
From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:05:47 PM

 
 
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: Renee Richards and John Hill [mailto:fogline@pacbell.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 1:57 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS);
Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,
(BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
 
Dear Supervisors,
 
As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know,
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning
and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing
problems.
 
These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.
 
Thank you,
 
Renee A. Richards
666 42nd Ave.
SF, CA 94121
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:06:45 PM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg

STRONGLY OPPOSING SB827 and SB828.msg
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STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Ashley Wessinger

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Ashley Wessinger




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB827 and SB828

		From

		Michael Barker

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); sanfra.fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; rsejohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Cc

		nbarker73@gmail.com

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sanfra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; rsejohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; nbarker73@gmail.com



Supervisors,



 



As a San Francisco Resident and Voter, I strongly urge you to pass a Resolution opposing SB827 and SB828, with or without amendments.  As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each City’s control over planning and housing.  All California cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.



 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



 



Thanks again,



 



Michael, Nicole, Sophia and Mazzy Barker



2027 Jefferson Street



San Francisco, CA  94123







From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:13:20 PM

 
 
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: alan silverman [mailto:alansilverman185@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:09 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS);
Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,
(BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
 
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments.  
If these bills are passed the State would remove our city’s control over planning and housing. 
These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's neighborhoods.

Thank you,

Alan Silverman

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


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:14:30 PM

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Sanjay Jain [mailto:sanjayjain@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Saturday, March 31, 2018 9:39 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed,
London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter for over two decades, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB
827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each
city’s control over planning and housing.

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

I have been appalled by the acceleration of slow and steady encroachment by housing authorities and developers in
our San Francisco neighborhoods.  These bills are just another example of such mistakes veiled in the noble effort to
arrest our city’s housing problems.  It must be clear to all that more housing, taller housing, and ill-fitting housing is
not the solution, but rather perpetuate the problems.  Note the enormous amount of empty housing stock in our city,
in all the wrong places.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.  Please stand up now to stop the problem.

Thank you,

Sanjay Jain
2262 Bay Street
San Francisco, CA 94123
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:15:17 PM
Attachments: SB 827.msg
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SB 827

		From

		mary oconnell

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each cityâ€™s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,


Mary OConnell




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Heather Jain

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Heather Jain

2262 Bay Street




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Lorena Calcagni

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors, 



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution 
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 



Thank you,



Lorraine Calcagni 






STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Danice Fagin

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution
opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 
if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,



​Danice Fagin​






STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Shari Malone

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors, 



NO NO NO on SB 827 and SB 828 !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!



I’ve lived at 2151 Filbert between Fillmore and Webster since I bought the property in 1985.  I LOVE San Francisco.

OUR CITY has to set the policies for our city- we CANNOT abdicate those to the state!  



SF is ICONIC because of its uniqueness.  We need to protect the beauty of our neighborhoods.   We are growing robustly south of market and that is appropriate and planned.  SF planned it – CALIFORNIA STATE should have no say in our city policies.  



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 



PLEASE – I BEG OF YOU….



NO NO NO on SB 827 and 828!



Sharon J. Malone and Robert B. Kozma






STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		B1

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



charna ball

SF CA





From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSE SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:15:27 PM

 
 
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: egraham@presynct.com [mailto:egraham@presynct.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:14 PM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai,
Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS);
Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,
(BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSE SB 828 and SB 827
 
Dear Supervisors:
 
As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB
828, with and without amendments. These bills allow the State to overrule local control of planning
and housing.
 
Californians need better solutions to housing problems.
 
Evelyn Graham
Pierce St, San Francisco, CA 94123
 

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


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

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

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for the Week of April 2, 2018
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 2:22:11 PM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 4.2.18.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, April 02, 2018 8:54 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for the Week of April 2, 2018
 
Good morning.
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. 
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Mark Farrell
City and County of San Francisco
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org
 
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:francis.tsang@sfgov.org

To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

April 2, 2018

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of April 2, 2018

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of April 2, 2018. 

Arts (Monday, April 2, 2PM)


Action Items

· Discussion and possible motion to rescind the FY2018-2019 Special Grant to Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association, for an amount not to exceed $30,000 authorized by Resolution No. 0305-18-067.


· Discussion and possible motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into a grant agreement with Hayes Valley Neighborhood Association (Fiscal Sponsor: Intersection for the Arts) for an amount not to exceed $30,000 to provide community engagement through ongoing arts-related programming in District 5.


· Discussion and possible motion to amend and increase the Special Project Grant to Intersection for the Arts, fiscal sponsor for the Arts Education Alliance of the Bay Area (authorized by Resolution No. 0104-16-016, Resolution No. 0912-16-244 and Resolution No. 1002-17-317) by $20,000, for a total grant amount not to exceed $80,000, and to extend the grant window to June 30, 2019. This grant is to support professional development and networking for the arts provider and teaching artists community.


· Motion to approve Post-Phase 3 Changes of the Tad’s Steakhouse Project.


· Motion to approve Phase 1 of the Daly City Vista Grande Drainage Basin Improvements Project contingent upon: 1) inflecting the flat side of the building to make the structure a parallelogram shape; and 2) simplifying the panels in between the doors.


· Motion to approve Phase 1 of the Castro Station Elevator Project contingent upon 1) that the structural frame have glazing and no mullions; 2) that the top of the elevator be glass; 3) making the structure monochromatic and consistent; 4) implementing the preferred torch light standard; 5) expanding or eliminating the large glass paving at the upper grade level for future proofing; 6) aligning the elevator with the center of entry approach; 7) studying the translucency of the top structure (fritted, opaque or whited) for bird safety; 8) creating more visibility for the elevator at platform level; and 9) studying how security happens in relation to the obelisk.


· Motion to approve Phase 3 of the SFO AirTrain Extension and Improvements Project contigent upon: 1) minimizing the number of panel sizes on the elevator shaft; and 2) using the same pipes used in fencing for the security door instead of a solid door gate.


· Motion to approve Phase 2 of the Angelo Rossi Pool Improvement Project contingent upon: 1) extending the new paving at the entrance for wider path; 2) reducing the number of columns of the entrance passage and substantiating the support beam; 3) respecting the pattern of the eaves; 4) using horizontal cable railing instead of picket vertical rail; 5) using preferred color scheme of cream base and bronze metal: 6) adding some more hedge material on the north side of the building; and 7) using Option 1 of the single panel perforated metal.


· Motion to approve the mural design of The Conductor’s Path by artist Allison Tinati (also known as Hueman). The painted mural will be on the exterior walls on Hickory Alley between Van Ness Avenue and Franklin Street, on the south façade of 131, 145, 149, 155 and 159 Fell Street. The mural will also include the east and west façade of 145 Fell Street. The painted mural will measure approximately 20 ft. x 35 ft., 55 ft. x 40 ft., 20 ft. x 28 ft., 20 ft. x 28 ft. and 20 ft. x 28 ft. The east façade at 145 Fell Street will measure approximately 35 ft. x 25 ft. and the west façade will measure approximately 35 ft. x 25 ft. The project is funded by the Community Challenge Grant and is sponsored by Build Public on behalf of The Friends of Hickory Alley; the painted mural will not become part of the Civic Art Collection. The approval is pending CAPA and VARA waivers for artwork placed on private property.


· Motion to approve the mural design of Tenderloin in Motion by artist Twin Walls Mural Co. (artists Elaine Chu and Marina Perez). The painted mural will be on construction barricades on the entire block of Turk Street between Mason and Taylor Streets on the south side of the street. The painted mural will measure approximately 8 ft. x 300 ft. This temporary mural project will be installed for two years. The project is funded by the Office of Economic and Workforce Development and Group i and is sponsored by CounterPulse; the painted mural will not become part of the Civic Art Collection. The approval is pending a signed CAPA and VARA waiver for artwork placed on private property.


· Motion to rescind the following resolutions due to a clerical error with the payment amounts:


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-017: Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to pay each of the following artists an honorarium of up to $5,000 for the development of a proposal for Building 1 Plaza for the Treasure Island Art Program: Ai Wei Wei, Pae White, Chakaia Booker and Ned Kahn (alternate).


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-018: Motion to pay an honorarium of up to $5,000 each to Ai Wei Wei, Antony Gormley and Jorge Pardo for the development of a proposal for Waterfront Plaza for the Treasure Island Art Program.


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-019: Motion to pay an honorarium of up to $5,000 each to Hiroshi Sugimoto, Chakaia Booker and Andy Goldsworthy for the development of a proposal for Yerba Buena Hilltop Park for the Treasure Island Art Program.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to pay each of the following artists an honorarium for the development of proposals for the Treasure Island Art Program, not to exceed the amounts listed:


· Building One Plaza Artists:


· Ai Wei Wei, Represented by Haines Fine Arts LTD, $3,000


· Chakaia Booker, $3,826


· Pae White, DBA Pae White Studio, Inc., $3,700


· Waterfront Plaza Artists:


· Ai Wei Wei, Represented by Haines Fine Arts LTD, $3,000


· Antony Gormley, Represented by White Cube Limited, $7,500


· Jorge Pardo, DBA Jorge Pardo Sculpture LLC, $3,725


· Yerba Buena Island Hilltop Park Artists:


· Hiroshi Sugimoto, DBA Door Four LLC, $4,652


· Chakaia Booker, $3,826


· Andy Goldsworthy, Represented by Haines Fine Arts LTD, $5,183


· Motion to rescind the following resolutions due to a schedule change:


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-015: Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Squared by artist Charles Gadeken in Patricia’s Green for a period from January 2018 through January 2019, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $45,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· RESOLUTION NO. 0108-18-016: Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Tara by artist Dana Albany in Patricia’s Green for a period from January 2019 through January 2020, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $20,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Squared by artist Charles Gadeken in Patricia’s Green for a period from May 2018 through May 2019, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $45,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· Motion to approve the display of a sculpture entitled Tara by artist Dana Albany in Patricia’s Green for a period from May 2019 through May 2020, and to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to execute a loan agreement with the artist for $20,000 inclusive of honorarium, loan fee, engineering, insurance, transportation, installation, deinstallation and periodic maintenance of the work during the term of its display, pending approval from the Recreation and Park Commission.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to increase Michelle Fleck’s contract from $6,720 to $13,440 (an increase of $6,720) to produce a StreetSmARTS Mural at 285 Bartlett Street, to cover two sides of the building flanking the entryway instead of one as accounted for in the original agreement.


· Motion to retroactively approve Erica Deeman, artist, as a panelist for public art selection panels for the 2017-2018 Fiscal Year.


· Motion to approve the following arts professionals as panelists for public art selection panels for the 2017-2018 Fiscal Year:


· Indira Allegra, artist and independent curator


· Jacqueline Francis, Chair, Visual and Critical Studies, California College of the Arts


· Ajuan M. Mance, Professor, English, Mills College and artist


· Karen Mar, Architect, YAMAMAR


· Dorothy Santos, independent writer, editor and curator


· Karen Seneferu, professor, artist and curator


· Motion to approve a curatorial honorarium in the amount of $5,000 to Ann Jastrab for the research and development of an SFAC Galleries’ exhibition (title to be determined) at San Francisco City Hall opening in May 2018.


· Motion to approve artists’ honoraria for participation in an SFAC Galleries exhibition at San Francisco City Hall opening in May 2018. The following artists will receive the following amounts to fund the research and development of artwork for exhibition: Mercedes Dorame ($2,600), Donna J. Wan ($2,000), Greta Pratt ($1,900), Mimi Plumb ($2,500), Kari Orvik ($1,800), Christa Blackwood ($1,800), Jennifer Little ($1,700), Ingeborg Gerdes ($1,800), Tomiko Jones ($1,900) and Kathya Landeros ($2,000). 


· Motion to approve artists’ honoraria for participating in the SFAC Galleries Neighborhood Arts Program 50th Anniversary exhibition, as follows: $2,000 to Veronica De Jesus for newly commissioned works; $400 to each of the following for loaning existing works: Enrique Chagoya, Lenore Chinn, Juan Fuentes, Orlando de la Garza, Katie Gilmartin, Aron Kantor, Việt Lê, Elizabeth Maynard, Geri Montano, Joe Ramos and Rene Yañez, plus additional artists to be announced at a later date.


· Motion to approve Rodney Ewing’s six final designs for the 2018 Art on Market Street Kiosk Poster Series.


· Motion to approve the project outline for the 2019 Art on Market Street Kiosk Poster Series.


· Motion to approve Michael Arcega, Michael Bartalos, Adam Feibelman, Amos Goldbaum and Eric Powell as finalists for the Ambulance Deployment Facility Public Art Project as recommended by the artist selection panel.


· Motion to approve the Conceptual Design (revised design and location of artwork) by Jason Jägel for the San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1, Boarding Area B, Holdroom 10.


· Motion to approve the final design development documents and construction document phase deliverables for Sarah Sze’s artwork, Double Horizon, for the Moscone Expansion, West Bridge Public Art Project.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into a grant agreement with SF Travel for an amount not to exceed $275,000 to support artist presenters, keynote speakers, translation services, cultural venue fees and associated costs of the World Cities Culture Summit in San Francisco in November 2018 as part of local co-host obligations.


· Motion to approve the proposed allocation of $1,000,000 from the Public Art Trust for the following purposes pursuant to Section 429 of the Planning Code, not to exceed the amounts listed for each:


· $500,000 to be awarded to one or more San Francisco-based arts organizations for capital improvement projects;


· $200,000 to be used for multiple grants to artists and/or nonprofit arts organizations within the City’s established cultural districts for artistic projects that celebrate and honor longstanding communities in imaginative and meaningful ways, and which are free and accessible to the general public;


· $300,000 to be used for temporary public art projects in the Civic Center Commons and other sites as recommended by staff and approved by the Commission.

Civil Service (Monday, April 2, 2PM)

Action Items


· Review of Request for Approval of Proposed Personal Services Contracts:


· General Services Agency – City Administrator - $3,000,000 - Provide Clearinghouse services, working with publications posting various City public announcements, notices, and advertising.  Contractor will work closely with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.  Contractor will follow all official advertising procedures, scheduling and deadlines and all other City posting procedures.  Contractor will furnish the City a copy notice within two (2) hours of the publication’s submission deadline and provide the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors documentation of publications to ensure published notice requirements were met and confirming meetings are still on schedule.  Contractor will provide intermediary services between newspapers, and the Clerk of the board of Supervisors and other City Departments.  Contractor provides special holiday scheduling deadlines weeks prior to affected holiday.  Contractor provides emergency contact during weekends and non-business hours.


· General Services Agency – City Administrator - $5,000,000 - Contractor(s) will provide 1) a single, toll-free 800 telephone number for participating City departments to access telephonic language interpretation service in Core Languages and must  be available 24 hours a day, 365 days of the year; 2) document translation or other non-telephonic language services; and/or 3) Community Interpreter Training and language proficiency assessment.  All language services will be performed by individuals who are certified by the State of California Certified and/or American Standards for Testing and Materials or for legal and medical interpretation.  Core Languages will be defined as Chinese (Cantonese and Mandarin), Spanish, Filipino (Tagalog), Russian, and Vietnamese.  Additionally, other languages may be included as needs emerge.  Contractor services will only be used when a City employee is not available to conduct the interpretation/translation work or when legal needs require an interpreter/translator who is certified and therefore less open to potential legal challenges.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $500,000 - At the request of its Oversight and Advisory Committee, the Department of Children, Youth and Their Families seeks to engage a professional event planner to help in the coordination and logistics of multiple community engagement events and focus groups to be held throughout the 2018-2023 funding cycle.  These events will be an important department outreach initiative to connect directly with San Francisco citizens and gain feedback from key stakeholders.  They will allow the department to confer directly with the nonprofit organizations providing youth services in the city, as well as the direct recipients of these services.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $13,500,000 - This request is for professional evaluation of the department’s grant-funded programs providing services to children, youth and their families.  Evaluation services will measure the quality of services provided and the effectiveness of programs and inform strategic planning with respect to the department’s goals listed in our authorizing legislation and results identified through the department’s planning process.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $375,000 - The Department of Children, Youth and Their Families wishes to engage photographers and video producers to record the work of the nonprofit organizations it supports.  The work created by these artists will be used by the department in print and online for community engagement and education.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $20,000,000 - This request is for professional technical assistance and capacity building for department grant-funded nonprofit programs providing services to children, youth and their families.  Technical assistance and capacity building will be provided broadly to address issues of programs quality and administrative capability.


· Children; Youth & Their Families - $3,000,000 - The Department of Children, Youth and Their Families seeks a fiscal intermediary to provide fiscal and human resources support to the Youth Empowerment Allocation’s youth-led initiatives and projects.  The Youth Empowerment Allocation is a funding stream established in the San Francisco Charter, which states the department’s annual Children and Youth Fund support must “include funding for youth-initiated projects totaling at least 3 percent of the total proposed expenditures from the Fund for the cycle.”  These funds are referred to as the Youth Empowerment Allocation.  The department seeks a contract with a fiscal intermediary that can provide fiscal management to youth-initiated projects, manage annual events, hire and support youth interns to act in an advisory capacity to the implementation of the Youth Empowerment Allocation.


· Juvenile Probation - $554,400 - Contractor will provide electronic monitoring services and necessary equipment for eligible Juvenile Probation Department youth.  Service will allow the department to track youth released to the program in lieu of detention.


· Port - $2,100,000 - The Port of San Francisco is seeking technical support services on an as-needed basis in the review and implementation of various maps, infrastructure systems design, and facilitation and coordination of various approval processes.  The services are related to the development of two master planned Port projects at Pier 70 and Mission Rock.  Pier 70 is a 28 acre mixed use development along the San Francisco Central Waterfront, adjacent to the Dogpatch neighborhood.  Mission Rock is a 20 acre mixed use, master planned development near Pier 58-50 in the City’s Mission Bay Redevelopment project area.  The selected consultant will provide technical support to the Port consistent with Interagency Cooperation Agreements (ICA) and entitlement documents. In addition, the selected consultant will facilitate the ICA process on behalf of the Port, review submissions with respect to the Port’s proprietary role and authority for permitting, advising the Port on infrastructure issues, and providing constructive feedback recommendations, troubleshooting, and resolving plan review comments.


· Human Resources - $2,500,000 - The Contractor will negotiate collective bargaining agreements on behalf of the Department of Human Resources (DHR).  As a chief negotiator, the Contractor will review the current Memoranda of Understanding, review past grievances and past proposals from the City and the Union, meet with the City’s bargaining team, develop opening proposals, negotiate with Labor unions, and coordinate with DHR.


· Airport Commission - $48,000,000 to $110,000,000 - Project Management Support Services (PMSS) teams with design, design-build, construction manager/general contractor (CM/GC), and design-bid-build experience at airports to manage the design and construction of the Terminal 1 Redevelopment Program Boarding Area B and Terminal 1 Redevelopment Projects.  Work will include project planning, controls, reporting, scheduling, budgeting, document control, coordination, design management, contracts management and constructability review for the following elements:  1) new interior spaces; 2) construction of a program-wide common use baggage handling system; 3) relocation and/or installation of new passenger loading areas and new foundations and fixed walkways; 4) site work for pavement grade modifications, installation of a garbage collection area, aircraft apron lighting, ground service equipment charging stations; 5) installation of utilities and ancillary systems and equipment; 6) modifications and/or relocations of utility, technology, and mechanical/electrical/plumbing systems; and 7) passenger amenities. Scope Change: The scope of work under this PSC hasn’t changed but the work under the related construction project has been increased and this PSC supports that added work.


· City Planning - $300,000 to $650,000 - The Exploratorium will place a new approximately 3,000 sq. ft. temporary Living Innovation Zone in UN Plaza for two (2) years; Lead design process from concept sketches to design build; Solicit community feedback with district stakeholder; Produce 2D site plan and 3D site renderings for presentations and permit; Design and construct temporary Living Innovation Zone features; and Develop and fabricate 3-4 site-specific zones. Scope Change: To include a new installation exhibit for Alvord Lake for three (3) years.  The project is part of the Stanyan Street Frontage Improvement plan; Lead design process from concept sketches to design build; Solicit community feedback with district stakeholders; Produce 2D site plan and 3D site renderings for presentations and permit; Design and construct architectural features such as platforms and walls as appropriate; Develop and fabricate site-specific installations; Design and construct seating as relevant for the exhibition design and site considerations; Design and produce graphics and signage.


· Public Health - $40,000 to $175,000 - Contractor will provide specially trained medical clowns to provide comfort and support to patients, their families and/or their caregivers.  Medical clown services are a specialized form of patient support services that some studies have shown to be an effective part of the overall treatment plan for a patient.  Medical clowns may utilize music, humor, magic tricks, and other techniques to entertain and relax patients.


· Public Health - $30,000 to $125,000 - The Contractor will provide as needed expert consultation and training on the very complex issues and procedures related to the City and DPH receiving reimbursement for services provided to patients/clients receiving services paid for by Federal monies administered through the State- medical Administrative Activities (MAA) and Targeted case Management (TCM) Programs.  These programs allow DPH to receive approximately $10 million dollars in revenue annually.  This consultation consists of advising on validating staff time survey documentation, new issues anticipated from the programs transition to electronic claims submissions, and the expanded need and potential revenue possible with the advent of health care reform.


· Appeal by Vivian Chow of the Director of Transportation’s Determination to Administratively Close Her Complaint of Discrimination and Harassment. Recommendation: Approve appellant’s request to postpone to the meeting of May 21, 2018.


· Continue Discussions with Proposed Rule Changes for De-Identification. Recommendation: The Executive Officer has asked to continue the matter until April 16, 2018 to provide enough time to prepare an adequate staff report.

· Appeal by Benny Lew:  Reconsideration of Register No. 0202-17-6 Appealing the Director of Transportation’s Findings that there is Insufficient Evidence to Support a Claim of Discrimination Due to Age and Disability, EEO File No. 2172. Recommendation: Adopt the Executive Officer’s Staff Report and approve the reconsideration of Benny Lew’s appeal to be scheduled for the next Civil Service Commission meeting.

