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Recommendation: Disapproval

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATING TO THE DISAPPROVAL OF A CONDOMINIUM

CONVERSION SUBDIVISION OF ATHREE-STORY-OVER-GARAGE, SIX-UNIT BUILDING INTO
RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS, PURSUANT TO THE GENERAL PLAN AND SUBDIVISION

CODE SECTIONS 1386 AND 1396 4 WITHIN A RH-3 (RESIDENTIAL-HOUSE, THREE FAMILY)
ZONING DISTRICT AND A 40-X HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICT.

PREAMBLE

On September 25, 2017, Rosemarie MacGuiness (hereinafter "Project Sponsor') filed an application with
the Department of Public Works, Bureau of Street Use and Mapping for Planning Department review to
allow the Condominium Conversion Subdivision of athree-story-over-garage, six-unit building into
residential condominiums within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and a 40-X

Height and Bulk District. The subject building is considered a legal use as the Report of Residential
Building Record indicates that the legal authorized occupancy and use is a six-unit dwelling.

On January 11, 2018, the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") conducted a
duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting on Condominium Conversion Subdivision
Application No. 2017-013609CND. At the hearing, the Project was presented to the Commission, public
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testimony was heard, and after consideration, the Commission adopted a motion of intent to deny the

project and continued the matter to February 1, 2018. At the February 1, 2018 hearing, the Commission

further continued the matter to March 8, 2018.

Section 1396 4 Article 9 of the Subdivision Code of the City and County of San Francisco sets forth the

following rules and regulations for condominium conversions:

A. Units may be converted to condominiums so long as they meet the requirements of the Expedited

Conversion Program per the Subdivision Code Section 1396.4. An exception is provided for two-

unitbuildings where both units are owner-occupied for one year.

B. T'he following categories of buildings may be converted to condominiums:

Buildings consisting of four units or less in which at least one of the units has been

occupied continuously by one of the owners of record for #~~six years prior to the

annual April 15 tri Bring date e€-a i~for conversion and the owners of record

had a fully executed agreement for an exclusive right of occunancv on or before Anri115,

2013.

ii. Buildings consisting of five or six units~ess in which at least three of the units have

been occupied continuously by three of the owners of record for €tee-six years prior to the

annual April 15 triggering date for conversion and the owners of record had a fully

executed agreement for an exclusive right of occu~anc~ on or before April 15, 2013-~a~e

The. Subdivision Code requires that the Planning Commission hold a public hearing to review

condominium conversion subdivisions containing five to six units for consistency with the General Plan

and a~licable vrovisions of the Subdivision Code where at least one unit is residential. The Code calls

for a sales program which promotes affirmative action in housing, anon-transferable tenant right of first-

refusal to purchase the unit occupied by the tenant and various relocation requirements, including the

right to a $1,000 relocation payment.

T'he Subdivision Code further provides for a recorded offer of a lifetime lease for all tenants ~o^ ? ; ^arc

as a condition of final mad a~roval, and requires that no less

than 40 percent of the units as represented through the owning or renting tenants of each unit either have

signed Intent to Purchase forms or be in a position of accepting the offer for such a lifetime lease. The

Code prohibits any increase in rents while the conversion application is pending before the City.

Section 1386, Article 9 of the Subdivision Code of the City and County of San Francisco requires that the

Planning Commission disapprove the Tentative Map if it determines that vacancies in the project have

been increased, elderly or permanently disabled tenants have been displaced or discriminated against in

leasing units, evictions have occurred for the purpose of preparing the building for conversion, or the

subdivider has knowingly submitted incorrect information~to mislead or misdirect efforts by agencies of

the City in the administration of the Subdivision Code). In the evaluation of displacement of elderly
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tenants, the Commission shall consider and such displacements over the preceding three years and the

reasons for the displacement.

'The project was determined not to be a project under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(c) and 15378

because there is no direct or indirect physical change in the environment.

The Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and has

further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant, Department

staff and other interested parties.

MOVED, that the Commission hereby disapproves the Condominium Conversion Subdivision requested

in Application No. 2017-013609CND based on the following findings:

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and

arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

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

2. T'he applicant requests Planning Department review of a Condominium Conversion Subdivision

Application to allow for the conversion of the multi-unit building.

3. As required by Section 1396.4 of the San Francisco Subdivision Code, at least three of the units

have been owner occupied continuously by one or more of the owners of record for #-i~six years

prior to the annual April 15 triggering date for this ~ro~osed conversion and the owners of

record had a fully executed agreement for an exclusive right of occupancy on or before April 15,

201

4. Tenants in the subject building were notified of their right of first-refusal to purchase the unit

they occupy, as required by the Subdivision Code, and of other rights to which they are entitled

under provisions of the same Code.

5. A search of the Rent Board database did not show any tenant petitions or no-fault eviction notices

filed with the Rent Board in the last 5 years. However, a San Francisco County Sheriff did remove

the belongings of Iris Canada, an elderly woman occupying the unit at 670 Page Street, on

February 10, 2017.

6. T'he Project is inconsistent with the requirements set forth in Section 1386, Article 9 of the San

Francisco Subdivision Code, as follows:

a. Iris Canada was an elderly woman who had resided at 670 Page Street for a number of

years before her displacement on February 10, 2017. After reaching an agreement in

which Ms. Canada was granted a Life Estate in 2005, the subdivider alleged in 2016 that
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Ms. Canada had broken the terms of the Life Estate by failing to permanently reside at

670 Page Street and ordered that she vacate the unit. Later that year, The Superior Court

of California granted Ms. Canada relief and allowed her to remain in the unit, but

required that she pay Plaintiffs' attorney fees. Ms. Canada was unable to make such

payment, and was thereafter displaced from 670 Page Street on February 10, 2017, when

her items were removed from the unit by a San Francisco County Sheriff and the locks

were changed.

b. Iris Canada's displacement occurred on February 10, 2017 for the purpose of preparing

the building for conversion. While this was not a "no-fault" eviction as determined by the

Rent Board, the Planning Commission may consider this information as part of its review

of the application and as provided in Subdivision Code Section 1386. The initial Notice to

Vacate issued by the Sheriff's Department specifically notes that 670 Page Street is the

"Eviction Address:'

c The subdivider submitted incorrect information to the City and County of San Francisco.

A Discretionary Review application (2012.0909D), filed with the Planning Department on

July 2, 2014 by the occupant of 678 Page Street, specifically mentions Iris Canada as the

current occupant of 670 Page Street. This information is inconsistent with the building

history listed on "Form 1" of the subdivider's application to the Department of Public

Works, which states that 670 Page Street was "vacant' from November 2012-January

2017.

_d While the Court may have determined that Ms. Canada was no longer entitled to a life

estate under the specific terms of a private agreement, there is evidence showing that she

continued to be a tenant of the unit until February 10, 2017.

~:e. Based on the information stated above as well as in the record, the Commission finds that

this application violates Subdivision Code Section 1386 for four separate and

independent reasons: (~ vacancies in the project have been increased. ii an elderly

tenant has been displaced from her unit within three years preceding the a~~lication date

for the condominium conversion, (iii) an eviction or its equivalent occurred for ~ur~oses

of ~re~arin~ the building for conversions; and (iv) the subidivider has knowingly

submitted incorrect information that mislead and misdirected efforts b~ agencies of the

City in the administration of the Subdivision Code.

7. On balance, the Project is inconsistent with the Objectives and Policies of the General Plan, as

follows:

HOUSING ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE 2:

SAN FRANCISCO 4
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RETAIN EXISTING HOUSING UNTTS, AND PROMOTE SAFETY AND MAINTENANCE

STANDARDS, WITHOUT JEOPARDIZING AFFORDABILITY.

