought was I've never seen them before. Where did they come from?

It is true that MCD is medical cannibas and the goal is to provide people with health issues some
temporary relief. And true it does not distribute any other drugs other than medical cannibas.
BUT what if a customer that purchases a bag and then sells it to kid on the street? What kind of people
are going to be coming into this neighborhood hence the two men that I saw on the floor last week.
Whoever is reading this email think about you and your family walking past a store that sells MD. What
are your thoughts? What will you tell your child?

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=758B40F664D1448D90E8FD5A6F699D2C-COMMISSIONS
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I don't know where a place like this will open, I can't think of a perfect location honestly. Many people
may have a different opinion about this and may say that my way of thinking is wrong and really it's
safe but I have my opinion and they have theirs. I am against having a MCD is my neighborhood.

Thank you,

Betty



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Sider, Dan (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: City Legislation Proposed 9/26/17 on “Cannabis Regulatory Structure” and “Planning Code Amendments”
Date: Monday, October 30, 2017 10:01:30 AM
Attachments: The Green Cross - 10.24.17 Amendments Ltr.pdf

 
 
Office 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
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Kevin Reed [mailto:kevinreed@thegreencross.org] 
Sent: Monday, October 30, 2017 9:40 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Rich Hillis; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel,
Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: Re: City Legislation Proposed 9/26/17 on “Cannabis Regulatory Structure” and “Planning Code
Amendments”
 
Dear Planning Commission,
 
Hope this finds you well. I am writing again on behalf of The Green Cross, a local medical cannabis dispensary and
delivery service located in San Francisco's Excelsior and South of Market districts. 
 
Please find a letter of comments on 10/24/2017 Amendments to 9/26/2017 Proposed City
Legislation on “Cannabis Regulatory Structure” and “Planning Code Amendments."
 
We hope your commission will continue to review our comments and take our suggestions into consideration when
finalizing the ordinance.
 
If you have any questions or concerns for us, please feel free to reach out to us directly. Once again, we appreciate
your time and consideration on this important issue.
 
Thank you,
 
On Wed, Oct 4, 2017 at 1:37 PM, Kevin Reed <kevinreed@thegreencross.org> wrote:
Dear Planning Commission,
 
I am writing today on behalf of The Green Cross, a local medical cannabis dispensary and delivery service located
in San Francisco's Excelsior and South of Market districts. 
 
Please find a letter of suggested amendments and concerns regarding City Legislation Proposed 9/26/17 on
“Cannabis Regulatory Structure” and “Planning Code Amendments” attached.
 
We hope your office will take the time to thoroughly review this document and take our suggestions into
consideration when finalizing this ordinance.
 
If you have any questions or concerns for us, please don't hesitate to reach out at anytime. We appreciate your
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October	30,	2017	


	
Mayor	Edwin	Lee	and	Board	of	Supervisors		
City	Hall	
1	Dr.	Carlton	B.	Goodlett	Place	
San	Francisco,	CA	94102-4689	
Via	E-mail	to:	OfficeofCannabis@SFGov.org		
	
Re:	Comments	on	10/24/2017	Amendments	to	9/26/2017	Proposed	City	Legislation	on	
“Cannabis	Regulatory	Structure”	and	“Planning	Code	Amendments”	
	
	
Founded	in	2004,	The	Green	Cross	prides	itself	on	its	“patients	first”	mantra	and	
compassionate	approach	to	patient	care.		Legally	permitted	by	the	City	and	County	of	San	
Francisco,	The	Green	Cross	has	operated	at	its	current	retail	storefront	location	at	4218	
Mission	Street	since	2013.		Our	store	provides	patient	education,	neighborhood	safety	
services,	and	quality	medicine	at	affordable	prices.		In	addition	to	retailing	cannabis	
products,	apparel,	and	other	accessories,	The	Green	Cross	also	manufactures	edible	
cannabis	products	under	the	IncrediMeds	brand.		
	
We	are	grateful	for	the	Office	of	Cannabis’s	outreach	efforts,	and	your	consideration	of	our	
comments	and	suggestions	below.	
	
New	comments,	on	the	10/24/2017	Amendments,	since	our	10/4/2017	letter	
	
A. Police	Code	§	1609(c)(3)	(p.	25,	l.	7);	§	1609(c)	(p.	26,	l.	14):	Explicitly	Recognize	


Nursery	Permitting	
	


1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
	
(3)	For	Cannabis	Cultivation	Facilities	other	than	nurseries,	information	
demonstrating	the	size	of	the	planned	Canopy,	by	square	footage	of	Cultivation	
and/or	Processing	area(s),	applicable;	
…	
(9)	Information	demonstrating	whether	or	not	the	licensee	will	produce	only	clones,	
immature	plants,	seeds,	and	other	agricultural	products	used	specifically	for	the	
propagation	and	cultivation	of	cannabis.	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
Nurseries	are	cultivation	operations	that	produce	seeds	and	immature	plants	for	
other	cultivators.		Nurseries	currently	operate	in	San	Francisco.		As	required	by	
state	law,	the	California	Department	of	Food	and	Agriculture	has	already	proposed	
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regulations	allowing	distinct	cultivation	licensure	as	a	nursery,	and	does	not	
prescribe	a	canopy	limit	as	with	other	cultivation	licenses	producing	mature	plants	
for	sale.		When	a	cultivator	applies	for	permitting	in	San	Francisco,	the	application	
process	should	discern	whether	their	plants	will	be	grown	for	harvesting	flowers,	or	
only	to	make	seeds/clones.		We	propose	amending	the	ordinance	to	recognize	
nursery	permitting.	