· Appeal by Deonte Walker of the Transportation Director’s Finding that there was Insufficient Evidence to Sustain His Complaint of Harassment and Discrimination Due to Race.  Recommendation: Adopt the report and deny Mr. Walker’s appeal. (Closed Session)

Youth (Monday, April 2, 515PM)


Action Items


· Presentation on San Francisco Kids vs. Big Tobacco - Presenter: Randy Uang, member of the San Francisco Tobacco Free Coalition


· Presentation on San Francisco’s Seawall Earthquake Safety & Disaster Prevention Program - Presenter: Brad Benson, Director of Special Projects, and Margaret Doyle, Budget Analyst for the Port of San Francisco


· [Second Reading] Resolution 1718-AL-10 [Resolution urging the Department of Children Youth and their Families to allocate $270,000 for fee waivers for California IDs for Youth in San Francisco between the ages of 14-18]

· [First Reading] Resolution 1718-AL-11 [Resolution Denouncing the shooting of Jesus Adolfo Delgado Duarte and urging for Police Reform]


Airport (Tuesday, April 3, 9AM)


Action Items


· Authorization of the Sale of an Additional $278,000,000 Aggregate Principal Amount of Previously Approved San Francisco International Airport Second Series Revenue Bonds for the Hotel Project and Related Purposes; and of $260,000,000 Aggregate Principal Amount of Previously Approved San Francisco International Airport Special Facility Bonds for the Hotel Project


· Authorization of the Sale of an Additional $950,000,000 Aggregate Principal Amount of Previously Approved San Francisco International Airport Second Series Revenue Bonds for Capital Plan Purposes Authorization to Execute Letter of Credit and Reimbursement Agreements with:


· (1) Sumitomo Mitsui Banking Corporation to Secure Up to $139 Million Principal Amount of Airport Commission Variable Rate Bonds for a Term of Four Years, and


· (2) Barclays Bank PLC to Secure Up to $139 Million Principal Amount of Airport Commission Variable Rate Bonds for a Term of Four Years


· Approval of Phase C5 to Contract No. 10011.66 Design-Build Services for the Terminal 1 Center Project - Hensel Phelps Construction Company - $67,991,073

· Approval of Phase C4 to Contract No. 10511.76 Design-Build Services for the Airport Security Infrastructure Program - Hunt Construction Group, Inc. - $27,974,900

· Modification No. 3 (Annual Renewal) to Professional Services Contract No. 11252.41 - Project Management Support Services for Activation Planning Services - SFO Partners - $2,994,000

· Modification No. 1 to Contract No. 50052 Airport Information and Guest Assistance Services - Hallmark Aviation Services, L.P. - $15,803,224

· Authorization to Negotiate Contract No. 50107.01 - Management and Operation of the Airport’s Public and Employee Parking Facilities New South Parking - California, GP

· Approval of Phase C8 of Contract No. 9350A.66 Design-Build Services for the REACH - Customer Hospitality, Boarding Areas A & G Project - Webcor Construction LP dba Webcor Builders - $1,846,329

· Award of Contract No. 11144.76 Construction Services for the Central Garage Tunnel Doors Project - Rubecon Builders - $617,884

· Approval of Phase C5 to Contract No. 8427C.66 Design-Build Services for the Mel Leong Treatment Plant, Industrial Wastewater and Recycled Water Upgrades Project - Walsh Construction Company II, LLC - $969,896


· Authorization to Issue a Request for Proposals for Contract No. 50169 State Legislative Advocacy Services


· Modification No. 2 to Professional Services Contract No. 50036 Airport Management and Financial Consulting Services - LeighFisher, Inc. - $250,000


· Modification No. 4 to Contract No. 8977 Airport Customer Survey Services - Corey, Canapary & Galanis - $50,000


· Modification No. 1 to Contract No. 10647.61 International Terminal Building Roadway Expansion Joints Repairs and Storm Drain Gutter System Replacement - Schembri Construction - Time extension only


· Second Amendment of Off-Airport Property Lease L09-0023 with Michael C. Mitchell, at 837 Malcolm Road, Burlingame, California


Community Investment & Infrastructure (Tuesday, April 3, 1PM) - CANCELLED

Entertainment (Tuesday, April 3, 530PM)

Action Items


· Hearing and Possible Action regarding applications for permits under the jurisdiction of the Entertainment Commission: 

· EC-1437 – Nottage, David, Kawika’s Ocean Beach Deli, 734 La Playa St., Limited Live Performance Permit.


· Review and possible action to change the conditions on the #EC-1377 Place of Entertainment and Extended Hours Premises permits, dba Halcyon located at 314 11th Street, San Francisco, CA. 94103. 

Health (Tuesday, April 3, 4PM)

Discussion Only


· SAN FRANCISCO WHOLE PERSON CARE: CALIFORNIA MEDI-CAL 2020 WAIVER INITIATIVE - THE HEALTH COMMISSION WILL HEAR AN UPDATE ON THE WHOLE PERSON CARE INITIATIVE.

· POST-ACUTE CARE UPDATE - THE HEALTH COMMISSION WILL HEAR AN UPDATE ON POST-ACUTE CARE SERVICES WHICH WILL INCLUDE A DISCUSSION OF THE SAN FRANCISCO POST-ACUTE CARE COLLABORATIVE REPORT, “ADDRESSING SAN FRANCISCO’S VULNERABLE POST-ACUTE CARE PATIENTS.”

Action Items


· APRIL 2018 CONTRACTS REPORT


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH KPMG LLP TO PROVIDE HEALTH INFORMATION MANAGEMENT (HIM) CONSULTING, IMPLEMENTATION AND COORDINATION OF TRAINING SERVICES FOR THE SFDPH ELECTRONIC HEALTH RECORD PROJECT FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH IN THE AMOUNT OF $4,961,920, WHICH INCLUDES A 12% CONTINGENCY AND AN OPTION TO EXTEND THE CONTRACT FOR A MAXIMUM OF 2 ONE-YEAR ADDITIONAL TERMS. THE TERM OF THE CONTRACT INCLUDING OPTIONS IS FOR THE PERIOD APRIL 1, 2018 TO MARCH 31, 2023 (60 MONTHS).

Municipal Transportation Agency (Tuesday, April 3, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· Special Recognition Award


· Update on Vision Zero


· Disclosure of Labor Agreement with TWU Local 200   

Action Items


· Approving the following traffic modifications:


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − De Long Street, eastbound and westbound, at Wilson Street.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Avalon Avenue, eastbound and westbound, at Athens Street.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Kirkham Street, eastbound and westbound, at 11th Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Division Street, eastbound, at King Street; and De Haro Street, northbound, at King Street.


· ESTABLISH – NO PARKING ANYTIME − Jackson Street, south side, from Gough Street to 40 feet westerly.


· ESTABLISH – NO U-TURN − California Street, eastbound, at Gough Street; and California Street, westbound, at Franklin Street.


· ESTABLISH – PARKING METERS, 2-HOUR TIME LIMIT, 9 AM to 6 PM, MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY − 22nd Avenue, west side, from Irving Street to 108 feet northerly.


· RESCIND – TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING EXCEPT PERMITTED CAR SHARE VEHICLES − McAllister Street, north side, from 19 feet to 39 feet east of Steiner Street.


· ESTABLISH – TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING EXCEPT PERMITTED CAR SHARE VEHICLES − McAllister Street, south side, from 30 feet to 48 feet east of Steiner Street.


· ESTABLISH – UNMETERED GENERAL PARKING, 2 HOUR TIME LIMIT, 8 AM TO 6 PM MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY - Taraval Street, north side, from 33rd Avenue to 34th Avenue; Taraval Street, south side, from 33rd Avenue to 34th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 34th Avenue to 35th Avenue; Taraval Street, south side, from 34th Avenue to 35th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 25 feet to 140 feet west of 35th Avenue; and Taraval Street, south side, from 35th Avenue to 36th Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – UNMETERED GENERAL PARKING, 4 HOUR TIME LIMIT, 8 AM TO 6 PM MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY - Taraval Street, south side, from 43rd Avenue to 44th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 44th Avenue to 45th Avenue; Taraval Street, south side, from 45th Avenue to 46th Avenue; Taraval Street, north side, from 46th Avenue to 47th Avenue; and Taraval Street, south side, from 46th Avenue to 47th Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – GREEN METERED PARKING, 30-MINUTE TIME LIMIT, 9 AM TO 6 PM MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY AND RESCIND – TRANSIT BOARDING ISLAND AND TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME - Taraval Street, north side, from 25th Avenue to 24 feet westerly. 

· Approving a prohibition on vehicles over three tons on Miguel Street between Laidley Street and Chenery Street and amending the Transportation Code, Division II, Sections 501 and 503 to add or revise street segments on which certain vehicles are restricted, based upon vehicle weight or passenger capacity as follows: 


· ESTABLISH – VEHICLES OVER 3 TONS PROHIBITED – Miguel Street, between Laidley Street and Chenery Street.


· ESTABLISH – VEHICLES OVER 9 TONS PROHIBITED – Divisadero Street, between Broadway and Green Street.


· ESTABLISH – 3-TON TRUCK RESTRICTION – Landers St., between 14th St. and 15th St.


· ESTABLISH – NO COMMERCIAL VEHICLES WITH MORE THAN 9 SEATS – Lombard Street, between Mason Street and Taylor Street. 


· ESTABLISH – VEHICLES OVER 3 TONS PROHIBITED – Quesada Avenue, between 3rd Street and Newhall Street; and Newhall Street, between Quesada Avenue and Revere Avenue. 


· Approving a transfer in an amount not to exceed $4 million for unclaimed overpayments and duplicate or multiple payments for parking and transit violations received by the SFMTA for the period from 1994 to 2016 to the City’s General Fund. 


· Accepting a gift of $600,000 from the University of California, San Francisco, for the design, construction, and maintenance of a traffic signal at the 18th Street and Minnesota Street intersection. 


· Authorizing the donation of retired and surplus original Cable Car No. 28 to the Shore Line Trolley Museum.

· Approving the City of San Francisco Japan Center Garage Corporation’s Fiscal Year 2019 and Fiscal Year 2020 Operating Budgets for the Japan Center Garage.


· Approving changes to the Automatic Indexing Implementation Plan including expanding rounding increments and allowing for departures from the indexing formula for changes that further SFMTA policy and goals.

· Adopting the SFMTA Strategic Plan, effective July 1, 2018, which represents the vision, mission statement, goals and objectives for the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency


· Certifying that the FY 2019 and FY 2020 SFMTA Capital Budget is adequate to make substantial progress towards meeting the SFMTA’s goals, objectives, and performance standards; and approving the FY 2019 Capital Budget in the amount of $514 million and the FY 2020 Capital Budget in the amount of $631 million, funding projects within ten capital programs, and addressing infrastructure needs related to transit reliability, street safety, state of good repair, facilities, taxi, system safety, and accessibility.  


· Approving the Fiscal Year 2019 and FY 2020 Operating Budgets, in the amounts of $1,214.2 million and $1,268.0 million respectively; certifying that the FY 2019 and FY 2020 Operating Budget is adequate in making substantial progress towards meeting the performance standards; authorizing changes to various fines, fees, fares, rates, and charges for the fiscal years including increases and decreases for late payment penalties, special collection fee, boot removal fee, Transportation Code and Vehicle Code penalties, color curb painting fees, towing and storage fees, administrative penalties for obstructing traffic, vehicle for hire penalty schedule, community service and payment plan processing fees, parking meter use fee, parklet installation fee, temporary no-parking sign posting fee, signs and parking space removal/relocation fee, intellectual property license fee (film permits), Clipper® Card and Lifeline ID Card replacement fee, taxi permit fees, vendor commission fees, non-standard vehicle permit fees, and fees for general permits including special traffic, temporary exclusive use of parking meters, residential area parking, contractor, vanpool, stationless bicycle share program application, SFMTA permit, on-street shared vehicle, press, designated shuttle stop use, farmer’s market parking, temporary street closure, and bus substitution fees; and adding taxi stand application fee, planning/development transportation analysis review fee, and development project review fee; approving the SFMTA’s Title VI Fare Equity Analysis; approving the Municipal Railway fare changes effective September 1, 2018 including maintaining fares for Single ride fares for Clipper/Muni Mobile, limiting “A” pass to a 20% premium above the “M” Pass, implementing fare differentials for visitor passports, adopting a new low-income single ride product, implementing a new day pass at two times the regular fare, authorizing a 10% discount for bulk purchases of 100 or more Cable Car tickets and Passports and expanding the use of institutional models to other groups and organizations; approving additional increases to various fines, fees, rates, and charges including service vehicle rental fees, bus rerouting fees, and parking garage and lot fees; amending Transportation Code Division II to increase and decrease late payment penalties, special collection fee, boot removal fee, Transportation Code and Vehicle Code penalties, color curb painting fees, towing and storage fees, administrative penalties for obstructing traffic, vehicle for hire penalty schedule, community service and payment plan processing fees, parking meter use fee, parklet installation fee, temporary no-parking sign posting fee, signs and parking space removal/relocation fee, intellectual property license fee (film permits), Clipper® Card and Lifeline ID Card replacement fee, taxi permit fees, vendor commission fees, non-standard vehicle permit fees, and fees for general permits including special traffic, temporary exclusive use of parking meters, residential area parking, contractor, vanpool, stationless bicycle share program application, SFMTA permit, on-street shared vehicle, press, designated shuttle stop use, farmer’s market parking, temporary street closure, and bus substitution fees; and adding taxi stand application fee, planning/development transportation analysis review fee, and development project review fee; approving the Title VI analysis of the impact of the proposed fare changes on low-income and minority communities; approving a waiver of fares on New Year's Eve 2019 and on New Year's Eve 2020; concurring with the Controller’s certification that parking citation processing and collection services; facility security services; paratransit services; parking meter collection and coin counting services; transit shelter maintenance services; and vehicle towing, storage and disposal services can be practically performed by private contractors at a lesser cost than to provide the same services with City employees; and authorizing the Director to make any necessary technical and clerical corrections to the approved budget of the SFMTA and allocate additional revenues and/or City and County discretionary revenues. 

· Authorizing the Director to execute Contract No. 2016-83,  Citation and Permit Processing Services with Conduent, to provide software and support to process parking and transit citations in an amount not to exceed $77.2 million, for a five-year term.

Aging and Adult Services (Wednesday, April 4, 930AM) - Joint Hearing of the Dignity Fund Oversight and Advisory Committee and Aging and Adult Services Commission

Discussion Only


· INTRODUCTION TO DIGNITY FUND COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT (DFCNA) PUBLIC HEARING – SHIREEN MCSPADDEN


· PRESENTATION / SUMMARY OF DFCNA – RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATES (RDA)


Action Items


· NOMINATING COMMITTEE REPORT - Commission to vote on the following nominations:


· 1. DAAS COMMISSION PRESIDENT/Gustavo Seriñà


· 2. DAAS COMMISSION VICE PRESIDENT/Katie Loo


· 3. ADVISORY COUNCIL MEMBER/Diane Lawrence


· Review and approval of Dignity Fund Community Needs Assessment.

· Review of FY 2017/2018 Area Plan Update for the California Department of Aging. 


· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Senior and Disability Empowerment program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $197,102 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $216,812.

· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Homecare Advocacy program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $102,238 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $112,461. 

· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Homecare Advocacy and Counseling program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $158,930 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $174,823.

· Requesting authorization to re-new grant agreement with Senior and Disability Action for the provision of the Long Term Care Consumer Rights Advocacy program during the period of July 1, 2018 through June 30, 2019; in the amount of $115,689 plus a 10% contingency for a total grant amount not to exceed $127,257. 


· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with AIDS Housing Alliance San Francisco, for the period of March 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019, in an amount not to exceed $375,000. The purpose of this grant is to provide limited term housing subsidy for seniors and adults with disabilities 


· Requesting authorization to enter into a new grant agreement with Self-Help for the Elderly, for the period of March 1, 2018 to June 30, 2019, in an amount not to exceed $1,125,000. The purpose of this grant is to provide limited term housing subsidy for seniors and adults with disabilities. 

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, April 4, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Historic Preservation (Wednesday, April 4, 1230PM)

Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance 

· 120 STOCKTON STREET – east side of Stockton Street, at O’Farrell Street, Lot 017 in Assessor’s Block 0313 (District 3). Consideration of a Major Permit to Alter application to remodel the existing building envelope and construct a partial one-story vertical addition. The scope of work is part of a larger project to convert the existing single-tenant building for multi-tenant mixed uses (Retail, Office and Restaurant). Constructed in 1974, the subject property is a Category V – Unrated building within the Article 11-designated Kearny-Market-Mason-Sutter Conservation District. The parcel is located in a C-3-R (Downtown Retail) Zoning District and 80-130-F Height and Bulk District. (Proposed Continuance to April 18, 2018)

Discussion Only


· CALIFORNIA STATE SENATE BILL 827 - Informational Presentation on the proposed State Senate Bill (“SB”) 827 and its potential effects on San Francisco. Presentation and accompanying memo includes analysis of SB 827 in its current form, including recent amendments to the bill formally introduced on March 1, 2018.

Action Items

· 930 GROVE STREET – located on the north side of Grove Street, Assessor’s Block 0798, Lot 031 (District 5). Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the rehabilitation of the historic exteriors of the existing two-story-over-basement Koster Mansion to abate Planning enforcement Case no. 2017-001791ENF. The subject property is located within the Article 10 Alamo Square Landmark District, and is located within a RH-3 (ResidentialHouse, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk Limit. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 88 BROADWAY/735 DAVIS – block bounded by Broadway, Davis, Vallejo and Front Streets; Lots 007 and 008 in Assessor’s Block 0140 (District 3). Request for Certificate of Appropriateness for new construction of two six-story, mixed-use buildings (approximately 189,947 gross square feet) in the Northeast Waterfront Landmark District, Article 10 of the Planning Code. The project proposes up to 176 affordable dwelling units, two manager’s units, ground floor commercial space (approximately 6,436 square feet), childcare space (approximately 4,306 square feet), community spaces and ground floor support space (approximately 12,038 square feet), 120 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces. The project site is within the C-2 (Community Business) Zoning District, the 65-X Height and Bulk District and the Waterfront Special Use District No. 3. The proposed project additionally requires review by the Director of Planning under Sections 315, 303 and 304 of the Planning Code for administrative approval. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business application: 

· 781 BEACH STREET – The Marine Chartering Company, Inc. is a transportation brokerage firm and international ocean transportation company that has served San Francisco for 63 years. 

· 3040 16TH STREET – Mission Graduates is a non-profit educational services organization that has served San Francisco for 46 years. 

Police (Wednesday, April 4, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Update on Supervisor Yee’s SFPD Staffing Resolution


· Presentation of 1st Quarter 2018 FDRB Findings & Recommendations & OIS Summaries


· Presentation of Statistical Reports:  Summary of Cases Received, Mediation of Complaints, Adjudication of Sustained Complaints for February, 2018, and Companion Reports

Action Items


· Discussion and possible action to support the Youth Commission’s Resolution urging the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors to reduce the imprisonment of transitional age youth, implement alternatives to incarceration for Transitional Aged Youth, reject any funding for major renovation, reopening, or construction of jail facilities, and instead invest in programming supporting at-risk Transitional Aged Youth and Positive Youth Development 


· Request of the Chief of Police to accept donation of K9 vehicle heat alarm/temperature sensor system, valued at $8,374.28, from the Police & Working K9 Foundation for the use of the Tactical K9 Unit 


· Discussion and possible action to approve Sale of Patrol Special Beat #47 from Antoinette Candido, and Beat #83 from Delores Lovett-Menge, to Patrol Special Officer Alan Byard, or take other action, if necessary

· Discussion and possible action to approve Stipulated Disposition of Disciplinary Charges filed against Patrol Special Officer Calvin Wiley, Case No. ALW IAD 2013-0305, or take other action, if necessary 


· PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION:  Chief of Police - Review of findings and Chief’s decision to return or not return officers to duty following an officer-involved shooting (OIS 18-002) (Closed Session)

· CONFERENCE WITH NEGOTIATOR – COLLECTIVE BARGAINING (Body Worn Cameras) Anticipated Issues Under Negotiation:  Body Worn Cameras (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH NEGOTIATOR-LABOR NEGOTIATION.  Anticipated Issues Under Negotiation:  Procedures for Implementing Administrative Appeals in Police Discipline Proceedings (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- Existing Litigation. Paulo Morgado vs. City and County of San Francisco et al., San Francisco Superior Court, Case No. CGC 12-518287, filed February 16, 2012 (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- Existing Litigation. Young Chi vs. City and County of San Francisco et al., San Francisco Superior Court, Case No. CGC 14-540675, filed July 22, 2014 (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION. Discussion and possible action regarding proposed rules for administrative appeal filed in Case No. ALW IAD 2016-1019  (Closed Session)


· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL- Existing Litigation. Derek Byrne vs. City and County of San Francisco, San Francisco Police Commission and San Francisco Police Department, San Francisco Superior Court, Case No. CPF-17-515892, filed October 12, 2017 (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION:   Status and calendaring of pending disciplinary cases (Closed Session)

Planning (Thursday, April 5, 1PM) - CANCELLED

Miscellaneous

· Local Homeless Coordinating Board (Monday, April 2, 11AM)

· Joint Ethics and Board of Supervisors meeting (Tuesday, April 3, 3PM)



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 827
Date: Monday, April 02, 2018 4:08:00 PM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg

STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg
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STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Karen Singer

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Karen Singer






STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		gayle cerri

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Gayle Cerri





Sent from my iPad





From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 10:27:45 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: gusbleao [mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 7:32 AM
To: Vu, Doug (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Dane Ince, LS; Adam Masri; Margaret Gunn; Reed Kalna;
Ionin, Jonas (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: RE: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
 
Hi Doug, good morning.
 
Thank you for your mail. It is very important we plug ourselves in redesign process at the very

beginning of the it. This will allow us to have a smooth commission meeting on May 10th. Please let
us know if there is anything we can be of help.
 
I understand TideWater is eager to start the process. Has there been any meetings yet?
 
As we have said, this is about BayCrest three courtyards. It is imperative we come up with a design
the fits the site’s lot size and our adjacent building to the North. I understand we don’t build
courtyards like the ones we have. But, they were a requirement from a previous planning process
with the City. We should protect them. We have lots of Victorian buildings throughout the City. We
no longer build them because they are too expensive to build. But, we don’t destroy them. We
protect them. Current open spaces designed at the request of a previous planning process must be
preserved as well.
 
Thank you. We look forward to working the department and TideWater on a appropriate redesign
project.
 
Gustavo
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

From: Vu, Doug (CPC)

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org


Sent: Monday, April 2, 2018 5:23 PM
To: gusbleao; Rahaim, John (CPC); Dane Ince, LS; Adam Masri; Margaret Gunn; Reed Kalna
Subject: RE: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
 
Hi Gustavo,
 
I need to speak with John before we move forward, so I’ll circle back as soon as I can get a few
minutes of his time.
 
Doug
 

From: gusbleao [mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 10:12 AM
To: Vu, Doug (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Dane Ince, LS; Adam Masri; Margaret Gunn; Reed Kalna
Subject: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
 
Hi Doug;
 
Good morning and happy Monday!
 
I am following up on our conversation after last week’s Planning Commission hearing. As I had
mentioned to you and Director Rahaim, our team would like to be included in the next set of
meetings on the changes to the design of 429 Beale and 430 Main. Please let us know dates, times
and locations. We will make sure we have at least one team member available.
 
As we have said from the beginning of this process, we welcome a building at the site. However, we
want to see a design that makes sense to the  lot size and our adjacent property BayCrest.
 
We understand that today we don’t build courtyards as the ones we have at BayCrest. Sad, but true.
However, we should not destroy what is already in existence. We have lots of beautiful Victorian
buildings in the City. We don’t build them anymore. They are too expensive. But, we don’t destroy
them. We protect them. BayCrest courtyards should be protected as well.
 
We look forward to working with your team and TideWater. We will come to the table with a Win
Win mind set.
 
Thank you and best regards,
 
Gustavo
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 
 

mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net
mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org
mailto:surveyor@sanfranciscosurveyingcompany.com
mailto:masri@nolex.com
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https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE 430 MAIN
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 10:27:50 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: gusbleao [mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 7:51 AM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE 430 MAIN
 
Hi Commissioner Jonas;
 
My name is Gustavo Leao. I am a member of the Committee for Healthy Housing and homeowner at
BayCrest Towers Condominiums. I would like to thank you for your hard work at the City Planning
Commission.
 
Also, I would like to extend you an invitation to come to BayCrest. I strong believe that a site visit will
help you better understand the issues we have raised at the past planning commission meeting.
 
Our argument is centered on the protection of BayCrest courtyards. Our courtyards were built and
designed over 25 years ago as part of a planning requirement to the developer who built our
condominium home. I understand we no longer build courtyards as the ones we have. However, we
must protect them. Our courtyards are one of the very few open spaces in the Riccon Hill
neighborhood. It is important we protect our large mature trees who exchange carbon dioxide in
oxygen to the benefit of the entire neighborhood.
 
We have a lot of Victorian building in the City. We don’t build them anymore as they are quite
expensive to build. But, we don’t tear them down and destroy them. We protect them.
Neighborhood open spaces must be protected as well.
 
Please let us know if you have the opportunity to come by visit us. We will make sure we have a
team member available to give you the tour.
 
