From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: The Academy SF: CU / Change of Use - Letter of Support

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:45:13 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Steve Porter <steve@harveyssf.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:44 AM

To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>
Cc: Hicks, Bridget (CPC) <Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>

Subject: The Academy SF: CU / Change of Use - Letter of Support

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

Re: Record #2018-015071CUA
Honorable Commissioners,

| am writing to voice my support for the application for the Conditional Use permit for the outdoor
terrace and Change of Use to General Entertainment by The Academy.

As a club member and neighborhood merchant | see the success of The Academy as vital to The
Castro. At atime when there are record high storefront vacancies in the area, innovative uses of
ground floor retail space should be encouraged and made easier. Approving these permits is the
right thing to do for the interests of the neighborhood.

Very truly yours,

Steve G. Porter
General Manager
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500 Castro Street

San Francisco, CA 94114
http://www.HarveysSF.com
Office 415.431.4278

Fax 415.431.5835

Cell 415.531.4653

Email: steve@harveysSF.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support the More Homes Act
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:44:19 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: Phillip Kobernick <phillipkobernick@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14,2019 11:42 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Subject: Re: Please support the More Homes Act

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

All,

In person public comment is inherently undemocratic by amplifying the voice of people with the means to show up
at a hearing in the middle of a work day. Since I’m unable to leave work for this important hearing, I’m hoping that
you’ll take my email below with the weight as you would an in person public comment. Many of the working
renters that would benefit the most from more housing are in the same position. Thank you.

Sent from my iPhone

> On Mar 8, 2019, at 9:02 AM, Phillip Kobernick <phillipkobernick@gmail.com> wrote:

>

> Planning Commission members,

> As a San Francisco renter and environmentalist, I’'m urging you to support SB 50, the More Homes Act. I would
provide public comment in person, but won’t be able to take time off work in the middle of a weekday. Please
consider this email as you would an in person speaker.

>

> Everyone knows that we have overlapping crises: the underproduction of affordable housing on a massive scale,
displacement of low income renters, and transportation emissions from car commutes that are a major contributor to
climate change.

>

> More Homes addresses all three of these on a Green New Deal scale of ambition.

>

> It stops cities for banning low and mid rise apartments near transit, while respecting local design controls.
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Allowing more people to live near transit is crucial for our sustainable future.

>

> The report provided for your Commission indicates that the bill would add the potential for a 6x increase in
housing and a 7x increase in affordable housing inclusion! This is what we desperately need.

>

> It provides the first statewide affordable housing requirements, ever! And protections for renters from demolitions
and sensitive communities.

>

> It’s sad and frustrating that many privileged homeowners fight modest apartment buildings. I’'m asking you to
please equally consider the renters in SF that need your action to build more homes, especially next to our transit
systems. Progressive values need to outweigh property values.

>

> Please support the More Homes Act at the SF Planning Commission.

>

> Phillip Kobernick

> SF renter



From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)
To: richhillissf@gmail.com; mooreurban@aol.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: Board Report
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:40:31 AM
Attachments: 2019 03 14.pdf
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Please see attached.

Aaron Starr, MA
Manager of Legislative Affairs

Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6362 Fax: 415-558-6409

Email: aaron.starr@sfgov.org

Web: www.sfplanning.or
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Summary of Board Activities
March 11-15, 2019

Planning Commission Report: March 14, 2019

Land Use Committee

181154 Planning Code - Inclusionary Housing Fee. Sponsor: Peskin. Staff: Bintliff.

This week the Land Use committee heard Supervisor Peskin’s ordinance to remove
grandfathering exceptions for an additional inclusionary housing fee on State Density
Bonus projects. The Planning Commission heard this ordinance on January 31 and
February 14 and voted unanimously to recommend disapproval. At Land Use hearing,
committee members asked Planning staff for more information on the one project that
would be affected by the ordinance, and Supervisor Peskin stated that the intention of
the ordinance was not to single out that project, though he acknowledged it would have
that effect in practice. The committee did not take the Planning Commission’s
recommendation and instead advance the ordinance to the full board with a

recommendation for approval.

19004 7Administrative, Planning Codes - Streamlined Contracting for Homeless Services
and Siting for Homeless Shelters. Sponsors: Mayor; Brown, Walton, Haney, Mandelman

and Stefani. Staff: Conner.

Next, the Land Use Committee heard Mayor Breed’s ordinance to permit Homeless
Shelters in PDR and SALI Districts during a declared shelter crisis. The Planning
Commission heard this ordinance on February 28th and voted unanimously to

recommend approval.

At the Land Use Committee, Supervisors asked questions of HSH regarding supportive
services offered on-site and the difference between SAFE Centers and Navigation
Centers. Supervisor Haney recommended amending the findings in the Ordinance to
make a commitment to add new Navigation or SAFE Centers with greater geographic
diversity. The committee then voted to advance the ordinance to the full board with a

recommendation for approval.



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3765430&GUID=6D54D8AF-7CAE-48BC-8373-C41CC321CAE2

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3839606&GUID=5FA2A134-9039-4C1D-A6A4-F689A3F6C6D8



Summary of Board Activities
March 11-15, 2019

Planning Commission Report: March 14, 2019

Full Board
¢ 190007 General Plan - Downtown Area Plan Amendment - 175 Golden Gate Avenue

Sponsor: Haney. Staff: Butkus. PASSED Second Read
e 180645 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Rezoning, Preservation Designation - 175 Golden
Gate Avenue. Sponsor: Haney. Staff: Butkus. PASSED Second Read
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS LEGISLATION ESTABLISHING THE SOMA WEST
COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:39:26 AM

Attachments: 3.14.19 SoMa West Signing.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:36 AM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS LEGISLATION ESTABLISHING THE
SOMA WEST COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, March 14, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS LEGISLATION
ESTABLISHING THE SOMA WEST COMMUNITY BENEFIT

DISTRICT

SoMa West will be the largest community benefit district in the City and will address
cleanliness and public safety

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today signed legislation establishing the SoMa
West Community Benefit District (CBD), the largest of the 17 CBDs citywide, to help ensure
a welcoming, clean, and economically vibrant local community.

“I am focused every day on keeping every neighborhood in our city clean, safe, and vibrant,”
said Mayor Breed. “SoMa West CBD is the result of these neighbors, merchants, property
owners, and stakeholders coming together to benefit the community for everyone who lives
and works here, and I am committed to working with them to continue the progress we are
making."

The SoMa West CBD was formed after a majority vote was cast by property owners in the


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:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, March 14, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED SIGNS LEGISLATION
ESTABLISHING THE SOMA WEST COMMUNITY BENEFIT
DISTRICT

SoMa West will be the largest community benefit district in the City and will address cleanliness
and public safety

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today signed legislation establishing the SoMa
West Community Benefit District (CBD), the largest of the 17 CBDs citywide, to help ensure a
welcoming, clean, and economically vibrant local community.

“I am focused every day on keeping every neighborhood in our city clean, safe, and vibrant,”
said Mayor Breed. “SoMa West CBD is the result of these neighbors, merchants, property
owners, and stakeholders coming together to benefit the community for everyone who lives and
works here, and | am committed to working with them to continue the progress we are making."

The SoMa West CBD was formed after a majority vote was cast by property owners in the area
based off weighted assessments, and the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the formation. It
will raise approximately $3.74 million per year in special assessments from those properties to
carry out its management plan over the next 15 years. The boundaries of the District include
approximately 2,765 parcels located on approximately 100 whole blocks, including blocks and
partial blocks bounded by 5th Street and 6th Street on the east, Minna Street and Folsom Street
on the north, South VVan Ness Avenue and the U.S. Highway 101 Freeway on the west, and
Townsend Street on the south.

"I’m excited that the SoMa West CBD will help provide cleaner and safer streets for the
residents, and build community across the diverse neighborhood,” said Supervisor Haney. “West
SoMa is one of the highest needs areas in the city that deserves urgent focus and action. I’'m
happy to see that we were able to include a more affordable assessment for nonprofits, and a
commitment to an inclusive, diverse board with broad representation from community
organizations, tenants, small businesses, and property owners.”

The services that the SoMa West CBD will provide include:

e Maintenance teams that sweep, scrub, and pressure wash sidewalks and public spaces to
remove litter, graffiti, and trash;

e Beautification and activation improvements to make SoMa West more visually attractive,
which may include green spaces, wayfinding signage, trashcans, public art programs, and
public space activation programs;

e Safety improvements, which will include a pedestrian and bicycle safety program;

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141





LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

e Marketing and district branding to promote SoMa West as a regional destination; and
e A community grant program that will allow area nonprofits and cultural districts to apply
for funding for programming.

The formation of SoMa West took more than two years of outreach and planning by property
owners, businesses, renters, nonprofits, and other stakeholders looking to mirror the successes of
CBDs throughout the City. Approximately 90 public informational sessions and planning
meetings were held during the planning process. The steering committee included a diverse mix
of 35 local merchants, property owners, renters, and area nonprofits that reflect the
neighborhood. Technical assistance was provided throughout the process by the Office of
Economic and Workforce Development, which will continue to work with the new CBD to
ensure the smooth operation of the District and help ensure it follows all legal and community
obligations.

“As a resident and service provider in the neighborhood, I am excited about the potential of the
SoMa West CBD. This tremendous effort by residents, business owners, and community
members has embodied United Playaz’ motto, ‘It takes the hood to save the hood,” and we are
looking forward to the positive impact that it will have for Western Soma,” said Misha Olivas,
Director of Community and Family Engagement at United Playaz and a Western SoMa resident.

“Throughout the years in Western SoMa, residents, property owners, businesses, and
stakeholders have wanted a safer, cleaner, and a more vibrant neighborhood. Those of us living
and working here have always believed in our neighborhood. The past two years has seen the
neighborhood unify and work to this goal to form the SoMa West CBD. We are all pleased to
say that the SoMa West CBD will now be a reality for everyone’s benefit,” said James Spinello,
chair of the SoMa West CBD Steering Committee. “It has been an incredible journey listening to
and hearing from our neighborhood. SoMa West CBD will be a combined effort to make our
neighborhood a wonderful place to live, work, and visit. We are excited for the future and look
forward to showing everyone the success of SoMa West in the years to come.”

More information on the SoMa West Community Benefit District and the Management District
Plan can be found at: http://oewd.org/community-benefit-districts.

it
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area based off weighted assessments, and the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the
formation. It will raise approximately $3.74 million per year in special assessments from those
properties to carry out its management plan over the next 15 years. The boundaries of the
District include approximately 2,765 parcels located on approximately 100 whole blocks,
including blocks and partial blocks bounded by 5th Street and 6th Street on the east, Minna
Street and Folsom Street on the north, South Van Ness Avenue and the U.S. Highway 101
Freeway on the west, and Townsend Street on the south.

"I’m excited that the SoMa West CBD will help provide cleaner and safer streets for the
residents, and build community across the diverse neighborhood,” said Supervisor Haney.
“West SoMa is one of the highest needs areas in the city that deserves urgent focus and action.
I’m happy to see that we were able to include a more affordable assessment for nonprofits, and
a commitment to an inclusive, diverse board with broad representation from community
organizations, tenants, small businesses, and property owners.”

The services that the SoMa West CBD will provide include:

o Maintenance teams that sweep, scrub, and pressure wash sidewalks and public spaces to
remove litter, graffiti, and trash;

o Beautification and activation improvements to make SoMa West more visually
attractive, which may include green spaces, wayfinding signage, trashcans, public art
programs, and public space activation programs;

» Safety improvements, which will include a pedestrian and bicycle safety program,;

o Marketing and district branding to promote SoMa West as a regional destination; and

e A community grant program that will allow area nonprofits and cultural districts to
apply for funding for programming.

The formation of SoMa West took more than two years of outreach and planning by property
owners, businesses, renters, nonprofits, and other stakeholders looking to mirror the successes
of CBDs throughout the City. Approximately 90 public informational sessions and planning
meetings were held during the planning process. The steering committee included a diverse
mix of 35 local merchants, property owners, renters, and area nonprofits that reflect the
neighborhood. Technical assistance was provided throughout the process by the Office of
Economic and Workforce Development, which will continue to work with the new CBD to
ensure the smooth operation of the District and help ensure it follows all legal and community
obligations.

“As a resident and service provider in the neighborhood, I am excited about the potential of
the SoMa West CBD. This tremendous effort by residents, business owners, and community
members has embodied United Playaz’ motto, ‘It takes the hood to save the hood,” and we are
looking forward to the positive impact that it will have for Western Soma,” said Misha Olivas,
Director of Community and Family Engagement at United Playaz and a Western SoMa
resident.

“Throughout the years in Western SoMa, residents, property owners, businesses, and
stakeholders have wanted a safer, cleaner, and a more vibrant neighborhood. Those of us
living and working here have always believed in our neighborhood. The past two years has
seen the neighborhood unify and work to this goal to form the SoMa West CBD. We are all
pleased to say that the SoMa West CBD will now be a reality for everyone’s benefit,” said
James Spinello, chair of the SoMa West CBD Steering Committee. “It has been an incredible



journey listening to and hearing from our neighborhood. SoMa West CBD will be a combined
effort to make our neighborhood a wonderful place to live, work, and visit. We are excited for

the future and look forward to showing everyone the success of SoMa West in the years to
come.”

More information on the SoMa West Community Benefit District and the Management
District Plan can be found at: http://oewd.org/community-benefit-districts.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: OPPOSEd to SB 50!
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:14:50 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Kathryn Kimball <kathykinsf@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:34 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
Planning@rodneyfong.com; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org

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

San Francisco, our beautiful, distinct city is beautiful and distinct because we have neighborhoods
that are the backbone of the livability and tourist interest in coming to SF.

SB50 will destroy neighborhoods with unsightly blights of tall buildings in the midst of historic
neighborhoods. It will destroy the character of the city and poses huge issues of fire and loss of life
in a major earthquake. Inthe 1989 earthquake, it was taller buildings in the Marina that collapsed
and caused the fires and destruction.

Kathryn and Richard Kimball
Cow Hollow Residents
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:02:47 AM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Katie Cooper <katiecooper@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:37 AM

To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: SB 50

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

Dear Commissioner Ionin,

Please know that my husband and I, who reside in the Cow Hollow neighborhood of the city, are totally opposed to
SB 50. Our neighborhood residents and our neighborhood association leaders have worked so hard to preserve the
quality of life and the beauty of the space for all. We have strict neighborhood guidelines that we all abide by in
building and remodeling to fairly share the space. This legislation throws all those carefully arrived at guidelines
out. Please, do not try to add more housing by ruining the carefully thought out housing that is already here. Please.

Sincerely,

Katherine and John Cooper
2865 Divisadero Street
San Francisco, CA 94123
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Oppose State Bill 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:02:33 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Diane LeBow <diane@dianelebow.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:42 AM

To: Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org

Subject: Oppose State Bill 50

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

| am a homeowner for 40 years in San Francisco.