	
B. Police	Code	§	1617	(p.	37,	l.	10):	Maintain	Permit	when	Operator	Relocates	
	


1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
	
(e)	A	Permittee	may	request	a	permit	amendment	to	change	the	address	at	which	
their	operation	is	permitted,	by	filing	a	request	with	the	Office	of	Cannabis	and	
paying	such	permit	amendment	application	fee	as	may	be	required.	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
Some	cannabis	operators	will	need	to	change	locations	after	attaining	their	initial	
licensure,	especially	in	the	first	several	years	as	state	regulations	change	and	the	
regulated	cannabis	market	develops.		Operators	who	have	already	completed	the	
lengthy	and	difficult	permit	process	but	want	to	relocate	should	be	required	to	
obtain	permission	from	the	Office	of	Cannabis,	but	should	not	be	required	to	start	
again	from	the	very	beginning	of	the	permitting	process.		We	propose	amending	the	
draft	to	allow	operators	to	relocate	their	operations	to	other	properly	zoned	
locations	without	having	to	go	through	all	of	the	permitting	steps	under	Article	16,	
provided	they	have	obtained	all	required	Planning	Department	approvals.	
	


C. Police	Code	§	1628(b)(8)	(p.	53,	l.	15):	Allow	Resale	of	Returned	Products	
	


1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
	
(8)	A	Storefront	Cannabis	Retailer	may	accept	returns	of	Cannabis	and	Cannabis	
Products	that	were	previously	sold	by	the	Storefront	Cannabis	Business	within	five	
business	days,	but	shall	not	resell	Cannabis	or	Cannabis	Products	that	have	been	
returned	unless	they	were	returned	in	their	original	tamper-evident	exit	package	
and	in	their	original	condition.	A	Storefront	Cannabis	Retailer	shall	treat	any	
Cannabis	and	Cannabis	Products	that	are	abandoned	on	the	Premises	as	a	return.	A	
Storefront	Cannabis	Retailer	shall	destroy	all	Cannabis	and	Cannabis	Products	that	
have	been	returned,	except	those	that	were	returned	in	their	original	tamper-
evident	exit	package	and	in	their	original	condition,	as	required	by	the	State	of	
California.	In	the	event	of	a	product	recall	by	a	manufacturer,	a	Storefront	Cannabis	
Retailer	may	return	recalled	products	to	a	distributor.	
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2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
This	subsection	prohibits	resale	of	returned	cannabis	goods.		It	fulfills	the	policy	
goal	of	preventing	the	resale	of	products	that	have	been	contaminated	or	otherwise	
tampered	with	after	being	sold,	but	it	is	over-inclusive.		As	drafted,	this	provision	
would	prohibit	resale	of	a	product	that	was	never	opened,	let	alone	contaminated,	
even	though	such	resale	would	not	create	any	harm.		To	address	this,	the	subsection	
should	be	narrowed	to	address	only	those	goods	that	have	been	returned	in	any	
condition	other	than	that	in	which	they	were	sold.		We	propose	adding	an	exception	
to	this	regulation	specifically	allowing	goods	returned	in	their	original	condition	to	
be	resold.	
	


D. Health	Code	§	8A.2	(p.	69,	l.	14-16);	§	8A.6	(p.	72,	l.	13):	Consumption	Sites	
	


1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
	
(b)	A	Medicinal	Cannabis	Retailer,	Cannabis	Retailer,	or	Cannabis	Microbusiness	
permit	issued	by	the	Office	of	Cannabis;	and	
(c)	A	State	Cannabis	License.	
…	
(h)	A	Permittee	shall	comply	with	laws	governing	Cannabis	Businesses	and	retail	
food	establishments,	including	but	not	limited	to	the	California	Retail	Food	Code	and	
Article	8	of	the	Health	Code,	where	applicable.	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
The	amendments	as	drafted	contemplate	only	allowing	on-site	consumption	at	
cannabis	businesses:	facilities	licensed	by	the	state,	and	permitted	by	the	City,	
specifically	for	cannabis.		However,	many	other	businesses	would	be	appropriate	
and	safe	places	to	consume	cannabis,	including	hospitality	businesses	such	as	hotels,	
restaurants,	cafes,	and	lounges.		We	propose	amending	the	proposed	ordinance	to	
require	a	City	permit	from	the	Department	of	Public	Health	for	on-site	consumption,	
but	not	require	any	other	cannabis-specific	licensure,	let	alone	from	the	state	
government.	
	


E. Health	Code	§	1009.22(a)(6)	(p.	75,	l.	3):	Allow	Patients	to	Smoke	at	Adult	Use	
Cannabis	Retailers	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
(6)	Business	establishments,	except	that	persons	qualifying	under	California	Health	
and	Safety	Code	Sections	11362.7	et	seq.	to	use	medicinal	cannabis	may	smoke	
medicinal	cannabis	on	the	premises	of	a	Cannabis	Retailer	or	Medicinal	Cannabis	
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Retailer	with	a	valid	permit	issued	by	the	Office	of	Cannabis	under	Article	16	of	the	
Police	Code,	subject	to	the	limitations	set	forth	in	Section	1009.23	of	this	Article	
19F;	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
This	amendment	is	intended	to	allow	patients	to	smoke	cannabis	at	retail	stores,	
and	specifies	that	they	may	smoke	at	Medicinal	Cannabis	Retailers.		However,	as	
drafted,	it	neglects	to	specify	that	patients	may	smoke	at	adult	use	Cannabis	
Retailers.		Medical	patients	may	choose	to	purchase	cannabis	from	a	Cannabis	
Retailer	instead	of	a	Medicinal	Cannabis	Retailer	for	many	reasons,	including	price,	
proximity,	selection,	service,	and	personal	relationships.		Given	this	amendment’s	
recognition	of	the	health	benefits	of	enabling	patients	to	smoke	cannabis,	not	merely	
consume	it	in	other	ways,	this	same	reasoning	logically	extends	to	allow	all	retailers	
to	apply	to	the	Office	of	Cannabis	for	permission	to	allow	smoking.		We	propose	
amending	this	provision	to	add	Cannabis	Retailers,	along	with	Medicinal	Cannabis	
Retailers.	
	