Policy 2.4:

Promote improvements and continued maintenance to existing units to ensure long term

habitation and safety.

Property owners are required to correct outstanding code violations identified in a Physical Inspection

Report issued by the Department of Building Inspection (DBI). All work must be completed and a DBI

Certificate of Final Completion must be issued prior to DPW approval.

OBJECTIVE 3:

PROTECT THE AFFORDABIL,TTY OF THE EXISTING HOUSING STOCK, ESPECIALLY

RENTAL UNITS.

Policy 3.3:

Maintain balance in affordability of existing housing stock by supporting affordable moderate

ownership opportunities.

Conversions of rental stock to condominiums can help achieve affordable homeownership, providing a

category of housing stock for moderate income housing needs. Property owners must achieve this

conversion through one of the City's conversion programs, such as the Expedited Conversion Program, The

Expedited Conversion Program allows property owners to apply to convert their units into condominiums

provided they adhere to the strict standards of the program, including but not limited to restrictions on

displacement of or discrimination against elderly or permanently disabled tenants, evicting tenants for the

purposes of preparing the property for conversion, and providing incorrect or incomplete information in

application documents. By increasing vanacies in the building displacing an elderly tenant, having an

eviction or its equivalent occur for the purpose of preparing the building for conversion and submitting

incorrect or incomplete information to the agencies of the City and County of San Francisco, the subdivider

has failed to achieve the standards set for such conversion. Therefore, this project does not meet the goals of

Policy 3.3.

8. Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review

of permits for consistency with said policies. On balance, the project does not comply with said

policies in that:

A. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future

opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhanced.

The proposal would have no adverse effect upon existing neighborhood-serving retail uses as it is a

change in form of residential tenure.

B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to

preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

SAN FRANCISCO 5
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The proposal is a change in form of residential tenure and would not alter the existing housing and

neighborhood character of the vicinity. However, the. economic diversity of the neighborhood would

likely be altered as a result of the Project, as a conversion of units from rental to ownership may affect

who occupies the units, thus resulting in a less economically diverse neighborhood and City.

C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced,

No housing would be removed for this project, but eviction or its equivalent of a long-term elderlu

resident in order to convert to a higher value form of housing is not in keeping with the City's goal of
maintaining affordable housing. While the maintaining of a certain class of housing available for

ownership opportunity is important, the eviction of a long-term tenant does not satisfy the City's goals

of protecting tenants of rental units or ensuring that more affordable rental units are available to

residents.

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or

neighborhood parking.

The proposal is a change in form of residential tenure and would not affect public transit or

neighborhood parking.

E. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors

from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for

resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The proposal is a change in form of residential tenure and would not involve the industrial or service

sectors of the City.

F. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of

life in an earthquake.

The proposal is subject to inspection by the Department of Building Inspection and will be required to

make any code required repairs, including those related to life safety issues, prior to the recordation of

the final condominium subdivision map.

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The proposal is a change in form of residential tenure and would not affect landmarks or historic

buildings.

H. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from

development.

The proposal is a change in form of residential tenure and would not affect public parks or open space.
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9. T'he Project is inconsistent with and would not promote the general and specific purposes of the

Code provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed and proposed, and given the actions of

the subdividers, the Project would not contribute to the character and stability of the

neighborhood and would not constitute a beneficial development.

10. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Condominium Conversion Subdivision would

not promote the health, safety and welfare of the City.
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'That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, Department staff and other interested

parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings and all other written

materials submitted by all parties, the a~licants' violation of Subdivision Code Section 1386, and the

proposed subdivision's inconsistency with the General Plan and priority policies 2 and 3. the

Commission hereby DISAPPROVES Condominium Conversion Subdivision Application No. 2017-

013609CND.

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on March 8, 2018, 2018.