Thank you again and best regards,
 
Gustavo Leao
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 827
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 11:39:05 AM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg

STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Christopher Semler

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



(Name)





Sent from my iPhone




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Harvey Goodman

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



(Name)

Harvey Goodman MD



Sent from my iPhone





From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 11:38:58 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

-----Original Message-----
From: Andrew C Christie [mailto:artmetal@earthlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 10:08 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London
(BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Cc: Susan Meyer
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,
Andrew C. Christie (Res. 50 Years)
2859 Octavia Street
San francisco  Ca. 94123

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:artmetal@earthlink.net


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 11:39:09 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: gusbleao [mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 7:32 AM
To: Vu, Doug (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Dane Ince, LS; Adam Masri; Margaret Gunn; Reed Kalna;
Ionin, Jonas (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: RE: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
 
Hi Doug, good morning.
 
Thank you for your mail. It is very important we plug ourselves in redesign process at the very

beginning of the it. This will allow us to have a smooth commission meeting on May 10th. Please let
us know if there is anything we can be of help.
 
I understand TideWater is eager to start the process. Has there been any meetings yet?
 
As we have said, this is about BayCrest three courtyards. It is imperative we come up with a design
the fits the site’s lot size and our adjacent building to the North. I understand we don’t build
courtyards like the ones we have. But, they were a requirement from a previous planning process
with the City. We should protect them. We have lots of Victorian buildings throughout the City. We
no longer build them because they are too expensive to build. But, we don’t destroy them. We
protect them. Current open spaces designed at the request of a previous planning process must be
preserved as well.
 
Thank you. We look forward to working the department and TideWater on a appropriate redesign
project.
 
Gustavo
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 

From: Vu, Doug (CPC)

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org


Sent: Monday, April 2, 2018 5:23 PM
To: gusbleao; Rahaim, John (CPC); Dane Ince, LS; Adam Masri; Margaret Gunn; Reed Kalna
Subject: RE: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
 
Hi Gustavo,
 
I need to speak with John before we move forward, so I’ll circle back as soon as I can get a few
minutes of his time.
 
Doug
 

From: gusbleao [mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 02, 2018 10:12 AM
To: Vu, Doug (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Dane Ince, LS; Adam Masri; Margaret Gunn; Reed Kalna
Subject: 2014-002033ENV 429 BEALE AND 430 MAIN
 
Hi Doug;
 
Good morning and happy Monday!
 
I am following up on our conversation after last week’s Planning Commission hearing. As I had
mentioned to you and Director Rahaim, our team would like to be included in the next set of
meetings on the changes to the design of 429 Beale and 430 Main. Please let us know dates, times
and locations. We will make sure we have at least one team member available.
 
As we have said from the beginning of this process, we welcome a building at the site. However, we
want to see a design that makes sense to the  lot size and our adjacent property BayCrest.
 
We understand that today we don’t build courtyards as the ones we have at BayCrest. Sad, but true.
However, we should not destroy what is already in existence. We have lots of beautiful Victorian
buildings in the City. We don’t build them anymore. They are too expensive. But, we don’t destroy
them. We protect them. BayCrest courtyards should be protected as well.
 
We look forward to working with your team and TideWater. We will come to the table with a Win
Win mind set.
 
Thank you and best regards,
 
Gustavo
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 
 

mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net
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mailto:masri@nolex.com
mailto:mgunn415@yahoo.com
mailto:Reed.Kalna@gmail.com
mailto:gusbleao@comcast.net
https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: 827
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 11:40:00 AM
Attachments: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827.msg
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STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Janette Barroca

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors, As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 

            Thank you,  Janette  Barroca




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Judith Hulka

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS)

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; Sanfra.Fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org



Dear Supervisors,








As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution



opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 



if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 



All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 








These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.








Thank you,



Judith Hulka



hulka@earthlink.net



Current property owner, Fontana West

Former home owner in Pacific Heights for 20 years

Long-term Board Member of Pacific Heights Residents Association (PRSA)

Former President, NAPP (Neighborhood Association for Presidio Planning) for 10 Years












STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Susan Spiwak

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city's control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Susan Spiwak




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Dave Meaney

		To

		Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Cc

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov

		Recipients

		jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org; mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov



Dear Supervisors, 



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. In addition, this bill is inconsistent with the topic Senator Wiener just raised in his last communication to his constituents, his concerns around enough water for California given another drier year.  How do these bills address this recurring concern and problem in our state!



We have so many other long term issues we should be working to fix such as decaying infrastructure, homelessness and public transportation before turning our attention to other matters.  

 

Dave Meaney




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		mary russell

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors- as a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. All California cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future. 



Thank you,



Mary E. Russell

1580 Filbert Street, #15

San Francisco  94123




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		R.P.

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,

Best Regards 

Rachel Podlishevsky 







Sent from my iPad




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		IRVING ZARETSKY

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Irving Zaretsky




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		julia bromley

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed, the State would highjack each city’s control over Planning and Housing. 

All of California deserves better solutions to Housing problems. 



Don’t give away the exquisite nature of San Francisco.  Find another way!



Thank you,



Julia Bromley

2022 Jefferson Street




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		Doug Boszhardt

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



Doug Boszhardt 





Sent from my iPhone




STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

		From

		ed leighton

		To

		MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors,  (BOS); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org

		Recipients

		mayormarkfarrell@sfgov.org; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; jane.kim@sfgov.org; katy.tang@sfgov.org; ahsha.safai@sfgov.org; norman.yee@sfgov.org; catherine.stefani@sfgov.org; malia.cohen@sfgov.org; sandra.fewer@sfgov.org; london.breed@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; sheehystaff@sfgov.org; hillary.ronen@sfgov.org; board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org; richhillissf@gmail.com; myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; andrew@tefarch.com; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org; gswooding@gmail.com; dyanna.quizon@sfgov.org; ellie.millerhall@sfgov.org; info@sfmca.org



Dear Supervisors,



As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution

opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or without amendments. As you know, 

if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over planning and housing. 

All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems. 



These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.



Thank you,



(Name)





Ed

Sent from my iPhone

Errors compliments of iPhone dictation









From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 430 Main Street
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 3:41:32 PM

 
 
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: Cameron Moberg [mailto:holla@camer1.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 8:22 PM
Cc: cyoung@tidewatercap.com
Subject: 430 Main Street
 
Hello, attached is a signed letter in support of Tide Water in their efforts to build housing at 430 Main Street in San Francisco. 

Thank you, Cameron

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


Sent from my iPhone



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Vu, Doug (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 430 Main St - Letter of Support
Date: Tuesday, April 03, 2018 4:00:07 PM

 
 
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: George Zisiadis [mailto:george.zisiadis@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2018 9:26 AM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC);
Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: 430 Main St - Letter of Support
 
Commissioners, thank you for your work 
 
I am writing in support for the 430 Main St project, being discussed at the hearing tomorrow.
I'm a 7 year resident of the city. I've spent enormous amounts of time over the past 1.5 years
working next door to 1026 Market St, another property slated for development by Tidewater. 
 
That building's community food court, The Hall, has been such a cornerstone and asset to that
neighborhood. Tidewater's continued operation of it for years while losing money clearly
demonstrated to their commitment to building real communities. I saw firsthand how many
regular and repeat customers The Hall cultivated. Tidewater was also constantly proactive in
its communications and feedback gathering about its new plans. More rooted residents and
street activity is critical to supporting the vibrancy of normally vacant areas like that. The same
is true of 430 Main St. 
 
To me, Tidewater's actions and plans at 1026 Market clearly demonstrate the thoughtfulness
of their community centered development approach, and thats why i support their efforts at
430 Main St in San Francisco.  
 
thank you for your consideration, 
 
 
GeorgeLovesYou.com

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://georgelovesyou.com/


718.216.2111
 



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827
Date: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 8:25:04 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

-----Original Message-----
From: Bina Shah [mailto:ebinashah@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 8:00 AM
To: MayorMarkFarrell (MYR); senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov; Kim, Jane (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Safai, Ahsha
(BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Breed, London
(BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); SheehyStaff (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Board of Supervisors, (BOS);
richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); andrew@tefarch.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC);
gswooding@gmail.com; Quizon, Dyanna (BOS); Miller Hall, Ellie (BOS); info@sfmca.org
Subject: STRONGLY OPPOSING SB 828 and SB 827

Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and voter, I strongly urge you to pass a resolution opposing SB 827 and SB 828, with or
without amendments. As you know, if these bills are passed the State would highjack each city’s control over
planning and housing.
All Californian cities and our state deserve much better solutions to housing problems.

These bills would have a catastrophic impact on San Francisco's future.

Thank you,

(Name)

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:ebinashah@hotmail.com


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

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

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING AT THE YOU TUBE CAMPUS IN SAN

BRUNO
Date: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 8:22:23 AM
Attachments: 4.3.18 San Bruno Shooting.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, April 03, 2018 4:45 PM
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING AT THE YOU TUBE CAMPUS
IN SAN BRUNO
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, April 3, 2018
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** STATEMENT ***
 

MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING
AT THE YOU TUBE CAMPUS IN SAN BRUNO

 
 
“The shooting today at the YouTube campus is the latest in a string of tragedies. Our hearts
are with our neighbors in San Bruno and we are sending our deepest sympathies to everyone
affected by this incident.
 
Gun violence is tearing apart our communities. We cannot grow numb to these terrible acts.
Republicans in Congress must pass meaningful gun control and safety policies. We know that
these changes would reduce gun violence and save lives.
 
The time for more common sense gun safety and control policies has long since passed. There
have been nearly 60 mass shootings this year alone in our nation. We should demand that all
of our elected leaders—especially our President—do something to respond to this national
crisis.”

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Tuesday, April 3, 2018 


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


 


 


*** STATEMENT *** 


MAYOR MARK FARRELL ON THE SHOOTING  


AT THE YOUTUBE CAMPUS IN SAN BRUNO  
 


 


“The shooting today at the YouTube campus is the latest in a string of tragedies. Our hearts are 


with our neighbors in San Bruno and we are sending our deepest sympathies to everyone 


affected by this incident.  


 


Gun violence is tearing apart our communities. We cannot grow numb to these terrible acts. 


Republicans in Congress must pass meaningful gun control and safety policies. We know that 


these changes would reduce gun violence and save lives. 


 


The time for more common sense gun safety and control policies has long since passed. There 


have been nearly 60 mass shootings this year alone in our nation. We should demand that all of 


our elected leaders—especially our President—do something to respond to this national crisis.” 
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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: Melinda A. Sarjapur [mailto:msarjapur@reubenlaw.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 4:16 PM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Andrew Junius
Subject: Case No. 2011.1356MTZU - Central SoMa Plan Comment Letters
 
Hello Jonas,
 
Please find attached letters regarding Case No. 2011.1356MTZU, the Central SoMa Plan, that we

would like to be included in the packets that are sent to the Planning Commission for the April 12th

Planning Commission hearing.
 
Print copies of these letters will be delivered to your office by close of business today.
 
Best,
 

 
Melinda Sarjapur, Attorney
T.  (415) 567-9000
F.  (415) 399-9480
C. (925) 681-8151
msarjapur@reubenlaw.com
www.reubenlaw.com

 
SF Office:                                             Oakland Office:
One Bush Street, Suite 600              827 Broadway, Suite 205

San Francisco, CA 94104                  Oakland, CA 94607
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April 4, 2018 


 


 


President Rich Hillis 


San Francisco Planning Commission 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 


San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


 Re: 655 4th Street & 598 Brannan Street 


  Central SoMa Zoning Package 


  Planning Department Case No. 2011.1356MTZU 


  Hearing Date:  April 12, 2018 


  Our File Nos.: 6250.19 and 6250.25 


 


Dear President Hillis and Commissioners, 


 


 Our office represents Tishman Speyer, the developer of the proposed mixed-use office 


development at 598 Brannan Street and residential development at 655 4th Street in the proposed 


Central SoMa Plan Area. 


 


 Enclosed are the Sponsor’s recommendations for modification to the Central SoMa 


zoning package, which will come before the Commission for review on April 12, 2018.   


 


 While the sponsor is strongly supportive of Plan adoption, the requested modifications 


reflect items that should be addressed to ensure Plan consistency and effectuate the design intent 


of key stakeholders throughout the process. 


 


 Thank you for your consideration.  We look forward to discussing these issues with the 


Commission on April 12th. 


 


  


Very truly yours, 


 


REUBEN, JUNIUS & ROSE, LLP 
 


 


 


 


Melinda A. Sarjapur 


 


Enclosures 



cdl

Melinda
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cc: Vice President Myrna Melgar 


 Commissioner Rodney Fong  


 Commissioner Milicent A. Johnson 


 Commissioner Joel Koppel 


 Commissioner Kathrin Moore 


 Commissioner Dennis Richards 


 John Rahaim – Planning Director 


 Scott Sanchez – Zoning Administrator 


 Jonas Ionin – Commission Secretary 


  


 


 


 


 







Exhibit A 


655 4th Street Project Letter 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 































































Exhibit B 


598 Brannan Street Project Letter 







 


 
 
 
 
 
 


Melinda A. Sarjapur 
msarjapur@reubenlaw.com 


 
 
 
 
 


March 23, 2018 
 
 
Delivered Via E-Mail and Messenger  
 
Steve Wertheim 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
Steve.wertheim@sfgov.org 
 
  
 Re: Central SoMa Zoning Controls – 598 Brannan Street 
  Our File No.: 6250.19 


 
Dear Steve: 
 
 Our office represents Tishman Speyer, the developer of the proposed mixed-use 
development at 598 Brannan Street (the “Project”) in the proposed Central SoMa Plan (“Plan”) 
area. 
 


We have completed our review of the proposed Plan, zoning and fee requirements as 
reflected in the package released on February 15, 2018 (the “Zoning Package”).   


 
Over the past few weeks following release of the Zoning Package, we have alerted the 


Planning Department to a number of key issues for the Project that do not line up with the basic 
assumptions made over the past few years while we worked with senior planning staff to arrive 
at the very advanced project design we have today.   


 
Attached is a list of requested modifications to the Zoning Package that need to be 


addressed for the Project to move forward as designed.   
 
We have indicated by asterix (*) in the Issue column of the tables below when requests 


are common to the separate letter transmitted today for the proposed mixed-use development at 
655 4th Street.  
  
 
 
 
 



mailto:msarjapur@reubenlaw.com

mailto:Steve.wertheim@sfgov.org
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A. Development Impact Fees 
 
Issue Discussion Requested 


Modification 
Transportation 
Sustainability 
Fee (“TSF”) 


Modifications to Section 411A.3 eliminate TSF 
grandfathering in the Plan area.  This, coupled with 
pending legislation to raise the TSF fee for office 
development by $10 per gross square foot would 
significantly impact financial feasibility of the 
Project.  


Retain TSF 
grandfathering in 
Central SoMa. 


Transportation 
Demand 
Management 
(“TDM”)* 


Modifications to Section 169.3 eliminate TDM 
Grandfathering in the Plan area.   
 
This change disregards detailed discussions and 
consideration of the Planning Department which lead 
to its recommendation to include grandfathering as 
part of the 2017 TDM legislation, and will 
significantly impact financial feasibility of area 
development.  
 
The potential impacts of this unanticipated 
modification on Tier C residential development, in 
particular, are addressed in the informational sheet 
transmitted by Reuben Junius and Rose, LLP to 
Steve Wertheim and Audrey Harris on 3/12/18.   
 


Retain the TDM 
grandfathering for 
projects in Central 
SoMa. 


 
 
B. Central SoMa Zoning Controls 
 
Issue Discussion Requested Modification 
New Planning 
Code Section 
263.32 


This section allows certain Central 
SoMa projects to receive a 25-ft 
height increase above the otherwise 
applicable limit.   
 
However, Planning Code Section 
263 states generally that such special 
height exception must be approved 
by the Planning Commission 
according to the procedures for 
Conditional Use Authorization.   
 
This language may require projects 
seeking the special height exception 
to file a separate Conditional Use 


Modify the language of existing 
Planning Code Section 263 to provide 
that the Commission may grant special 
height exceptions through either the 
procedures for Conditional Use 
Authorization or Large Project 
Authorization.  
 
Modify new Planning Code Section 
329(e) to allow key development sites 
to seek the special height increase per 
Section 263.32 as an exception through 
the LPA approval.  
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application, rather than requested the 
desired exception through the 
otherwise-applicable LPA process.  
 


New Planning 
Code Section 
263.32 


Subsection (c)(1) states the 
additional 25 foot height exception 
may only be granted where “the 
development capacity of the primary 
project…  [is not] increased due to 
the provision of the additional height 
as compared to the development 
capacity achievable without the 
special height exception.” The 
“development capacity” of the 
primary project is defined as the gfa 
of development proposed on the site, 
minus floor area associated with 
affordable housing or land dedicated 
to the City for publicly-owned parks 
or recreation centers. 
 
This definition does not provide a 
clear baseline of “development 
capacity” within each project.  
 


Modify Section 263.32(c)(1) to reflect 
that baseline “development capacity” of 
each site is equivalent to the maximum 
development potential indicated in the 
Key Development Sites Guidelines. 


New Planning 
Code Section 
263.32 


Subsection (c)(3) states that project 
utilizing a height exemption pursuant 
to this section “may add 25 feet 
above the otherwise applicable 
Height limit for purposes of 
calculating its Apparent Mass 
Reduction pursuant to Section 
270(h).   
 
This language is unclear.  
 


Revise this section to reflect that mid-
rise development utilizing a height 
exemption which results in building 
development above 160 feet will remain 
subject to mid-rise massing controls 
applicable and will not be subject tower 
massing or separation standards 
pursuant to Planning Code 270(h) or 
132.4.  
 


Draft Central 
SoMa Plan, 
Section 8.5.2.2. 


The Draft Plan contains an 
implementation measure stating that 
the Planning Department shall 
“continue limiting the length of any 
new building to 300 feet.” 
 
It is unclear which Planning Code 
Standard is referenced by this 
measure.   
 
Building 3 in the Project has a 
maximum length of 332 feet. 


To the extent that this measure is 
intended to reference requirements of 
Planning Code Section 270.2 (mid-
block alleys), new Planning Code 
Section 329(e) should be modified to 
allow Key Development Sites to seek 
exception from this standard. 
 
If a 300-foot building limit is not a 
codified requirement, this 
implementation measure should be 
removed from the Draft Plan or revised 
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to reflect the applicable standard.  
 


New Planning 
Code Section 
138(d)(2)* 


This Section contains a range of 
design specifications for POPOS, 
including a requirement that outdoor 
POPOS be “maximally landscaped 
with plantings on horizontal and 
vertical surfaces, subject to the 
appropriate design for circulation 
routes and any recreational or public 
amenities provided.” 
 
This standard is vague and 
subjective.  
 


Remove the standard from the Code and 
incorporate as a general guidance 
contained in Central SoMa design 
guidelines. 


New Planning 
Code Section 
138(d)(2)* 


This Section states that the Planning 
Commission shall consider the 
adequacy of project POPOS location, 
size, amenities and design as part of 
a project’s Large Project 
Authorization, and may approve 
indoor POPOS and/or payment of in 
lieu fee only where the provision of 
outdoor space is subject to certain 
standards. 
 


Eliminate Commission discretion over 
POPOS location.    Discretionary 
review of POPOS location should not 
apply where projects meet quantitative 
design standards for such spaces, as set 
forth in Section 138.  


New Planning 
Code Section 
135.3 & 
138(d)(2) 


The zoning package creates new 
POPOS requirements for non-
residential use exceeding 50,000 gsf 
in Central SoMa. 
 
However, the Zoning Package 
retains usable open space 
requirements for non-residential uses 
in the Eastern Neighborhoods per 
existing Section 135.3. 
 
It is unclear how the requirements of 
these two Sections interact.  
 


Revise Section 135.3 to exempt Central 
SoMa development otherwise subject to 
POPOS requirements under the Section 
138, or specify that the open space 
requirements of Section 135.3 may be 
applied against the otherwise applicable 
POPOS requirements of Section 138. 


New Planning 
Code Section 
249.78(d)(7)* 


The Zoning Package contains new 
wind standards for Central SoMa.  
This Section allows for the Planning 
Commission to grant LPA 
exceptions from comfort criterion 
and hazards, subject to certain 
conditions.   However, new Planning 
Code Section 329(e) does not 


Amend Section 329(e) to specify that 
Key Development Sites may seek 
exception from wind conditions 
pursuant to Section 249.78(d)(7) 
through the LPA process.  
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currently allow for Key 
Development Sites to seek LPA 
exception from these standards.  
 


New Planning 
Code Section 
329(e)* 


The Zoning Package amends 
Planning Code Section 329 to revise 
the LPA requirements for Key 
Development Sites, and limits the 
number of Code exceptions that may 
be sought by such development.   
 
The limited exceptions available do 
not address a range of design 
modifications and exceptions that are 
commonly required for large-scale 
development and necessary to 
facilitate construction of the Project. 


Modify Section 329 to either allow Key 
Development Sites to seek LPA 
exceptions per subsection (d) and as 
may be otherwise available through the 
PUD process, or amend Section 329(e) 
to add the following Planning Code 
Sections to the list form which Key 
Development Sites may seek exception: 


i Sections 134 and 249.78(d)(4) 
[Rear yard/lot coverage] 


i Section 138(d)(2) [POPOS 
design standards] 


i Section 140 [Dwelling Unit 
Exposure] 


i Section 263 [Special height 
exceptions per Section 263.32] 


i Section 270.1 [Horizontal mass 
reductions] 


i Section 270.2 [Mid-block alley 
controls] 


i Sections 145.1, 145.4 & 
249.78(c)(1) [Street Frontage 
/Active Use Requirements] 


i 152.1 [off-street loading] 
i 155(r) [curb cut location] 
i 249.78(d)(7) [Wind standards] 


 
New Planning 
Code Section 
279.78(e)(3) 


The Zoning Package requires Tier C 
development containing 50,000 gsf 
of non-residential area or more to 
purchase TDR for the area of 
development between a FAR of 
3.0:1 and 4.25:1. 
 
However, this Section does not 
define lot area upon which the FAR 
will be determined. 


Modify this Section to reflect that the 
following areas shall not be counted 
toward the total lot area for purposes of 
determining FAR: 


i lot area devoted to land 
dedicated to the City for public 
parks or recreation centers; 


i lot area devoted to development 
of affordable housing 
buildings;  


i lot area devoted to outdoor 
POPOS. 
 


Draft Central 
SoMA Plan, 
Section 8.6.5.3 


The Draft Plan contains an 
implementation measure stating that 
development must “vary the roofs of 


Eliminate this requirement from the 
Plan implementation matrix, or provide 
specific direction within the design 
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buildings for projects with long 
facades.”  However, this standard 
has not been codified or otherwise 
incorporated in the Central SoMa 
Design Guidelines. 


guidelines clarifying that the variation 
can be achieved as a result of varied 
roof heights among multiple buildings 
within the same development. 


 
C. General Comments 


 
Issue Discussion Requested Modification 
Key 
Development 
Sites Guideline 


There is a typo under the “Design 
Guidelines” header of the Project’s 
Key Development Sites Guideline 
entry.  Under Subsection 2, the 
words “access” and “pedestrian” 
should be re-ordered. 


Correction of typographical error. 


New Section 
128.1 


There is an error under subsection 
(c) “Applicability”.  The order of the 
terms Development Lot and Transfer 
Lot in the first sentence of this 
subsection should be reversed. 


Correction of typographical error.  


 
  Thank you for your consideration of these issues. 
  