F. Health	Code	§	3322	(p.	79,	l.	1):	Align	MCD	Cultivation	Prohibition	with	Article	33	
Sunset	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
(b)	Notwithstanding	any	provision	in	this	Article	33,	starting	December	31,	2018	
April	1,	2018,	a	medical	cannabis	dispensary	is	not	authorized	by	this	Article	33	to	
engage	in	the	cultivation	of	cannabis.	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
The	amendments,	at	Health	Code	§	3323,	change	the	Article	33	sunset	date	from	
March	31,	2018	to	December	31,	2018.		However,	Health	Code	§	3322	would	
prohibit	MCDs	from	cultivating	cannabis	after	April	1,	2018.		We	propose	aligning	
these	deadlines	by	changing	this	date	from	April	1	to	December	31.		This	would	
cause	the	cultivation	prohibition	date	to	match	the	Article	33	sunset	date,	and	also	
match	the	anticipated	repeal	of	California	Health	and	Safety	Code	§	11362.775	(the	
state	collective/cooperative	defense)	on	December	31,	2018;	see	§	11362.775(e).		
This	would	ease	permitted	businesses’	regulatory	compliance,	and	also	ease	the	
City’s	enforcement	burden,	since	many	businesses	will	continue	to	cultivate	so	long	
as	state	law	protects	collectives	who	do	so.	
	


Renewed	comments,	on	the	10/24/17	Amendments,	from	our	10/4/17	letter:	
	
G. p.	3,	l.	1:	Place	Regulatory	Structure	Provisions	in	Health	Code		







	
	


	


!


 
 
 
4218 Mission Street   O: 415.648.4420 
San Francisco, CA 94112  TheGreenCross.org F: 415.431.2420 
 


! ! ! !
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
Section	2.		The	Police	Code	Health	Code	is	hereby	amended	by	adding	Article…	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
San	Francisco	has	regulated	cannabis	businesses	as	a	public	health	matter	for	over	a	
decade,	since	the	2005	Medical	Cannabis	Act	established	Health	Code	Article	33.		
This	deliberate	decision	represents	the	significant	shift	in	political	insight	that	
regulation	of	medicine	and	psychoactive	substances	belongs	in	the	domain	of	public	
health,	not	criminal	justice.		The	draft’s	placement	of	cannabis	business	rules	in	the	
Police	Code	is	logically	inconsistent	with	the	draft’s	overall	intent,	which	is	
otherwise	concerned	with	public	health.		Thus	we	propose	that	these	rules	be	
placed	in	the	Health	Code,	not	the	Police	Code.	
	


H. Police	Code	§	1602	(p.	8,	l.	11):	Microbusiness	at	Multiple	Premises	
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
“Cannabis	Microbusiness”	means	a	fixed	place,	or	places,	of	business	within	the	City	
and	County	of	San	Francisco	where	Cannabis	and/or	Cannabis	Products	are	
Cultivated,	Manufactured,	Distributed,	and	Sold	to	Customers	by	a	single	
Microsbusiness	Permittee.	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
The	draft	would	require	microbusinesses	to	perform	all	four	commercial	activities	
on	the	same	premises:	cultivation,	manufacturing,	distribution,	and	retail.		This	is	
impractical	and,	moreover,	has	no	precedent	in	the	state	law	that	creates	the	
microbusiness	category.		The	concept	of	a	microbusiness,	that	one	company	will	
perform	all	four	of	these	activities,	does	not	necessitate	all	four	being	at	the	same	
place.		Instead,	we	propose	requiring	that	all	four	be	performed	in	the	City,	in	the	
spirit	of	promoting	local	small	business.	
	


I. Police	Code	§	1602	(p.	10,	l.	6):	Define	MCD	by	Reference	to	Extant	Law	
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


		
“Medical	Cannabis	Dispensary”	means	a	cooperative	or	collective	operating	under	
the	authority	of	a	permit	issued	by	the	Director	of	Health	under	Article	33	of	the	
Health	Code	has	the	same	meaning	set	forth	in	Planning	Code	Section	102,	as	may	be	
amended	from	time	to	time.	
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2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
The	draft	would	define	“Medical	Cannabis	Dispensary”	with	reference	to	Article	33,	
but	if	it	is	repealed	in	December	2018,	then	this	definition	as	written	would	no	
longer	make	sense,	because	it	would	refer	to	prior	law	instead	of	current	law.		This	
will	become	especially	confusing	if	some	MCDs	are	unable	to	begin	conversion	to	
Cannabis	Retailers	by	the	sunset	date,	especially	if	bureaucratic	processes	delay	
these	proceedings.		The	best	solution	is	to	repeal	Article	33	in	2020	instead	of	2018.		
Alternatively,	we	propose	revising	this	definition	to	refer	to	the	Planning	Code	
instead	of	the	Health	Code.	
	