San Francisco can handle sensible and moderate growth but
SB50 will destroy the city we all value and love. There will be
no going back.

Life is not just about profits and money.

Vote NO on SB 50.

Diane LeBow, Ph.D.

Professor emerita, Writer, President emerita, Bay Area Travel Writers, Inc.
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Diane LeBow, Ph.D.
www.dianelebow.com
Writer, Photojournalist

President emerita, Bay Area Travel Writers, Inc.
Winner of "Best Women's Travel Writing" Solas Gold and Silver Awards.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 906 Broadway Consent

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:02:26 AM

Attachments: Re regarding hearing today.msq

Letter from Residents at 944 Broadway.pdf
48. GoalBoss LOS.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Tran, Nancy (CPC)

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 11:01 AM

To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>
Subject: 906 Broadway Consent

Jonas,

Attached is one support letter from GoalBoss and one letter from Shayda Movahedi expressing
concerns over the proposed CU proposal. Her email requests that the letter be given to the Planning
Commission for review since she’s unable to make the hearing today.

Nancy Tran, Planner

Northeast Team, Current Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9174 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Re: regarding hearing today

		From

		Shayda Movahedi

		To

		Vimr, Jonathan (CPC)

		Cc

		Tran, Nancy (CPC)

		Recipients

		Nancy.H.Tran@sfgov.org; jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org



Hi Nancy,



I tried sending you an email earlier today but, it looks like its not getting through.  I am asking in regards to 2018-003593CUA at 906 Broadway which is on the consent calendar tomorrow.  The tenants of our unit have submitted several weeks ago information for consideration regarding the use of this property for “retail educational purposes”. 



As I understand after reading the “Notice of Hearing and Agenda", items on the consent calendar are already teed up for approval  "There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the Commission, the public, or staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the Consent Calendar and considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing”.




I am concerned because I have not yet been able to confirm that this letter submitted on behalf of the tenants on my unit was taken into consideration before turning this building into what appears to be a tech conference center in an excluding residential neighborhood.  




I would like to attend tomorrows hearing but, have jury duty but, would be happy to come in before the hearing or on a break to a written document to be read aloud or given to commission members.  The tenants of my building are concerned that we have no way of knowing if our concerns were considered simply because none of us is able to attend the hearing.  




Please advise us of how to have our voices heard at tomorrows hearing before the commission approves of such a drastic change to our residential neighborhood.  If I am released from Jury Duty before the time of the hearing, I will of course be there.




Thank you,




Shayda



 






On Wed, Mar 13, 2019 at 3:36 PM Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org> wrote:




Hi Shayda,

The item is on the consent calendar, meaning it will initially be heard at the very beginning of the hearing. As such, you should make sure to be there no later than 1:00 PM. The agenda can be viewed here: https://sfplanning.org/sites/default/files/agendas/2019-03/20190314_cpc.pdf

Please also note that I am not the planner assigned to the Conditional Use authorization (the item being heard tomorrow), rather that aspect of the project is assigned to Nancy Tran. I have cc'd Nancy here, please contact her for any further coordination regarding the CU.

Thank you,
Jon Vimr

-----Original Message-----
From: shaydalu@gmail.com <shaydalu@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 3:32 PM
To: Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: regarding hearing today

Could u please send me a schedule.  I may have to ask someone to deliver a document if I cannot make the time.  

Sent from my iPhone

> On Mar 5, 2019, at 5:09 PM, Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org> wrote:
> 
> Hi Shayda,
> 
> Please see here for the HPC hearing agenda for tomorrow: 
> https://sfplanning.org/sites/default/files/agendas/2019-02/20190306_hp
> c.pdf
> 
> 906 Broadway is the eight item on the agenda. Hard to estimate exactly when it will come up, but certainly no earlier than 1 PM I would think.
> 
> The agenda for the conditional use hearing on the 14th will be posted this Friday.
> 
> Thank you,
> 
> Jonathan Vimr
> Senior Planner | Preservation—Current Planning Division San Francisco 
> Planning Department
> 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
> Direct: 415.575.9109 | www.sfplanning.org San Francisco Property 
> Information Map
> 
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Shayda Movahedi <shaydalu@gmail.com>
> Sent: Tuesday, March 05, 2019 4:59 PM
> To: Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org>
> Subject: Re: regarding hearing today
> 
> Hi Johnathan,
> 
> Do you have an agenda for tomorrow’s Certificate of appropriateness hearing (March 6th), and the conditional use hearing on March 14th.   
> 
> What time is the hearing tomorrow?
> 
> Thank you,
> 
> Shayda
>> On Feb 25, 2019, at 4:35 PM, Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org> wrote:
>> 
>> Hi Shayda,
>> 
>> See attached for the revised plans, with the stair now located fully outside of the main sanctuary space and rather in a back of house/storage room.
>> 
>> As the updated plans have now been provided, the packet will be published Thursday or Friday and I would anticipate that the Commission will act on this proposal at their March 6 hearing.
>> 
>> Thank you,
>> 
>> Jonathan Vimr
>> Senior Planner | Preservation—Current Planning Division San Francisco 
>> Planning Department
>> 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
>> Direct: 415.575.9109 | www.sfplanning.org San Francisco Property 
>> Information Map
>> 
>> 
>> 
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: Vimr, Jonathan (CPC)
>> Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 5:04 PM
>> To: 'shaydalu@gmail.com' <shaydalu@gmail.com>
>> Subject: RE: regarding hearing today
>> 
>> Hi Shayda,
>> 
>> Yes, basically. The project sponsor proposes to change the use of the property from its current status to a community facility, this can only occur with a Conditional Use Authorization (a type of land use entitlement) from the Planning Commission. So they're effectively referring to the same thing in this case.
>> 
>> Thanks,
>> 
>> Jonathan Vimr
>> Senior Planner | Preservation—Current Planning Division San Francisco 
>> Planning Department
>> 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
>> Direct: 415.575.9109 | www.sfplanning.org San Francisco Property 
>> Information Map
>> 
>> 
>> -----Original Message-----
>> From: shaydalu@gmail.com <shaydalu@gmail.com>
>> Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 4:59 PM
>> To: Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org>
>> Subject: Re: regarding hearing today
>> 
>> Thank you for this info, I appreciate it.   Is “change of use” the same thing as “conditional use” ?
>> 
>> Sent from my iPhone
>> 
>>> On Feb 19, 2019, at 1:44 PM, Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>> 
>>> Hi Shayda,
>>> 
>>> Thanks for checking in. This is proposed to be bumped yet again--this time to the March 6 hearing where I expect it will finally, actually be approved or denied as opposed to recommended for continuance. The sponsor revised the location of the stair somewhat (pulling it completely out the main sanctuary space), but their architect did not provide us with the final updated plans in time to meet the deadline for the hearing tomorrow. They will, presumably, be able to do so for the March 6 date but I am still waiting to see them.
>>> 
>>> The change of use cannot be heard prior to the Certificate of Appropriateness, so the Planning Commission hearing will also be pushed back--currently proposed for the hearing on March 14.
>>> 
>>> Planning Commission hearings begin at 1 PM, but often run far longer than those of the Preservation Commission. Once the agenda for the planning commission hearing has been produced we should be able to get at least a rough estimate of when it will happen.
>>> 
>>> The HPC agenda for tomorrow, noting that it is proposed for another 
>>> continuance, can be accessed here:
>>> https://sf-planning.org/sites/default/files/agendas/2019-02/20190220
>>> _
>>> h
>>> pc.pdf
>>> 
>>> The Planning Commission agenda noting that it is proposed to the 
>>> March
>>> 14 hearing, see here: 
>>> https://sf-planning.org/sites/default/files/agendas/2019-02/20190221
>>> _
>>> c
>>> al.pdf
>>> 
>>> Thank you,
>>> 
>>> Jonathan Vimr
>>> Senior Planner | Preservation—Current Planning Division San 
>>> Francisco Planning Department
>>> 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
>>> Direct: 415.575.9109 | www.sfplanning.org San Francisco Property 
>>> Information Map
>>> 
>>> -----Original Message-----
>>> From: Shayda Movahedi <shaydalu@gmail.com>
>>> Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 12:30 PM
>>> To: Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org>
>>> Subject: Re: regarding hearing today
>>> 
>>> Hello Jonathan,
>>> 
>>> I am checkin in to see if the plans that were posted for continuance hearing tomorrow have changed.  Please send the new plans my way if the plan have been changed.  I understand that the plans for the changes to the building will be addressed tomorrow, Feb 20th, and that the conditional use hearing for change in use of the building will be on still on Feb 21st.  February 21st is what is posted on the building, and what we received notice of.  Please also advise of the agenda times tomorrow and Feb 21 because, I’d like to know what time we must attend.
>>> 
>>> 
>>> Thank you for your help,
>>> 
>>> Shayda
>>>> On Feb 6, 2019, at 10:59 AM, Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org> wrote:
>>>> 
>>>> Hi Shayda,
>>>> 
>>>> The agenda found on the website doesn't include a link to any plans or documentation because the item is on the continuance calendar, meaning the Commission will not be acting on it today.
>>>> 
>>>> I've attached the most recent version of the project plans here, but please note these are subject to change as the item is proposed for continuance to allow for further refinement.
>>>> 
>>>> Thank you,
>>>> 
>>>> Jonathan Vimr
>>>> Senior Planner | Preservation-Current Planning Division San 
>>>> Francisco Planning Department
>>>> 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
>>>> Direct: 415.575.9109 | www.sfplanning.org San Francisco Property 
>>>> Information Map
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> -----Original Message-----
>>>> From: Shayda Movahedi <shaydalu@gmail.com>
>>>> Sent: Wednesday, February 06, 2019 10:53 AM
>>>> To: Vimr, Jonathan (CPC) <jonathan.vimr@sfgov.org>
>>>> Subject: regarding hearing today
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> 
>>>> Hello,
>>>> 
>>>> I am inquiring regarding plans for the historic site on 906 Broadway and the certificate of appropriateness hearing.  The plan description on the website is not include an actual building plan, i.e. picture or architectural plan. The description includes no dimensions or photos.  The only record I was able to find was the actual application, which does not include dimensions or photos.  I have stopped by the historical site, and no one was there to view the interior where the proposed plans are in the basement.
>>>> 
>>>> Thank you,
>>>> Shayda
>>>> <906 Broadway.pdf>
>>> 
>> <2018-003593COA_Revised Plans.pdf>
> 
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February 5%, 2019
From: Residents of 944 Broadway
Re: Public Hearing for Record # 2018-003593C0A

To whom it may concern,

We received the notice of public hearing to occur today “not before 12:30” and will
not be able to attend but, provide this as a letter of our concern for the proposed
construction at the historical site of 906 Broadway, purchased by Startup Temple.

Our main concern is that the proposed construction is to alter the space for
“educational use”, and this change of use does not have an associated hearing until
after the construction hearing, which seems premature. In reading the historical
plans, we would like to reiterate that the stairway should not make any change to
the exterior or change the view to any of the apartments.

That said, our concern related to the application submitted by Ruben, Junius & Rose
is in regards to the Certificate of Appropriateness Section “E”. Our concerns are as
follows:

1) Congestion: The area the historical church is in a exclusively residential
with very limited public street parking. While public transportation
services the neighborhood, in the last year, we have seen many people
driving their cars to park in this residential neighborhood for the event,
taking up neighborhood parking. Even the employees park blocking
public sidewalk.

2) Types of public events: there seems to be no limitation in the types of
events that constitute “educational” or “community” events. This
residential community should not be a place for weekly tech
“conferences” or late night events where people are drinking alcohol. In
the past year, there have been instances of loud music past midnight,
noise violations, large congregations of people smoking cigarettes and
drinking outside, broken beer bottles. We support the idea of community
events that occur without impact to the residential community however,
if the classroom space is to be rented or leased to the private sector,
without limitation on what type of events can occur their, there is a high
liklihood that this will simply turn into another tech space, with no
benefit to the community.

Thank you for hearing our concerns,
Residents of 944 Broadway

San Francisco, CA
94133






% GOALBOSS

March 12, 2019

906 Broadway
San Francisco, CA 94133

RE: Support for Culture Center

To Whom it may Concern,

As founder and CEO of Goal Boss, | write to express my deepest support for your efforts to
create a Culture Center at 906 Broadway. The work and dedication your team has brought
to the restoration of this historic site, combined with your efforts to organize educational
programs and opportunities for the community are deeply inspiring and aligned perfectly
with the core values of the Goal Boss Organization. 906 Broadway will be a game changer
for the neighborhood, and beyond.

Goal Boss is an innovative executive coaching and leadership firm based in San Francisco.
We specialize in leadership and coaching programs designed for teens and adults
worldwide.

We wholeheartedly endorse the plan to restore this beautiful property and open it to the
public for educational and community purposes and look forward to contributing our
passion, energy, and resources in support of this important work. Please let me know how
we can assist to help revitalize 906 Broadway and contribute to the transformation and
growth of the community.

Sincerely,

Will Pemble
CEO
Goal Boss

Goal Boss Research, Inc | 1700 Montgomery Street | San Francisco, CA 94111
www.goalboss.com






From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Miraloma Park Improvement Club_Opposing SB 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:24:52 AM

Attachments: SB 50 Miraloma Park Improvement Club Opposition Statement 318.docx

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Miraloma Park Improvement Club <miralomapark@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 4:26 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>

Subject: Miraloma Park Improvement Club_Opposing SB 50

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

Dear President Melgar and Commissioners:

Attached for your review from the Miraloma Park Improvement Club is our letter expressing strong
opposition to California Senate Bill 50 and urging you to do your utmost to oppose this legislation
and to protect San Francisco's land use management authority. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Joan van Rijn

President

Miraloma Park Improvement Club
350 O'Shaughnessy Boulevard
San Francisco, CA 94127

www.miralomapark.org
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March 13, 2019





Myrna Melgar, President

Commissioners Koppel, Hillis, Johnson, Moore, and Richards

City Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, #400

San Francisco, CA 94103



Dear President Melgar and Commissioners:



On behalf of the Miraloma Park Improvement Club and our 2,200 home constituency, I am writing to urge you to oppose California Senate Bill 50 transferring land use management authority from California local governments to the State. Land use decisions must remain under the authority of local governments which best understand and respond to local needs and conditions.

[bookmark: _GoBack]

Evidently Senator Wiener and some of his colleagues prefer to avoid the mess and inconvenience of allowing California voters a say on matters that will dramatically affect them. If SB 50, with its sweeping abrogation of local powers is such a good idea, why not place it on the State-wide ballot and hear from the voters?