 


Very truly yours, 
 
REUBEN, JUNIUS & ROSE, LLP 
 
 
 


Melinda A. Sarjapur 
 
cc: John Rahaim-Planning Director 
 Dan Belldegrun-Tishman Speyer 
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April 4, 2018 


 


 


Delivered Via Email and Hand Delivery 


 


 


Rich Hillis, Commission President 


San Francisco Planning Commission  


1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 


San Francisco, California 94103 


 


 


 Re: Central SoMa Zoning Amendments 


  Flower Mart Project 


 


 


Dear Mr. President Hillis and Commissioners: 


 


 We are writing on behalf of Kilroy Realty Corporation (“KRC”), which proposes to 


build a new long-term home for the Flower Market as part of a mixed-use anchor 


development in the Central SoMa Plan Area. Throughout the lengthy process of drafting the 


Central SoMa Plan (the “Plan”), KRC has worked in close consultation with Planning staff to 


design a project that promotes the Plan’s objectives. While we strongly support passage of the 


Plan, we believe that there are specific aspects of the legislation that require further 


consideration to ensure that meritorious projects are able to move forward successfully.  


 


Before we discuss the specifics of the legislation, we note that the Central SoMa Plan 


encourages building typologies and mixes of uses that are relatively novel: requiring or 


encouraging a mix of PDR, office, retail, and residential in a relatively dense environment, all 


while striving for a dense, walkable, and transit-oriented neighborhood. To achieve these 


goals, the Department has proposed detailed design and use regulations, many of them highly 


prescriptive. However, a measure of flexibility in the application of code standards will be 


necessary to achieve designs that are both high-quality, functional for tenants, and marketable. 


While some flexibility is built into the legislation, the Commission should be given greater 


discretion to modify standards as it considers the unique needs of large sites with 


complicated mixes of users, like the Wholesale Flower Market. Our specific comments are 


discussed below.  
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1. Key Development Sites Exceptions 
 


The Plan Amendments identify eight Key Sites with the stated intent of “providing 


greater flexibility in the development of these sites.” (Proposed § 329(e).) Section 


329(e)(3)(B) lists a number of exceptions that are explicitly available to Key Sites in 


exchange for certain qualified amenities: 


 


Upon consideration of qualified amenities in excess of what is required by the Code, 


the Planning Commission may grant one or more exceptions to the following: the 


streetwall, setback, or tower separation controls established in Section 132.4; 


protected street frontages in Section 155(r); the setback requirements of Section 


261.1; bulk controls established in Section 270(h); the lot merger restrictions 


established in Section 249.78(d)(5); the PDR requirements established in Section 


249.78(c)(5); or the commercial orientation of large sites established in Section 


249.78(c)(6). 


 


It is unclear whether these exceptions are the only exceptions for which the Key Sites are 


eligible, or whether Key Sites projects may also seek the exceptions generally available 


to a project obtaining a Large Project Authorization (“LPA”) under the existing Section 


329(d), which include Planned Unit Development (“PUD”) exceptions under Section 304. 


A Notice of Planning Department Requirements issued for the Project indicates that 


Key Sites are only eligible for a narrow subset of exceptions.  


 


 Without the LPA and PUD exceptions, the only way for the Key Sites to obtain 


flexibility is through a variance, which can be hard to justify for new construction, or by 


amending the Planning Code on a project-by-project basis. The Key Sites need the same 


flexibility as small sites to ask for minor exceptions from other development standards—


including the PUD-type exceptions that all other LPA projects in the Eastern Neighborhoods 


are eligible for.  


 


In most districts, PUD exceptions and modifications are available only on sites not 


less than ½ acre. The rationale is that large developments can often meet the broad objectives 


of the Code better by applying flexible design standards than via strict compliance with 


prescriptive code standards. In the Eastern Neighborhoods, PUD-type exceptions are available 


on smaller sites through the LPA process. This gives the Planning Commission discretion to 


make reasonable changes to detailed and highly prescriptive code requirements, which, when 


combined with unique site constraints, would often result in inferior design or reduced 


density. It makes no sense to take this flexibility away from any sites in Central SoMa, 


particularly not the largest ones. This is especially the case since many buildings in Central 


SoMa—including the Flower Mart – will need to accommodate the unique needs of PDR 


users, alongside office, retail, and/or residential uses.  


 


 Following are examples of several exceptions that would not be available to the Key 


Sites if the PUD exceptions are eliminated: 
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 Section 155 establishes a number of standards for the configuration of parking 


and loading access and driveways. It requires all off-street loading to be 


“completely enclosed” and accessed by way of a private driveway, “that is 


totally contained within the structure.” (Proposed § 155(d).) This would 


prohibit the Flower Mart Project from providing partially enclosed semi-truck 


loading docks on a private drive, which has been used by the Flower Mart and 


adjoining properties for years.  


 


 Exceptions from wind standards are likely to be needed for most Key 


Development Sites. Although the Central SoMa SUD provides for wind 


exceptions (Proposed § 249.78(c)(7)), the proposed Code amendments do not 


list wind exceptions in Section 329(e)(3)(B). Thus, it is unclear whether the 


wind exception is permitted throughout the SUD, for Key Sites only, or is 


intended to be a PUD-type exception that is not available to the Key Sites.  


 


Accordingly, we propose that Section 329 be amended to specifically allow for wind 


exceptions, and subsection (d)(12) be revised to allow the Planning Commission to retain its 


discretion to grant PUD-type exceptions to Key Sites: 


 


Where not specified elsewhere in this Ssubsection (d), modification of other Code 


requirements which that could otherwise be modified as a Planned Unit Development 


(as set forth in Section 304), irrespective of the zoning district in which the property is 


located., except that such modifications shall not be permitted for Key Sites in the 


Central SoMa Special Use District.  


 


2. Transportation Demand Management (“TDM”) Program 


 


The amended Section 169.3(e)(4) eliminates TDM grandfathering for Central 


SoMa SUD properties. Currently, projects that submitted an Environmental Evaluation 


Application deemed complete by September 4, 2016 are subject to 50% of the otherwise 


applicable TDM point target. The Central SoMa amendments eliminate this grandfathering.  


 


KRC filed the Environmental Evaluation Application for the Flower Mart Project on 


July 16, 2015, and it was marked as accepted by the Planning Department on November 10, 


2015, almost an entire year before the current TDM grandfathering cutoff. Since the TDM 


Program was established last year, KRC has been designing the Flower Mart Project under the 


assumption that it would only be required to meet 50% of the TDM point target. The Central 


SoMa Code revisions would double that requirement.  


 


This is particularly problematic because the TDM requirement is not proportional: it 


puts larger projects at a competitive disadvantage to smaller projects because the TDM point 


target is not based on the number of parking spaces provided proportional to the uses those 







President Rich Hillis 


San Francisco Planning Commission   


April 4, 2018 


Page 4 


 


 
 
I:\R&A\729409\CSOMA\Planning Commission Comment Letter\LTR - Planning Commission re Central SoMa Comments 4.4.18.docx 


spaces would serve. In other words, a 50,000 square foot project with 100 parking spaces 


would be subject to the same TDM requirement as a 500,000 square foot project with 100 


parking spaces.  


 


Either the existing TDM grandfathering provision should be retained for projects 


within the Central SoMa SUD, or a Key Sites exception should be added to the proposed 


Section 329(e)(3)(B) to allow projects on those sites to comply with the grandfathered TDM 


requirement. 


 


3. Parking 


 


The proposed amendments to Section 151.1 would limit parking for retail uses within 


the CMUO District to one car per each 1,500 square feet of GFA, parking for office use to 


one space per each 3,500 square feet of OFA, and parking for non-retail sales and service uses 


to one space per each 1,500 square feet of OFA. Under the current zoning proposal, no 


exception from the parking standards would be available for the Key Sites. 


 


The Wholesale Flower Market is a unique use that requires substantial parking. 


Indeed, Kilroy is bound by an agreement with the Wholesale Flower Market tenants and 


management to provide substantially more truck (25 spaces) and vehicle (150 spaces) parking 


than the proposed Planning Code would allow. The success of the replacement Wholesale 


Flower Market will depend in large part on the provision of adequate parking to accommodate 


a high volume of wholesale customers moving large amounts of goods. Accordingly, we 


propose the addition of an exception that would allow Key Sites to receive an exception to 


provide additional parking for wholesale/distribution uses. 


 


Additionally, we also propose an amendment to Section 151.1 such that the amount of 


accessory parking permitted for office uses in the CMUO District would be based on GFA 


rather than OFA. Implementation Measure 4.4.1.1 of the 2016 Draft Plan stated only that 


parking for office uses would be limited to one space for every 3,500 square feet—it did not 


clarify whether a GFA or OFA measure would be used. 


 


GFA is the more appropriate standard here. For large core-and-shell development 


projects, OFA is not an effective standard over the long term, as the number will change with 


different tenants over the life of the project. Furthermore, developers expected a GFA 


standard to apply. For the Flower Mart in particular, the project has been on file since 2015 


using GFA to calculate the number of permissible parking spaces, and has relied on that 


calculation in its transportation study. Accordingly, we request that the Department amend 


Section 151.1 to allow up to one space per each 3,500 square feet of GFA for office uses in 


the CMUO District. 
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4. Loading 


 


If the Code amendments do not allow for Key Sites to obtain the exceptions provided 


for by the existing Section 329(d)—which includes an exception for off-street loading—then 


the Plan should provide for an exception from the loading requirements for Key Sites. 


Loading requirements for large projects can be overly burdensome, and often require more 


spaces than actually necessitated by the proposed uses. 


 


In the case of the Flower Mart Project, the proposed mix of uses could require up to 26 


loading spaces. The Project proposes 31 loading spaces—with 4 at-grade semi-truck spaces 


for the Wholesale Flower Market, 25 below-grade box truck spaces for the Wholesale Flower 


Market, and 2 below-grade semi-truck retail spaces. While the total number spaces exceeds 


the number of spaces required, they are not proportionally allocated to the uses that trigger 


them. However, during non-peak wholesale hours, most spaces will be available for office 


and retail use as needed.  


  


The proposed Section 329(e)(3)(B) does not provide a Key Sites exception for 


loading. If the Department clarifies that the existing LPA exceptions under Section 329(d) are 


available for Central SoMa Key Sites, then the Flower Mart Project would be eligible for an 


exception from loading under that provision. If an exception is not available under the 


existing LPA provisions, and if an exception for loading is not added to the Key Sites 


exceptions set forth by proposed Section 329(e)(3)(B), then the Flower Mart is likely to be 


one of a number of Key Sites projects that will require a variance from the loading 


requirements set forth in existing Code Section 152.1.  


 


5. Privately Owned Public Open Space (“POPOS”) 
 


Pursuant to the proposed amendments to Section 138, nonresidential projects in the 


CMUO District are required to provide POPOS at a rate of one square foot of POPOS for 


each square foot of gross floor area of non-residential use. Implementation measure 5.5.1.1 of 


the 2016 Draft Plan would have required POPOS to be provided at a 1:50 rate only for office 


and hotel uses—retail uses were not subject to the POPOS requirement under the 2016 Draft 


Plan. In addition, the proposed zoning changes require POPOS space to be at street grade (up 


to 15% of the lot area) and open to the sky—excluding at grade open space under cantilevered 


portions of a building on the site. 


 


The Flower Mart proposes to include 44,272 square feet of on-site at-grade POPOS. 


Approximately 11,448 square feet of which would be situated under the double height 


cantilevered portions of the Market Hall building, which would be protected from inclement 


weather.  


 


In order to facilitate the provision of ground-level open-air POPOS, we request that 


the following exception be incorporated into the proposed Section 329(e)(3)(B): 
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(B) Exceptions. . . . the PDR requirements established in Section 249.78(c)(5); or the 


commercial orientation of large sites established in Section 249.78(c)(6).; or the 


standards for POPOS established in Section 138(d)(2), only such that Key Sites, as 


defined in this Section 329(e), may provide up to 35% of on-site, at-grade POPOS 


under a cantilevered portion of a building or under other similar building elements so 


long as adequate light, air, and public access are provided. 


 


 Additionally, as amended, Section 426 states that: 


  


. . . In the CMUO District, the usable open space requirement of Section 135.3 and the 


POPOS requirement of Section 138 may be satisfied through payment of a fee of $890 


for each square foot of required usable open space not provided . . . 


 


We request that this language be amended such that an in lieu fee would not be required 


where a project obtains an exception only from the qualitative standards of the POPOS 


requirements, but where the project provides the amount of POPOS mandated by the Code. 


We suggest the following amendment: 


 


. . . In the CMUO District, the usable open space requirement of Section 135.3 and the 


POPOS requirement of Section 138 may be satisfied through payment of a fee of $890 


for each square foot of required usable open space not provided. Payment of a fee 


shall not be required for any square footage of usable open space or POPOS that is 


provided in the amount required, but for which a variance or exception is granted for 


certain qualitative design standards otherwise applicable to such open space or 


POPOS . . . 


 


6. Transparent Fenestration of PDR 


 


The Proposed § 249.78(c)(1) applies the transparency and fenestration requirements of 


existing Code Section 145.1 to PDR uses. Existing Section 145.1(c)(6) states: 


 


Frontages with active uses that are not residential or PDR must be fenestrated with 


transparent windows and doorways for no less than 60 percent of the street frontage at the 


ground level and allow visibility to the inside of the building.  


 


The Code amendments Section 249.78(c)(1)(D) as follows: 


  


Notwithstanding the PDR exemption found in Section 145.1(c)(6), PDR uses shall 


meet the transparency and fenestration requirements contained in that Section. 


 


The language proposed by Section 249.78(c)(1)(D) should be removed. The types of 


uses that occupy PDR space often involve machinery, noise, and abnormal operating hours, 


and are not the type of uses enhanced by ground floor transparency—nor are they the kinds of 


uses for which ground floor windows would enhance the pedestrian environment. For 
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example, the proposed Flower Mart at 5th Street and Brannan Street would end for business 


each day by late morning or early afternoon. For the bulk of the normal business day when the 


Flower Mart is closed, ground floor transparency would provide only a view into an empty 


warehouse. Thus, the provision of transparent windows at that space would neither enhance 


the Wholesale Flower Market nor the adjacent pedestrian environment. 


 


  Thank you for your consideration and attention to these concerns. 


  


 


Very truly yours, 


 


REUBEN, JUNIUS & ROSE, LLP 


 


 
 


Daniel A. Frattin 
 


 


cc:  Myrna Melgar, Commission Vice-President 


Dennis Richards, Commissioner 


Rodney Fong, Commissioner 


Joel Koppel, Commissioner 


Kathrin Moore, Commissioner 


Milicent Johnson, Commissioner 


 Mike Grisso, Project Sponsor (MGrisso@kilroyrealty.com) 


Alexandra Stoelzle, Project Sponsor (AStoelzle@kilroyrealty.com) 







reply to the sender and delete the transmittal and any attachments.
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: New Commission Packets
Date: Thursday, April 05, 2018 3:20:31 PM

 
 
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: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) 
Sent: Thursday, April 05, 2018 9:29 AM
To: Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Rich Hillis;
Richards, Dennis (CPC); Rodney Fong
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Rodgers, AnMarie
(CPC); Gibson, Lisa (CPC)
Subject: New Commission Packets
 
Good Morning Commissioners:
 
As of this week, you will notice some changes in the format and content of our staff reports. Many of
these changes reflect the feedback we’ve received from you and members of the public, and we
hope they prove to be a more efficient tool in your decision making.  
The new packets will include a condensed two-page Executive Summary, revised Draft Motion, and
new Land Use Table Exhibit. Please find additional highlights that may be of interest to you below.
 

·       A two (2) page Executive Summary
o   The intent is to keep it to two pages max (one piece of paper, front and back),

and to focus directly on the Project’s key/critical information and facts.
o   Based on Commission feedback, the order has been adjusted to elevate a

concise project description (a more detailed description will be included in
the motion) and required Commission action to the front of the first page.

o   The “Issues and Other Considerations” section will now include four key
sections: (1) Public Comment and Outreach; (2) Existing Tenant and Eviction
History; (3) Design Review; and (4) Project Updates (if there have been
significant changes to the project that are important to highlight).
 

o   No longer included are the Site Description and Surrounding Properties
Sections, Environmental Review Section, Notification Table, and the
attachment checklist. This information will be in the Draft Motion only.

 
·       A revised Draft Motion

o   The new motion is designed with guidance to staff in key sections of the
document to ensure the Department is consistent in the level and type of
detail provided.  

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


o   We will no longer provide a summary after every Objective and Policy in the
General Plan Findings section. Moving forward, staff will provide a list of all
relevant Objectives/Policies and a one summary paragraph at the end,
articulating the project’s on-balance compliance with the General Plan.

o   The impact fee checkboxes at the top of the first page will no longer be
included. This information will be provided via the Conditions of Approval
Section at the end of the Draft Motion.

 
·       A new Exhibit: The Land Use Table

o   The purpose of this new exhibit is three-fold: (1) it provides an easily located
snapshot of  numeric information about the project; (2) it provides a clear
record of what was approved; and (3) it minimizes the need to reference this
information in multiple places elsewhere in the packet.
 

Please let me know if you have any questions or comments.
 
Thanks,
Liz
 
 
Elizabeth Watty, LEED AP
Deputy Director of Current Planning
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6620 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/


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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case# 2016-000378cua. 1600 jackson st
Date: Thursday, April 05, 2018 3:42:55 PM

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

-----Original Message-----
From: andrew nelson [mailto:annsfo@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 05, 2018 2:54 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
Subject: Case# 2016-000378cua. 1600 jackson st

I am in favor of Whole Foods. We need a grocery store in the neighborhood and i do not want more housing and a
new building put up. 

Andrew Nelson
1650 Jackson street # 602
SF. CA 94109

Sent from my iPad

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Whole Foods 365 opposition letter
Date: Thursday, April 05, 2018 3:43:36 PM
Attachments: Whole Foods 365 oppostition letter.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: Michael Priolo [mailto:Michael@jugshop.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2018 7:31 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine
(CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC);
Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Koppel, Joel (CPC)
Subject: Whole Foods 365 opposition letter
 
Dear Members of the Planning Commission,
 
Attached you find my Whole Foods 365 opposition letter.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration,

Michael Priolo
Owner - Operations Manager
The Jug Shop Inc.
Purveyors of Fine Wines and Spirits
1590 Pacific Ave @ Polk St.

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,



[bookmark: _GoBack]I am writing in regards to the Whole Foods 365 hearing later this month on Thursday, April 26th 2018 to inform you of my opposition to Whole Foods 365 moving into the old Lombardi Sports location at Polk and Jackson St.  As one of the Owners and Operation Manager at The Jug Shop Inc., purveyors of fine wines, spirits and craft beer at 1590 Pacific at Polk I’m severely concerned about the negative impact Whole Foods 365 will have on the financial viability of not only The Jug Shop, but other long-standing neighborhood businesses and the corresponding traffic congestion that will result.  I’m hopeful in requesting your recommendation to keep such a big box entity from entering the Polk St. landscape, which as you know, is composed primarily of numerous diverse small thriving independently owned businesses.



The presence of Whole Foods 365 across the street from The Jug Shop and Cheese Plus will create an immediate direct competition situation on countless types of products offered by both businesses.  While attending Whole Foods 365’s most recent neighborhood meeting I viewed via video and still picture the massive selection of wine, beer, and spirits they plan to offer.  This size beverage set would compete with The Jug Shop and erode our revenue, potentially to the point of certain closure.  The Jug Shop has become an institution that has served the neighborhoods beverage needs for 52 years from 3 different locations and we plan to continue, whether it is in our current location, or another in the neighborhood, but this is our home, so the proposition of Whole Foods 365 selling the amount of wine, beer, and spirits they intend to sell paints a bleak outlook for the future.  The Jug Shop is the livelihood for myself, my family and my team and their families, so contemplating a closure due to the competition of an intentionally introduced big box Amazon entity like whole foods 365 is extremely difficult to palate. Plus, the neighborhood is not in need of another purveyor of wine, beer and spirits with several entities like The Jug Shop, Cheese Plus, who sells beer and wine, William Cross Wine Merchant just down the street along with Biondivino wine store, Polk St. The Boys Deli sells alcohol as well as Real Foods Market, Royal Liquors and Le Beau Market, and there is Trader Joes on California and Hyde, Bevmo at Sutter and Van Ness and already a Whole Foods location at Franklin and California.  The above does not even consider numerous corner stores that sell alcohol in the area.  

I share similar concerns for the long term financial viability of other family owned businesses like our friends at Cheese Plus across the street, Le Beau Market, Real Foods Market and all other grocers in the neighborhood, You can be sure Whole Foods 365 will compete with them all on cheese and charcuterie selection, dry goods and prepared food like soups, sandwiches and hot plates and coffee.  Real Foods is under new ownership and being revitalized to further diminish the need for another grocer in the area.  The former Big Apple space at the corner of Polk and Clay, the Bazaar, is concerned about the potential competition and awaiting news on Whole Foods 365 before they even have a chance to get off the ground as they expect to be negatively affected by the presence of Whole Foods 365 should it be allowed to conduct business in the neighborhood.  All in all, there are several long tenured small neighborhood businesses and some new, that stand to lose a lot if Whole Foods 365 is permitted to come in and gobble up the competition.



A Whole Foods 365 at Polk and Jackson would cause intolerable increases in traffic congestion in the neighborhood. The biggest concern for residents at the Whole Foods 365 presentation was regarding the noise and traffic congestion generated by numerous delivery trucks on Jackson St., along with customers waiting to get into and come out of the underground parking structure on single lane Polk St.  Of course, the Whole Foods 365 presenters attempted to down play the amount of delivery trucks that will be coming and going, along with the congestion on Polk resulting from customers, but you can imagine if single lane Polk is forced to endure a fraction of the traffic madness that occurs at the Whole Foods at Franklin and California (multiple lanes), or the Trader Joe's on Masonic and Geary (multiple lanes), it will cripple the traffic flow in the neighborhood.



San Francisco's historical businesses are already becoming extinct at the hands of development and astronomical rising rents, which is why we need the recommendation of the Planning Commission to preserve the Polk St. neighborhood historical fabric and say NO to Whole Foods 365 at Jackson and Polk.



Your time and consideration are greatly appreciated!



Thank you,



Michael Priolo 

Owner – Operations Manager

The Jug Shop Inc.





    



            



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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case No. 2016-00037BCUA
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 9:13:34 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: Richard Sherrie [mailto:sherrichard61@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2018 7:37 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Case No. 2016-00037BCUA
 
To All,

I am an elderly woman and would like to advocate for the building of The Whole
Foods store near my building at 1650 Jackson St.
We are seeing markets vanish in all neighborhoods in San Francisco. We elderly
need the convention of being to able to WALK to a store to buy food.

This would improve our neighborhood for everyone who need easy access to a food
market. We all eat, right? We need a store to buy the food we cook, right? 

Please help us enhance our neighborhood with the convenience of a food market we
can walk to, especially one like Whole Foods with the variety of their food market.

I would appreciate your taking all of us in this neighborhood into consideration. We
need a food market at this location and it would benefit all of us, especially the elderly
who don’t drive but walk.

Thank you.

Respectfully,

Sherrie Richard
415-819-8613
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mailto:nicholas.foster@sfgov.org
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Vu, Doug (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1140 Harrison Street development
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 9:16:39 AM
Attachments: Support 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: Henry Karnilowicz [mailto:occexp@aol.com] 
Sent: Saturday, April 07, 2018 5:42 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com
Cc: Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); LCuadra@bergdavis.com
Subject: 1140 Harrison Street development
 
Dear Planning Commission President Rich Hillis,
 
Attached is our letter in support of the 1140 Harrison Street development.
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
 
Kind regards,
 
Henry Karnilowicz
President
SomBa (South Of Market Business Association)
 
615 Seventh Street
San Francisco, CA 94103-4910
415.420.8113 cell
415.621.7583 fax

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:doug.vu@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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April	6,	2018	
	
	
Commissioner	Rich	Hillis	
President	San	Francisco	Planning	Commission	
1650	Mission	Street,	Suite	400	
San	Francisco,	CA	94103	
	
Dear	President	Hillis	and	Planning	Commissioners,	


On	behalf	of	the	South	of	Market	Business	Association	(SOMBA),	I	am	pleased	to	submit	our	support	for	the	
1140	Harrison	Street	project.		