Jonas Ionin
Commission Secretary

AYES:

NAYS:

ABSENT:

ADOPTED: March 8, 2018

SAN FRANCISCO 8
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To: Lindsay, Ashley (CPC)
Subject: RE: In support of AT&T antennae -Case No. 2016-014839CUA

From: Stephen Fiehler <swf5007@~mail.com>
Sent: Saturday, March 3, 2018 2:49:05 PM
To: Lindsay, Ashley (CPC)
Cc: mhill@i5ip.com
Subject: In support of AT&T antennae -Case No. 2016-014839CUA

Ashley,

I won't be able to attend the March 8 Conditional Use Authorization hearing at City Hall, but I'm writing to
express my support for the new AT&T equipment to be installed at 4093 24th St. Case No. 2016-014839CUA.

I live at 3930 24th St. As a customer of AT&T, I'm very interested in improved reception. My call quality varies
depending on where I am in my apartment.

Please take with a grain of salt any anti-science individuals who protest this application. The American Cancer
Society has stated:

"At this time, there is very little evidence to support this idea [that cell phone towers cause cancer]. In theory,
there are some important points that would argue against cellular phone towers being able to cause cancer."

https://www. cancer.or~/cancer/cancer-causes/radiation-expo sure/cellular-phone-towers.html

I appreciate your time and consideration. I hope my voice can still be heard even though I won't be able to
attend the hearing in person.

-Stephen

Stephen W. Fiehler
412-736-2522
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Hearing Date: March 8, 2018 415.558.6378

Case No.: 2015-000644ENV Fes:

Project: Biosolids Digester Facilities Project 415.558.6409

Project Location: 750 Phelps Street, 1700 Jerrold
Planning

Avenue, 1800 Jerrold Avenue, and 1801 Jerrold information:
Avenue 415.558.6377

Project Sponsor: San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

525 Golden Gate Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94102

Staff Contact: Timothy Johnston — (415) 575-9035

Timoth~Tohnston@sf  ~ov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE CERTIFICATION OF A FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR THE PROPOSED BIOSOLIDS DIGESTER FACILITIES PROJECT.

MOVED, that the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission")hereby

CERTIFIES the Final Environmental Impact Report identified as Case No. 2015-00644ENV,

Biosolids Digester Facilities Project (hereinafter, "Project"), located u1 San Francisco, based

upon the following findings:

The City and County of San Francisco, acting through the Planning Department

("Department") fulfilled all procedural requirements of the California Environmental

Quality Act (Cal. Pub. Res. Code Section 21000 et seq., hereinafter "CEQA"), the State CEQA

Guidelines (Cal. Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 15000 et seq., hereinafter "CEQA

Guidelines") and Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code (hereinafter

"Chapter 31").

A. The Department determined that an Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") was

required for the Project and provided public notice of that determination by publication

in a newspaper of general circulation, and in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section

15082, prepared and circulated a first and then a revised Notice of Preparation ("NOP")

to interested entities and individuals to begin the formal CEQA scoping process for the

Project on June 24, 2015. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15083, the

Department conducted a scoping meeting on July 16, 2015, at the Southeast Community

Facility, 1800 Oakdale Avenue, San Francisco. The purpose of the meeting was to

present the proposed Project to the public and receive public input regarding the

proposed scope of the EIR analysis. The Department accepted public comments

between June 24, through July 27, 2015. A scoping report was prepared to summarize

www.sfpfanning.org
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the public scoping process and the comments received in response to the NOP, and the
report is included in Appendix NOP of the Draft EIR.

The San Francisco Planning Departrnent received thirteen comments on the scope of the
EIR either at the scoping meeting or in writing following the scoping meeting. T'he
comment inventory for the NOP is included in Appendix NOP of the Draft EIR.

B. On May 3, 2017, the Department published the Draft Environmental Impact Report
("DEIR") and provided public notice in a newspaper of general circulation of the
availability of the DEIR for public review and comment fora 45-day period, and of the
date and time of the Planning Commission public hearing on the DEIR; this notice was
mailed to the Department's list of persons requesting such notice and other interested
parties.