We understand that SB 50 abrogates California cities’ ability to enforce their respective planning code standards or other adopted design standards that are, as stated in the February 5, 2018 Memo prepared by Planning Department Staff for the Planning Commission, “the backbone of livability, walkability and urban design quality. These are not trivial values, but they are ground under foot, so to speak, by SB 50, which eliminates residential density limits, imposing minimum height limits for residential projects within defined proximity to transit stations and corridors (96% of the City, according to the February 5 Memo) and prohibits enforcement of any “design standard that restricts the applicant’s ability to construct the maximum number of units consistent with any applicable building code.”



As you also know, our City’s General Plan shares key objectives with SB 50—providing more transit accessible housing statewide to meet sustainability and transportation needs, while moderating housing prices by increasing zoned housing capacity. However, the General Plan also emphasizes the importance of planning for land use change in consultation with communities and in consideration of a variety of relevant factors in the context of each area. These values are fundamental to operations of our beautiful city. In fact, all cities are entitled to uphold their key values.



Local communities have and must retain the right to make local planning determinations. 

Please do your utmost to oppose this harmful legislation. Thank you for your consideration.



Sincerely,

[image: ]

Joan van Rijn

President



Cc. Board of Supervisors President Norman Yee and Members of the Board.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:24:50 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Divya Parmar <parmar.d@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 9:19 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

Hi Planning Comission,

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state
laws that end the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their
part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem —we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing

we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
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oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means
shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and
to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.

Thank you,
Divya Parmar



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Supplemental Material to Be Included at Planning Commission 3/14

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:24:42 AM

Attachments: HRCSF SB50 Position Letter (1).pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
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: James Huynh <james@hrcsf.org>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 8:45 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Supplemental Material to Be Included at Planning Commission 3/14

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

sources.

Hello,

| wanted to submit a position letter from Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco to be included
as supporting documents regarding SB50 for the Planning Commission Hearing today. Please let me

know if any additional steps or materials are required from me.

Thanks,
James

James Huynh

Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco
Community Organizer

Phone Number: 415-763-0444

Sign up for our mailing list: http://eepurl.com/bUBrlb
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March 11, 2019

HRCSF Position on SB50 (Wiener):
Pro-Development Bill Will Displace Long Term Tenants on the West
Side

Main Points Detailed in Position:

e SB 50 will deregulate residential zoning creating value potentials ripe for real estate
speculation

e SB 50 will do nothing to address a deep deficit in affordable housing on the West
Side unless there are significant changes to local inclusionary
Tenant protections are not enforceable in San Francisco
State resources should be focused on using public infrastructure to create deeply
affordable housing or enforcement to stop real estate speculation

The Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco opposes Senator Weiner’s bill SB 50,
which would up-zone almost the entirety of all the housing lots in San Francisco with
particularly significant impacts for housing on the West Side (consisting of the Richmond,
the Sunset and Parkmerced). Upzoning and preemptions for local controls would further
exacerbate the rampant speculation that has already negatively impacted low-income and
moderate-income tenants, immigrants, seniors and families that make up the renters on the
West Side of San Francisco.

The legislation requires that all residential zoning within a % mile of a high quality bus line
and 2 of a rail or ferry line be rezoned to greater density through adjusting height limits,
increasing minimum FAR and waiving local density regulations. The West Side
neighborhoods (Supervisorial Districts 1, 4 and 7) are predominantly zoned as RH-1 and
RH-2 and contain the majority of single family residential housing in the city. Real estate
speculators will be able to extract tremendous value from parcels that were previously
zoned for a single family home that can now be sold as a potential 6 unit apartment
building.

SB 50 does not have any provisions that capture this skyrocketing real estate value beyond
reliance on San Francisco’s existing inclusionary housing policy. San Francisco’s current
inclusionary housing policy only captures “public value” with new developments of 10 or
more units. As of March 2019, San Francisco’s inclusionary housing policy has only
resulted in 2750 units since the program’s inception. Assuming that San Francisco’s
inclusionary housing policy remains the same, the majority of upzoned developments in
RH-1 and RH-2 will not need to contribute to any type of affordable housing provision in the
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West Side neighborhoods of San Francisco. According to the 2018 Housing Balance report,
the West Side has lost a cumulative total of 1,225 units from rent control and have only built
269 units of affordable housing in the past ten years. SB 50 will do nothing to address this
deep deficit in affordable housing on the West Side unless there are significant changes to
local inclusionary.

Scott Wiener’s additions of tenant protections and sensitive communities exemptions are
insufficient - not only does Senator Wiener’s classification of “sensitive communities”
exclude the majority of the West Side, and “sensitive communities” are only exempted for 5
years. In addition, Senator Wiener’s attempt to address tenant protections by including a
7-year tenant lookback cannot be implemented or enforced in the city of San Francisco, due
to the lack of city infrastructure. Everyday in our tenant counseling clinics, there are stories
of substandard living conditions, buildings with deferred maintenance, renovictions, permits
issued despite tenancies, and landlord harassment or intimidation that ultimately results in
displacement. Instead of addressing these issues, Senator Wiener has crafted a developer
giveaway that relies on landlord disclosure when landlords have strong incentives (created
by this bill) to act in bad faith.

In the current real estate landscape in San Francisco, long-term tenants and vulnerable
communities are being further squeezed by the ever growing wealth disparity that will only
grow as more tech companies IPO and landlords continue to flip properties to build luxury
and market-rate housing. San Francisco needs state and local policies that directly
deal with the affordability crisis. We, at Housing Rights Committee of San Francisco,
urge state and local politicians to spend resources and support public infrastructure that
actually creates deeply affordable housing or enforcement to stop real estate speculation.
Statewide policies like repealing Costa Hawkins, repealing the Ellis Act, protecting tenants
right to organize, or an anti-rent gouging cap are needed to level the playing field between
real estate speculators and vulnerable tenants.

Working with families that rent on the West Side, we oftentimes hear how parents fear that
their kids when they grow up will never be able to afford to live in the city they call home.
We want there to be opportunities for immigrants, working class families and students to
continue to live, grow and thrive in San Francisco. For that to happen, we need to build
deeply affordable housing for the long term. SB50 will only create more opportunities for the
wealthiest among us to profit while leaving breadcrumbs in the form of inclusionary housing
units for everyone else.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Senate Bill 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:23:59 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: annebos@aol.com <annebos@aol.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:54 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: Senate Bill 50

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

Dear Planning Commissioners,

As a native of San Francisco, | am beyond distraught by SB 50. Our elected
representatives, Scott Wiener, Phil Ting and David Chiu, were sent to Sacramento to
represent our beautiful city. Instead, it seems they want to destroy it.

| have spent many hours educating myself on this bill in conjunction with SB 35, the
HAA and the SDB (State Density Bonus). In no way does SB 50 solve the veritable
"affordable housing crisis." Instead, it will only serve to create a massive new

inventory of luxury housing for the thousands of new millionaires as described in the

recent New York Times article.https://www.nytimes.com/2019/03/07/style/uber-ipo-
san-francisco-rich.html

Giving developers the a la carte ability to opt out of zoning requirements such

as height, density, setbacks, lot mergers, parking, massing, exposure, rear yards,
floor-area ratio, demolition, design standards and impact fees will do nothing short of
decimate the charm and character of our neighborhoods. Having 8 story buildings rise
from the demolished ashes of single family dwellings WILL NOT solve our moderate
and low income housing issue. Turning San Francisco into a mini Manhattan (while
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sparing so much of the South Bay and the state), all the while allocating $0 to
infrastructure needs from this population explosion, is sheer lunacy!

Please vote to stop SB 50, and let's all work to find an alternative that actually creates
affordable housing while allowing us to all continue enjoying this city we call home.

Sincerely,
Anne Boswell Bertrand



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Strongly Opposed to SB50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:17:01 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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 Mueller <mmueller5@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 5:30 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-
Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov; Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Stefani, Catherine (BOS)
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS)
<sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS]
<mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman
(BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org

Subject: Strongly Opposed to SB50

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

Dear Elected Officials,
| am a district 2 resident and homeowner who strongly opposes SB50 for the following reasons:

- SB 50 up-zones virtually (96%) all of San Francisco, making no allowance for differences in
individual neighborhoods to adequately handle increased housing density.

- San Francisco's transportation infrastructure in totally inadequate to support the level of housing
density proposed by SB50. SB50 definition of a transit corridor as a MUNI bus line is absurdly broad.
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The majority of the city's northern and western neighborhoods have no fixed rail transportation at
all, with all MUNI buses reliant on surface streets. Excessive traffic congestion, a double-parking
epidemic, widespread potholes, numerous public works (sewer, water, etc), and construction
projects make these surface streets woefully inadequate to handle current traffic loads. Even as
traffic has increased in recent years, MUNI ridership has actually decreased because the service is so
bad that many customers view ride sharing or individual cars as a much more attractive alternative
or as a necessity (which they are to get to most places in the bay area). To assume that the
increased residential population resulting from SB50 would all ride MUNI buses (something the
proponents of SB 50 magically believe) is totally inconsistent with recent traffic and bus ridership
trends. This lack of transportation infrastructure would only mean more cars, more pollution, more
traffic, worse streets and even worse bus service. Infrastructure needs to come before increased
housing density. San Francisco can't support the density levels of a New York, London, Tokyo or
Paris because we lack the transportation infrastructure (i.e., effective underground mass transit) to
handle the density.

- SB 50 would result in the loss of numerous residential areas due to higher density and the
elimination of single family zoning. These residential areas are important to the character of the city
and are consistent with the city's current infrastructure.

- SB 50 would allow developers (without any community input) to make zoning decisions. Zoning
decisions should remain in the hands of the local communities, who are in a position to assess the
broader environmental, community, transportation, infrastructure and neighborhood impacts of a
project. Developers have no long term interest or commitment to the community and should not be
given this zoning "blank check".

- The combination of SB50 with the State Density Bonus and the Housing Accountability Act would
allow increased heights of up to 70 feet in residential areas and up to 75 feet in commercial districts.
Additionally, if developers include a certain percentage of affordable housing in their project,
besides the increased height and density, they would be allowed three exemptions from current
building codes. These provisions would result in mega-projects within existing neighborhoods that
are totally out of character with those existing neighborhoods with no recourse to the local
community.

- Pollution will increase and pedestrian, bicyclist and motorist safety will be reduced due to even
greater car traffic, as San Francisco's lack of transportation infrastructure (see above) will only
encourage (but effectively force) the occupants of these new projects to have or use cars (as there is
no other viable option).

SB 50 would be a major mistake for California and an even bigger mistake for San Francisco. It
doesn't address the housing affordability issue and would seriously negatively impact the character
of our neighborhoods and the quality of life in San Francisco.

Sincerely,

Michael G Mueller






From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: WE OPPOSE 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:16:50 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Diana Giampaoli <diana.giampaoli@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 5:53 PM

To: info@cowhollowassociation.org; Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-
Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov; Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie
(BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt
(BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar,
Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen,
Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann
(BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor
London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>

Subject: WE OPPOSE 50

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

OPPOSE 50

Go back to 1926 San Francisco, [talian immigrant Joseph Giampaoli comes to

America to Make a better life. The American Dream. Right! Works 25 years in
the produce Business in North Beach, and the Marina saving every

penny. PAYING TAXES TOO.

Marries the lovely Evelyn Corsiglia 1942. Running Victors Market on Chestnut
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Street and Evelyn working the checkout counter while baby Ronald born 1944
[s in the stroller next to her. Again, saving now for that dream home with a
view.

In 1949 buys a beautiful lot in Cow Hollow on Filbert Street with a view of the
wonderful Golden Gate Bridge and Alcatraz for $14,000.00. They work and
save to build the dream home/flats for $32,600.00 Moving into the home 1950
raising a family, supporting San Francisco, family values, traditions, the love of
America came out of this home. Joseph would speak Italian as he said, “In our
home we speak English.” How he loved America and his San Francisco. And
the view was what sold him on this lot. It sold his wife, two sons, 3
grandchildren and 6 great-grandchildren. Working until his death in 1998 and
Evelyn’s death in 2004.

Fast forward to 2017, 2018, and 2019.

Working over a year with the SF Planning/building and finally in 2018 getting
all the permits to NOT build out or up but to improve the home to a safe and
beautiful home with a Rental flat and spending almost $3 million

dollars. Money that doesn’t grow on trees but was saved and saved for years to
keep the Cow Hollow neighborhood From becoming an eyesore. Only to see
just one month ago a few monstrosities on Lombard street going up. People’s
views are being ruined, light taken away. Does SF not care about the
generations and generations of families that made this town beautiful or do
they only care about ruining the line of sight? JUST THINK ONE MOMENT ON
HOW YOU WOULD FEEL SPENDING $3 Million dollars on a home and then
months later that view is GONE. I know as they say views in SF are not
protected but their light is gone. I just want all of you to sit back and think
about this. Please do not let this bill 50 pass. There are thousands of
apartments, homes, and condos out there that could be fixed and rented. Or is
this just about the money!

What happened to that American Dream? We don't want to look like NY city.
We are that Beautiful City by the Bay. Don't cover the bay with all these awful
high rises.

NO ON 50.

Thank you for your time.



Diana & Ronald Giampaoli



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Opposition to Senate Bill 50 (2019) - Item 12
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:16:44 AM
Attachments: THD Itr SB 50 3.13.19.pdf

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Judy Irving <films@pelicanmedia.org>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 6:30 PM

To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ikezoe, Paolo (CPC) <paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org>; Switzky,
Joshua (CPC) <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel
(CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>;
Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>
Subject: Opposition to Senate Bill 50 (2019) - Item 12

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

Please see attached letter from the Telegraph Hill Dwellers.
Thank you,

Judy Irving, President
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March 13, 2019 ”

ny .-
President Melgar ~— —1f .| —~
San Francisco Planning Commission \/ P
1650 Mission Street #400 ” N
San Francisco, CA 94103

c/o Jonas.lonin@SFGov.org T HCRAR AL
DWELLERS

Re: Item 12 - Senate Bill 50 (2019)

Dear President Melgar and Commissioners:

On behalf of Telegraph Hill Dwellers, I write to express our serious concerns about the
impacts that State Senator Scott Weiner’s SB 50 would have on the neighborhoods of Telegraph
Hill and North Beach. Because SB 50°s usurping of local control and zoning laws is keyed to a
property’s proximity to public transit, 96% of San Francisco’s parcels would be effectively up-
zoned — including all of North Beach and Telegraph Hill.

Among our many issues and concerns with AB 50, we share the following:

(D) SB 50 sanctions the demolition of our existing housing stock and destruction of long-
established neighborhoods.

We strongly object to Sacramento’s attempted override of local land use controls, an
overreach that would strip away communities’ fundamental and long-held prerogatives to control
the growth and development of their own communities and deny local residents even a say in
their own community’s land use future. Our concerns are particularly troubling when core
underpinning assumptions of SB 50 are in doubt, as shown in recent research concluding that “the
short-term, local-level impacts of upzoning are higher property prices but no additional new
housing construction” (see Y. Freemark, “Upzoning Chicago: Impacts of a Zoning Reform on
Property Values and Housing Construction,” Urban Affairs Review, January 29, 2019).