The	project	team	initially	contacted	SOMBA	in	October	2017	and	presented	its	plans	at	our	February	2018	
meeting.	The	proposal	endeavors	to	fulfill	the	vision	of	the	Western	SoMa	Area	Plan,	transforming	the	auto-
oriented	site	to	a	vibrant,	pedestrian-friendly,	mixed-use	development,	offering	371	new	studio,	one,	two	and	
three-bedroom	rental	units.	


The	project	also	includes	approximately	6,600	square	feet	(six	units)	of	ground	floor	commercial	with	accessory	
residential	space	fronting	Harrison	Street	and	Berwick	Place	offering	new	local	services	for	residents	and	
neighbors.		Our	understanding	is	that	this	space	will	function	similar	to	“flex”	space	for	occupancy	by	businesses	
and	artisans	to	live,	create	and	sell	their	work	in	the	same	space.	


We	understand	the	current	plans	are	the	direct	result	of	myriad	discussions	with	close	neighbors	and	city	
planning	and	applaud	the	project	sponsor’s	commitment	to	transparent	outreach.	Further,	we	appreciate	the	
mid-block	alley	experience	which	is	a	key	objective	of	the	design,	transforming	the	project	site’s	dead-end	
streets	with	active	ground	floor	uses,	new	landscaping	and	enhanced	pedestrian	connections.	


We	also	strongly	encourage	the	Planning	Commission	to	approve	the	request	for	a	CU	for	parking.	The	proposal	
calls	 for	 a	 parking	 ratio	 of	 0.46:1,	 or	 170	 spaces,	 which	 is	 significantly	 lower	 than	 most	 recently	 approved	
residential	developments	in	our	neighborhood.	


SOMBA	feels	that	1140	Harrison	Street	supports	our	mission	to	promote	South	of	Market	as	a	vital	place	to	live,	
work,	visit	and	do	business.			


Please	approve	the	1140	Harrison	Street	project.	


	


Sincerely,	
 


 
Henry	Karnilowicz	
President     







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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: Whole Foods
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 9:17:31 AM
Attachments: Case No. 2016-000378CUA 1600 Jackson St.msg

Re Letter Opposing the Whole Foods 365 Store on Polk and Jackson Streets.msg
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Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St

		From

		Don L

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





Members of the Planning Commission

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103



Reference Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St



I am a homeowner at 1650 Jackson St, Apt 703.

Please note that I enthusiastically support the Whole Foods 365 Market project.



Thanks,

Don Lee






Re: Letter Opposing the Whole Foods 365 Store on Polk and Jackson Streets

		From

		Elaine Tanzman

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





365 Store .docx

April 6, 2018





Ms. Elaine Tanzman


1580 Jackson Street, #15


San Francisco, CA 94109


[bookmark: _GoBack]


Dear Commissioner Hillis: 





I am writing to express my strong opposition to opening a Whole Foods 365 Store on Polk and Jackson Streets. I have lived across the street from the proposed site for 40 years and am very familiar with the activities on that corner. I think that a store like the proposed one is likely to cause gridlock on Polk Street and detract from the quality of life in this neighborhood.





According to the San Francisco Chronicle, San Francisco has the second worst traffic problems in the United States. Given the severity of these problems, it is contrary to sound city planning to build a grocery store with a 70-space parking lot on a congested street. 





There are two other chain grocery stores in this neighborhood, the Whole Foods Market on Franklin and California and the Trader Joe’s on California and Hyde. Both stores are located on much wider intersections than Polk and Jackson. A manager at Whole Foods Franklin told me that approximately 500 cars a day visit that store. When I have shopped there on weekend nights, I have encountered a deluge of traffic on Van Ness Avenue, where cars turn abruptly onto Van Ness. I don’t see how a considerably narrower intersection, like Polk and Jackson, can accommodate the same volume of traffic as Franklin and California, without causing traffic congestion. In addition, an increase in the amount of traffic could endanger pedestrians crossing Polk and Jackson and bicyclists using the bike lanes on Polk Street. 





The traffic report which Kittelson and Associates prepared about this store also says that vehicle queues may occur as cars line-up to enter the parking garage on Polk Street. It mentions strategies to deal with these queues, including posting signs saying “Do Not Block Sidewalk or Bike Lane.” However, people frequently ignore traffic signs.


Furthermore, it says if vehicle queues occur frequently at the garage, the owner will have 90 days to correct this problem. However, this report doesn’t have any concrete information about how to abate these queues. 





San Francisco also has a transit-first policy, which means that efficient bus service is a high priority for this city. Two bus lines, the 19 Polk, and the 12 Folsom-Pacific also cross the intersection of Polk and Jackson Streets. If this store opens, it is likely that an increase in traffic at this intersection will delay these buses. 





In addition, Whole Foods has not been transparent about this project. The original application said that this store would be approsimately19, 450 square feet. However, at a community meeting that Whole Foods sponsored on October 17, 2017, their representatives said that the proposed store would be smaller than Whole Foods Franklin so it would not attract as much traffic as that store does. However, the notice about the conditional use hearing says that Whole Foods has more than doubled the store size to 43,900 square feet, comparable to the size of Whole Foods Franklin.





Building housing, including below market rate units, is a better land use decision than opening this store. Adding housing units will cause less traffic congestion than a grocery store with a 70-space parking lot and will add necessary housing to the city’s supply. 








Sincerely, 





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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St.
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 9:29:23 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: A Thilges [mailto:athilges@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 1:23 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); nicolas.foster@sfgov.org; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
Subject: Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St.
 
I am a homeowner at 1650 Jackson St, next door to the proposed whole Foods 365 at 1600
Jackson St.  I, my family, and my neighbors fully support the Whole Foods project.  Please do
not allow the building at 1600 Jackson St. to be torn down.  Many buildings in our
neighborhood have recently been torn down and replaced with modern styled high rise
buildings.  This is changing the character of our neighborhood, which is already one of the
most densely populated areas of The City.  We need a local grocery store like Whole Foods
365.  As well we need to keep our neighborhood pedestrian friendly.  Whole Foods 365
enables this.  Please do not allow the building at 1600 Jackson St. to remain vacant any
longer.  It has already resulted in an increase in homeless camps on our block, an increase in
vandalism, and an increase in crime.  Please enable our neighborhood to remain a place to
live, walk, and thrive.
 
Anne Thilges
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: kateinsf@aol.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);

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

Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for the Week of April 9, 2018
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 10:15:10 AM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 4.9.18.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, April 09, 2018 9:09 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for the Week of April 9, 2018
 
Good morning.
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. 
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Mark Farrell
City and County of San Francisco
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

April 9, 2018

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of April 9, 2018

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of April 9, 2018. 

Immigrant Rights (Monday, April 9, 530PM, San Francisco Muslim Community Center 4760 Mission Street) – SPECIAL Full Commission District 11 Neighborhood Meeting

Discussion Only


· Introduction to Special Hearing by Chair Celine Kennelly


· Welcoming Remarks by District 11 Supervisor Ahsha Safai

· Safety Net / Health & Well-Being


· Immigration Policy and Muslim Ban


· Immigrant Leadership Awards Event Update

Small Business (Monday, April 9, 530PM) 


Action Items

· Approval of Legacy Business Registry Application and Resolution:

· The Jazz Room

· Legacy Business Registry Rules and Regulations. 

· Board of Supervisors File No. 180323 - Building Code - Mandatory Disability Access Improvements for Places of Public Accommodation - Extension of Time Deadlines - Deletion of Administrative Fee. Ordinance amending the Building Code to extend the times for existing buildings with a place of public accommodation either to have all primary entries and paths of travel into the building accessible to persons with disabilities or to receive a City determination of equivalent facilitation, technical infeasibility, or unreasonable hardship; to extend the period for granting extensions from those deadlines; to extend the time to submit the Department of Building Inspection’s report on the disability access improvements program to the Board of Supervisors; and eliminating the administrative fee to implement the disability access improvement program; restating the findings of local conditions under the California Health and Safety Code; and directing the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to forward the ordinance to the California Building Standards Commission upon final passage. 

Port (Tuesday, April 10, 230PM)


Discussion Only


· Renee Martin, Port Director of Communications – Recognized in the Sun-Reporter Women’s History Month Special Edition as one of the Outstanding Women Leaders in the Bay Area


· D.J. Siegman, Port Electrician – Recipient of the IBEW Hour Power Award 2017 Instructor of the Year


· Pier 23 and 19½ Roofing Project – Recipient of the International Partnering Institute Award


· Report on Port’s Contracting Activity for the First and Second Quarters of Fiscal Year 2017-18 (July 1, 2017 through December 31, 2017).


· Informational presentation on Boudin Properties, Inc. 160 Jefferson Street, regarding an amendment to the lease to provide  for two (2) extension options of ten (10) years each, up to June 30, 2065, subject to Board of Supervisors’ approval.

· Informational presentation on Waterfront Plan Working Group Land Use Recommendations produced in Part 2 of the Waterfront Plan Update public planning process.

Action Items

· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL AND REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR - Pier 24 Annex (Closed Session)

· Request recommendation that the Capital Planning Committee and the Board of Supervisors take all necessary action to place a minimum $350 million General Obligation Bond for Phase I of the Seawall Earthquake Safety and Disaster Prevention Program on the ballot for the November 2018 election. 

PUC (Tuesday, April 10, 130PM)


Discussion Only


· CleanPowerSF Update


· Presentation by the Rate Fairness Board on proposed rates, fees and charges for retail water service and retail wastewater service, water and wastewater capacity charges, miscellaneous fees and charges and CleanPowerSF rates.

Action Items

· Approve Amendment No. 3 to Agreement No. CS-224.A, System Integration and Support Services – Related to Project Controls, with MLok Consulting, Inc., to provide the SFPUC with continued specialized system integration and support services to implement and improve the delivery of its Capital Improvement Programs and Capital Projects for all SFPUC Enterprises; and authorize the General Manager to execute this amendment, increasing the agreement by $1,500,000, for a total not-toexceed amount of $7,600,000, and extending the contract duration by two years, for a total contract duration of eight years.

· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. HH-980, Lower Cherry Aqueduct Rehabilitation, in the amount of $2,946,868, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, K.W. Emerson, Inc., to perform rehabilitation measures on the Lower Cherry Aqueduct. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of California Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. HH-992, Modesto Transmission Line Clearance Mitigation, in the amount of $1,711,000, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, Big Valley Electric, to perform modifications to existing transmission towers including portions of Lines 7&8 from Warnerville Switchyard to Standiford Substation, and Lines 3&4 from Standiford Substation to Newark Substation, to provide required conductor clearances. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of California Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Accept work performed by Anvil Builders, Inc. for Contract No. WW-605R, Mission and Valencia Streets Green Gateway; approve Modification No. 8 (Final) decreasing the contract amount by $64,965, and increasing the contract duration by 257 consecutive calendar days (approximately eight and a half months), for a total contract amount of $3,496,041, and with a total contract duration of 677 consecutive calendar days (approximately one year, 10 months); and authorize final payment to the contractor.


· Accept work performed by M Squared Construction, Inc., for Contract No. WW-609R, Holloway Green Street Stormwater Improvements; approve Modification No. 7 (Final), decreasing the contract by $241,059, with a time extension of 86 consecutive calendar days (approximately three months), for a total contract amount of $5,879,607, and a total contract duration of 681 consecutive calendar days (approximately one year and 10 months); and authorize final payment to the contractor.


· Public Hearing: Discussion and possible action to approve the project-level scope, schedule, and budget of the March 2018 Proposed Revised Water System Improvement Program and direct staff to send a Notice of Change Report to the California Joint Legislative Audit Committee, the State Water Resources Control Board, and the Alfred E. Alquist Seismic Safety Commission in compliance with California Assembly Bills 1823 and 2437. Proposed changes to the WSIP include: (1) the extension of the overall program completion date from December 20, 2019 to December 30, 2021; (2) the increase of the forecast cost of regional projects by $42 million from $4,373,800,000 to $4,415,800,000 (1% increase); and (3) a scope change to the Regional Groundwater Storage and Recovery Project, as well as less significant scope refinements for several other regional projects.

· Public Hearing to consider and adopt a new four-year schedule of rates for retail water service in San Francisco and suburban areas to be effective with meter readings on or after July 1, 2018. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the purposes of California Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Public Hearing to consider and adopt a new four-year schedule of rates for wastewater service in San Francisco to take effect on or after July 1, 2018. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the purposes of California Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Public Hearing to consider and adopt revisions to water and wastewater capacity charges for new service, increased service, or a change in service provided by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission to take effect on or after July 1, 2018. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the purposes of California Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 


· Public Hearing: Discussion and possible action to approve revised schedule of rates and charges for the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Power Enterprise CleanPowerSF program service in San Francisco to take effect July 1, 2018. If adopted, the proposed rates would: (1) increase Green product rates by 5%, on average, for all classes, while maintaining a 2% discount from PG&E rates after accounting for the Power Charge Indifference Adjustment and Franchise Fee Surcharge; (2) decrease SuperGreen premium rates for specified rate classes; and (3) set residential and commercial customer program termination fees to $0 until the end of Citywide enrollment, December 31, 2019. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the purposes of California Environmental Quality Act, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code.

· Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation - Luis Adolfo Marquez vs. City and County of San Francisco, San Francisco Superior Court Case No.: CGC-16-554676, Date Filed: October 5, 2016, Proposed settlement of action with release of all claims and the City to pay $150,000. (Closed Session)

Veterans Affairs (Tuesday, April 10, 6PM)


Discussion Only


· Report on issues affecting the movement of the WWI Memorial Stone from Golden Gate Park to the grounds of the Veterans Building

Action Items

· Follow-up discussion and potential action item to create a “Candidates Forum” focused on the affairs of San Francisco veterans


· Nomination and Vote to appoint Commissioner Barnickle  as VAC Liaison Commissioner to the  County Veterans Service Office

· Discussion and Vote on VAC participation in the September 11 National Day of Service and Remembrance

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, April 11, 5PM)

Action Items

· REHEARING REQUEST - Subject property at 518 Taylor Street. 520 Taylor Street LP, appellant, is requesting a rehearing of Appeal No. 17-199, 520 Taylor Street LP vs. ZA, decided February 28, 2018. At that time, the Board voted 1-4 (Vice President Swig, Commissioner Honda, Commissioner Lazarus and Commissioner Wilson dissented) to grant the appeal and overturn the Letter of Determination on the basis that the Zoning Administrator erred by relying on a violation issued by the Department of Public Health that was faulty due to a lack of notice to the property owner. Lacking the four votes needed to pass, the motion failed. With no further motion made, the determination was upheld by operation of law. Determination Holder: 520 Taylor Street LP. Appeal: Protesting the issuance of a Letter of Determination regarding a request to abate the existing Planning Code violation preventing the operation of a Massage Establishment at this location for three years, based upon the assertion that the property owner was not notified by the Department of Public Health that violations to Article 29 of the Health Code existed and thus did not have the opportunity to cure any existing violations on the property.

· CONSIDERATION OF WHETHER TO DIRECT THE PREPARATION OF WRITTEN FINDINGS - LIDIA WOYTAK, Appellant(s) vs. DEPT. OF BUILDING INSPECTION, PLANNING DEPT. APPROVAL, Re: 1033-1037 Washington Street. Protesting the ISSUANCE on December 15, 2017, to 1033-1037 Washington Street LLC, of a Site Permit (fourth floor residential unit addition to building; renovation of third floor unit entry; renovation of basement; repair of existing egress stair at rear of property; seismic and foundation upgrade). Note: the public hearing was held and closed on March 7, 2018. At that time, the Board voted 4-1 (Commissioner Lazarus dissented) to grant the appeal and deny the permit on the basis that the building is nonconforming and out of character with the neighborhood. At the direction of the President, this matter is returning to consider whether to direct the preparation of written findings to support the Board’s March 7, 2018 decision in accordance with Section 8 of the Board’s rules.


· REHEARING REQUEST TO BE CONSIDERED IF ITEM (5A) IS DENIED - Subject property at 1033-1037 Washington Street. 1033-1037 Washington Street LLC, permit holder, is requesting a rehearing of Appeal No. 18-002, 1033-1037 Washington Street LLC vs. DBI, PDA, decided March 07, 2018. At that time, the Board voted 2-3 (President Fung, Vice President Swig and Commissioner Wilson dissented) to deny the appeal and uphold the permit on the basis that it was properly issued. Lacking the three votes needed to pass, the motion failed. Upon motion by Vice President Swig, the Board voted 4-1 (Commissioner Lazarus dissented) to grant the appeal and deny the permit on the basis that the building is nonconforming and out of character with the neighborhood. Appellant: Lidia Woytak. Project: fourth floor residential unit addition to building; renovation of third floor unit entry; renovation of basement; repair of existing egress stair at rear of property; seismic and foundation upgrade. 

· APPEAL - ANTHONY TAM vs. DEPT. OF BUILDING INSPECTION, PLANNING DEPT. APPROVAL, Re: 566 29th Avenue. Protesting the ISSUANCE on November 27, 2017, to Steve Huang, of a Site Permit (two-story horizontal addition to existing rear side of building; total addition area is 689sf; interior remodel at second floor and third floor; add second unit to existing building).


· APPEAL - ZAVEN DAIGIAN vs. SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF STREET USE AND MAPPING, Re: 765 2nd Avenue. Appealing the ISSUANCE on January 03, 2018, to Crown Castle NG West LLC, of a Personal Wireless Service Facility Site Permit (construction of a personal wireless service facility in a Zoning Protected Location).


· APPEAL - ROYA & RAY RASSAI vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, ARCEIL JURANTY & STEVEN FAIG, Subject Property Owners (100 Rivoli Street), Re: 122 Rivoli Street. Protesting the ISSUANCE on December 12, 2017, of a Revised Letter of Determination regarding the clarification of certain conditions of a Variance Decision, Case No. 92.307V, issued on September 28, 1992 in connection with the subdivision of a single parcel into two lots at 100 Rivoli Street and 122 Rivoli Street.


· APPEAL - ALBERT TOM vs. DEPT. OF BUILDING INSPECTION, PLANNING DEPT. APPROVAL, Re: 245 11th Avenue. Protesting the ISSUANCE on January 12, 2018, to James Shegoian, of a Site Permit (infill of existing light court at ground floor for laundry and common half bathroom).


· APPEAL - REALLY WHY, LLC vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, LUCY REYNALES & ARVIND MOHAN, Subject Property Owners, 1472 McAllister Street, JASON SPARKS & ALYSSA MERWIN, Subject Property Owners, 1474 McAllister Street, Re: 1470-1474 McAllister Street.


Appealing the ISSUANCE on November 21, 2017, of a Suspension Request (requesting that BPA Nos. 2017/09/01/6795 and 2016/08/11/4813 be suspended for the reason that the three-unit condominium constructed on the subject property in 2016 was not completed in accordance with the final approved plans for the building, permitted under BPA No. 2013/02/15/0317).


· APPEAL - SWEET INSPIRATION vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, Re: 2239 Market Street. Protesting the ISSUANCE on January 22, 2018, of a Notice of Violation (alleging violation of Planning Code Section 303.1(e) for operating a Formula Retail use at the subject property without a Conditional Use Authorization).


· APPEAL - PHILIP ACHILLES vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, Re: 819 Ellis Street. Appealing the ISSUANCE on January 31, 2018, of a Notice of Violation & Penalty (alleging violation of Planning Code Sections 171 and 712 for the unauthorized operation of a Light Manufacturing use (furniture and fixtures) in the basement level of the subject property).


· APPEAL - RICH MENENDEZ vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, SIDRA MONTGOMERY LLC, Subject Property Owner, Re: 180 Montgomery Street. Appealing the ISSUANCE on November 15, 2017, of a Letter of Determination regarding whether an existing use on the subject property (dba Workshop Café) is a Restaurant Use under the Planning Code.


Fire (Wednesday, April 11, 9AM)

Action Items

· CASE NO. 2017-06:  COMMISSION DELIBERATIONS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT, AND POSSIBLE APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT REGARDING COMMISSION’S DECISION ON EMPLOYEE SUSPENSION APPEAL, FOR VIOLATIONS AS FOLLOWS: 


The appeal is from a six calendar day suspension for violation of the Rules and Regulations as follows:


· Section 3919 – Proper Behavior


· Section 3920 – Unacceptable Language


· Section 3923 – Acts Detrimental to the Welfare of the Department


At the Commission’s meeting on February 14, 2018, the Commission deliberated and decided member’s appeal of a 6-day suspension imposed by the Chief of Department and by a unanimous vote the Commission upheld the violation of Section 3919, Proper Behavior, found insufficient evidence to support the violations of Section 3920 – Unacceptable Language and Section 3923 – Acts Detrimental to the Welfare of the Department, and reduced the 6-day suspension to a 2-day suspension.  The Commission is now considering proposed Findings of Fact in relation to that decision. (Closed Session)

Juvenile Probation (Wednesday, April 11, 530PM)


Discussion Only


· SF CityBuild Presentation by Ken Nim, Workforce Compliance Manager, and Joshua Arce, Executive Director 


· Life Learning Academy Presentation by Teri Delane, Principal 


· Highlights at Juvenile Hall and Log Cabin Ranch 


· SB 625 – Honorable Discharge form Division of Juvenile Facilities 


· Data and Innovation Award – Share Youth Database 

Police (Wednesday, April 11, 530PM)


Discussion Only


· Presentation of 4th Quarter 2017 and 1st Quarter 2018 FDRB Findings & Recommendations & OIS Summaries

Action Items

· Discussion and possible action to approve issuance of Department Bulletin 18-035, per DGO 3.01, modifying Department General Order 3.08, “Court Appearances by Members”

· Discussion and possible action to approve draft revised Department General Order 2.04, “Complaints against Officers,” and draft Memorandum of Understanding Between the Department of Police Accountability and the San Francisco Police Department for purposes of engaging in the meet-and-confer process with the Police Officers Association


· Discussion and possible action to appoint Assistant Patrol Special Cody Clements #2511 to a Patrol Special Officer, or take other action, if necessary.

· Discussion and possible action to approve Sale of Patrol Special Beat #69 from Marina Fitzinger to Patrol Special Officer Cody Clements #2511, or take other action, if necessary.

· PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION:  Chief of Police - Review of findings and Chief’s decision to return or not return officers to duty following an officer-involved shooting (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION:  Assignment of disciplinary charges filed in Case No. IAD 2017-0283 to an individual Commissioner for the taking of evidence on a date to be determined by the Commissioner (Closed Session)


· PERSONNEL EXCEPTION:   Status and calendaring of pending disciplinary cases (Closed Session)

Treasure Island (Wednesday, April 11, 7PM, Treasure Island YMCA 749 9th Street) - SPECIAL

Discussion Only


· YBI Stewardship 


· Marina Plaza, Building One Plaza, and Hilltop Park Art Proposals

· Transit Pass Planning Update

· Informational Presentation on the Draft Proposed Treasure Island Development Authority Budget for Fiscal Year 2018-19 

Action Items

· Resolution Approving and Authorizing the Execution of a Fourth Amendment to the Professional Services Agreement between the Embarcadero YMCA, a Branch of the YMCA of San Francisco, and the Treasure Island Development Authority


· Resolution Approving the Filing of a Statement of Information with the California Secretary of State, and Approving and Ratifying Contracts Entered Into by Treasure Island Development Authority.