J. Police	Code	§	1602	(p.	10,	l.	18):	“Owners”	to	Exclude	Managers/Employees		
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


		
(d)	An	individual	who	will	be	participating	in	the	direction,	or	control,	or	
management	of	the	Person	applying	for	a	permit,	other	than	an	at-will	employee.	
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
This	draft	is	overbroad,	defining	an	“Owner”	to	include	everyone	“participating	in	
the	direction,	control,	or	management”	of	a	licensed	business.		This	would	include	
every	low-level	and	middle-manager	within	the	definition	of	“owner.”		While	this	
language	seeks	to	capture	a	licensee’s	policy-makers	within	the	ownership	
definition,	it	is	vague	as	drafted	regarding	the	magnitude	of	the	policy	decisions	it	
describes,	hypothetically	including	even	very	minor	policy	decisions.		Many	day-to-
day	business	functions	may	be	performed	by	employees	with	limited	management	
authority	and	discretion,	such	that	the	proposed	language,	as	drafted,	would	blur	
the	line	between	those	who	hold	a	true	controlling	interest	in	a	licensed	business	
versus	at-will	employees	with	limited	managerial	authority	and	discretion.	As	
currently	written,	“owner”	arguably	includes	purchasing	staff	and	the	head	of	every	
cannabis	business’s	human	resources	department,	typically	middle-level	managers	
as	opposed	to	a	corporate	officer,	director,	or	shareholder	with	a	controlling	
interest.		This	would	also	impose	unnecessary	regulatory	burdens	on	the	licensee	
and	unnecessarily	strain	City	staff	resources	that	should	be	reserved	for	regulating	
the	activity	of	those	with	a	meaningful	ability	to	influence	and	change	the	direction,	
controlling,	and	management	of	a	licensee,	especially	when	amending	permits	to	
approve	changes	in	ownership.		To	focus	this	definition,	we	propose	striking	“or	
management”	and/or	carving	at-will	employees	out	of	the	definition	of	“owner.”		
	


K. Police	Code	§	1602	(p.	11,	l.	17):	Define	Smoke	to	Exclude	Vaporization	
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
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“Smoke”	or	“Smoking”	has	the	meaning	set	forth	in	Section	11362.3	of	the	California	
Health	and	Safety	Code,	as	may	be	amended	from	time	to	time	means	to	inhale,	
exhale,	burn,	or	carry	any	lighted	pipe,	or	any	other	lighted	cannabis	or	cannabis	
product	intended	for	inhalation,	whether	natural	or	synthetic,	in	any	manner	or	in	
any	form.		“Smoke”	does	not	include	the	use	of	an	electronic	smoking	device	that	
creates	an	aerosol	or	vapor,	in	any	manner	or	in	any	form,	or	the	use	of	any	oral	
smoking	device	for	the	purpose	of	circumventing	the	prohibition	of	smoking	in	a	
place.		
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
The	draft	defines	“smoke”	to	include	vaporization,	by	reference	to	state	law	(Cal.	
H&S	§	11362.3)	that	explicitly	includes	vaporizing.		This	is	problematic	in	the	
context	of	Police	Code	§	1620	that	specifies	different	requirements	for	allowing	
consumption,	as	opposed	to	smoking,	or	cannabis	at	licensed	premises.		This	
definition	of	“smoke”	would	include	vaporizing	in	§	1620(c),	regulating	smoking,	
instead	of	in	§	1620(b),	regulating	consumption.		To	address	this,	we	propose	
defining	“smoke”	with	the	language	from	the	relevant	state	law,	but	omitting	the	
phrase	“or	heated”	and	reversing	the	second	sentence	to	exclude	vaporizers	instead	
of	including	them.		This	issue	is	especially	important	for	cannabis	retailers	who	may	
wish	to	prohibit	on-site	smoking,	in	order	to	protect	customers	from	second-hand	
smoke,	but	allow	on-site	vaporizing,	so	that	customers	can	try	out	a	vaporizer	
before	taking	it	home.	


	
L. Police	Code	§	1604	(p.	13,	l.	9):	Add	Equity	Program	Criteria	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
The	Director,	in	consultation	with	the	Human	Rights	Commission,	shall	establish	an	
Equity	Program	designed	to	foster	equitable	access	to	participation	in	the	cannabis	
industry,	including	equitable	access	to	promotional	and	ownership	opportunities	in	
the	industry.	The	Equity	Program	shall	be	informed	by	the	findings	contained	in	the	
Equity	Report,	prepared	in	accordance	with	subsection	(b)(5)	of	Section	2A.420	of	
the	Administrative	Code.	The	Equity	Program	shall	offer	priority	permit	processing	
and	technical	assistance	to	Applicants	who	meet	Equity	Criteria	(“Equity	
Applicants”)	adopted	by	the	Director.	“Equity	Criteria”	shall	include:	
(1)	having	lived	in	neighborhoods	disproportionately	impacted	by	War	on	Drugs	
police	activity;	
(2)	having	been	arrested	or	convicted	of	a	crime;	
(3)	having	qualified	for	the	Earned	Income	Tax	Credit	on	their	2016	federal	income	
tax	return;	
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(4)	Equity	Incubators,	defined	as:	having	signed	a	contract,	on	a	standard	form	
developed	by	the	Office	of	Small	Business,	agreeing	to	offer	rent	and	premises	
security	services	for	three	years,	or	funding	of	comparable	value,	to	another	
applicant	who	meets	one	or	more	of	criteria	(1)-(3)	above.	
The	Office	of	Small	Business	shall	administer	a	zero-interest	revolving	fund	to	loan	
funds	to	Equity	Applicants	to	pay	for	start-up	costs.	
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
The	Green	Cross	strongly	believes	that	our	society	is	morally	obligated	to	repair	the	
harm	wrought	by	the	War	on	Drugs,	especially	upon	poor	people,	people	of	color,	
and	people	who	have	been	convicted	of	crimes.		People	who	have	been	charged	with	
or	convicted	of	crimes	have	experienced	economic	damages	in	addition	to	any	
deprivation	of	physical	liberty,	and	the	cannabis	business	permits	created	by	this	
ordinance	are	an	excellent	opportunity	to	restore	these	victims.		The	Green	Cross	
was	founded	in	2004	partly	in	response	to	overzealous	law	enforcement	here	in	San	
Francisco.		To	this	end,	we	propose	amending	the	draft	to	include	specific	criteria	
for	the	Equity	Program	that	are	inclusive	of	poor	people,	people	of	color,	and	people	
who	have	been	convicted	of	crimes,	as	well	as	start-up	funding	for	these	
disadvantaged	applicants.	