SB 50 could lead to the destruction of existing affordable and rent-controlled housing in
our long-established neighborhoods by conferring enormous value to land owners and
speculators, while the City receives nothing in return. The Planning Department’s case report
notes that when paired with the Housing Accountability Act (HAA), SB 50 “could” lead to the
destruction of properties because the increase in density will ensure that any local demolition
control is preempted by the state. Not only does this render San Francisco’s demolition controls
unenforceable, it contradicts San Francisco’s long-established land use policies as enshrined by
the general plan that existing housing is the greatest stock of rental and financially accessible
residential units, and is a resource in need of protection.

Local jurisdictions, particularly charter cities like San Francisco, must be able to limit
the application of SB 50 to exclude all lots with existing housing — or, preferably, SB 50 should
specifically carve out San Francisco for its application.

2) SB 50 lacks any real tenant protections.

North Beach, including Telegraph Hill, has one of the highest concentrations of multi
family rental and rent-controlled housing in the City. SB 50’s proposed seven-year prohibition - if
tenants were in the building -- and a 15-year cooling off period if there was an Ellis Act eviction -

P.O. BOX 330159 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 - 415.273.1004 www.thd.org

Founded in 1954 to perpetuate the historic traditions of Sen Francisco's Telegraph Hill and to represent the community interests of its residents and property owners





San Francisco Planning Commission
March 13, 2019
Page 2

- are insufficient tenant protections. Any property that has had an Ellis Eviction should be off the
table. Any building that has tenants subject to rent control or a rental stabilization law should be
off the table. SB 50 is severely lacking in this regard and would allow clever owners (and their
attorneys) to circumvent these inadequate protections.

The state legislature should either eliminate the Ellis Act altogether or limit much of the
speculation that fuels evictions under the Act, by requiring property owners to live in the building
for at least 5 years before they are allowed to evict tenants using the Ellis Act.

3) SB 50 contains no protection for historic buildings and historic districts.

San Francisco was not built in a day. Our City, including the historic neighborhoods of
North Beach and Telegraph Hill, is what it is because of the beauty and magic of our historic
buildings and neighborhoods. SB 50 fails to realize that a City of all new multifamily buildings in
the “architecture of today” in place of existing buildings would fundamentally change the nature
of our city.

Local jurisdictions, particularly charter cities like San Francisco, must be able to limit the
application of SB 50 to exclude any building that is landmarked locally or at the state or national
level and any building that may be eligible for listing at the local state or national level. This will
help to ensure protection of our historic city and neighborhoods.

4) SB 50 does nothing to address the infrastructure plans and costs needed to
accommodate these new developments.

The new growth that SB 50 will cause would strain the City’s existing infrastructure,
including utilities such as sewer, water and power, fire, police and parks, as well as our public
transportation system. SB 50 provides no funding to meet the increased needs, but will foist such
expenses on the City.

Further, existing state law preempts local control to address the traffic congestion
problems caused by TNCs (i.e. Uber and Lyft). Although the use of TNC’s will increase with
additional growth, SB 50 does nothing to alleviate this situation.

* * * * * * *

While we agree that there is a housing problem, the issue is affordable housing. SB 50
will only add to the motivation for developers and speculators to focus on the production of
market-rate housing at the expense of the City’s existing housing stock of financially accessible
residential units and lead to further evictions of long-term tenants. Please express your opposition
to SB 50.

Thank you for considering our comments and recommendations.

Sincerely,

Gy

Judy Irving, President
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CC:

Supervisor Aaron Peskin, District 3 aaron.peskin@sfgov.org

Paolo Ikezoe, Senior Planner paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org

Joshua Switzky, Land Use and Community Planning joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
Myrna Melgar, President myrna.melgar@sfgov.org

Joel Koppel, Vice President joel.koppel@sfgov.org

Rich Hillis richhillissf@gmail.com

Milicent A. Johnson milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

Kathrin Moore kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

Dennis Richards dennis.richards@sfgov.org







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: In support of SB50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:16:32 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Roan Kattouw <roan.kattouw@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 8:32 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rich Hillis <Richhillissf@gmail.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-
Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov; Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Breed, Mayor London
(MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>

Subject: In support of SB50

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

Dear Planning Commissioners, and Supervisor Haney,

I'm writing to you in strong support of SB50. | live in downtown San Francisco, one of the densest
and most transit-rich places in California. There's a lot of housing here, and a lot of new housing
being built here as well. Unfortunately, San Francisco has focused new construction almost
exclusively in SoMa and the Mission by zoning only those areas to allow density. This has led to
gentrification in these areas, and to a shortage of new housing. SB50 will allow new housing to be
built in other neighborhoods as well, addressing these problems.

On a regional and statewide scale, SB50 will do the same. Many cities on the Peninsula have

approved lots of new office construction but little or no new housing, leading to long commutes an
lots of traffic since the number jobs exceeds the number of housing many times over. SB50 will solve
the prisoner's dilemma of no city wanting to build housing while other cities build office, by allowing
housing in all of them at once. Putting new housing in areas that already have public transit or are
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close to jobs will also allow more people to either use transit to get to work, or live closer to their
jobs and drive shorter distances.

SB50 will provide more much-needed housing, reduce transportation emissions, and open up
exclusionary communities. | strongly support it, and | urge you to support it as well.

Roan Kattouw



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Opposition to SB 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:16:25 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Brooke Sampson <brookesampson@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 9:03 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org; Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>;
Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS)
<vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS)
<matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon
(BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary
<hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS)
<shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>;
Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov

Subject: Opposition to SB 50

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

Opposition to SB 50

Dear President Melgar and San Francisco Planning Commissioners:

| urge you to oppose SB 50 and encourage the San Francisco Board of Supervisors and the Mayor
to do the same.

I am a resident of San Francisco and live in the Cow Hollow Neighborhood. | have served on the Board of
the Cow Hollow Association and actively participate on its Zoning Committee.
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The proposed SB 50 would allow the state to control local zoning. Each California community currently
responds to the individual environment and needs of its citizens. Established zoning ordinances allow for
growth while respecting the uniqueness of the individual neighborhoods. Dramatic changes to open
spaces, blockfaces, setbacks, building envelopes, massing, and patterns will occur if SB 50 passes,
resulting in the reduction of livability, especially in high density areas such as San Francisco.

As does the Cow Hollow Association, | encourage municipalities across California to authorize housing
near large employers, to rezone downsized shopping malls into mixed-use neighborhoods that include
retail and housing, and to tax owners of vacant housing units. |, too, disagree with SB 50’s premise that
building density around transit corridors will increase the affordable housing stock.

Again, | urge you to oppose SB 50 and encourage the San Francisco Board of Supervisors and
the Mayor to pass a resolution opposing this Legislation.

Regards,
Brooke Sampson
San Francisco



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB 50 opposition

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:16:23 AM

Jonas P. lonin,

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: Sonja Renner <sonja.renner@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 9:33 PM

To: Sonja Renner <sonja.renner@gmail.com>
Subject: SB 50 opposition

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

Dear State Senators and Assembly Members, Dear San Francisco Mayor, Supervisors and
Planning Commissioners,

| am writing you today to express my strong opposition to proposed SB 50.

San Francisco, as you are all well aware of, occupies the tip of a peninsula and is
surrounded on three sides by bodies of water. As a result, this unique piece of land
introduces enormous infrastructure challenges that the City of San Francisco is already
failing to handle appropriately. The transit centers are increasingly overburdened and the
streets are clogged most of the day, which leads to incremental noise and air pollution for
all of us. San Francisco does not have the proper capabilities to expand its infrastructure in
a way that would accommodate a wave of new residents without having a detrimental affect
on all of us living here.

| am sure many of you are well traveled and have visited other dense populated
metropolitan areas in the world. In comparison, San Francisco is a city, which stands out
positively because of its neighborly feeling, amazing views and open land. If SB 50 was to
be approved, the character of San Francisco and the quality of life would change for the
worse. Please be smarter than Officials in other cities and states and focus on fixing the
existing problems first before adding on top of it. Supporting SB 50 would lead to a disaster
for San Francisco with unbearable consequences for its population, daily commuters and
tourists alike. Let’'s be smart and oppose a one-size-fits-all measure, which will not work for
a city with unique challenges like San Francisco. To change my opinion, City and State
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Officials like yourselves would have to successfully solve the existing problems first.
Thanks for your interest in my opinion and your attention.

Kind regards,
Sonja Renner

Sonja Renner
Sonja.Renner@gmail.com
Cell: +1 (415) 728-8698
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Victoria Giampaoli Oppose"s State Bill 50
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:15:41 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Victoria Giampaoli <victoria.giampaoli@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:07 PM

To: info@cowhollowassociation.org; Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-
Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov; Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie
(BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt
(BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar,
Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen,
Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann
(BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor
London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>

Subject: Victoria Giampaoli Oppose's State Bill 50

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

Hello my name is Dr. Victoria Giampaoli and | OPPOSE bill 50. This is an absolute HORRIBLE idea.
The reason SF is a city beloved by all is because it does NOT look like a skyscraper concrete jungle. If
we increase the height this will destroy the beauty and be a HUGE mistake. PLEASE remember this is
a HORRIBLE idea that will DESTROY not only views but the overall feel of the city. Please remember
we are already going to have enough congestion with 2 stadiums we do NOT need additional sky
scrappers.

Thank you for considering the damage this will make to our generation and generations to come.
Dr. Victoria Giampaoli
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Filbert St (Cow Hollow)

Victoria Giampaoli, DVM, cVMA



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Oppose bill 50! What a mistake!
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:15:35 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Ronald Giampaoli <ronald.giampaoli@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:23 PM

To: info@cowhollowassociation.org; Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-
Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov; Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie
(BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt
(BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar,
Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen,
Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann
(BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor
London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>

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

Dear Mayor London Breed, Supervisors, Planning Commission, SF State Senators.

| a born SF native oppose this Bill 50 as it will not help the housing crisis. This is just going to make the rich get
richer and only a few will be affordable. Why not put Salesforce up for low income housing.

Keep those skyscrapers out of SF. They are ruining the city. We don’t need another NY.

There is too much traffic now and thinking people will take transit is vey unlikely.

Thank you for reading.

Ronald Giampaoli
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Senator Scott Wiener"s SB 50--hearing March 14
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:15:28 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: Anne Harvey <annetharvey@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:27 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; info@sfmca.org

Cc: Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>

Subject: Senator Scott Wiener's SB 50--hearing March 14

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

Dear Mayor Breed, Supervisors, and Planning Commissioners,

I am writing to you as a long time resident of San Francisco to urge you to do whatever you can to kill Scott
Weiner’s latest version of housing legislation. SB 50.

This proposed legislation is so awful, I hardly know where to begin. First of all, if passed it is state legislation,
so I presume it would trump local legislation and ordinances, just the way that Federal law normally prevails over
State law.

Its provision focus on areas that are “transit-rich” and by his definitions, almost all of SF is transit rich. There
would be no density controls anywhere in San Francisco. Developers could pick and choose properties and build
high rises wherever they felt like,

and everywhere claim there is a great view of something. You could basically forget San Francisco as a place to
have children and raise a family. There would be no more RH 1, or RH 2. you might as well forget the concept of
residential zoning. I mention the importance to me

of San Francisco as a place to raise a family because that is what my husband and I did. = Starting in 1978, we have
lived in several different areas of the city, both ,sometimes as renters and sometimes as owners. Like Sen Weiner, [
am originally from an urbanized area of the East Coast, and when
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I came to the Bay Area for education, I was startled the pleasant environment of regular homes in SF, real
neighborhoods with a strong history, and the closeness of an outdoor environment. ~ Our two sons were born and
raised in San Francisco.

Despite the expense of living here, and the modest salary paid by my husband’s employer, We resisted doing what
other families did, ie move to Marin or the East Bay.

What is going on now in San Francisco, and what will be exacerbated by SB 50 reminds me of what happened to
the Fillmore area under Justin Hermann and so called federal “redevelopment”

The Story of the era is well told in a documentary film made for KQED by filmmaker Joel Stein, which was
screened at the Western Addition Library recently The higher ups were free to ignore local inputs and just leveled
and threw away vast portions of the old Victorian stock in the name of progress.

The film is entitled Fillmore. I highly recommend this film. It so well documents what was lost. Even Willie
Brown is interviewed in the movie about the area. I highly doubt Sen Weiner has seen the movie, or that he even
cares about the issues raised.

What amazes me is that he was elected to represent San Francisco in the State Senate, but he does not actually
represent what is best for San Francisco In fact, if enacted it has the potential to ruin San Francisco as a good place
for families to live.

The hidden intent os SB 50 is to allow an unlimited number of units per lot. almost all of San Francisco would
be up zoned. Over time this will forever change the character of the San Francisco.

SB 50 does nothing to create a solution to the problem of the mismatch that has been going on in the Bay Area
between employer workplace creation and employer housing creation. Wecan see this rbrty workfday in all the
huge buses picking up highly paid employees in S F and driving them down the peninsula.

The employers are building magnificent office buildings, but not housing. SB 50 does not force suburban
communities to contribute their fair share and building more housing instead of office space, The tech employers
pay their employees outrageous sums and money, give them free food and free rides.

The condition of some young techies with tons of money is about to be increased as some new IPOs take off and

new millionaires are created, This is about to create more upward pressure on prices, and it is the market that
developers will build for.

I am writing this letter to you today, because it is my understanding the issue of SB 50 will come before the
planning commission tomorrow, Thursday March 14.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I Support The More HOMES Act
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:15:21 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Steven Aiello <pstevenaiello@mail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 11:50 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: | Support The More HOMES Act

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

Greetings Planning Commissioners,

I am writing to offer my support for Senator Weiner’s SB 50, popularly known as the More HOMES
Act of 2019. I hope to be able to attend the informational hearing tomorrow afternoon, but my
work obligations may interfere.

As a practicing architect (here in the City at Page & Turnbull), an SF native, a life-long Bay Area
resident, a recent citizen of Petaluma, and a Board member of the SFHAC, I am acutely aware of
the region’s housing shortage that has driven the affordability crisis, and its impacts upon the
middle class of which I am a part.

What I like best about the More HOMES Act, is the direct linkage between the geographies of job
creation, transit access and home production that will start to move these three vital elements of
a healthy economy into a better balance across Coastal California — and particularly across Marin
County, the Peninsula, and the west side of the City.
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I think the healthiest aspect of SB50 in San Francisco proper is its ability to empower the owner-
occupants of single-family dwellings to decide their own best interest of highest and best use —
planning power is thereby distributed to the individuals with the most at stake. In this way,
incremental change over time can happen naturally, occurring parcel by parcel, and reflecting that
family’s unique contribution to the whole City — just like the City we know now was created.