· Resolution Retroactively Approving and Authorizing the Execution of (i) Third Amendment to Lease No. 1,041; and (ii) First Amendment to Lease No. 1,012 with Abdo Ali Nasser, a sole proprietor, dba Island Market & Deli, to address business loss due to  construction activities


Retirement (Wednesday, April 11, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· Update – Six Strategies to Address Climate Risk in SFERS Portfolio

· Presentation on Examples of Put Protection Strategies

· 2018 Proxy Voting System – Update on SFERS’ proxy votes on INCR-Sponsored Resolutions


Action Items

· Recommendation to Hire Generation Investment Management for an investment of up to $500 million in its Global Equity Strategy

· Recommendation to Commit up to $300 million in Cartica’s Emerging Markets Fund

· Recommendation to issue a Request for Proposals for Third Party Administration of the San Francisco Deferred Compensation Plan

· Review and Approval of SFERS Annual Report


Health Service Board (Thursday, April 12, 1PM)

Discussion Only


· Presentation of risk scores

· Best Doctors annual report

· Long-term sustainability of City Plan

· HSS Financial Reporting as of January 1, 2018

Action Items

· Approve City Plan’s administrative fees for 2019 plan year. Staff recommendation: Approve increase to UHC base ASO fee for 2019; approve UHC Shared Savings Program fees and approve total PSPM expense for City Plan.

· Approve Vision Service Plan’s 2019 rates and contributions. Staff recommendation: Approve 2019 VSP basic and premier plan premiums and affirm SFHSS to manage enrollment into Premier Plan thus eliminating Premier Plan PEPM admin charge.

· Approve Best Doctors’ 2019 renewal

Human Rights (Thursday, April 12, 530PM)

Discussion Only


· Update on Projects and Staff


· Award Notification: Transgender Legal Education & Legal Support Services


· Upcoming Events


· Next Steps on Data


· Joint Commission Meetings


Joint Hearing Planning & Building Inspection (Thursday, April 12, 10AM, Room 400)

Discussion Only


· Demolitions – Discussion of the definition of demolition in both agencies.


· Fraudulent Plans/Fines & Penalties – Discussion of fraudulent plans and potential fines and penalties either or both agencies may assess.

Planning (Thursday, April 12, 1PM)

Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance 


· 160 CASELLI AVENUE – between Danvers and Clover Streets, Lot 008 in Assessor’s Block 2690 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to allow demolition an existing single-family residence and illegal structure at the rear of the property and removal of an unauthorized dwelling unit. The proposal includes new construction of a 3-story 2-unit structure at the front of the property within a RH-2 (Residential, 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). Preliminary Recommendation: Disapprove (Proposed Continuance to May 10, 2018)

Action Items

· 100 BARNEVELD AVENUE /125 BAYSHORE BOULEVARD – east side of Bayshore Blvd, between Oakdale and Jerrold Avenues; Lot 002 and 019 of Assessor’s Block 5559 (District 10) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.3 and 303, to establish a Homeless Shelter (Navigation Center) with accessory Social Service use. This homeless shelter would be limited in timeframe to no more than four years and would be operated by the City and County of San Francisco. The proposed project would collectively measure approximately 22,973 square feet and involve interior tenant improvements within the existing office building (10,009 square feet) and the existing warehouse building (12,964 square feet), construction of 1,554 square feet of exterior deck and the placement of two trailers (approximately 865 square feet) containing modular restroom and shower facilities on-site within a PDR-2 (Production, Distribution and Repair) and 65-J Height and Bulk Districts. 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

· CENTRAL SOMA PLAN – CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT – The Central South of Market (SoMa) Plan is a comprehensive plan for the area surrounding much of the southern portion of the Central Subway transit line. The Plan includes roughly 230 acres that comprise 17 city blocks, as well as the streets and thoroughfares that connect SoMa to its adjacent neighborhoods: Downtown, Mission Bay, Rincon Hill, and the Mission District. The Central SoMa Plan seeks to encourage and accommodate housing and employment growth by (1) removing land use restrictions to support a greater mix of uses while also emphasizing office uses in portions of the Plan Area; (2) amending height and bulk districts to allow for taller buildings; (3) modifying the system of streets and circulation within and adjacent to the Plan Area to meet the needs and goals of a dense, transit-oriented, mix-use district; and (4) creating new, and improving existing, open spaces. Please Note: The public hearing on the Draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for the Draft EIR ended on February 13, 2017. Public comment will be received when the item is called during the hearing. However, comments submitted may not be included in the Final EIR.

· CENTRAL SOMA PLAN – ADOPTION OF CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) FINDINGS – The Planning Commission will consider adoption of CEQA Findings for actions in connection with the Central South of Market (SoMa) Area Plan, generally bounded on its western portion by 6th Street, on its eastern portion by 2nd Street, on its northern portion by the border of the Downtown Plan Area, and on its southern portion by Townsend Street. The CEQA Findings include a statement of overriding considerations; reasons for rejection of alternatives to the proposed Plan; and a mitigation monitoring program associated with the approval of the Central SoMa Plan. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt CEQA Findings

· CENTRAL SOMA PLAN – ADOPTION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE GENERAL PLAN – Pursuant to San Francisco Planning Code 340, the Planning Commission will consider adopting General Plan Amendments to add the Central South of Market (SoMa) Area Plan, generally bounded on its western portion by 6th Street, on its eastern portion by 2nd Street, on its northern portion by the border of the Downtown Plan Area, and on its southern portion by Townsend Street; making conforming amendments to the Commerce and Industry Element, the Housing Element, the Urban Design Element, the Land Use Index, and the East SoMa and West SoMa Area Plans; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making environmental findings, including adopting a statement of overriding considerations, and findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution Recommending Approval

· CENTRAL SOMA PLAN – ADOPTION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE PLANNING CODE AND ADMINISTRATIVE CODE – Pursuant to San Francisco Planning Code 302, the Planning Commission will consider Planning Code and Administrative Code Amendments to give effect to the Central South of Market (SoMa) Area Plan, generally bounded on its western portion by 6th Street, on its eastern portion by 2nd Street, on its northern portion by the border of the Downtown Plan Area, and on its southern portion by Townsend Street. The Planning Code amendments include adding Sections 128.1, 132.4, 175.1, 249.78, 263.32, 263.33, 263.34, 413.7, 432, 433, and 848; revising Sections 102, 124, 134, 135, 135.3, 138, 140, 145.1, 145.4, 151.1, 152, 152.1, 153, 155, 163, 169.3, 181, 182, 201, 206.4, 207.5, 208, 211.2, 249.36, 249.40, 249.45, 260, 261.1, 270, 270.2, 303.1, 304, 307, 329, 401, 411A.3, 413.10, 415.3, 415.5, 415.7, 417.5, 419, 419.6, 423.1, 423.2, 423.3, 423.5, 426, 427, 429.2, 603, 608.1, 802.1, 802.4, 803.3, 803.4, 803.5, 803.9, 809, 813, 825, 840, 841, 842, 843, 844, 845, 846, 847, 890.37, 890.116, 890.124; and deleting Sections 263.11, 425, 802.5, 803.8, 815, 816, 817, and 818. The Administrative Code amendments include revising Chapter 35. The Planning Commission will also consider affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; making approval findings under the California Environmental Quality Act, including adopting a statement of overriding considerations; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience, and welfare under Planning Code Section 302. 


Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution Recommending Approval


· CENTRAL SOMA PLAN – ADOPTION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE ZONING MAP – Pursuant to San Francisco Planning Code 302, the Planning Commission will consider Zoning Map Amendments, to create the Central South of Market (SoMa) Special Use District and make other amendments to the Height and Bulk District Maps and Zoning Use District Maps consistent with the Central SoMa Area Plan, encompassing an area generally bounded on its western portion by 6th Street, on its eastern portion by 2nd Street, on its northern portion by the border of the Downtown Plan Area, and on its southern portion by Townsend Street. The Zoning Map is proposed include amendments to Sheets ZN01, ZN08, HT01, HT08, SU01, and SU08 affecting all or part of the following Assessor’s Blocks: 3725, 3732, 3733, 3750-3753, 3762, 3763, 3775-3778, 3785-3788; The Planning Commission will also consider 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. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution Recommending Approval

· CENTRAL SOMA PLAN – ADOPTION OF THE IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM – The Planning Commission will consider adopting the Implementation Program to guide implementation of the Central South of Market (SoMa) Area Plan, generally bounded on its western portion by 6th Street, on its eastern portion by 2nd Street, on its northern portion by the border of the Downtown Plan Area, and on its southern portion by Townsend Street. The Implementation Program document includes five parts: 1) An “Implementation Matrix” document conveying how each of the Plan’s policies would be implemented, including implementation measures, mechanism, timelines, and lead agencies, 2) A “Public Benefits Program” document containing the Plan’s public benefits package, including a description of the range of infrastructure and services that will serve new growth anticipated under the Plan, a summary of how those benefits will be funded, and a description of how this program will be administered and monitored, 3) A “Guide to Urban Design” document containing design guidance that is specific to Central SoMa in a way that complements and supplements the requirements of the Planning Code and citywide Urban Design Guidelines, 4) A “Key Development Sites Guidelines” document that includes greater direction than available in the Planning Code to the development of the Plan Area’s large, underutilized development opportunity sites, in an effort to maximize public benefits and design quality, and 5) A “Key Streets Guidelines” document that includes greater policy direction for each of the major streets in the Plan Area. 


Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution Recommending Approval


War Memorial Board (Thursday, April 12, 2PM)

Discussion Only


· Planning Department Update Presentation on the Civic Center Public Realm Plan 

Action Items

· Rental Requests:  Opera House; Davies Symphony Hall; Herbst Theatre; Wilsey Center 

· Approval of March 2018 Housekeeping Expenditures


· Request from San Francisco Ballet to install hanging mobile graphics in the Opera House main lobby from April 20 – May 7, 2018 in conjunction with the “Unbound Festival of New Works.”

· San Francisco Symphony request to install an exhibit in the First Tier lobby of Davies Symphony Hall from May 19 – July 3, 2018, in conjunction with the Symphony’s semi-staged production of “Boris Godunov.”


Miscellaneous

· Long Term Care Coordinating Council (Thursday, April 12, 1PM)

· Transbay Joint Powers Authority Board (Thursday, April 12, 930AM) 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Draft policy statement regarding Central SOMA plan
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 11:08:43 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: Cynthia Gomez [mailto:cgomez@unitehere2.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 2:45 PM
To: Rich Hillis; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Joel Koppel; Richards, Dennis (CPC);
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Wertheim, Steve (CPC)
Subject: Draft policy statement regarding Central SOMA plan
 
(Re-sent with mild edits.)

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
At the last Planning Commission meeting regarding Central SOMA, there was discussion of
some sort of policy position that could be added to the Plan or that the Commission could
sign on to, setting a tone for the priorities guiding development of commercial projects
under the Plan. I'm attaching here a proposed policy statement and would invite your
feedback.
 
Best,
 
Cynthia Gómez

   UNITE HERE, Local 2 

 

The Central SOMA plan will bring numerous large commercial projects, which have the
potential for tremendous impacts on the neighborhood and on the city. Planning staff and
members of the Planning Commission have always been charged with evaluating whether
commercial projects are necessary and desirable for the neighborhood. As projects are
approved under this Plan, Planning will give special scrutiny to the enforceable
commitments made by the project sponsor. Specifically: For all residential development more
than 25 units and all commercial development over 50,000 sq ft, the developer should be prepared
to provide a Community Good Jobs Employment Plan for public review and comment prior
to consideration of project approval by the Planning Department that details the goals for all the
permanent jobs within the future development for hiring South of Market and Central City residents,

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


especially disadvantaged persons, at good living wages with benefits, and that details how those goals
will be addressed through the future project’s employers through engagement with
concerned community, civic, and labor organizations.

 
--
Cynthia Gómez
Research Analyst
UNITE/HERE, Local 2
209 Golden Gate Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
cgomez@unitehere2.org
415.864.8770, ext. 763

mailto:cgomez@unitehere2.org
tel:415.864.8770


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Draft policy statement
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 11:08:51 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: Cynthia Gomez [mailto:cgomez@unitehere2.org] 
Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 2:43 PM
To: Rich Hillis; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Joel Koppel; Richards, Dennis (CPC);
Johnson, Milicent (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Wertheim, Steve (CPC)
Subject: Fwd: Draft policy statement
 
 
---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Cynthia Gomez <cgomez@unitehere2.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 28, 2018 at 11:41 AM
Subject: Fwd: Draft policy statement
To: Gordon Mar <gordon@jwjsf.org>, Conny Ford <conny@sfclout.org>, Tracey Brieger
<tracey@jwjsf.org>, Angelica Cabande <acabande@somcan.org>, James Tracy
<JTracy@chp-sf.org>, Carlos Gutierrez <carlos.homeysf@gmail.com>

Dear Commissioners,
 
At the last Planning Commission meeting regarding Central SOMA, there was discussion of
some sort of policy position that could be added to the Plan or that the Commission could sign
on to, setting a tone for the priorities guiding development of commercial projects under the
Plan. I'm attaching here a proposed policy statement and would invite your feedback.
 
Best,
 
Cynthia

The Central SOMA plan will bring numerous large commercial projects, which have the
potential for tremendous impacts on the neighborhood and on the city. Planning staff and
members of the Planning Commission have always been charged with evaluating whether
commercial projects are necessary and desirable for the neighborhood. As projects are
approved under this Plan, Planning will give special scrutiny to the enforceable commitments
made by the project sponsor. Specifically: For all residential development more than 25 units and
all commercial development over 50,000 sq ft, the developer should be prepared to provide a Community
Good Jobs Employment Plan for public review and comment prior to consideration of project approval
by the Planning Department that details the goals for all the permanent jobs within the future development

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:cgomez@unitehere2.org
mailto:gordon@jwjsf.org
mailto:conny@sfclout.org
mailto:tracey@jwjsf.org
mailto:acabande@somcan.org
mailto:JTracy@chp-sf.org
mailto:carlos.homeysf@gmail.com


for hiring South of Market and Central City residents, especially disadvantaged persons, at good living
wages with benefits, and that details how those goals will be addressed through the future project’s
employers through engagement with concerned community, civic, and labor organizations.



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case #2016-000378CUA
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 11:46:33 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: Kay Rousseau [mailto:krousseau2@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 06, 2018 10:42 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; joelkoppel@sfgov.org; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Richards, Dennis (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
Subject: Case #2016-000378CUA
 
​I am writing to express my strong support for the Whole Foods 365 at 1600
Jackson St @ Polk. Our neighborhood needs and deserves this high quality retail
store. The ideal location allows for walking to & from for many, many neighbors.
Allowing certain individuals to block the development of this site for their own
self serving interests would be a real shame.
 
Thank you for considering my email in your deliberations.
 
~Kay Rousseau
  1000 Green St, SF 94133

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St.
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 11:47:05 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: Bill Freund [mailto:bfreund@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 05, 2018 7:17 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); nicholast.foster@sfgov.org; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
Subject: Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St.
 
Hello,
 
I'm writing to strongly support the application of Whole Foods 365 Market to operate
at 1600 Jackson Street, as resident who lives next door at 1650 Jackson Street
(where I've lived for over 15 years).
 
Some main reasons for my support:

The space has been vacant for years, and it's attracting criminal activity.
The neighborhood needs a market there, to allow people nearby to walk instead
of driving elsewhere, reducing traffic.
Whole Foods would serve as an anchor, attracting foot traffic, and in turn more
businesses, helping to fill smaller vacant retail spaces nearby.
Whole Foods seems like it's very neighbor-friendly, involving the community in
collaborative discussions and offering community space on the 2nd floor of the
proposed location.
Tearing down a building that has not outlived its useful life is wasteful.

 
Thanks for your consideration,
 
Bill Freund
1650 Jackson Street, #908
San Francisco, CA 94109
415.505.9175

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:nicholas.foster@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter from President Breed re. Central SOMA - Items 7-8(e)
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 2:50:32 PM
Attachments: L. Breed CPC re. Central Soma Plan 4.9.18.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: Bruss, Andrea (BOS) 
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2018 2:37 PM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Wertheim, Steve (CPC)
Subject: Letter from President Breed re. Central SOMA - Items 7-8(e)
 
President Hillis and Commissioners –
Please find attached a letter from President Breed for your consideration for items 7-8(e) on your

April 12th meeting agenda related to the Central SOMA Plan. Please contact me with any questions.
Thank you
 
…………………………………………………………………
Andrea Bruss
Office of Board President London Breed
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl.
San Francisco, CA 94102
415.554.6783
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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President, Board of Supervisor 


District 5 


 


City and County of San Francisco 


 
 


LONDON N. BREED 
 


 


April 9, 2018  


 


Rich Hillis 


President, Planning Commission 


San Francisco Planning Department 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 


San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Re. Items 7 through 8(e) – Central SoMa Plan – April 12, 2018 Meeting  


 


Dear President Hillis and Commissioners;  


 


I appreciate all of the years of effort, community planning, and discussion that has gone into the 


development of the Central SoMa Plan before you at your April 12th Commission meeting. The 


proposed plan offers significant public benefits, including funding for new parks, transportation, 


and environmental sustainability.  


 


However, the reality is that San Francisco is experiencing a housing affordability crisis, and the 


plan as introduced does not go far enough to create the new housing, especially affordable 


housing, that our city and our residents so badly need.  


 


As it stands, the draft Central SoMa Plan before you is largely a jobs plan, which anticipates 


approximately 40,000 new jobs and 7,000 housing units. That is a ratio of more than 5 jobs per 


every unit of housing. Between 2010 and 2015, San Francisco created 8 jobs for every unit of 


housing. That jobs-housing imbalance has driven up rents, promoted displacement, and 


exacerbated our housing affordability crisis. We can and should do more to increase housing in 


the Central SoMa Plan and throughout San Francisco.  


 


At a minimum, I believe the following changes must be made to this proposal: 


 


 Maximize the number of housing units allowable under the current Environmental Impact 


Report. This would add over 1,200 more units of housing including more than 400 units 


of permanently affordable housing.  


 


 Evaluate additional areas where housing could be permitted in the Plan Area including 


adjacent to the Flower Mart site and in other zoning districts with appropriate deed 


restrictions in place to notify residents and protect PDR businesses against complaints.  


 


 Expand areas where 100% affordable housing projects are permitted.   
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 Implement a “Housing Sustainability District” authorized under Assembly Bill 73, which 


allows for the streamlining of residential development under certain requirements.  


 


 The Planning Department should also immediately begin additional environmental 


analysis to identify and evaluate other locations where more housing capacity could be 


added in and around Central SoMa.  


 


Thank you for your consideration of these proposed changes as you deliberate these items. I am 


open to discussing additional changes which help us accomplish the shared goals of planning for 


job growth, creating public benefits, and building more housing. We cannot miss this opportunity 


to increase and encourage more housing.  


 


Sincerely, 


 


 


 


President London Breed 


Board of Supervisors 


City & County of San Francisco 


 


 


cc:  


Jonas Ionin, Commission Secretary  


John Rahaim, Director  


Steve Wertheim, Principal Planner 


 







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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of Support - WF365 at 1600 Jackson Street
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 3:39:45 PM
Attachments: RHN Support Letter of Support for WF365 at 1600 Jackson Street Case #2016-000378CUA.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: Carol Ann Rogers [mailto:carolannrogers@prodigy.net] 
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2018 3:08 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Letter of Support - WF365 at 1600 Jackson Street
 
Dear Mr. Ionin,
Attached please find a second letter from Russian Hill Neighbors in support of the conditional use of
1600 Jackson Street by Whole Foods for a WF365 grocery store. A previous letter of support was
submitted in 2016. Thank you for adding this to the Commission’s file in preparation for the
upcoming April 26 Hearing on Case #2016-000378CUA.
Carol Ann Rogers
For RHN
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http://www.sfplanning.org/















From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin

(CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Subject: FW: Whole Foods 365 Market on Jackson Street - REFERENCE CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 JACKSON ST
Date: Monday, April 09, 2018 3:55:16 PM

 
 
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: Kiran Vajapey [mailto:kvajapey@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 09, 2018 3:40 PM
To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Subject: Whole Foods 365 Market on Jackson Street - REFERENCE CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600
JACKSON ST
 
Dear Aaron,
 
I am a resident at 1800 Washington Street, part of the Pacific Place complex. I am writing in
reference to: CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 JACKSON ST. 
 
I would like to show my support for the planned Whole Foods 365 market. I believe
this would be a fantastic addition to the neighborhood and would benefit residents
and residents of nearby areas greatly. We would love to have a convenient and
reputable marketplace so close to home and would certainly take advantage of this
retailer on a regular basis.
 
Please take this support into consideration when moving forward with the decision
process. I speak for many people when I say we would love to have this Whole Foods
walking distance from home.
 
Thank you,
Kiran Vajapey

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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https://maps.google.com/?q=1600+JACKSON+ST&entry=gmail&source=g


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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: Whole Foods
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 9:01:17 AM
Attachments: CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA 1600 JACKSON ST.msg

In favor of Whole Foods 365 Market at 1600 Jackson Street.msg
CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA 1600 JACKSON ST .msg
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CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 JACKSON ST

		From

		Cynthia

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org



Considering the number of older residents in this area, some of whom suffer daily w/ life-altering disabilities, the opening of a 365 Market at the old Lombardi’s location would be a Godsend.  I myself can no longer walk all the way up the hill to Trader Joe’s which is also somewhat limited as far as the products they choose to sell.  Nor can I make it up the other hill to Whole Foods where the tab can add up fast if one isn’t careful.  



 



I shouldn’t have to take a Lyft or taxi (Muni is out for me) just to get a few groceries, but I often have to if I have no one who can give me a ride.  Or, I just do without like I’m sure many other people because it’s just too much planning, expense, trouble, etc. to get to a store and back home again.  This could all be solved w/ the proposed 365 Market plans and it couldn’t happen soon enough.



 



Thank you,



Cynthia Beck



Pacific Place Resident



 



Sent from Mail for Windows 10



 






In favor of Whole Foods 365 Market at 1600 Jackson Street

		From

		Greenberg, Tamara (UCSF)

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org



To Whom It May Concern,



My husband and I live at 1701 Jackson Street, one block away from 1600 Jackson Street.  We emphatically support the presence of a Whole Foods 365 Market at this location.  We'll list some reasons below, but we honestly cannot understand how this project can be opposed.  There is so much empty retail space on Polk Street and if we know nothing about our San Francisco Government, you are pro-development.  So it is ridiculous to let all of this empty space sit.  It's bad for the economy and it invites more homeless people and we are absolutely fed up with how easy it is for homeless people to camp, illegally, in our neighborhood.  Some other points to consider:








-         1600 Jackson St. has been vacant for more than three years. This has led to more crime on Jackson St. 



-         We believe in the concept of “15-minute neighborhoods,” where the majority of needed services are within walking distance.



-         Whole Foods management has worked extensively with our neighborhood and the SFMTA to mitigate potential problems with increased traffic and deliveries.



-         Whole Foods has assured us that there will be no deliveries during San Francisco quiet time – between 10PM and 7AM – and during morning and afternoon rush hours. We also believe that WF365 will be more organized in terms of deliveries than the former Lombardi’s.



-         We believe in sustainability and that tearing down a building that has not outlived its usefulness is wasteful.



-         Our neighborhood contains one of the densest populations in San Francisco, particularly following the many recent additions of new condominium and apartment projects.  The population is likely to continue grow, as developers are eyeing many large parcels of land on Van Ness as well as at Polk and Pacific (where The Jug Shop is.)  Increased services to the neighborhood are necessary to accommodate all of this growth.



-         We believe that Whole Foods will serve as an anchor store, attracting more people to Polk St. and increasing the flow of foot traffic to other shops in the area. Chestnut St. is an example of how formula retail stores can co-exist with and even benefit small, independent retail operations.



-         There are far too many empty storefronts on Polk St., particularly between Broadway and California Street.  If the conversion of Lombardi’s to Whole Foods is not allowed, the building will remain another vacant blot on the neighborhood, probably for years to come.