	
M. Police	Code	§	1608	(p.	19,	l.	11):	Define	“Sale/Sell”	for	Change	in	Ownership	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
(b)	Sale	of	Cannabis	Business.	If	a	Permittee	Sells	the	Cannabis	Business,	the	
Permittee	shall	promptly	surrender	the	permit	to	the	Director.	This	obligation	is	not	
dependent	on	the	Director’s	requesting	the	surrender,	but	arises	by	operation	of	law	
on	the	Sale	of	the	Cannabis	Business.	If	the	Permittee	fails	to	surrender	the	permit	to	
the	Director,	the	Director	may,	after	giving	the	Permittee	notice	by	mail	and	
electronically	of	the	proposed	action	and	an	opportunity	to	respond,	revoke	the	
permit.	For	this	purpose,	“Sale”	of	a	non-profit	business	means	“sale	of	substantially	
all	the	business’s	assets,”	and	“Sale”	of	a	for-profit	business	means	“transfer	of	
ownership	resulting	in	a	single	person	newly	owning	a	majority	of	the	voting	
equity.”	
	
(c)	Change	in	Ownership.	A	Permittee	may	change	partners,	shareholders,	or	other	
Owners	of	a	Cannabis	Business	provided	that:	the	sale	or	other	transfer	of	
ownership	regardless	of	the	form	of	ownership	results	in	a	new	Person	owning	no	
more	than	20%	or	more	of	the	Cannabis	Business,	and	the	Permittee	obtains	an	
amendment	to	the	Permit	as	provided	in	subsection	(c)(2)	of	this	Section	1608.	If	
the	sale	or	other	transfer	of	ownership	does	not	result	in	any	Person	(who	did	not	
already	have	such	a	percentage	interest)	having	an	ownership	interest	of	20%	or	
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more,	the	Permittee	is	not	required	to	obtain	a	permit	amendment.	
	
(1)	A	Permittee	seeking	to	amend	a	permit	as	required	under	this	subsection	(c)	
shall	pay	the	required	filing	fee	for	a	permit	amendment	and	that	portion	of	the	
information	required	for	Applicants	under	Section	1609,	as	determined	by	the	
Director.	
	
(2)	The	Director	shall	determine	within	30	days	of	the	filing	of	a	complete	
application	for	a	permit	amendment	under	this	subsection	(c)	whether	to	approve	it.	
If	the	transferor/seller	of	the	Cannabis	Business	has	provided	written	permission	
for	the	transfer,	then	tThe	Director	shall	approve	the	application	unless	the	Director	
determines	that	denial	is	warranted	under	any	of	the	grounds	set	forth	in	Section	
1615.	The	Director	shall	notify	the	Permittee	of	the	Director’s	decision	electronically	
and	either	by	mail	or	personal	delivery.	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
Police	Code	§	1608(c)	seeks	to	govern	the	ownership-percentage	threshold	at	which	
ownership	interests	in	cannabis	businesses	can	be	sold	or	transferred,	by	requiring	
permit	amendments	when	someone	newly	owns	over	20%	of	the	business’s	equity.		
However,	§	1608(b)	uses	a	capitalized	term	“Sell”/“Sale”	without	defining	this	term.		
This	ambiguity	could	lead	regulators	to	classify	any	sale,	resulting	in	someone	
owning	over	20%,	as	a	“Sale”	requiring	surrender	of	the	permit.		To	avoid	this,	we	
propose	defining	the	term	“Sale”	and	bifurcating	the	definition	based	on	non-
profit/for-profit	status,	since	non-profit	businesses	do	not	have	“owners”	in	the	
legal	sense	implicated	by	this	section.	
	
Additionally,	there	appears	to	be	an	error	in	amended	Police	Code	§	1608(c).		The	
provision	seems	intended	to	require	a	permit	amendment	for	any	sales	or	transfers	
that	result	in	any	person	owning	20%	or	more,	and	not	to	require	a	permit	where	
the	transaction	results	in	a	person	owning	less	than	20%.			