Although no action is yet required on your part, I ask that you continue to keep San Francisco the
leader in regional planning by strongly supporting SB50.

I appreciate your time and service,

Steven Aiello



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: We Oppose SB 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:15:12 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Jessica MacGregor <macgregor.jessicabeth@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 8:31 AM

To: Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis
(CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine
(BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra
(BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff,
[BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron
(BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman
(BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org

Subject: We Oppose SB 50

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

Because we are unable to attend the SF Planning Commission hearing today, my husband and | write to
inform you of our strong opposition to SB 50. My husband and | are residents and home owners on
Green Street in Cow Hollow. We moved with our school-age children to the Cow Hollow neighborhood six
years ago and even in that relatively short time have seen the devastating effect of mega development in
our neighborhood.

Scott Wiener's proposed State leqislation SB 50 eliminates ALL local control over height, bulk and design
guidelines within our neighborhoods. No Supervisors, Planning Commission, or Mayor can override if
enacted. This bill will raise allowable heights from the 35/40 ft. to anywhere from 45 ft. to 110 ft. This law
could be the single biggest threat to San Francisco's livability and property values.
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SB 50 will impact most heavily RH-1 and RH-2 zoned properties which are 72% of SF housing. Anybody
with homes within a 1/4 mile of public transit or near "transit streets with specific widths" can expect new
height allowance from 4 1/2 to 10 stories tall (counting bonuses heights and other factors per Planning
Department's analysis). This would end the decades long protection of 40 ft. height limit in residential
areas and most commercial corridors.

Allowing building height limits to be increased in RH-1 zoned properties would create a catastrophic
situation in our neighborhood. It would encourage and continue to support developers buying up
residential properties and building monster projects with little to no regard for neighborhood character. It
would mean the entire district in which we live could become a stretch of high-rise buildings with little or
no open space.

SB 50 is far from a narrowly tailored approach to creating additional residential properties in our city. We
understand that there are currently 58,000 parcels of property that are currently purchased and entitled
/approved for development, but are stalled because of the high cost of building. Instead of focusing on
supporting ways to implement these projects and increase affordable housing, SB 50 simply turns the
keys of our city to developers who have a demonstrated history of creating high-end luxury projects, not
affordable housing in high density business areas.

We love San Francisco and instead of leaving the City when it came time for our children to begin
elementary school, we committed to raising them here. We are hoping we can stay, but if our
neighborhood is destined to become a construction zone and then a high-rise dense district, we will be
forced to reevaluate our decision. We appeal to our elected officials to represent the interests of the
people who actually live, work and raise their families in their districts, rather than the interests of real
estate developers and others, by opposing SB 50.

Thank you,

Jessica and David MacGregor
2460 Green Street
San Francisco, CA 94123



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Cow Hollow resident Letter Opposing SB 50
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:13:53 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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.RTL <cgissler@testlabs.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 9:39 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com

Subject: Cow Hollow resident Letter Opposing SB 50

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

Thursday, 3/14/19

San Francisco Planning Commissioners
1650 Mission Street #400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Opposition to Senator Scott Wiener’s SB 50 legislation

Dear San Francisco Planning Commissioners,

My sons are the fifth generation to be raised in a moderate house in Cow Hollow. | work full time
and also volunteer for both my neighborhood CHA board, the NAPP board in the Presidio, and as a
docent in the Presidio Officer's Club museum. | love this City and cherish the unique neighborhoods.
Cow Hollow Association has spent years helping neighbors carefully negotiate how to renovate or
build in our neighborhood so that we retain the character, light, height limits, and open green spaces
in the centers of the block, which we all love.

Senator Scott Wiener’s SB 50 legislation is not only an affront to all that we hold dear in Cow Hollow
but also throughout San Francisco and the State. The issue in a nutshell is affordable housing. His
legislation does nothing to address this and only provides developers with more ability to flaunt the


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:miriam.chion@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

rules carefully set down by the Planning Commission and the Cow Hollow Neighborhood Design
Guidelines to increase their profit. This legislation will result in large expensive properties and not
address affordable housing at all.

Without a vision and funds to improve the transit technology and its reach throughout the City and
Bay Area, this bill’s claim of building that encourages use of public transportation does not have
factual data to support it. | ask that the Planning Commission recommend the San Francisco Board of
Supervisors pass a resolution Opposing SB 50. There are ways to solve our housing crisis and it will
take hard work, discipline, and some thoughtful choices on the part of the state and the City of San
Francisco to address the economic disparities that have arisen. This legislation does none of that.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Gissler

2727 Baker Street

San Francisco, CA 94123



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please OPPOSE SB50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:13:47 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Tom Packo <tompacko@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 9:42 AM

To: Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS)
<vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS)
<matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon
(BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary
<hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS)
<shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>

Cc: Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
Planning@rodneyfong.com; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>;
Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov

Subject: Please OPPOSE SB50

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

Dear Supervisors:

Please OPPOSE State Bill 50. This bill would harm San Francisco homeowners and those who enjoy
San Francisco neighborhoods. It's critical to maintain local zoning and neighborhood oversight.

Tom Packo
2566 Greenwich St
San Francisco, CA 94123
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: No on SB 50 Too broad, and destroys community control
Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:12:55 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Peter Logan <peter@peterloganlaw.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:05 AM

To: Richhillissf@gmail.com; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: mary russell <maryerussell24@yahoo.com>

Subject: No on SB 50 Too broad, and destroys community control

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

Let's manage growth, not let over-development choke our great City!

Peter J. Logan, Esq.

Peter Logan Law Offices

1532 Green Street

San Francisco, CA 94123-5102
Phone: 415-572-6448

Fax: 415-366-1507

peter@peterloganlaw.com
www.peterloganlaw.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Oppose State Bill 50

Date: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:12:54 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Nadia Kilgore <lanninad@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 14, 2019 10:11 AM
Subject: Oppose State Bill 50

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

Hello,

My name is Nadia Kilgore and | oppose State Bill 50.

Thank you,
Nadia Kilgore
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Public Comment for the record re: Senate Bill 50

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 3:55:05 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: anastasia Yovanopoulos <shashacooks@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 3:54 PM

To: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: Public Comment for the record re: Senate Bill 50

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

3/14/19  Public Comment for the record re: Senate Bill 50
Anastasia Yovanopoulos, Noe Valley Tenant

Although Senate Bill 50 extends protection to tenants by exempting buildings,
that are tenant occupied or have previously been tenant occupied, from
qualifying for the program, the 63% of San Francisco residents including 14%
renting single family homes are not protected at all, because our city doesn't
have a sure way of knowing whether a building is, or has been tenant occupied.
There 1s no tenant data base or registry of tenant occupancy. How can this city
be expected to implement SB 50 unless all the provisions to ensure that tenants
are protected are in place?

Commissioners: Should SB 50 pass, I ask that the city proclaim a moratorium
on implementing this legislation until the city has complete information
regarding past and present tenant occupancy.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Adina, Seema (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter regarding 657/667 Mission Street

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 3:26:35 PM

Attachments: 657-667 Mission Street Project - Planning Department Letter - March 13, ....pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Cathy Maupin <cmaupin@ybcbd.org>
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 3:25 PM

To: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Letter regarding 657/667 Mission Street

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

HiJonas,

Please see the attached letter from the YBCBD regarding the 657-667 Mission Street Project. Please
let me know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Cathy

Cathy Maupin

Executive Director

Yerba Buena Community Benefit District
5 Third Street, Suite 914

San Francisco, CA 94103

P: 415-644-0728 x 2

F: 415-644-0751

E: cmaupin@ybcbd.org
W: www.ybcbd.org
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. gy -
March 13, 2019
Commission President Myrna Melgar
San Francisco Planning Department - -
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 . » »

San Francisco, CA 94103
RE: 657/667 Mission Street Project
Dear Commissioner Melgar,

The Yerba Buena neighborhood continues to evolve and improve in ways that were difficult to imagine
decades ago. Its transformation into the City’s cultural, convention and visitor district, a model for
improving urban areas, and a source of civic pride is due to the foresight of dedicated citizens and
community leaders. Including uses in the neighborhood suited to residential, business and civic needs
was a critical component then and remains essential today.

The proposed renovation of 657 and 667 Mission Street is another step forward in the continual
evolution of this pioneering neighborhood and an opportunity to implement enhancements in line with
the second edition of the Yerba Buena Street Life Plan. The Yerba Buena Community Benefit District
encourages Align Real Estate, the project sponsor, to incorporate improvements to the public realm to
add to the vibrancy and livability of the neighborhood for all. The YBCBD requests:

= Improve Sidewalk Usability and Comfort on Minna Street — Minna Street serves as an
increasingly important connector between the Salesforce Transit Center, the San Francisco
Museum of Modern Art, the St. Regis Hotel, and Yerba Buena Gardens. The number of
pedestrians on Minna Street will likely increase in the years to come. Currently, its sidewalks
are narrow and in disrepair, and the street lacks adequate lighting. We encourage the project
sponsor to improve these conditions on Minna Street and make the street safer and more
enjoyable for pedestrians.

= Add Amenities such as Greening, Lighting and Street Furnishings — We urge the project sponsor
to fund improvements along both Mission and Minna Streets including lighting, landscaping, and
street furnishings. Such amenities will serve employees, guests, and the general public.

=  Bike Safety and Parking — We encourage the project sponsor to incorporate bicycle safety
improvements and bike parking into the overall design changes.

®  Curbside Management — The growth of transportation network companies and the increase in
online shopping has added stress on our streets due to increased demands on the curb for
passenger pick-ups and drop-offs and deliveries. We encourage the project sponsor to develop
a plan to ensure pedestrian safety and smooth circulation on both Mission and Minna streets
given these demands.

= Retail Activation — Several retail spaces have been lost as a result of the renovation of these
properties. We support the proposed retail on Mission Street and encourage the project
sponsor to consider retail or other active uses on Minna Street in order to activate both streets
and invite more people into the space. This block of Minna has active restaurant/bar uses on the

5 Third Street Suite 914 San Francisco, CA 94103 415 644 0728 [T] 415 644 0751 [F]





east end near New Montgomery Street and historically housed a successful frame shop and art
gallery in the two properties.

=  Public Art — Encourage the project sponsor to infuse highly visible public art into the project that
celebrates the neighborhoods culture, heritage, history. Special emphasis should be placed on
art on Minna Street to improve safety and the pedestrian experience.

=  Transparency — Add transparency to the lobby area designs on both Minna and Mission streets
for visual connection, blurring of inside and outside, helping to add vibrancy to the street.

The YBCBD’s requests will improve the 657/667 Mission Street Project and provide community benefits
to the people who live, work and visit Yerba Buena. All development projects in the neighborhood
provide an opportunity to improve the public realm. We look forward to working in partnership with
you and the project sponsor to incorporate these recommendations.

Sincerely,

Lynn Farzaroli, Board Chair
YBCBD Board of Directors

CC: Supervisor Matt Haney, Align Real Estate






From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please do NOT pass Senate Bill 50
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 3:13:18 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: marta sanchez <martysanchez2 @yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 1:48 PM

To: Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis
(CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine
(BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra
(BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff,
[BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron
(BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman
(BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>
Subject: Please do NOT pass Senate Bill 50

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

Hello

I do not agree with Senate bill 50. I don't agree with the lack of local imput or height limits.
There are not protections towards renters. Most of all therer is ho guarantee of affordable
units. Please take note thatt his email is against Sentare Bill 50.

Thanks
Martha Sanchez
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Oppose SB50

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 3:02:15 PM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Leslie <koelsch1886(@comcast.net>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13,2019 1:20 PM

To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Oppose SB50

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

Commissioner Ionin:

I strongly oppose SB50 and hope you will do all you can in your role to defeat it. Removing setbacks, reducing
floor area ratios, eliminating environmental sustainability, removing onsite open-space, demolishing to all building
not all the California Registry of Historical Places, removing exposure requirements, encouraging lot mergers,
eliminating single-family zoning, rewarding construction of up to 85 foot towers next to single family home are
abhorrent and benefit only developers and the three legislators we have unfortunately sent to Sacramento.

Leslie Koelsch
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter to SF Planning Commission re Planning Department"s Staff Report on SB50
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 2:59:41 PM

Attachments: PIng. Comm. Report Opp..pdf

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: David Bancroft <davidbancroft@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13,2019 2:13 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; millicent.johnson@sfgov.org; KAthrinMoore@sfgov.org; Dennis Richards
<drichards20@outlook.com>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: Letter to SF Planning Commission re Planning Department's Staff Report on SB50

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
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The Planning Department’s Staff Report on SB 50 Comes Up
Short on Several Important Fronts, Which Must be
Addressed.

1. The Report does not address, show by chart or otherwise
denote in any clear way the total of the height and unit
density increases and parking space and light and air
restrictions in the various proposed “transit rich “and “job
rich” legislated areas, all due to the combined effect of the
various provisions in SB 50 and SB 35.

For example, responsible commentators on the web and
elsewhere have clearly identified 80 to 85 foot height
allowances which would be imposed in current 45 ft. height
limited areas in San Francisco, but no reference to anything
like this appears, in any form, in the Staff Report.

2. It fails to project how many residential units of what heights
and density could be built in San Francisco if SB 50 passes,
and if so, by what measures that building could and would
be sequenced.

The Report refers to statewide estimates, only, as to the
gross number of units that would be constructed.

3. The Report does not address how many residential units
have already been full approved in San Francisco and are
ready and waiting to be built, and how many others have
already been authorized to be built, all within our current
zoning height and density limits.

All of this raises the most serious questions about whether
the unprecedented provisions of SB 50 are necessary, or
even appropriate.

It has been reported by the Planning Department that the
plans for some fifty-eight thousand (58,000) units have
already been approved for construction, and are waiting to
be built. The generally agreed reason for this is that the






costs of building have gone up and there are insufficient
economic incentives to proceed to construction.

This being so, the solution is to put those incentives in place,
whether by the state legislature subsidizing the housing,
issuing housing bonds, etc. In sum, in order to evaluate the
utility or necessity of the effect of SB 50, the Report needs
to state: the number of units in San Francisco as to which
the “pilot light” is already on, that is, which are “ready to go”;
the number of units approved for building subject to approval
of the plans; and, how many could be accommodated by the
city building out to the limits of our present zoning codes.

. The Report does not discuss its own limited scope in a most
important respect: infrastructure.

The Report should have been explicit in stating this caveat:
A comprehensive evaluation of the effect of SB50 and
related housing legislation must include a subject beyond the
scope of this Department and this Report: All the
infrastructure that would have to be put in place to sustain
the greatly increased construction and population
occasioned by SB50 (the parks, the schools, the transit,
sewers, police, fire, utility services, etc. ,and all the cost,
(noting that neither SB 50 nor SB provide any funds at all for
any of this) of this state-imposed zoning legislation will have
to be borne solely by the City of San Francisco.