C. Notices of availability of the DEIR and of the date and time of the public hearing were
posted near the Project site by Department staff on May 3, 2017. The Notice of
Availability was also made available at the main public library in San Francisco.

D. On May 4, 2017, copies of the DEIR were mailed or otherwise delivered to a list of
persons requesting it, to those noted on the distribution list in the DEIR, to adjacent
property owners, and to government agencies, the latter both directly and through the
State Clearinghouse. The DEIR was posted on the Departrnent's website.

E. A Notice of Completion was filed with the State Secretary of Resources via the State
Clearinghouse on May 4, 2017.

2. The Planning Commission held aduly-advertised public hearing on the DEIR to accept
written or oral comments on June 1, 2017. The public hearing transcripts are in the Project
record. The period for acceptance of written comments ended on June 19, 2017.

3. The Departrnent prepared responses to comments on environmental issues received at the
public hearing and in writing during the 45-day public review period for the DEIR, and
prepared revisions to the text of the DEIR in response to comments received or based on
additional information that became available during the public review period. The
Department provided additional, updated information and clarification on issues raised by
commenters, as well as SFPUC and the Planning Department, to address Project updates
since publication of the DEIR This material was presented in a Responses to Comments
document ("RTC"), published on February 23, 2018, and distributed to the Commission,
and all parties who commented on the DEIR, and made available to others upon request at
the Department and on the Department's website.

4. A Final Environmental Impact Report ("FEIIZ")has been prepared by the Department,
consisting of the DEIR, any consultations and comments received during the review
process, any additional infarmation that became available, and the RTC document, all as
required by law.
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5. Project files on the FEIR have been made available for review by the Commission and the
public. These files are available for public review at the Department at 1650 Mission Street
and are part of the record before the Commission. Jonas Ionin is the custodian of the
records. Copies of the DEIR and associated reference materials, as well as the RTC
document, are also available for review at public libraries in San Francisco, as well as on the
Department's website.

6. The Commission, in certifying the completion of said FEIR, hereby does find that that none
of the factors that would necessitate recirculation of the Final EIR under CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5 are present. The Final EIR contains no information revealing (1) any new
significant environmental impact that would result from the Project or from a new
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented, (2) any substantial increase in the
severity of a previously identified environmental impact, (3) any feasible Project alternative
or mitigation measure considerably different from others previously analyzed that would
clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the Project, but that was rejected by the
Project's proponents, or (4) that the Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically
inadequate and conclusory in nature that meaningful public review and comment were
precluded.

The Commission finds that the Project proposed for approval is within the scope of the
Project analyzed in the Final EIR and the Final EIR fully analyzed the Project proposed for
approval. No new impacts have been identified that were not analyzed in the Final EIR.

7. The Commission further finds, in certifying the completion of the Final EIR, that the Project
described in the FEIR would have a significant and unavoidable impact with respect to air
quality and cultural resources, and would contribute to significant and unavoidable
cumulative impacts relating to air quality and cultural resources, even with implementation
of mitigation measures.

$. On March 8, 2018, the Commission reviewed and considered the FEIR and hereby does find
that the contents of said report and the procedures through which the FEIR was prepared,
publicized, and reviewed comply with the provisions of CEQA, the CEQA Guidelines, and
Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

9. T'he Planning Commission hereby does find that the Final Environmental Impact Report
concerning File No. 2015-000644ENV, Biosolids Digester Facilities Project, reflects the
independent judgment and analysis of the City and County of San Francisco, is adequate,
accurate and objective, and that the Responses to Comments document contains no
significant revisions to the DEIR or information that would necessitate recirculation of the
FEIR under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, and hereby does CERTIFY THE
COMPLETION of said Final Environmental Impact Report in compliance with CEQA and
the CEQA Guidelines.

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was ADOPTED by the Planning Commission at its
regular meeting of March 8, 2018.
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Jonas Ionin

Commission Secretary

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

ADOPTED:
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