	
N. Police	Code	§	1618(aa)	(p.	40,	l.	16):	Allow	Free	Samples	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


		
(aa)	It	shall	be	a	violation	of	this	Article	16	for	any	Cannabis	Business	to	engage	in	
the	nonsale	distribution	of	Cannabis	or	Cannabis	Products,	or	to	permit	the	nonsale	
distribution	of	Cannabis	or	Cannabis	Products	by	any	person	on	the	Premises	of	the	
Cannabis	Business,	except	as	authorized	by	state	law.		For	purposes	of	this	
subsection	(aa),	“nonsale	distribution”	means	to	give	Cannabis	or	Cannabis	Products	
to	the	general	public	at	no	cost,	or	at	nominal	cost,	or	to	give	coupons,	coupon	offers,	
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or	rebate	offers	for	Cannabis	or	Cannabis	Products	to	the	general	public	at	no	cost	
or	at	nominal	cost.	
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
The	draft	would	prohibit	free	samples.		The	Green	Cross	routinely	gives	away	free	
medical	cannabis	products	to	patients.		Many	cannabis	products	are	packaged	and	
sold	as	several	doses	or	even	dozens	of	doses.		We	want	our	patient-members	to	be	
able	to	try	a	new	product	once	for	free	before	committing	to	purchase	a	larger	
quantity.		This	is	important	for	patients’	health	because	it	encourages	trying	a	wider	
variety	of	products	such	that	patients	are	more	likely	to	find	the	one	that	works	best	
for	them.		Further,	while	this	rule	may	have	been	based	on	the	prohibition	on	free	
samples	initially	proposed	by	the	Bureau	of	Cannabis	Control,	the	Bureau	stated	in	
their	September	29,	2017	“Summary	of	Public	Comment”	that	they	are	evaluating	
“the	possible	methods	by	which	samples	could	be	provided.”		Finally,	individual	
employees	at	cannabis	businesses	who	are	21	and	over	should,	at	a	minimum,	be	
allowed	to	provide	up	to	one	ounce	of	cannabis	and	eight	grams	of	cannabis	
concentrates	per	day	to	other	adults	21	and	over,	as	set	forth	in	Cal.	Business	and	
Professions	Code	§	11362.1.		We	propose	that	you	strike	this	proposed	rule.	
	


O. Police	Code	§	1620(a)	(p.	43,	l.	3):	Allow	Patients’	Medication	at	Nonretail	
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
(a)	The	Consumption	and	Smoking	of	Cannabis	and	Cannabis	Products	are	
prohibited	on	the	Premises	of	all	Cannabis	Manufacturing	Facilities,	Cannabis	
Cultivation	Facilities,	Cannabis	Testing	Facilities,	Cannabis	Distributors,	and	
Delivery-Only	Cannabis	Retailers,	except	by	persons	who	possess	a	Physician’s	
Recommendation.	
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
The	draft	would	prohibit	consuming	cannabis	at	the	premises	of	non-retail	
businesses,	including	vaporizing	and	eating	edibles.		However,	many	employees	of	
cannabis	businesses	are	seriously	ill	patients	who	came	to	this	work	specifically	
because	consuming	cannabis	improves	their	health	and	wellbeing.		This	rules	would	
harm	these	employees	who	are	also	patients	needing	to	medicate	with	cannabis.		
We	propose	limiting	this	rule	to	non-patients.			
	


P. Police	Code	§	1627(b)(1)	(p.	51,	l.	18):	Microbusiness	at	Multiple	Premises	
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
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(1)	A	Cannabis	Microbusiness	shall	conduct	all	four	categories	of	Commercial	
activity	(Cultivation,	Manufacture,	Distribution,	and	Sale)	on	the	same	Premises	
within	the	City	and	County	of	San	Francisco.	
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
The	draft	would	require	microbusinesses	to	perform	all	four	commercial	activities	
on	the	same	premises:	cultivation,	manufacturing,	distribution,	and	retail.		This	is	
impractical	and,	moreover,	has	no	precedent	in	the	state	law	that	creates	the	
microbusiness	category.		The	concept	of	a	microbusiness,	that	one	company	will	
perform	all	four	of	these	activities,	does	not	necessitate	all	four	being	at	the	same	
place.		Instead,	we	propose	requiring	that	all	four	be	performed	in	the	City,	in	the	
spirit	of	promoting	local	small	business.	


	
Q. Police	Code	§	1630(b)	(p.	55,	l.	21):	Add	Standard	for	Confidentiality	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


		
(b)	Pursuant	to	this	Section	1630,	the	Inspecting	Departments	shall	have	access	to	
the	Cannabis	Business	Premises,	video	footage,	business	records,	data,	inventory	
levels	and	information	relating	to	Customers,	vendors,	Cannabis	Products,	plans	and	
agreement	(collectively,	“Confidential	Information”).	To	the	extent	authorized	by	
law,	aAn	Inspecting	Department	shall	not	disclose	Confidential	Information	to	the	
public,	and	shall	use	the	Confidential	Information	only	for	purposes	specified	in	this	
Article	16	or	other	laws	and	regulations	of	the	City	specifically	related	to	the	City	
Permittees	from	whom	such	Confidential	Information	has	been	received.		maintain	
in	strictest	confidence,	using	the	same	degree	of	care,	but	no	less	than	a	reasonable	
degree	of	care,	as	the	Inspecting	Department	uses	to	protect	its	own	confidential	
information,	all	Confidential	Information.	The	Inspecting	Department	shall	not	
publish	or	otherwise	disclose	Confidential	Information	to	others,	or	permit	its	use	
by	others,	and	shall	carefully	restrict	access	to	such	Confidential	Information	to	
those	of	its	employees	who	require	it	in	order	for	the	Inspecting	Department	to	
fulfill	its	obligations	under	San	Francisco	law.	The	Inspecting	Department	will	take	
reasonable	measures	to	prevent	unauthorized	access	to,	copying,	or	downloading	of	
all	or	part	of	any	Confidential	Information	stored	electronically	on	a	networked	
computer	system	or	otherwise.	Notwithstanding	the	foregoing,	the	City	may	disclose	
Confidential	Information:…	
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
The	draft	contemplates	requiring	city	inspectors	to	keep	cannabis	businesses’	
proprietary	data	confidential,	but	fails	to	specify	any	particular	standard	of	care	by	
which	inspectors	must	safeguard	its	confidentiality,	which	is	important	for	being	
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able	to	hold	them	accountable.		This	issue	is	of	vital	importance	as	The	Green	Cross	
may	be	required	to	allow	inspectors	access	to	“business	records”	and	“plans”	such	as	
confidential	edibles	recipes,	infusion	methods,	and	other	proprietary	formulae,	
some	of	which	we	have	developed	ourselves	and	some	of	which	we	have	licensed	
from	other	entities.		As	written,	this	rule	requires	keeping	such	data	“confidential”	
but	omits	any	standard	of	care	for	such	requirement.		This	disclosure	prohibition	
could	be	strengthened	by	restricting	intradepartmental	access	on	a	“need-to-know”	
basis	to	those	city	employees	who	need	access	for	executing	the	department’s	
duties.		We	propose	revising	this	provision	to	address	these	issues,	as	shown	above.	
	