Accordingly, the Planning Commission should urge the
Board of Supervisors to not endorse SB 50.






From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Cow Hollow Association - Letter Opposing SB 50
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 2:59:28 PM
Attachments: CHA opposition letter SB 50.pdf

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Lori Brooke <lorimbrooke@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 13,2019 2:21 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)

<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; planning@rodneyfong.com
Subject: Cow Hollow Association - Letter Opposing SB 50

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

Dear San Francisco Planning Commissioners,

Please see the attached letter outlining Cow Hollow Association’s opposition to Senator Scott Wiener’s SB 50

legislation.

Sincerely,
Lori Brooke
President, Cow Hollow Association
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COW HOLLOW ASSOCIATION

March 11, 2019
San Francisco Planning Commissioners
1650 Mission Street #400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Opposition to Senator Scott Wiener’s SB 50 legislation

Dear San Francisco Planning Commissioners,

The Cow Hollow Association (CHA), bounded by Lyon, Pierce, Greenwich, and Pacific,
represents approximately 1,900 residents. Our Association is dedicated to the
preservation of the residential character of the Cow Hollow neighborhood.

As an Association, we have been deeply involved with understanding the implications of
Senator Scott Wiener’s SB 50 legislation and its impact on our neighborhood, San
Francisco and California at large. As with this bill’s predecessor SB 827, we disagree
with SB 50’s premise that building density around transit corridors will increase
affordable housing stock by somehow reducing the price of renting or buying property in
San Francisco and beyond. We all know the truth of San Francisco’s desirability and this
bill merely incentivizes developers to fulfill that need with top-dollar luxury condos
while doing nothing to address the creation of truly affordable housing for low, middle
and moderate incomes workers. Without a vision and funds to improve the transit
technology and its reach throughout the City and Bay Area, this bill’s claim of building
that encourages use of public transportation does not have factual data to support it.

We are asking that the Planning Commission recommend the San Francisco Board of
Supervisors pass a resolution Opposing SB 50 (as they wisely did with SB 827). Our
very own San Francisco State Representatives - Wiener, Ting and Chiu - are pushing
through housing legislations at a dizzying pace with little or no regard to their real impact
on the City they were elected to protect.

We have a list of objections to this bill that we sent in an email to our membership. Below
are the highlights of our objections:



https://myemail.constantcontact.com/If-you-value-your-home-s-light--air--privacy--view--and-parking--please-attend-IMPORTANT-Planning-Commission-Hearing-on-3-14-19.html?soid=1102424122128&aid=QH0DLLJzLSo



COW HOLLOW ASSOCIATION ™

1. SB 50 indiscriminately robs California communities of the fundamental control of
how and when to shape their communities: it robs them of self-determination. It
prescribes a “one size fit all” for density and building heights resulting in up to 85 ft. high
multi unit buildings for full half mile wide swatches along local bus lines, thereby
“Manhattanizing” San Francisco (our Planning Department estimates SB 50 will affect a
full 96% of the parcels in the city!) and other California communities.

2. There is no showing that such draconian measures will meet real housing needs.
SB 50 would work with already passed SB 35, State Density Bonus and Housing
Accountability Act to green light the building of multi-unit residential properties, some
up to 85 ft. vs the current, long standing height limitations of about half that. This will
significantly increase luxury, high end housing and urban density at the expense of
neighborhood charm and affordable housing prices for those who need it the most.

3. There are discreet, effective means to achieve more affordable housing if that is
the goal. For example, there are literally thousands of affordable housing units in San
Francisco, with permits granted, long awaiting to be built. And tech companies (for
example, Facebook and Google) with facilities outside San Francisco are now starting to
build housing for employees there. Again, what is needed for the already permitted
affordable housing still to be built are discreet fixes, not statewide impositions: for
example, consider imposing a substantial “vacancy tax” on already permitted housing
still not built, and/or float tax deductible affordable housing bonds, all to make the ready-
to-be-built affordable housing “pencil out” for developers/builders. And what is needed
for tech worker housing is incentivizing the tech companies and their local communities
to construct more proximate housing.

As for the tech workers who want to live in SF while they work elsewhere: Their desire
to patronize city bars, restaurants and entertainment venues simply does not constitute
any kind of justifiable basis for a state law, under the guise of a stretched-beyond-
recognition definition of “affordable housing” to accord them housing wherever they
would like it. There is no need for the launching of the “nuclear option.”

4. The infrastructure costs of hugely increasing population and building density will
be born by local communities. The escalated costs of police and fire protection, gas,
electric and sewage conduits and service, schools, social services and parks-- these would
burden local communities for decades, if not centuries to come.
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Conclusion: Encourage San Francisco Board of Supervisors and the Mayor to pass a
resolution stating San Francisco’s position on SB 50 as “No Thank You”.

Sincerely,

Lori Brooke
President, Cow Hollow Association

cc: CHA Board
CHA Advisory
CHA Membership






From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB 50 opposition & suggestion

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 2:59:24 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Dirk Aguilar <daguilar@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 2:29 PM
To: Dirk Aguilar <DAguilar@gmail.com>
Subject: SB 50 opposition & suggestion

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

Dear State Senators and Assembly Members, Dear San Francisco Mayor, Supervisors and Planning
Commissioners,

| have had the pleasure of speaking with several of you and your staff in person. Today | am writing
to express strong opposition to proposed SB 50.

A one-size-fits-all measure does no justice to the track record, realities and needs of California's very
diverse districts, towns and neighborhoods. There have been positive ideas around other
supply/demand-related challenges before, such as water and greenhouse gas emissions
management. Why not propose a state-wide housing goal and work with local government to
manage targets that are tailored to their individual situations?

I live in San Francisco and | love our beautiful city. Because our public transit is overcrowded

and unreliable, | now use an electric skateboard to commute on streets that recently topped the list
of the nation's worst. While France, Germany and Japan have had high-speed rail for 3 decades, tech
workers here shuttle to/from Silicon Valley on a 1980s diesel train. Meanwhile we completed
construction of the West Coast's tallest office tower and we are building a second stadium in the
same congested area as the first one.

How is it that one of the wealthiest geographies on the planet has such poor infrastructure? And
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why do we continue building on top of it? | respectfully ask that you please consider taking and
supporting a locally tailored approach, and make it contingent upon serious infrastructure upgrades.
Thank you for all the hard work that you are doing and thank you for your attention.

Best regards,

Dirk Aguilar

30 Ord Street, San Francisco, CA 94114



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Adina, Seema (CPC)

Subject: FW: 657-667 Mission Street

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 12:58:08 PM

Attachments: 657 667 Mission _Letter of Support.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Noah Bartlett <nbartlett@SFMOMA.org>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 12:35 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: 'rich.hillis@sfgov.org' <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; 'Jessie Stuart' <jstuart@alignrealestate.com>
Subject: 657-667 Mission Street

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

Commission Secretary lonin,

Please find attached letter in reference to the 657-667 Mission Street project record number 2018-
012687CUA.

Best,
Noah

Noah Bartlett
Director of Operations, Facilities, and Security

San Francisco Museum of Modern Art
Tickets available at SFMOMA.org

415.357.4196

nbartlett@SFMOMA.org
151 Third Street | San Francisco, CA 94103
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Thursday, February 28, 2019

Commission President Rich Hillis
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: 657/667 Mission Street
Esteemed Commissioner Hillis,

| am writing in support of Align Real Estate’s redevelopment of the two buildings on
Mission Street. The project sponsor has made a significant effort to engage with
members of the Yerba Buena community and the Yerba Buena Community Benefits
District (YBCBD) of which | serve on the Board of Directors.

SFMOMA encourages Align Real Estate to continue to work with the San Francisco
Planning Department and the YBCBD to incorporate public realm improvements into
their project, particularly along Minna Street. We share the community’s vision of Minna
Street as a vibrant, active corridor connecting the new Transbay Terminal to the Yerba
Buena Gardens. Minna Street is a one-way, single lane alley and increasingly popular
connector for traffic between Third Street and New Montgomery. The street has become
oversaturated with vehicle activity impacting The St. Regis valet and garage, SFMOMA’s
primary loading dock, SFMOMA Garage, and the Steinway and Sons loading dock. The
design and use of both storefront and curb space along the street will certainly have
substantial and lasting impacts on traffic, pedestrians, and the character of the street.

We defer to the San Francisco Planning Department and project sponsor to determine
the optimal configuration of office and retail to support the community’s vision. Our
hope is that you fully consider the current state of the street and the district’s vision for
the future in making a final determination.

We look forward to continued dialog with the project sponsor and welcoming new

community partners to the neighborhood upon successful completion of the project.

Sincerely,

T s

A

Noah Bartlett
Director of Operations, Facilities, and Security

San Francisco Museum of Modern Art
151 Third Street, San Francisco, CA 94103
Tel 415.357.4000 sfmoma.org
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB50 Sensitive Communities Maps, Planning Commission 3-14-2019 Agenda Item #12
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 11:47:54 AM

Attachments: San Francisco Sensitive Communities SB50 map compared to UDP map.pdf

Community Stabilization Strategy SF Planning Dept.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Council of Community Housing Organizations <ccho@sfic-409.org>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 11:44 AM

To: Rich Hillis <richhillissf@yahoo.com>; Myrna Melgar <melgarsf@gmail.com>; Rodney Fong
<planning@rodneyfong.com>; Dennis Richards <drichards20@outlook.com>; Kathrin Moore
<Mooreurban@aol.com>; Joel Koppel <Business.Development@eisb.org>; Milicent Johnson
<milicenta@gmail.com>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Rahaim,
John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>

Cc: lkezoe, Paolo (CPC) <paolo.ikezoe@sfgov.org>; Chion, Miriam (CPC) <miriam.chion@sfgov.org>;
Switzky, Joshua (CPC) <joshua.switzky@sfgov.org>

Subject: SB50 Sensitive Communities Maps, Planning Commission 3-14-2019 Agenda ltem #12

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

Dear Commissioners:
CCHO has not yet taken a formal position to support or oppose SB50.

However, the definition of "Sensitive Communities" is of primary concern, as well as
whether the policy will be an indefinite deferral giving self-determination for these
communities that have faced decades of disinvestment and redlining, and now face a crisis
of evictions and displacement, to decide for themselves on development incentives that
exacerbate real-estate speculation.

For reference, we include the Planning Department's own Community Stabilization
Strategy Fact Sheet, which includes the definitive map of communities at-risk of
displacement or facing ongoing and advanced gentrification. CCHO expressed before the
CASA Steering Committee that any upzoning measures need to sort out the definition so
that one way or another they cover the areas of San Francisco that are experiencing
gentrification, displacement, and high rates of evictions (this question also affects other at-
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Community Stabilization Strategy presentation to Planning Commission Oct. 11, 2018 MTC map proposed for CASA Compact, December 2018
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The Community Stabilization Strategy is an inter-agency effort to provide
City agencies, decision-makers and the public the comprehensive analysis
and tools they need to make strategic decisions to stabilize our vulnerable
communities as the City changes.

The Strategy seeks to: Understand the stages
and types of displacement
and gentrification ocurring

Mitigate the impacts of displacement throughout different San
Francisco neighborhods

Prevent displacement as an impact of economic growth

Ensure economic growth offers benefits to existing communities

Survey and assess the
City’s existing community
stabilization and anti-
displacement programs and
policies

Identify opportunities to
enhance the City’s existing
programs and policies, and
propose new tools

Planning






URBAN DISPLACEMENT PROJECT:
STAGES OF GENTRIFICATION AND/OR DISPLACEMENT
AND EXCLUSION

Low-Income Census Tracts

Not losing low-income households or
very early stages of loss

[ Atrisk of gentrification and/or displacement
I Ongoing gentrification and/or displacement

Moderate- to High-Income Census Tracts
W4 Advanced gentrification
[ | Atrisk of exclusion
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Gentrification is a process of neighborhood Exclusion is when high rents make

Displacement is the process by which
change which includes economic change on neighborhoods inaccesible to low-

a household is forced to move from its

residence. historically disinvested neighborhoods. income households.
PROJECT SCHEDULE
uc Berkeley’s Urban Displacement Mission Action Plan 2020 released
ProieCt (WWW-urbandisplacement-org) Urban Displacement Project update
is an anaIVSis of different regional Draft Existing City Programs and Policy Toolkit
patterns’ such as demographic data’ City Agency and Community Stakeholder Meetings

rail station locations, employment, real
estate trends, housing characteristics,
to identify stages of displacement,
gentrification and exclusion by census
tract in the Bay Area.

Program and Policy Assessment

Planning Commission Informational Presentation
Develop Preliminary Recommendations

Draft Community Stabilization Strategy

Final Community Stabilization Strategy

Develop Policy and Legislation to Implement
Recommendations

For more info on this project:

Contact: AndreaNelson andreanelson@sfgov.org sf-planning.org/community-stabilization






risk communities in the Bay Area not covered in the MTC map, such as the Canal District in
San Rafael).

The analysis developed by UC Berkeley's Urban Displacement Project, which is now
incorporated into the SF Planning Department's Community Stabilization Strategy, should
be the basis for any "sensitive communities" deferral. The latest MTC/SB50 map greatly
differs from SF’s own Community Stabilization Strategy map. West SoMa (except for the
census tract containing the jail), parts of greater Chinatown, much of the Mission (except for
the census tracts containing the two public housing developments), parts of Bayview/Third
Street corridor and of Western Addition, the Portola district, parts of the Castro and much of
Inner Richmond, identified as sensitive communities in the UC Berkeley analysis and
incorporated by the SF Planning Department, are left out in the MTC map. In other words,
heavily working-class and communities of color, currently at risk of or facing advanced
gentrification, rent burden and evictions, are ignored in the current SB50 maps.

Additional comments and concerns regarding the CASA upzoning incentives, which are
applicable to SB50, can be found in CCHO's December SF Examiner op ed, found

here, http://www.sfexaminer.com/casa-important-housing-deal-youve-never-heard/.

Sincerely,
Fernando Marti, Co-Director

Council of Community Housing Organizations

CCHO Action

Celebrating 40 years as the voice of San Francisco's affordable housing movement
325 Clementina Street, San Francisco 94103

415-882-0901 office

www.sfccho.org
www.sfcchoaction.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for the More HOMES Act
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 11:10:02 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Danny Sauter <sauterdj@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:45 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards,
Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Johnson,
Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>

Cc: Corey Smith, SFHAC <corey@sfhac.org>

Subject: Support for the More HOMES Act

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

Good morning commissioners,
I'd like to express my strong support for SB 50, the More HOMES Act.