-         There are 70 parking spaces available for people who need to drive to the store, meaning that street parking would be minimally affected. We never had a traffic problem with Lombardi’s or with the garage currently occupying the space. I own a business at 2000 Van Ness and I am not worried at all that my patients will have difficulty finding parking.  In fact, the majority of people who come to my office already take public transportation.  



-         Our neighborhood’s population is aging, along with Russian Hill’s, and so we need more conveniently located services, in particular a full-service grocery store.



-         Since the closure of The Big Apple on Polk St., we are lacking a full-service, affordable grocery store.  We are fortunate to have some specialty stores such as The Cheese Shop and Bel Campo Meats but these stores are not full-service and are not affordable for the majority of our neighbors – and are certainly not for everyday use.



-         We believe that Whole Foods will continue to make a conscientious effort to insure that its neighbors’ needs and interests are met, based on its outreach to local residents thus far.



-         Whole Foods 365 plans to open the second floor of 1600 Jackson as a public meeting space, which would be a welcome amenity for the neighborhood.



To summarize, there is no real reason to oppose this project.  



Thanks for your consideration,

Tamara McClintock Greenberg, PsyD, MS and Andrew McClintock Greenberg, MD, PhD

  








Tamara McClintock Greenberg, Psy.D., M.S.



Author of Psychodynamic Perspectives on Aging and Illness (Second Edition)


and When Someone You Love Has a Chronic Illness


tamara-greenberg.com

@TMcGreenberg



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email communication may contain private, confidential, or legally privileged information intended for the sole use of the designated and/or duly authorized recipient(s). If you are not the intended recipient or have received this email in error, please notify the sender immediately by email and permanently delete all copies of this email including all attachments without reading them. If you are the intended recipient, secure the contents in a manner that conforms to all applicable state and/or federal requirements related to privacy and confidentiality of such information.




CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 JACKSON ST  

		From

		christine blomley

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org



Members of the Planning Commission

Supervisor Aaron Peskin

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103 

 I wrote several years ago in support of a Whole Foods 365 at 1600 Jackson Street and understand it was denied at that time.  I’m writing again strongly supporting this grocery store in our neighborhood.  I live at 1701 Jackson, one block from the proposed store, and am a senior who would greatly benefit from a store nearby.  I was born and raised in San Francisco and want to see our neighborhood thrive!






1.	This proposed store has strong neighborhood support in Russian Hill and in all the surrounding condo buildings and apartments in the Polk and Van Ness corridors.

2.	I currently drive to other grocery stores and would much prefer to walk reducing traffic on our busy streets. Shouldn’t this be a goal of all City Supervisors and Planners?

3.	The building has been abandoned for three years and many vagrants and criminal elements hang around the old Lombardi building.  

4.	Polk Street has lots of foot traffic and this needed grocery store will increase foot traffic and help other businesses on Polk Street.  We want our neighborhood to be vibrant and active.

5.	Currently I can only walk to a cheese store or a meat store at Pacific and Polk.  A full service grocery with fresh produce would be such a needed and healthy addition to our neighborhood.

6.	Tearing down this perfectly good building for more condos is not what we need.  There are plenty of places along Van Ness for more multiple dwelling homes.  All the building of the last 20 years has increased the population but there are no grocery stores to serve us nearby.

7.	There is simply no good reason that you would not approve this grocery! Please don’t listen only to the  Middle Polk Street Merchant Association of Polk Street.  Listen to the people who live and shop here.






Thank you very much for your consideration.  When I vote next time I’ll remember who supported my neighborhood.




Sincerely,







Christine Blomley

1701 Jackson #502

San Francisco, CA 94109




 





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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Wertheim, Steve (CPC)
Subject: Central SOMA - Continuance
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 12:35:40 PM

Commissioners,

Please be advised that due to a noticing issue, Central SOMA will be moved to May 10th. No action will be taken
this Thursday. Notice will be sent to interested parties of the move. Persons present will be permitted to testify.
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department¦City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309¦Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC); CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary
Cc: Frye, Tim (CPC)
Subject: RE: Move only - 2018-003700COA - Washington Square to May 16th HPC
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 2:30:08 PM

Done.
 
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: Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC) 
Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 1:35 PM
To: CTYPLN - HPC Commission Secretary; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Frye, Tim (CPC)
Subject: Move only - 2018-003700COA - Washington Square to May 16th HPC
 
Hello –
 
SFRPD just informed me that they need to add new scopes of work to the COA for the Washington
Square Water Conservation Project, Case No. 2018-003700COA.  Therefore it cannot be heard on

May 2nd.  If possible, please move the item to the HPC hearing of May 16th.   This is a move only, the
notice has not yet gone out.
 
Thanks,
Elizabeth
 
 
 
Elizabeth Gordon Jonckheer
Senior Planner | Preservation - Southwest Quadrant Team
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-8728 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: Elizabeth.Gordon-Jonckheer@sfgov.org
Web:.www.sfplanning.org
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Jardines, Esmeralda (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please reject project for 2799 24th st. Case no. 2014.1258ENV
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 2:36:31 PM

 
 
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: Iris Biblowitz [mailto:irisbiblowitz@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 12:09 PM
To: Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Rich Hillis; Moore, Kathrin (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards,
Dennis (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Lewis, Donald (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Secretary, Commissions
(CPC)
Subject: Please reject project for 2799 24th st. Case no. 2014.1258ENV
 
Hello - I'm a senior, a nurse, and a tenant who's lived in the Mission for over 40 years. I'm
writing to oppose the project at 2799 24th street, which will undoubtedly be more housing for
rich people just moving into the Mission and San Francisco. While I'm relieved that no one will
be evicted, the demolition of the laundromat will be the loss of an important service to
working-class people (at least, those who remain, after thousands of Latino and African-
American families, seniors, and people with disabilities have been displaced to make way for
mostly young, while, high-income people. 
 
You know the shameful statistics, but they bear repeating: In the Mission: In 2000, 60% of the
population was Latino; In 2015, it was down to 50%, and is projected to be down to 31% in
2025. In 2000, people who were wealthy made up 12% of the population; in 2025, that's
projected to be 26% (more than double). Families in the Mission made up 25% in 2015; in
2025, that's projected to be 11%. African-American were 14% of the population when I arrived
in the 1970s; now, that's gone down to 3-5%. Displacement by race and income. 
 
There is a potential new owner for the laundromat at 2799 24th street, but the current owner
wants to make big bucks from expensive housing, which is exactly what has been destroying
our communities, not only in the Mission but throughout San Francisco. Planning has
acknowledged the severe housing crisis, but continues to approve projects that go against the
principles of community and justice (and the Latino Cultural District), and that cause suffering
due to displacement, evictions, intimidation, etc.
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The increase of high-income residents has also caused an increase in traffic congestion and
pollution. 92% of the wealthiest households have 1-2 cars and are less likely to yield to
pedestrians. 
 
The housing crisis has also lead to a health crisis, with people experiencing strokes, asthma,
insomnia, anxiety, depression, increased symptoms of Parkinson's disease, and more,
including death. (I have the names, if you'd like them.) Also, being homeless is not good for
your health. (70% of people who are homeless had been housed in the past 2-3 years in San
Francisco.)
 
I would be happy to support this 3-story project if it were 100% deeply affordable.
Unfortunately, I suspect it will be 0% affordable. 
 
San Francisco is notorious for being #1 in the USA for income inequality. As the Planning
Commission, are you not, at least, partially responsible? What will you do to reverse that?
 
Thank you - Iris Biblowitz, RN
 
 



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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: Whole Foods
Date: Tuesday, April 10, 2018 2:37:12 PM
Attachments: CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA 1600 JACKSON ST.msg

In Support - Wholefoods 365 on Jackson and Polk.msg
Case No. 2016-000378CUA 1600 Jackson St..msg
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CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 JACKSON ST

		From

		Najine Shariat

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Cc

		Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

		Recipients

		nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



Good morning,



This email is to show our very strong support in having Whole Foods 365 Market Project move in to 1600 Jackson Street. 



We have an apartment on 1800 Washington Street and would love to see Whole Foods in that location as we feel our grocery options are limited for the large neighborhood and think it will positively impact our entire area. We are at your disposal if you may have any questions.



Respectfully yours,





Nas Salamati and Najine Shariat


























In Support - Wholefoods 365 on Jackson and Polk

		From

		Laura Salzberg Grant

		To

		Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Recipients

		aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 JACKSON ST



Aaron and team,



This is the first email that I have ever written to city council / gotten involved in these decisioning but given the state of the neighborhood and increase in crime I feel the need to do so. Truthfully, we have been residents of SF for 10 years but given the state of the city I believe that we need to make drastic changes to improve the quality of life and reduce crime and homelessness. Which, leads me to the below. 



I want to voice my support that I strongly, strongly am in favor of opening the 365 Whole Foods on Jackson and Polk. I live around the corner at 1800 Washington, apt 918. I am emailing as I won't be in person at the hearing (its during working hours). 



I am passionate about having a new grocery store that is affordable, walkable and adds to the neighborhood. 



Additionally, I don't see any benefit in delaying this further and having another vacant storefront on Polk street as there are serious issues with vacancies. It goes without saying, the neighborhood has worsened significantly over the last years with rises in crime, violence and homelessness. This unit specifically is a huge space, while I understand that Whole foods is a big chain, I can't imagine in the current situation a mom and pop would be able to take it under and feel like MPNA's formula retail opposition a bit unrealistic. 



I understand that all are entitled to their own views and as your team weighs options, its important to take both into consideration but hope you will move forward with 365 Whole Foods.



Best,

Laura




Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St.

		From

		Trattratt

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Cc

		Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; john.rahaim@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org



April 10, 2018 



Members of the Planning Commission

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA  94103



RE:  CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA





Dear Members of the Planning Commission:



My husband and I own two units at 1650 Jackson Street for our personal use, next door to the proposed Whole Foods 365 Market at Jackson and Polk Streets.  We are both in total support of this project and are anxiously looking for it to become a reality after living next to a vacant building for the past three years.  Our building and many other condo buildings in the area are overwhelmingly in support of this project as are the many, many neighbors we have spoken to about this for the last two years, since the Whole Foods proposal came to all of our attention.



We support this project for the following reasons:



1) We believe that there are too many vacant storefronts between Broadway and California Streets on Polk and that we need an anchor store to keep our smaller businesses afloat as well as the restaurants in the neighborhood.  If you look at Chestnut Street, for example, chain stores co-exist well with small businesses and it is one of the most efficient shopping streets in the city and highly successful.



2) Since the demise of The Big Apple store on Polk and Washington Streets, there is not a full-service, walkable, affordable, grocery store in our neighborhood.  We are lucky to have such businesses as The Cheese Shop and Bel Campo meats but these are not full service stores, nor are they affordable for everyday shopping for most people in this neighborhood.  We believe that having a Whole Foods 365 store there would aid in bringing more shoppers to not only these businesses but all of the businesses on Polk Street.



3) Our neighborhood has not caught a breath since the massive amount of development has taken place around the Polk Street vicinity.  We know that developers are eyeing many properties on Van Ness Avenue as well as on Polk (i.e. the large parcel where The Jug Shop now resides.) For that reason, density has increased which is another reason we need to increase our services with groceries being at the top of the list.



4) Whole Foods has impressed us with their neighborhood outreach and has worked extensively with our building and our neighborhood to mitigate potential problems with increased traffic and deliveries.  Historically, the Lombardi store and their parking garage never posed a problem for the neighborhood, although there was always in and out traffic there on Polk Street.  Since Lombardi's left, the parking garage has continued to operate without creating any problems for us.  We also believe that WF365 will be more organized and respectful in terms of deliveries than the former Lombardi's owners. We have seen their delivery schedule and found that they took all of the neighborhood concerns into consideration.



5) We would like you to know that the MPNA does not represent us or our neighborhood even though it says it does.  MPNA conducts little outreach to the neighborhood and does not allow the majority of residents to vote on its policies, and has not polled our neighborhood like other neighborhood associations do, as the Russian Hill association has done with their members about this project.



6) The fact that Whole Foods 365 plans to open up the second floor of 1600 Jackson as a public meeting space would be a welcome amenity for the neighborhood.



7) This empty storefront has impacted our building in a very large way.  For the first time, we had to install security cameras as we experienced many lobby thefts and people have gotten into our building to break into cars in our garage as well as have gained access to some of the floors in our building which could have been very threatening situations for our residents here.  We need the extra foot traffic and security that Whole Foods 365 would bring along with a more vibrant, lively streetscape on Polk Street.




8) Finally, we believe that 1600 Jackson Street is a viable building and perfect for its new life as a Whole Foods 365 store.  We find it wasteful to destroy a building which has not outlived its usefulness and could provide a much needed service to the neighborhood for a long time to come.



Thank you for your consideration.



Best regards,

Karen and David Dold

1650 Jackson St. 503 and 504

San Francisco, CA  94109























From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 365 Whole Foods
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 9:39:50 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: Dr. Dale Mortenson [mailto:drdalesf@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 9:19 AM
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC);
Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
Subject: 365 Whole Foods
 
Dear Commissioners,

This is to respectfully request that you deny the application of 365 Whole Foods to open a store on
Polk Street.

Polk Street has historically been a small business neighborhood.  It is well-known that 365 Whole
Foods and its owner, Amazon, have competitive practices that have successfully eliminated many
small businesses.  Their size gives them pricing advantages not available to small businesses.  Indeed,
at the community meetings 365 Whole Foods has repeatedly stated that they will be offering goods
at lower prices.  This price competition leaves our small business neighbors at a disadvantage and
poses a threat of losing our small business neighbors.  Equally importantly, the presence of 365
Whole Foods will discourage new small businesses from moving into our neighborhood because of
competition concerns.

The size advantage of 365 Whole Foods and Amazon enables them to afford higher rents than small
businesses.  This will increase rents for all businesses in the neighborhood.

Polk and Jackson Streets are two-lane streets.  Delivery trucks and customer cars will increase noise
and traffic and create traffic congestion.

Polk Street is a unique and special neighborhood because of all the one-of-a-kind small businesses. 
Please preserve and protect the character of our small business neighborhood by denying 365
Whole Foods’ application for a store on Polk Street.

Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
Dale Mortenson & Stephanie Chang
 
 
 
--
Dale N. Mortenson, DC, DACNB, CNC
2041-A Polk Street
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San Francisco, CA 94109
(415) 673-3667



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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case No. 2016-000378CUA 1600-Jackson Street
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 11:03:50 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: John Addeo [mailto:johnaddeosf@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 10:16 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
Subject: Case No. 2016-000378CUA 1600-Jackson Street
 
April 10, 2018
 
Members of the Planning Commission
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA  94103
 
RE:  CASE NO. 2016-000378CUA
 
 
Dear Members of the Planning Commission:
 
My wife and I own a condo in 1650 Jackson Street., which is next door to the
proposed Whole Foods 365 Market at Jackson and Polk Streets.  We are both in total
support of this project and are looking for it to become a reality after living next to a
vacant building for the past three years.  Our building and many other condo buildings
in the area are overwhelmingly in support of this project as are the many, many
neighbors we have spoken to about this for the last two years, since this proposed
project came to all of our attention.
 
We support this project for the following reasons:
 
1) We believe that there are too many vacant storefronts between Broadway and
California Streets on Polk and that we need an anchor store to keep our smaller
businesses afloat as well as the restaurants in the neighborhood.  If you look at
Chestnut Street, for example, chain stores co-exist well with small businesses and it
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is one of the most efficient shopping streets in the city and highly successful.
 
2) Since the demise of The Big Apple store on Polk and Washington Streets, with NO
efforts for anyone to open it,  there is not a walkable, affordable, grocery store in our
neighborhood.  We are lucky to have such businesses as The Cheese Shop and Bel
Campo meats but these are not full service stores, nor are they affordable for
everyday shopping for most people in this neighborhood.  We believe that having a
Whole Foods 365 store there would aid in bringing MORE shoppers to not only these
businesses but ALL of the businesses on Polk Street.
 
3) Our neighborhood has not caught a breath since the massive amount of new
housing development has taken place around the Polk Street vicinity.  We know that
developers are eyeing many properties on Van Ness Avenue as well as on Polk (i.e.
the large parcel where The Jug Shop now resides, is now under consideration by
developers.) For that reason, density has increased which is another reason we need
to increase our services with a full service grocery store being at the top of the list!
 
4) Whole Foods has impressed us with their neighborhood outreach and has worked
extensively with our building and our neighborhood to mitigate potential problems with
increased traffic and deliveries.  Historically, the Lombardi store and their parking
garage have never been a problem for the neighborhood.  Since Lombardi's left, the
parking garage has continued to operate without creating any problems for us.  We
also believe that WF365 will be more organized and respectful in terms of deliveries
than the former Lombardi's owners. We have seen their delivery schedule and found
that they took all of the neighborhood concerns into consideration. Very Impresssive.
 
5) We would like you to know that the MPNA does not represent me nor our
neighborhood even though it implies it does.  MPNA conducts little outreach to the
neighborhood and has not polled our neighbors as other neighborhood associations ,
such as the Russian Hill association has done with their neighbors about this project.
 
6) The fact that Whole Foods 365 plans to open up the second floor of 1600 Jackson
as a public meeting space would be a welcome amenity for the neighborhood.
 
7) This empty storefront has impacted our building in a very large way.  For the first
time, we had to install security cameras as we experienced many lobby thefts and
people have gotten into our building to break into cars in our garage which could have
been very threatening situations for our residents here. Constant calls to 311, for
homeless and homeless encampments around that empty building.  We need the
extra foot traffic and security that Whole Foods 365 would bring along with a
more vibrant, lively streetscape on Polk Street.
 
8) Finally, we believe that 1600 Jackson Street is a viable building and perfect for its
new life as a Whole Foods 365 store.  We find it wasteful to destroy a building
which has not outlived its usefulness and could provide a much needed service
to the neighborhood for a long time to come.
 
Thank you for your consideration,

https://maps.google.com/?q=1600+Jackson+St&entry=gmail&source=g


 
Jon and Barbara Addeo
1650-Jackson Street, apt # 705
San Francisco, CA, 94109
johnaddeosf@gmail.com
415 441-4307
 

mailto:johnaddeosf@gmail.com


From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: WHOLE FOODS 365 CONDITIONAL USE HEARING 04-26-2019 CASE 2016-000378CUA
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 1:42:38 PM
Attachments: 2018-04-11 RC TO SF PLANNING RE WF 365 COND USE.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: Richard Cardello [mailto:richard@cardellodesign.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 12:40 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Rahaim, John (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar,
Myrna (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin
(CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); zoning@rhnsf.org
Subject: WHOLE FOODS 365 CONDITIONAL USE HEARING 04-26-2019 CASE 2016-000378CUA
 

April 11, 2018
 
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, California 94103
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
 
RE: Case No. 2016-000378CUA HEARING DATE 04-26-2018
WHOLE FOODS 365, 1600 JACKSON AT POLK, CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION
 
Dear Planning Commissioners:
 
I am writing to you, once again, in support of the long-wanted Whole Foods 365
which many are hoping will occupy the already existing 1600 Jackson Street
commercial building.
 
The reasons for this continued support are many.   For me, the most compelling
reason is: my friends and neighbors overwhelmingly WANT IT!  In the context of the
Conditional Use hearing, it is both desirable and necessary and it benefits the
community.
 
Also, I have a personal request; when listening to public comments, please consider
the addresses of the speakers.   My observation is that many opponents of Whole
Foods do not live in the actual neighborhood that wants this neighborhood-serving
market.

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



RICHARD CARDELLO 
999 GREEN STREET APT 903 


SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94133 
richard@cardellodesign.com 
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April 11, 2018 
 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, California 94103 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org  
 
RE: Case No. 2016-000378CUA HEARING DATE 04-26-2018 
WHOLE FOODS 365, 1600 JACKSON AT POLK, CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION 
 
Dear Planning Commissioners: 
 
I am writing to you, once again, in support of the long-wanted Whole Foods 365 which 
many are hoping will occupy the already existing 1600 Jackson Street commercial 
building. 
 
The reasons for this continued support are many.  For me, the most compelling reason is: 
my friends and neighbors overwhelmingly WANT IT!  In the context of the Conditional 
Use hearing, it is both desirable and necessary and it benefits the community. 
 
Also, I have a personal request; when listening to public comments, please consider the 
addresses of the speakers.  My observation is that many opponents of Whole Foods do 
not live in the actual neighborhood that wants this neighborhood-serving market. 
 
Recently, I heard that Hayes Valley residents were disappointed when their efforts to 
have a neighborhood-serving market were unsuccessful, due to the anticipated tenant 
having pulled out.  If they want a market, I hope they get one.  I would appreciate the 
same consideration from them, and their support rather than their opposition. 
 
Please approve the Conditional Use application for this project. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
Richard Cardello 
  







RICHARD CARDELLO 
999 GREEN STREET APT 903 


SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94133 
richard@cardellodesign.com 
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CCS: 
John Rahaim 
Director of Planning 
john.rahaim@sfgov.org  
 
District 3 Supervisor Aaron Peskin 
Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org 
 
SF Planner assigned to this project  
Nicholas.Foster@sfgov.org  
 
RICH HILLIS  
Commission President 
richhillissf@gmail.com  
  
MYRNA MELGAR 
Commission Vice-President 
myrna.melgar@sfgov.org  
  
RODNEY FONG  
Commissioner 
 (415) 202-0436 
planning@rodneyfong.com  
  
MILICENT A. JOHNSON 
Commissioner 
milicent.johnson@sfgov.org 
 
JOEL KOPPEL 
Commissioner 
joel.koppel@sfgov.org  
  
KATHRIN MOORE 
Commissioner 
kathrin.moore@sfgov.org  
  
DENNIS RICHARDS 
Commissioner 
dennis.richards@sfgov.org  
 
RUSSIAN HILL NEIGHBORS 
zoning@rhnsf.org  
 
 







 
Recently, I heard that Hayes Valley residents were disappointed when their efforts
to have a neighborhood-serving market were unsuccessful, due to the anticipated
tenant having pulled out.   If they want a market, I hope they get one.   I would
appreciate the same consideration from them, and their support rather than their
opposition.
 
Please approve the Conditional Use application for this project.
 
Thank you,
 
 
 
Richard Cardello
999 Green Street #903
San Francisco  CA  94133
 
CCS:
John Rahaim
Director of Planning
john.rahaim@sfgov.org
 
District 3 Supervisor Aaron Peskin
Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org
 
SF Planner assigned to this project
Nicholas.Foster@sfgov.org
 
RICH HILLIS
Commission President
richhillissf@gmail.com
 
MYRNA MELGAR
Commission Vice-President
myrna.melgar@sfgov.org
 
RODNEY FONG
Commissioner
(415) 202-0436
planning@rodneyfong.com
 
MILICENT A. JOHNSON
Commissioner
milicent.johnson@sfgov.org
 
JOEL KOPPEL
Commissioner
joel.koppel@sfgov.org
 
KATHRIN MOORE
Commissioner
kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
 
DENNIS RICHARDS
Commissioner
dennis.richards@sfgov.org
 
RUSSIAN HILL NEIGHBORS
zoning@rhnsf.org
 
 

mailto:john.rahaim@sfgov.org
mailto:Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:Nicholas.Foster@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:myrna.melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:zoning@rhnsf.org


 



From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Wertheim, Steve (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Withdrawal of Application for Organized Opposition
Date: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 1:42:34 PM
Attachments: 2018.04.11.Central SOMA Org Oppo Withdrawal.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: Toyer Grear [mailto:toyer@lozeaudrury.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2018 12:01 PM
To: richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore,
Kathrin (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Richard Drury
Subject: Withdrawal of Application for Organized Opposition
 
Dear President Hillis, Planning Commissioners, and Commission Secretary Ionin,
 
Attached please find correspondence written on behalf of the Central SoMa
Neighbors (CSN) to withdraw our request an Organized Opposition presentation
concerning the Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) for the Central SoMa Plan,
scheduled to be considered at the Planning Commission’s meeting of April 12, 2018
at 1:00 p.m.