R. Health	Code	§	3322	(p.	79,	l.	10):	Sunset	Article	33	in	2020		
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
This	Article	33	shall	expire	by	operation	of	law	on	December	31,	2018	January	1,	
2020,	at	which	time	all	permits	authorizing	the	operation	of	a	Medical	Cannabis	
Dispensary	issued	under	this	Article	33	shall	be	rendered	invalid.		Upon	expiration	
of	the	Article,	the	City	Attorney	shall	cause	it	to	be	removed	from	the	Health	Code.	
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
The	draft	would	sunset	Article	33	in	December	2018,	making	all	current	Medical	
Cannabis	Dispensary	(“MCD”)	permits	expire	at	that	time.		While	the	draft	
contemplates	that	all	“DPH-Permitted	MCDs”	will	be	in	the	process	of	converting	to	
Cannabis	Retail	Uses	by	June	2018,	there	are	many	possible	factors	(both	knowable	
and	unknowable)	that	could	delay	the	City’s	ability	to	accept	and	process	
conversation	applications	by	then.		In	the	worst	case	scenario,	where	public	
proceedings	are	delayed	in	such	a	way	that	few	or	no	MCDs	are	able	to	begin	
conversion	before	Article	33	sunsets,	this	provision	could	seriously	jeopardize	both	
patients’	access	to	cannabis	and	businesses’	eligibility	for	state	licenses.		Instead,	we	
propose	that	Article	33	expire	on	January	1,	2020,	the	date	that	new	Planning	Code	
§	190	addressing	MCD	conversions	would	expire.		This	would	ensure	protections	in	
the	interim	for	patients	and	businesses.	


	
S. Administrative	Code	§	96B.7(b)	(p.	80,	l.	13):	Continue	Federal	Advocacy		


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
	


(b)	Beginning	three	months	after	the	effective	date	of	this	Ordinance	and	continuing	
annually	thereafter,	the	Clerk	of	the	Board	of	Supervisors	shall	send	letters	to	
Governor	of	California,	the	President	of	the	United	States,	and	all	elected	officials	
representing	San	Franciscans	in	the	U.S.	House	of	Representatives,	and	the	U.S.	
Senate,	the	California	Assembly	and	the	California	Senate.	The	letters	shall	state,	
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“The	Board	of	Supervisors	of	the	City	and	County	of	San	Francisco	has	passed	an	
ordinance	to	deprioritize	marijuana	offenses	by	adults,	and	requests	that	the	
Federal	and	California	State	governments	take	immediate	steps	to	tax	and	regulate	
marijuana	use,	cultivation,	and	distribution	and	to	authorize	State	and	local	
communities	to	do	the	same.”	The	Clerk	shall	send	this	letter	annually	until	State	
and	Federal	laws	are	changed	accordingly.		
	


2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	
	
This	provision	seeks	to	cease	sending	annual	letters	to	the	state	and	federal	
governments	advocating	for	cannabis	legalization.		However,	commercial	cannabis	
activity	remains	federally	prohibited,	and	business	operators	are	still	exposed	to	
federal	criminal	liability.		Instead,	we	propose	amending	this	provision	to	send	
advocacy	letters	to	the	federal	government,	not	the	state	government.			


	
Renewed	comments	on	the	9/26/2017	“Planning	Code	Amendments”	draft:	
	
T. Planning	Code	§	102	(p.	4,	l.	19):	Include	Microbusiness	in	Cannabis	Retail	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
Cannabis	Retail.	A	Retail	Sales	and	Service	Use	that	sells	or	otherwise	provides	
cannabis	and	cannabis-related	products	for	adult	use,	and	that	may	also	include	the	
sale	or	provision	of	cannabis	for	medicinal	use.	Cannabis	may	be	consumed	on	site	
pursuant	to	authorization	by	the	City’s	Office	of	Cannabis	and	Department	of	Public	
Health,	as	applicable.	A	Cannabis	Retail	establishment	may	only	be	operated	by	the	
holder	of	(a)	a	valid	license	from	the	State	of	California	(License	Type	10-Retailer	or	
License	Type	12-Microbusiness,	as	defined	in	California	Business	and	Professions	
Code,	Division	10)	and	(b)	a	valid	permit	from	the	City’s	Office	of	Cannabis.	This	use	
is	subject	to	operating	and	location	restrictions	set	forth	in	Section	202.2(a).	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
This	definition	of	Cannabis	Retail	would	include	the	retailer	state	license	type	but	
not	the	microbusiness	state	license	type.		However,	both	retailers	and	
microbusinesses	would	be	allowed	to	engage	in	retail	activity.		We	propose	to	add	
microbusinesses	to	this	definition	of	cannabis	retail.	