This legislation is incredibly thoughtful and well crafted. It's evolved significantly, for the better, since
it's initial discussions last year. I'm excited by the state-wide floor for inclusionary units it would
bring, and for the much-needed middle-class housing in the form of duplexes and triplexes that it
would allow to be built.

| love San Francisco and feel so lucky to have become immersed in the community. But, as a 30-year
on the brink of marriage and starting a family, | can't imagine a healthy or viable life in San Francisco
unless something dramatically changes in the next few years. | believe the More HOMES act is the
greatest opportunity for this change.

| look forward to hearing your discussion today on the topic and ask you to show leadership in
leading San Francisco to confront our greatest challenge.


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:miriam.chion@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

Thank you

Danny Sauter

President | North Beach Neighbors
(614) 795-1166


http://northbeachneighbors.org/

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I Support The More HOMES Act
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 11:09:55 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Ali Moss <ali.moss13@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:59 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Corey Smith
<corey@sfhac.org>

Subject: | Support The More HOMES Act

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

| can't make it to the hearing tomorrow as | have to be at work but | want to make sure you at the
Planning Commission know that | support the More HOMES Act and | encourage you to do the
same.

We need many solutions to fix our major housing issues and this is one of those solutions that can
actually make a difference. | think it is so important to focus increasing housing along transit
corridors. Also, | think it is imperative to legalize more inclusive housing options such as duplexes
and triplexes.

PLEASE SUPPORT THE MORE HOMES ACT!
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ali Moss
(443)386-4378


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:miriam.chion@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: FSB 50

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:29:27 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: Risa Teitelbaum <risat@pacbell.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 6:04 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS)
<vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS)
<matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS)
<gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary
<hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS)
<shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR)
<mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>

Subject: FSB 50

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

> [ urge you to oppose SB 50.

>

> This bill will not create, nor are there any guarantees for, affordable housing.

>

> Our overburdened infrastructure is unable to support this level of development.

>

> Gridlock and congestion on our streets will be crippling. Public transit is deficient and inadequate.

>

> This will greatly contribute to climate change in the Bay Area. We should be enhancing our green environment
rather than paving every available square foot.

>

> Please reject this awful bill, Scott Weiner‘s latest attempt to exploit the housing crisis to benefit his developer
friends and contributors.

>
> Risa Teitelbaum
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:29:04 AM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Daniel Matias Gonzalez <daniel.gonzalez.4@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 4:49 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50

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

To whom it may concern,

As one of your constituents in district 11, I would like to ask that that San Francisco support SB 50, as well as every
other legislation that increases supply of housing in the area.

Thank you,
Daniel Gonzalez
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:28:54 AM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Phil Crone <philip.crone@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 7:28 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

Dear Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state laws that end
the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making homeownership out
of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and homelessness. We need bold action to solve this
problem — we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing choices in more
neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-oriented
communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means shorter commutes and more
people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will
help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.

Best,
Phil Crone
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:28:48 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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 Jancsy <michaeljancsy@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 9:14 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state
laws that end the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their
part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem —we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means
shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and
to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I Support The More HOMES Act
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:13:19 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Cassandra Rommel <cassandra.rommel@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 5:06 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: corey@sfhac.org

Subject: | Support The More HOMES Act

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

Commissioners,
As a resident of Potrero Hill | fully support Senator Scott Weiner. We need better transit now and
denser housing along transit corridors is an important part of that! Not all of us can afford single

family homes in the countries most expensive city so please build more affordable options for us!

Unfortunately | have to work during the in person meeting but please consider this a loud vote of
support.

Neighbors for more neighbors,
Cassandra Rommel
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please Oppose SB 50 Now

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:12:48 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Susan Spiwak <susie@merijohn.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:03 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org

Subject: Please Oppose SB 50 Now

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

Dear San Francisco Planning Commissioners:

On Dec 3" 2018 Senator Scott Wiener introduced SB-50 in an attempt to bring back most of the zoning legislation
contained in SB-827, which was defeated last year. This is a one-size-fits all bill for California that without doubt will
negatively impact 96% of San Francisco. San Francisco is my home. | have also maintained my businesses and

multiunit residential property here for 38 years.

I am writing to inform you that | stand in direct opposition to Senator Wiener’s bill SB 50. | ask that you read SB
50 for yourself and strongly oppose it in its entirety.

There is no credible evidence to support the seriously flawed proposal that SB 50 will solve the California housing
problem. Furthermore, it disproportionately hurts San Francisco. SB 50 rewards unchecked speculation, kills
cherished neighborhoods and significantly worsens housing affordability. The Senator’s overly simplistic, naive and

|/r

sophomoric “one size fits all” approach to California housing will destroy California’s renowned community diversity.
Apparently, Mr. Wiener feels that 1960’s area Soviet style high density urban planning is the solution for California
in 2019. He needs to get to work for California instead of trying to jam his political sideshow down California’s

throat.

The last thing California and especially my home town San Francisco needs is another bonus to the real estate
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speculators and that’s exactly what SB 50 will do.

State Senator Scott Wiener's SB 50 legislation, after last year's defeated SB 827, claims to help solve California's
housing crisis and create more "affordable housing," yet this bill will actually do more for luxury builders than
anyone else. Apparently, Senator Weiner thinks people will not read the large print: the primary backers include
real estate developers and technology companies. Follow the money — that is what SB 50 is about.

SB 50 prescribes an overwrought, unnecessarily heavy-handed and unprecedented preemption of local zoning, all in
a vain attempt to solve an affordable housing shortage.

SB 50's usurping of local control over zoning laws is keyed to a property's proximity to public transit, and in San
Francisco, that affects 96% of the parcels.

SB 50 eliminates RH-1 and RH-2 designations; instead all properties will be zoned as RTO (Residential Transit
Oriented). This means new projects will have no density controls or parking requirements, and there is an incentive
to demolish, merge lots and rebuild with luxury condos with a few token tiny, affordable units.

As you know, if a project includes these affordable units, it allows the developers to increase the height beyond
current zoning limits and "pick and choose exemptions for themselves from the otherwise applicable local building
limits": height, density, setbacks, lot mergers, parking, massing, exposure, rear yards, floor-area ratio, demolition,
design standards and impact fees. Imagine if you live in San Francisco and the house next door or across the street
to you is now replaced by a seven (7) story high-rise, densely packed with units, with no light wells, covering the
entire lot, and offering no parking -- all in a building with a 75-foot width.

SB 50 eviscerates local zoning rules by turning them over to Sacramento's legislated one size fits all preemptions.

Additionally, what little light, air, privacy, view, rear-yard open space and parking remains surrounding San Francisco
homes and apartments will be lost if SB 50 passes.

As a tax paying citizen, California resident and businessman, | ask that you read SB 50 for yourself and strongly
oppose it in its entirety. At the very least, please take a brief look at the addendum below for what lurks behind
SB50.

Thank you for your consideration.

Respectfully,

Susan Spiwak

San Francisco

ADDENDUM:

Nearly all of San Francisco is near transit and can be upzoned under SB 50. How much density, height and
congestion increases can one city bear before they destroy what made it so desirable in the first place?

96% of San Francisco eligible for upzoning. Residential development that is either within % mile of the Muni
Metro, BART, Ferry or Cable Cars or % mile from a frequently-serviced bus stop will be eligible -- SE Planning
Department analysis of SB 50. The hidden consequence of this bill is the impact on our neighborhood

from combining SB 50 and other existing housing bills (State Density Bonus and Housing Accountability Act). That

would allow increased heights up to 70" in residential areas and up to 75' in our commercial districts

SB 50 puts developers in charge of their own planning. Cities will have NO planning power and neighbors will have
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NO say. If developers include a certain percentage of affordable housing in the project, they can choose, in addition
to increased height and density, three (3) exemptions from building codes. Here's a small sample of local
development standards, design and planning tools they can choose from:

e Remove setbacks: No more areas for trees, green belts, and side yards.

e Reduce floor area ratio: Building size/density can grow 47% to 297%.

e Eliminate environmental sustainability: Any development standard adopted by a city that isn't state law

can be ignored by developers.

e Remove onsite open-space: Courtyards and balconies can be omitted.

e Allow demolition: Developers can demolish all buildings not on the California Registry of Historic

Places. Most city building are not eligible, and of those that are, most are not registered.

e Remove exposure requirements: Allow windows that inhumanely stare at a wall.

e Encourage lot mergers: Up to 150 linear feet of frontage and possibly no limit with the State Density Bonus.
Eliminates single-family zoning. SB 50 overturns single-family zoning in areas that are "above median income, jobs-
rich with good public schools" and lack major transit. Local RH-1, RH-2, RH-3 and many other residential zoning
codes will no longer apply.

Rewards construction of up to 75 foot towers next to single-family homes. SB 50 encourages 75-foot luxury
towers in single-family areas that are either close to transit or close to jobs and good schools. The limit is NOT 45
and 55 feet, as Wiener falsely says in SB 50, due to its interface with other state legislation (State Density Bonus). Up
to 7-story buildings will be in areas currently zoned 4-stories if multiple zoning laws are combined and applied.

Cities can't stop a luxury tower unless the project hurts public safety. SB 50 is weaponized by the Housing
Accountability Act of 1982, quietly amended by local politicians Nancy Skinner and Scott Wiener in 2017. It bans
cities from rejecting any "density bonus" project unless the development "puts public health and safety at risk, or on
any property listed in the California Register of Historical Resources." Therefore the onus is on the neighbors to
claim and prove the risk. Otherwise the project proceeds.

Demolition. Local anti-demolition laws are honored, BUT if the demolition of a home would result in even one
more housing unit than what presently exists on the parcel, the demolition must be allowed. San Francisco's local
demolition laws will be null and void.

Zero parking requirement. This bill encourages severe density increases with no associated parking, on the
assumption that everyone will ride public transit. There's been a decrease in public transportation ridership of 20%.
In reality, the lack of parking will only clog the streets and highways with more Uber and Lyft cars.

Turns developers into the fox guarding the rental hen-house. SB 50 utterly fails to protect renters. While it
purports to temporarily prevent developers from razing "rental housing," only cities who keep a register of their
renters can stop developers from misstating who lives there.

SB 50 does nothing to address the infrastructure plans and costs that will be needed to accommodate all these
new developments. How will California plan and pay for the increased needs of utilities such as sewer, water and
power plus public transportation, schools, fire and police, parks, wear and tear on the the roads and all aspects of

infrastructure from this dramatic increase in housing in the U.S.'s already most populated state? SB50 provides no



funding whatsoever for all of this. Instead, it foists all those expenses on the cities and communities.

Our San Francisco elected representatives Scott Wiener, Phil Ting and David Chiu are claiming to help solve
California's housing crisis with a statewide, one-size-fits-all solution. Meanwhile they are pushing through
legislations that hurts the very city they were sent to Sacramento to protect.

There is a housing problem, but the issue is AFFORDABLE housing (low, moderate and middle income), and this bill
does nothing to guarantee this type of housing will be built. In fact, on the contrary, it will encourage a proliferation
of market rate, million-dollar condos that do nothing to address the problem, meanwhile seriously impacting the
local character of our neighborhoods - the very reason many chose to live here and tourists love to visit.

In San Francisco we currently have over 58,000 parcels of property that have been purchased and fully
entitled/approved for development, but nothing is happening due to the high cost of building. SB 50 does nothing
to provide funding for or subsidizing of housing. And with the estimated thousands of new millionaires from the
IPOs of Uber, Lyft, AirBnB, Pinterest, etc. who want to live in San Francisco, there's added motivation for developers
to use SB 50 to focus on luxury properties at the expense of the purpose of the bill -- affordable housing. There is
no reason to expose 96% of San Francisco to virtually unlimited development just because the real estate
developers and tech companies, their funded organization (YIMBYs) and our elected representatives Scott Wiener,
Phil Ting, and David Chiu say so.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I strongly support SB50

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:12:39 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Julia Teitelbaum <julialt@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 11:12 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rich Hillis <Richhillissf@gmail.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed @sfgov.org>;
Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>

Subject: | strongly support SB50

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

Planning Commission, Supervisor Walton,

I'm writing to express my support for SB50, the MORE HOMES Act.. Given the racist history of zoning
laws, and the severity of the housing crisis, SB50 seems like exactly the kind of change that we need
both in California and in San Francisco. We need to build more housing, and we should build that
housing near transit and opportunity. Building more dense housing will help address climate change
and affordability. Legislating at the state level will help overcome existing challenges around
communities passing the buck on building adequate housing.

| appreciate how inclusive and progressive San Francisco is. | want it to remain inclusive; | don't want
my friends to continue leaving the city and the state because they can't afford to stay. | love being a
part of the San Francisco community, but lack of housing options makes it a challenge to put down
roots here long term. | hope that SB50 will be a step toward keeping California and San Francisco
livable for current and future residents (including myself.) Please support SB50!
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Thank you for your consideration,
Julia Teitelbaum
2580 3rd St, San Francisco, 94107



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Oppose State Bill 50

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:12:33 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: Jamey Frank <jameyfrank@me.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 11:50 PM

To: Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>;
Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin,
Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie
(BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS)
<matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS)
<gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR)
<mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS)
<norman.yee@sfgov.org>

Cc: Kathy Howard <sfoceanedge@earthlink.net>

Subject: Oppose State Bill 50

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

As a citizen of California since 1977, and San Francisco since 1989, I vehemently oppose the abolition of local
control of housing and development.

California maintains many special communities, and tourism is built on the foundation of our unique communities,
architecture, and environments. If we simply give developers free reign with no local input, we’ll simply end up
with high density suburbia.

It’s already happening in San Francisco. Characterless buildings are flooding the landscape, but rents and housing
costs continue to climb. We simply can’t build our way out of high prices. Otherwise, Manhattan would be the
cheapest place in the U.S.

Loss of citizen input and control has lead to the destruction of SF streets, neighborhoods, and local businesses. It is
clear that our elected representatives have an agenda of build-build-build without any new infrastructure, and even


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:miriam.chion@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org

destroying existing infrastructure, without offering alternatives. With high density we need high-capacity
RELIABLE transit, which we don’t have, thereby ruining our quality of life.

I understand now why America lost its collective mind in 2016. Do not take your super-majority for granted. Listen
to your constituents!

—Jamey Frank
San Francisco



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: count me in as opposing SB 50
Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:12:23 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: Rosemary Lucier <rosemarylucier@pacbell.net>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 7:22 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: count me in as opposing SB 50

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

All, it's abhorrent to SF city dwellers. Please oppose!

R Lucier
1552 Green St, SF
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB 50 Legislation - No

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:12:17 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Katherine Zinsser <kjz1917 @gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 7:45 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: SB 50 Legislation - No

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

Dear Commissioners - | am contacting you as a condo owner and as a citizen who votes in every
election. | am opposed to the SB 50 legislation and its potential to destroy the character of my
Corbett Heights /Castro neighborhood. | know there is a hearing tomorrow.