Please note a hard copy will follow by U.S. first class mail.  If you have any questions,
please feel free to contact our office.
 
Thanks, 
Toyer Grear
Office Manager / Paralegal
Lozeau Drury, LLP
410 12th Street # 250
Oakland, CA 94607
email: toyer@lozeaudrury.com
phone: 510-836-4200
fax: 510-836-4205

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:steve.wertheim@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:toyer@lozeaudrury.com



 
 
By Email and US Mail 
 
April 11, 2018  
 
Commission President Rich Hillis 
Planning Commissioners 
c/o Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
richhillissf@yahoo.com; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; 
myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; 
Commissions.Secretary@sfgov.org 
 


RE: Withdrawal of Application for Organized Opposition Presentation by 
Central SoMa Neighbors on Central SoMa Plan  


 DEIR SCH NO. 2013042070 
 Planning Commission Hearing of April 12, 2018 


 
Dear President Hillis, Planning Commissioners, and Commission Secretary Ionin: 
 


I am writing on behalf of the Central SoMa Neighbors (CSN) to withdraw our 
request an Organized Opposition presentation concerning the Environmental Impact 
Report (“EIR”) for the Central SoMa Plan, scheduled to be considered at the Planning 
Commission’s meeting of April 12, 2018 at 1:00 p.m. We withdraw the request because 
the matter has been continued to be heard on May 10, 2018.  We request permission to 
make an Organized Opposition presentation at the rescheduled hearing on May 10, 
2018.  If granted, the organized opposition presentation will represent the testimony of 
CSN.  The speakers will be San Francisco residents, Reema Kapoor, Gina Cariaga, 
and myself (Richard Drury).  We also intend to present a short video.  Thank you. 


 
Sincerely, 


 
 
 
Richard Toshiyuki Drury 
LOZEAU | DRURY LLP 
Counsel for Central SoMa Neighbors and SFBlu 



mailto:richhillissf@yahoo.com

mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:myrna.melgar@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com





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

(CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Whole Foods
Date: Thursday, April 12, 2018 9:00:39 AM
Attachments: Case No. 2016-000378CUA 1600 Jackson St..msg

Whole Foods 365 Development Project Case NO. 2016-000378CUA 1600 Jackson Street.msg
Subject Case No. 2016-000378CUA 1600 Jackson St. .msg

 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:richhillissf@gmail.com
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:nicholas.foster@sfgov.org

Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St.

		From

		Allison Dillon

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org



Members of the Planning Commission, 



I'm writing as a member of the middle polk neighborhood and homeowner at 1650 Jackson St. 



For more than 3 years, 1600 Jackson St. has been vacant. I have had to call the non-emergency police line more than 50 times during this period due to homeless camps and mentally ill people wielding dangerous items. I've called 311 to report necessary clean up for human excrement all over my block. Most importantly, I had to call 911 when I came home and found a homeless man sleeping in my apartment building, blocking the entrance to my actual apartment. 



While this is a city wide problem, I am confident if we had a good neighbor like Whole Foods, we would have a cleaner, safer, block with more neighborly foot traffic.




Whole foods management has worked extensively with the neighborhood and SFMTA to mitigate potential traffic and delivery issues. And Whole Foods is found in every major city in the US, including SF, they are experts at navigating city challenges. We believe the management team of Whole Foods is more committed to adding value to this community and cleaning it up, than any other neighbor would be. They have demonstrated this by continually meeting with over of the last couple of years. I currently have buses parked all over my block, blocking traffic left and right, and running engines all night long. I would take organized food delivery from a conscientious neighbor any day. 



We have a very dense neighborhood and need the additional grocery to sustain the walkable city neighborhood we owners and residents came here for. I also believe this grocery will increase foot traffice to the many other businesses on Polk street, and hopefully allow us to fill some of the many storefront vacancies. 



MPNA has not gotten the support of homeowners and residents. We believe they are only reflecting the opinion of a select number of businesses. Cheese Plus and Belcampo are the only options south of Broadway and neither sell frutis and vegetables. Real Foods regularly has more than a 10 person wait, 2 cashiers max, and runs out of items. 



Please take this letter as strong support from homeowners for the Whole Foods 365 to move in to 1600 Jackson St, and quickly. Help us to save our neighborhood from a lack of community caused by vacancies, homelessness, and crime. 



Sincerely, 

Allison Dillon

1650 Jackson St homeowner




Whole Foods 365 Development Project Case NO. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson Street

		From

		Debbe Noto

		To

		Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Secretary, Commissions (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC)

		Recipients

		aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org



I am a homeowner at 1650 Jackson St, and have been since 1994. My husband and I are very much in favor of the Whole Foods development at the corner of Polk and Jackson.



The building on that corner has been vacant for more than three years, and has been a blight on the neighborhood. Homeless encampment and crime has increased so much that we had to install security cameras inside and outside of our building. There are far too many empty buildings and storefronts in the area and so much construction that it’s a safety hazard for all of us. The idea of tearing down and building condos is very concerning. There are days when we can’t get to our building by car as the streets are blocked by construction crews. 



Most of the neighbors we have connected with support this project and are excited about having a grocery store nearby. The Whole Foods and Trader Joe’s are perhaps walkable if you are healthy, but carrying bags of groceries home is difficult in the best of health. Whole Foods 365 would serve the community well. 



Whole Foods management has been in communication with our neighborhood throughout this project. They have listened to concerns and been very responsive. They have worked extensively with the SFMTA to mitigate potential problems with traffic and deliveries. They assure us there will be no deliveries during San Francisco quiet time, between 10pm and 7am as well as, during morning and afternoon rush hours. We believe that Whole Foods will continue to make a conscientious effort to ensure that it’s neighbors’ needs and interests are met, based on their outreach to local residents thus far.  



We understand that the Middle Polk Neighborhood Association is not in favor of the Whole Foods Project. Please know that they do not represent our neighborhood even though it presents itself as doing so. The majority of 1650 Jackson St. owners/residents support the project as do many of our neighbors, including 1591 Jackson St., 1645 Pacific and the Russian Hill Neighbors, an association of 500 members. 



We look forward to a well-needed, and welcome development in our area. Thank you!



Debbe Noto and Chuck Pendell, owners at 1650 Jackson St.




Subject: Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St. 

		From

		Louisa Sugar

		To

		Secretary, Commissions (CPC)

		Cc

		Rahaim, John (CPC); Foster, Nicholas (CPC); Peskin, Aaron (BOS)

		Recipients

		john.rahaim@sfgov.org; nicholas.foster@sfgov.org; aaron.peskin@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



April 11, 2018



Members of the Planning Commission
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA  94103



RE: Case No. 2016-000378CUA, 1600 Jackson St.





Dear Members of the Planning Commission, 



I am a longtime resident of 1650 Jackson Street and I would love to have the Whole Foods 365 Market next door where Lombardi's was. I think it's a great, suitable addition to the neighborhood. It would be very convenient to shop there, they fit in well with our neighborhood and I think they would make good neighbors. 



The longtime empty Lombardi’s building is an eyesore and we really need a grocery store. I don’t want to see the building torn down or live through the unnecessary stress of rebuilding. 



It will be so convenient to run next door to quickly shop on foot, no car needed. If the existing parking lot remains there shouldn't be congestion, because this neighborhood has a lot of foot and bike traffic. Whole Foods 365 fits in well with the food retailers and restaurants nearby and all the visitors, friends and neighbors who love to walk, shop and eat on Polk Street. 

Thank  you so much for your consideration. 



Sincerely, 
Louisa Sugar

1650 Jackson Street, Unit 307, San Francisco CA 94109





San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission
455 Golden Gate Avenue, Suite 10600, San Francisco, California 94102 fel 415 352 36 0 fax 41 5 352 3606

. ~~1 ee tfr~ No tl~e
Design Review Board

Monday, April 9, 2018

Bay Area Metro Center

375 Beale Street

Yerba Buena Room, First Floor

San Francisco, CA 94105

(415) 778-6700

5:30 p.m.

~ECEI\/E.t~

APR 0 5 2018

C~-r(&COUNT`( OF 
S.F.

p~NNIN~GPCIHPG TM
ENT

NOTE: To view the graphic exhibits for each project, please go to our home page at

www.bcdc.ca.govand click on "Design Review Board" listed under Public

Meetings. For information about the meeting, please contact Andrea Gaffney

at (415) 352-3643 or andrea.gaffney@bcdc.ca.gov.

Tentative Agenda

1. Call to Order and Safety Announcement

2. Report of Chief of Permits

3. Approval of Draft Minutes for February 26, 2018 and March 5, 2018 Meetings

4. Potrero Power Plant Station Mixed-Use Redevelopment (First Pre-Application Review?

one uesign rceview 3oard will hoici their first pre-app~ication revizw of the proposal by

California Barrel Company, LLC to redevelop a 29-acre site at the location of the closed Potrero

Power Plant Station, at the terminus of 23rd Street, on the southern waterfront of the City and

County of San Francisco. The project would consist of a mix of land uses, including residential,

hotel commercial office, life/science, retail, parks, community facilities, light industriaE, and

assembly. Public access improvements would consist of roughly 9 acres of parks and open

spaces, including a waterfront park with the Bay Trail, over-water observation areas, and a

floating recreational dock.

(Ethan Lavine) [415/352-3618; ethan.lavine@bcdc.ca.gov]

info@bcdc.ca.gov I www.bcdc.ca.gov •
State of California I Edmund G. Brown —Governor •



Design Review Board Meeting for April 9, 2018 page 2

5. Alameda Landing Waterfront Mixed-Use Development (First Pre-Application Review)
The Design Review Board will review a proposal by Catellus Alameda Development, LLC and the
Community Improvement Commission of the City of Alameda to redevelop a 22.8-acre site at
the Alameda Landing waterfront, across the Alameda—Oakland Estuary from Jack London
Square, at the terminuses of 5th and Bette Streets in the City and County of Alameda. The
proposed project would consist of residential, commercial and retail development, and public
access improvements including a waterfront plaza, public promenade, greenways, and a view
corridor along 5th Street to the water, aligning with Broadway in Oakland.
(Rebecca Coates-Maldoon) [415/352-3634; rebecca.coates-maldoon@bcdc.ca.gov]

6. Adjournment

Roie of design review Board. The Design Review Board serves as an advisory board to the
Commission and its staff. The Board was formed to advise the Commission on the adequacy of
public access proposed as a part of projects in the Commission's Bay and 100-foot Shoreline Band
jurisdictions. Public access may include both physical improvements as well as visual access. The
Board advises the Commission on a project's effects on appearance, design and scenic views in
accordance with the Commission's San Francisco Bay Plan policies and the Public Access Design
Guidelines. The Board's recommendations are advisory only.

Questions and Copies of Staff Reports. If you have any questions concerning an item on the
agenda or would like to receive a staff report related to the item, please contact the staff member
whose name and direct phone number are indicated in parentheses at the end of the agenda item,
or visit the BCDCs website at www.bcdc.ca.gov.

Access to Meetings. Meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities. If you require
special assistance, please contact any staff member prior to the meeting. An interpreter for the
deaf will also be made available upon request to the staff at least five days prior to the meeting.

Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act. As a state agency, the Commission is governed by the Bagley-
Keene Open Meeting Act which requires the Commission to (1) publish an agenda at least ten days
i n advance of any meeting; (2) describe specifically in that agenda the items to be transacted or
discussed; and (3) refuse to add an item subsequent to the published agenda. In addition to these
general requirements, the Bagley-Keene Act includes other specific provisions about how meetings
are to be announced and conducted.
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Û
J

l

V

Q

N

.~

_.~.~..

W2
~ ~~
2 ~~~

J
,~ u ~
? ~, ~
~ d 2~, r ~

~ ~
~ ~~
~ J



cr-

V

~ a
~ ~
~ ~~ ~
o ,

~ ~
c' '



Tr
uc
k 
Tu

rn
 A
ro

un
d 
I 
C
u
s
t
o
m
e
r
 ~
aa

di
n~

r 
a► 

-,
 

•,
 

~ 
,
 i1

- •
 

~ 
~+

r .
 

- 
• 

a 
- 

• 
•-

 
~ 

~ 
•

.
_~

-~
r .
 ~

 ~
r• 

~~
 -

 
-,

 
~

- 
~

. 
~~



Ac
tu
al
 T
ra

ff
ic

► 
C

ur
re

nt
 tr

af
fic

 te
st

in
g 

an
d 

fig
ur

es
 w

ill
 fa

ll 
sh

or
t b

ec
au

se
 th

er
e 

is
 c

ur
re

nt
ly

 n
bu

sin
es

s 
in

 th
e 

ex
is

tin
g 

sp
ac

e 
on

 p
ie

r 1
9 

or
 2

3

► 
41

 rs
vp

(+
 7

~a
ar

tic
ip

an
ts

 c
om

in
g 

fro
m

 in
 a

nd
 o

ut
si

de
 o

f S
F

~
 N

o
ti
 Q

.s
~

p

► 
P

ar
tic

ip
an

ts
 w

er
e 

as
ke

d 
to

 ti
m

e 
th

ei
r 

tra
ve

l o
n 

a 
re

gu
la

r d
ay

 to
 th

e 
m

ar
ke

t,
th

en
 a

ga
in

 o
n 

th
e 

da
y 

th
ey

 c
am

e 
to

 th
e 

pi
er

s 
fo

r 
ou

r t
es

t. 
Th

e 
ad

de
d

di
ffe

re
nc

e 
be

tw
ee

n 
th

e 
tw

o 
to

 b
e 

re
po

rte
d.

 D
iff

er
en

ce
 in

 a
ct

ua
l t

ra
ve

l t
im

e
ch

an
ge

d 
be

tw
ee

 
20

-7
5m

in
ut

es
 

ep
en

di
n~

 o
n 

lo
ca

tio
n 

pa
rti

ci
pa

nt
 s

ta
rte

d.

► 
21

 fr
om

 S
F, 

re
m

ai
ni

ng
 w

er
e 

fro
m

 s
ur

ro
un

di
ng

 b
ay

 a
re

a



Tr
af
fi
c 
Te
st
 A
tt
en
de
es

~
 E
S
T
 
Q
 E
.
 ~
 4
.
E
 S
 E
 (
~
T
 E
~
 
~
2
.
0
 !-
~



A
D
T
 -
M
a
r
c
h
 2
0
1
8
 T
ra

ff
ic

LO
C
A
T
I
O
N
:
 

T
h
e
 E
mb

ar
ca

de
ro

N
O
D
E
:
 

4
6
9

D
A
T
E
:
 

Ma
rc
h 
15
. 
2
0
1
6

D
I
R
E
C
T
I
O
N
:

N
B

T
I
M
E

00
-1
5

1
5
3
0

30
-4

5
45
-6
0

H
O
U
R

T
O
T
A
L
S

0:
00

3
0

3
0

2
4

2
8

1
1
2

1 :
00

2
2

1
8

2
7

3
2

9
9

2 :
00

2
5

1
9

2
3

4
2

1
0
9

3:
00

5
0

1
8

1
9

2
9

1
1
6

4:
00

2
6

4
4

5
7

7
7

2
0
4

5:
00

10
1

9
8

1
1
4

1
2
5

4
3
8

6:
00

1
2
0

11
6

1
4
0

1
4
7

5
2
3

7 :
00

1
3
8

1
9
2

1
9
0

2
3
3

7
5
3

8:
00

2
2
4

2
2
8

1
8
9

1
9
3

8
3
4

9:
00

1
9
8

1
9
0

1
8
7

1
5
5

7
3
0

1 0
:0

0
15

6
1
7
6

1
6
9

1
8
8

6
8
9

11
:0

0
2
0
9

2
2
5

2
0
9

1
5
7

8
0
0

12
:0
0

1
9
5

2
0
3

2
0
9

1
8
5

7
9
2

13
:0

0
1
7
7

7
9
7

18
6

1
7
8

7
3
8

1 4
:0

0
1
9
0

1
6
0

1
9
4

1
8
4

7
2
8

7 5
:0
0

1
8
7

2
1
9

1
8
4

1
9
0

7
8
0

1 6
:0

0
2
1
4

2
0
0

2
1
8

21
1

8
4
3

1 7
'0
0

2
2
5

2
5
5

2
7
6

26
1

10
17

1 8
:0
0

2
4
5

2
2
8

2
3
2

1
9
7

9
0
2

19
:0

0
1
9
9

1
6
0

1
6
8

16
6

6
9
3

20
:0
0

1
8
0

1
3
4

13
1

1
2
8

5
7
3

2
1:
00

10
1

1
1
9

1
2
9

11
2

46
1

2
2:
D0

1
0
5

8
0

7
9

7
0

3
3
4

2
3:

00
5
9

5
2

4
0

3
5

78
6

T
O
T
A
L

13
45

4

A
M
 P
E
A
K

7
3
0
 A
M

V
O
L
U
M
E

8
7
5

P
M
 P
E
A
K

5:
15

 P
M

V
O
L
U
M
E

10
37

D
I
R
E
C
T
I
O
N
:

S
B

T
I
M
E

00
-1
5

15
-3

0
30

-4
5

45
-6
0

H
O
U
R

T
O
T
A
L
S

0:
00

3
6

3
2

1
7

3
2

1
1
7

1:
00

21
1
6

1
5

1
5

6
7

2:
D0

8
7

1
5

6
3
6

3:
00

11
1
4

1
0

1
2

4
7

4 :
00

1
4

1
9

2
6

2
5

8
4

5:
00

3
9

4
0

5
6

6
3

1
9
8

6:
00

7
9

9
9

12
2

1
1
8

4
1
8

7:
00

1
5
5

1
6
8

1
8
5

1
8
0

6
8
8

8:
00

1
9
5

2
3
0

2
0
6

2
1
8

8
4
9

9:
00

2
0
2

2
1
6

18
1

1
6
0

7
5
9

1 0
:0
0

1
4
3

12
6

1
2
7

1
2
7

5
2
3

1 1
:0

0
1
2
0

16
5

1
2
7

14
6

5
5
8

1 2
:
W

14
6

1
1
9

1
4
0

1
0
8

5
1
3

13
'0

0
7
4
2

72
8

1
3
4

1
5
0

5
5
4

14
:0
0

7
4
2

1
2
9

1
3
8

14
6

5
5
5

1 5
:0
0

1
7
0

1
3
3

75
4

1
4
2

5
9
9

1 6
:
W

1
8
0

2
0
5

1
8
0

1
8
6

75
1

1 7
:0

0
19

A
2
0
4

18
6

1
8
5

7
7
5

18
:0
0

1
5
0

1
5
7

1
8
0

7
7
9

6
6
6

79
:0

0
1
8
3

73
1

1
4
2

1
4
5

60
1

20
:0

0
16

6
1
4
8

1
0
0

1
1
3

5
2
7

2
1:

00
1
3
7

72
4

11
6

9
5

4
7
2

22
:0
0

9
9

1
0
4

7
0

8
0

3
5
3

2
3:
00

8
9

6
5

5
9

4
6

2
5
9

T
O
T
A
L

10
96

9

A
M
 P
E
A
K
 H
O
U
R

8:
15
 A
M

V
O
L
U
M
E

8
5
6

P
M
 P
E
A
K
 H
O
U
R

4:
45
 P
M

V
O
L
U
M
E

7
7
6

CA
S.
 

'
c
1
s
.
~
 

L
.
~
`
~
,
~
¢
 L
a
m
 ~
c
~

"
~
2
.
 c
.
~
 G
 ~
c
_
 
s
 z
v
'
D
 y
 

t-
~ c
~
.
'
~
~
i
 

Z
c
~
 fi g
,



T
h
e
 E
m
b
a
r
c
a
d
e
r
o

W
as
hi
ng
to
n 
St

N
P
e
a
k
 H
o
u
r

0 a~

t
 
~

I—
 
W

4 6
8
~
-
 

3

1~
8
 

6
6

11
7

W
as
hi
ng
to
n 
St

o
~
 

/Ì
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,~~~`~'~~ , City of Alameda .California

,'~ 4 /,'~1 ~~

"~ °' ~~ April 4, 2018

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ALAMEDA SHIPWAYS RESIDENTIAL PROJECT DEVELOPMENT PLAN,.
DENSITY BONUS, DESIGN REVIEW, LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT AND

CERTIFICATE OF APPROVAL APPLICATIONS

Notice is Hereby Given that the City of Alameda acting as the Lead Agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act has completed a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) evaluating
the potential environmental impacts associated with the Draft Alameda Shipways Residential
Project Development Plan, Density Bonus, Design Review, Lot Line Adjustment, and Certificate of
Approval.

Project title and Description: Alameda Marina Shipways Residential Project Development Plan,
Density Bonus, Design Review, Lot Line Adjustment, and Certificate of Approval.

The project sponsor, The Cavallari Group, Inc. is proposing a residential redevelopment project at
1100-1250 Marina Village Parkway in the City of Alameda. Overall, the proposed project would
demolish existing structures on the project site and develop a 292-unit residential apartment
complex and a 2.5-acre public waterfront park on an 8.1-acre site. The DEIR evaluates the
potential environmental impacts associated with the approval and construction of the proposal.

A copy of the Alameda Shipways Draft EIR on the City's website at:
http://www.alamedaca.gov/planning/major-plannin -projects. The DEIR is also on file in the City of
Alameda Community Development Department, 2263 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, California
94501. This document is available for public review between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 3:00 p.m.
Monday through Thursday (excluding holidays).

Review Period: The City of Alameda is accepting comments on the draft EIR until Mav 18, 2018.
Comments on the DEIR should be provided in writing to: Andrew Thomas, Alameda Community
Development Department, 2263 Santa Clara Avenue, Room 190, Alameda, California 94501 by
iVlay '18, 2018, by 4:OU p.m. or email athomas(a~aiamedaca.gov. The Planning Board will hold a
Public Hearing to receive verbal and written comments on the DEIR on Mav 14, 2018, 7:00 P.M, in
the City Council Chambers, 3rd Floor of City Hall, 2263 Santa Clara Avenue, Alameda, California.

Lead Agency Contact: Andrew Thomas,
Assistant Community Development Director, City of Alameda
2263 Santa Clara Avenue, Room 190
Alameda, CA 94501 RECEIVED
Email athomas(c~.alamedaca.gov
Phone: 510-747-6881

APR - 9 2018
Community Development Department
2263 Santa Clara Avenue, Room 190
Alameda, California 94501-4477
510.747.6800 •Fax 510.865.4053 • TTY510.522.7538

CITY &COUNTY OF S.F.
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THOMPSON DORFMAN
U RBAN RESIDENT[AL DEVELOPMENT

April 9, 2018

Dear Neighbor:

You are invited to a third public meeting to discuss a development project being proposed at 450
O'Farrell Street in San Francisco. As the project sponsors, we would like to update you on the project's
status and provide an opportunity to ask questions.

As a reminder, the project will consist of the following components:

• 176 residential units (within zoning)

• 13 stories (within zoning), 130 feet high (within height limit)
• Below market rate (BMR) units provided on-site
• Retail and commercial spaces

• New Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist facilities, including a Christian Science reading room
• Underground car/bicycle parking and transit friendly options
• New sidewalks, lighting and trees to invigorate and improve safety in the area
• Restored historic church facade

Please see below for detailed meeting information:

• Location: Senior Center -Dining Room, 481 O'Farrell Street, San Francisco
• Date: Thursday, April 26, 2018

• Time: 6:00 — 7:00 p.m.

• Light refreshments will be provided

Additional information about the project can be found at the Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist's webpage:
http://www.fifthchurchofchristscientistsf.com/mission #

We look forward to seeing you.

Kind regards,

Thompson ~ Dorfman Urban Residential Development
Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist

RECEIVED
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