	
U. Planning	Code	§	190(a)	(p.	8,	l.	8):	Notification/Review	to	Convert	MCD	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
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(a)	An	establishment	that	holds	a	valid	permit	from	the	Department	of	Public	Health	
to	operate	as	a	Medical	Cannabis	Dispensary	as	of	the	effective	date	of	the	ordinance	
in	Board	File	No.	_________	(“DPH-Permitted	MCD”)	may	convert	to	a	Cannabis	Retail	
Use	without	obtaining	Conditional	Use	authorization	or	seeking	Mandatory	
Discretionary	Review,	by	obtaining	a	building	permit	authorizing	the	change	of	use.	
Such	permits	are	subject	to	neighborhood	notification	pursuant	to	Sections	311	and	
312,	if	applicable.	Only	the	DPH-Permitted	MCD	or	occupants,	stakeholders,	or	
property	owners,	who	reside	or	own	property	within	500	feet	of	the	DPH-Permitted	
MCD,	may	request	that	the	Planning	Commission	exercise	its	discretionary	review	
powers	pursuant	to	Sections	311	and	312.		


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
The	draft	would	make	all	conversions,	of	MCDs	to	Cannabis	Retailers,	subject	to	
discretionary	review.		This	risks	discretionary	reviews	against	all	MCDs	seeking	to	
convert,	potentially	preventing	any	retailers	from	being	allowed	to	provide	access	to	
adult-use	cannabis	in	2018.		To	avoid	this	risk,	we	propose	limiting	eligibility	to	
request	discretionary	review	to	those	stakeholders	located	within	500	feet	of	the	
property	at	issue.	
	


V. Planning	Code	§	190(c)	(p.	8,	l.	13):	Deadline	for	MCD	Conversion	
	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	


	
(c)	In	order	for	a	DPH-Permitted	MCD	to	convert	to	a	Cannabis	Retail	Use	pursuant	
to	this	Section	190,	a	completed	application	for	the	change	of	use	must	be	submitted	
to	the	Department	of	Building	Inspection	no	later	than	June	30,	2018	December	31,	
2018,	and…	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
The	draft	would	require	MCDs	to	begin	the	conversion	process	by	applying	to	DBI	
for	a	change	of	use	by	June	30,	2018.		However,	there	are	many	possible	factors	that	
could	delay	such	an	application,	or	even	the	opportunity	for	such	an	application—
including	the	date	of	passage	of	this	legislation,	and	the	speed	with	which	DBI	
implements	its	provisions—that	are	beyond	the	control	of	DPH-Permitted	MCDs.		
We	propose	delaying	this	deadline	to	December	2018	to	account	for	unpredictable	
delays	on	the	part	of	the	City.	


	
W. Planning	Code	§	303(w)	(p.	17,	l.	16):	Geographic	Distribution	as	Factor	


	
1. Text	of	Ordinance	and	Proposed	Revisions	
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(w)	Cannabis	Retail.	With	respect	to	any	application	for	the	establishment	of	a	new	
Cannabis	Retail	Use,	in	addition	to	the	criteria	set	forth	in	subsections	(c)	and	(d)	
above,	the	Commission	shall	consider	the	geographic	distribution	of	Cannabis	Retail	
Uses	throughout	the	City,	the	balance	of	other	goods	and	services	available	within	
the	general	proximity	of	the	proposed	Cannabis	Retail	Use,	any	increase	in	youth	
access	and	exposure	to	cannabis	at	nearby	facilities	that	primarily	serve	youth,	and	
any	proposed	measures	to	counterbalance	any	such	increase.	


	
2. Policy	Rationale	for	Suggested	Revision	


	
The	draft	would	require	the	Planning	Commission	to	consider	“geographic	
distribution	of	Cannabis	Retail	Uses	throughout	the	City,”	apparently	based	on	the	
discriminatory	presumption	that	it	is	harmful	to	have	multiple	cannabis	retailers	in	
the	same	neighborhood,	or	that	two	cannabis	retailers	are	“worse”	than	one.		The	
inclusion	of	this	language	risks	denying	permits	to	cannabis	retailers	based	on	the	
subjective	understanding	of	a	competitor	being	too	nearby.		We	propose	striking	
this	phrase.	


	
Please	confirm	receipt	of	these	comments,	and	transmit	the	full	text	of	any	modified	
proposed	draft	ordinance(s),	to	KevinReed@TheGreenCross.org.	We	look	forward	to	
receiving	your	feedback	and	discussing	these	issues	further.	
	
Regards,	


	
	
Kevin	Reed	
Founder	&	President	
The	Green	Cross	







careful consideration moving forward.
 
Thank you,
 
--

Kevin Reed

Founder & President
The Green Cross
4218 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94112
 
Mobile: 415.846.7671
Office: 415.648.4420
Fax: 415.431.2420
Email: KevinReed@TheGreenCross.org
Web: TheGreenCross.org
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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: 2017 Mandatory Harassment Prevention Training Memorandum - Commissioners and Board Members
Date: Monday, October 30, 2017 9:59:33 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
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Department of Human Resources

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/
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