There must be a way to provide more affordable housing without eliminating the current zoning
restrictions that protect the residential character of our beloved neighborhoods. Please take my
opinion with good cheer and | thank you for your efforts on behalf of the neighborhoods of SF.

Katherine Zinsser
40 Ord Street
San Francisco CA 94114
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES DEPUTY CHIEF JEANINE NICHOLSON AS
NEXT SAN FRANCISCO FIRE CHIEF

Date: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 10:12:14 AM

Attachments: 3.13.19 Fire Chief.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2019 8:39 AM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES DEPUTY CHIEF JEANINE
NICHOLSON AS NEXT SAN FRANCISCO FIRE CHIEF

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, March 13, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES DEPUTY CHIEF
JEANINE NICHOLSON AS NEXT SAN FRANCISCO FIRE
CHIEF

Nicholson, a 25-year veteran of the Department who currently serves as Deputy Chief of
Administration, will be the first LGBT Chief of the San Francisco Fire Department

San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed announced that Deputy Chief Jeanine
Nicholson will serve as the next San Francisco Fire Chief. Deputy Chief Nicholson is a 25-
year veteran of the Fire Department and will be the first LGBT Fire Chief of the San Francisco
Fire Department, and the second woman to run the Department, following Chief Joanne
Hayes-White.

In addition to her current position as Deputy Chief of Administration, Deputy Chief Nicholson
has served the Department in various capacities on both the fire side and the EMS side. She
has been a Firefighter, a Paramedic, a Lieutenant, a Captain and a Battalion Chief. In her
current role as Deputy Chief of Administration, Deputy Chief Nicholson oversees a number of
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, March 13, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES DEPUTY CHIEF
JEANINE NICHOLSON AS NEXT SAN FRANCISCO FIRE
CHIEF

Nicholson, a 25-year veteran of the Department who currently serves as Deputy Chief of
Administration, will be the first LGBT Chief of the San Francisco Fire Department

San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed announced that Deputy Chief Jeanine
Nicholson will serve as the next San Francisco Fire Chief. Deputy Chief Nicholson is a 25-year
veteran of the Fire Department and will be the first LGBT Fire Chief of the San Francisco Fire
Department, and the second woman to run the Department, following Chief Joanne Hayes-
White.

In addition to her current position as Deputy Chief of Administration, Deputy Chief Nicholson
has served the Department in various capacities on both the fire side and the EMS side. She has
been a Firefighter, a Paramedic, a Lieutenant, a Captain and a Battalion Chief. In her current role
as Deputy Chief of Administration, Deputy Chief Nicholson oversees a number of Divisions,
including Support Services, Homeland Security, Human Resources, Investigative Services, and
Assignment/Personnel Offices.

Deputy Chief Nicholson sustained second degree burns at an arson fire on Felton Street in 2009
where five other firefighters were also injured, one critically. She is also a breast cancer survivor.
Due to these and other experiences, she not only understands all the risks that firefighters face
but she has worked hard during her career to ensure that others do not have to endure what she
went through.

“Deputy Chief Nicholson is a dedicated public servant and a tremendous leader and I can think
of no better person to serve as our next Fire Chief,” said Mayor Breed. “Her experience and her
resiliency have prepared her to lead the men and women who are out there every day protecting
our residents, and | am confident she will be ready to lead the Department on day one. I also
want to thank Chief Joanne Hayes-White for her service and her support as we go through this
transition process.”

“I am honored and humbled to take on the position of Fire Chief for the San Francisco Fire
Department,” said Deputy Chief Nicholson. “San Francisco is an incredible city with unique
challenges resulting from our dense urban environment and our ever-present earthquake risk. |
am committed to meeting these challenges and continuing the work to make our City safer for all
residents. | want to thank Mayor Breed for entrusting me with this position, Chief Hayes-White

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141





LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

for selecting me to be part of her command staff, and the men and women of the Fire Department
for the work they do to keep our City and citizens safe.”

Chief Hayes-White announced in October that she would be retiring in 2019, and committed to
staying on to run the Department while a successor was identified. Deputy Chief Nicholson will
work with Chief Hayes-White on a transition plan in the coming weeks.

“My heartiest congratulations to Chief Nicholson,” said Fire Chief Hayes-White. “Jeanine has
been a dedicated member of the San Francisco Fire Department for over 25 years. From early on
| realized her potential and leadership qualities, so her appointment last year to Deputy Chief of
Administration was an easy choice for me. The City will be in very capable hands with Chief
Nicholson leading the San Francisco Fire Department and we’re both committed to a smooth
transition.”

Deputy Chief Nicholson graduated from Colgate University in New York and she first joined the
San Francisco Fire Department in 1994. She entered the San Francisco Fire Department in
January 1994 and spent the first 24 years of her career in the field. Chief Nicholson has had an
opportunity to work in every district of San Francisco. She was a firefighter in the South of
Market and the Western Addition areas, a Firefighter Paramedic in the Ingleside and Richmond,
a Lieutenant in Bernal Heights, a Captain in the Financial District, and a Battalion Chief in the
Sunset and in Chinatown. She looks forward to her new role.

Hi#
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Divisions, including Support Services, Homeland Security, Human Resources, Investigative
Services, and Assignment/Personnel Offices.

Deputy Chief Nicholson sustained second degree burns at an arson fire on Felton Street in
2009 where five other firefighters were also injured, one critically. She is also a breast cancer
survivor. Due to these and other experiences, she not only understands all the risks that
firefighters face but she has worked hard during her career to ensure that others do not have to
endure what she went through.

“Deputy Chief Nicholson is a dedicated public servant and a tremendous leader and I can
think of no better person to serve as our next Fire Chief,” said Mayor Breed. “Her experience
and her resiliency have prepared her to lead the men and women who are out there every day
protecting our residents, and I am confident she will be ready to lead the Department on day
one. [ also want to thank Chief Joanne Hayes-White for her service and her support as we go
through this transition process.”

“I am honored and humbled to take on the position of Fire Chief for the San Francisco Fire
Department,” said Deputy Chief Nicholson. “San Francisco is an incredible city with unique
challenges resulting from our dense urban environment and our ever-present earthquake risk. I
am committed to meeting these challenges and continuing the work to make our City safer for
all residents. I want to thank Mayor Breed for entrusting me with this position, Chief Hayes-
White for selecting me to be part of her command staff, and the men and women of the Fire
Department for the work they do to keep our City and citizens safe.”

Chief Hayes-White announced in October that she would be retiring in 2019, and committed
to staying on to run the Department while a successor was identified. Deputy Chief Nicholson
will work with Chief Hayes-White on a transition plan in the coming weeks.

“My heartiest congratulations to Chief Nicholson,” said Fire Chief Hayes-White. “Jeanine has
been a dedicated member of the San Francisco Fire Department for over 25 years. From early
on I realized her potential and leadership qualities, so her appointment last year to Deputy
Chief of Administration was an easy choice for me. The City will be in very capable hands
with Chief Nicholson leading the San Francisco Fire Department and we’re both committed to
a smooth transition.”

Deputy Chief Nicholson graduated from Colgate University in New York and she first joined
the San Francisco Fire Department in 1994. She entered the San Francisco Fire Department in
January 1994 and spent the first 24 years of her career in the field. Chief Nicholson has had an
opportunity to work in every district of San Francisco. She was a firefighter in the South of
Market and the Western Addition areas, a Firefighter Paramedic in the Ingleside and
Richmond, a Lieutenant in Bernal Heights, a Captain in the Financial District, and a Battalion
Chief in the Sunset and in Chinatown. She looks forward to her new role.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED LAUNCHES OPEN TO ALL CAMPAIGN IN SAN FRANCISCO
Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 11:33:58 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 11:31 AM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED LAUNCHES OPEN TO ALL CAMPAIGN IN
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, March 12, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED LAUNCHES OPEN TO ALL
CAMPAIGN IN SAN FRANCISCO

Mayor challenges business and residents to take the Open to All pledge opposing
discrimination

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Rafael Mandelman, and
Treasurer José Cisneros today took the Open to All pledge and encouraged business and
residents to oppose discrimination and declare that they are Open to All regardless of race,
ethnicity, national origin, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity and expression, religion or
disability.

“San Francisco has a long history of standing united to advance the national dialogue around
acceptance, civil rights, and human rights,” said Mayor London N. Breed. “The Open to All
campaign is about reinforcing our values and stating that no matter who you are, where you
have come from, or who you love, you are welcome here in San Francisco.”

Open to All is nationwide campaign to build understanding and discussion about the
importance of our nation’s nondiscrimination laws—and the bedrock principle that when
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businesses open their doors to the public, they should be Open to All. It is supported by a
coalition of more than 200 nonprofit organizations committed to civil rights, racial justice,
LGBT equality, health and healthcare, disability rights, and much more.

To date, dozens of lawmakers from around the country have signed on in support of Open to
All The coalition of businesses continues to grow as well. Recently, Gap Inc. signed the Open
to All business pledge and declared that their 2,300 Gap, Banana Republic, Old Navy, Athleta,
and Intermix stores are Open to All. Gap Inc. joins Yelp, Marriott International Inc., Levi
Strauss & Co., and Lyft, as well as more than nearly 2,000 small businesses, in partnering with
Open to AlL

“San Francisco has a proud reputation as a City welcoming to all in search of acceptance,
refuge, and opportunity. But even in cities like ours with strong nondiscrimination laws in
place, people continue to face hostility and hate in everyday situations,” said Supervisor
Rafael Mandelman, who has introduced a resolution at the Board of Supervisors to declare
San Francisco a Open to All city. “Nobody should have to fear being denied service at a
restaurant or a safe ride home just because of who they are. By declaring our city Open to All,
we are sending a strong message that hate will not be tolerated here.”

“Open for All makes good business sense,” said Jos¢ Cisneros, Treasurer of the City and
County of San Francisco. “San Francisco employers have long recognized that being inclusive
allows them to broaden their customer bases and recruit best and brightest employees. I’ve
taken the Open to All pledge and will continue to stand up to discrimination in all forms.”

“As the Federal Administration continues to attack our diverse communities, it is important
that we stand by our values of being a City that is truly Open to All and call on other cities to
join us,” said Clair Farley, Senior LGBTQ Advisor and Director of the Office of Trans
Initiatives.

Businesses and residents are encouraged to take the pledge and declare that San Francisco is
Open to AlL

HiH
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I Support The More HOMES Act
Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:52:51 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Rex Salisbury <rex.salisbury@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:38 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: corey@sfhac.org

Subject: | Support The More HOMES Act

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

Hi Commissioners, just wanted to say that | fully support the More HOMES Act. Legalizing duplexes,
triplexes, and quads across this city (especially near transit) is essential for a thriving middle-class.

San Francisco has systematically under built housing for the last 30+ years. We want to be a
welcoming city, the reality is that we are not. We've essentially built a wall, saying if you don't earn
200k+ a year, you're not welcome here.

We need to figure out how to build 20,000 units a year. <5,000 is not sufficient. The More Homes
Act is a step in the right direction.

Rex Salisbury
SF Resident, District 2
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support the More Homes Act: Senate Bill 50
Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:03:42 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: n s <nikhil.sthalekar@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 5:09 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: HAND <hand4sf@gmail.com>

Subject: Support the More Homes Act: Senate Bill 50

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

Dear SF Planning Commissioners,

San Francisco's housing crisis is a blight on the city, its residents, and the surrounding area. Given
the recent report from your commission that states that Senate Bill 50 would have the effect of
increasing the housing stock by a factor of 6, | urge the members of the planning commission to hear
the cries of renters across the city and support more housing! Given the vast scale of this problem,
solutions at the state level are warranted. The transit oriented development created by the More
Homes Act will help our city become more inclusive and sustainable, representing the values that so
many of us hold dear.

Thank you for taking the time to read this email and | implore you to support the More Homes Act!
Best,

Nikhil Sthalekar
1148 Masonic Ave

Haight Ashbury Neighbors for Density
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB 50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:03:36 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Gary Weiss <gary@corbettheights.org>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 8:01 PM

To: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>

Subject: SB 50

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.
Dear President Melgar, Commissioners:
Corbett Heights Neighbors is united in opposition to this ill-conceived bill. When paired with all of
the other housing bills coming around, this will increase market rate housing, not low or middle

income housing, at the expense of the livability of San Francisco.

And with no requirement to increase/improve transit, police, schools, etc., life in the city will
continue to erode.

Thank you,

Gary Weiss, President
Corbett Heights Neighbors
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: NO on SB 50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:03:24 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Leonard Fisher <laf@fisherb.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:47 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: NO on SB 50

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

| oppose SB 50, an egregious ceding of local autonomy. The San Francisco Planning Commission, and the
City and County of San Francisco, should as well.

Leonard Fisher
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:02:56 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Kate Traynor <katetray@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 7:35 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

Hi Planning Commissioners,

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state
laws that end the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their
part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem —we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means

shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around.

Please vote to support this important legislation.
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Thank you,
Kate Traynor



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:02:43 AM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Olga Milan-Howells <olga@milanhowells.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 7:36 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state laws that end
the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making homeownership out
of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and homelessness. We need bold action to solve this
problem — we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing choices in more
neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-oriented
communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means shorter commutes and more
people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will

help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Public Comment supporting SB50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:02:30 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Robin Kutner <robin.kutner@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 8:11 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Public Comment supporting SB50

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

Dear Planning Commission,

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state
laws that end the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their
part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem —we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means
shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and
to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will help the entire Bay Area.

Please vote to support this important legislation.
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Thank you,
Robin Kutner



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:02:24 AM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Kevin Meehan <kmmeehan24@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 8:28 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state laws that end
the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making homeownership out
of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and homelessness. We need bold action to solve this

problem — we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing choices in more
neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-oriented
communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means shorter commutes and more
people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will
help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.

Best Regards,

Kevin
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:02:10 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Max Sadrieh <max.sadrieh@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 10:06 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state
laws that end the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their
part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem —we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means
shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and
to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Supporting SB 50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:02:00 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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 Lee <johnleemk@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 11:14 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Supporting SB 50

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

Commissioners, | am a San Francisco resident and voter asking you to support the More HOMES Act
(SB 50).

Housing costs in California and the Bay Area are out of control. We need state laws that end the
collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their part to get more
housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem — we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

Please vote to support this important legislation.

John Lee
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Your support for SB50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:01:52 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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 Siliski <michael@siliski.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:12 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Your support for SB50

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

Hi,

I'm sure you know all about SB50, Scott Wiener's "More HOMES" act, so | don't need to recap it. |
just wanted to reach out as a San Francisco resident — homeowner, public school parent, transit
rider — concerned that my children (among many others) will not be able to afford to live in San
Francisco, and ask you to support the bill. Building more homes near public transit and jobs is critical
for livability, affordability, inclusivity, and fighting climate change. As the SF Planning Department
notes, SB50 would increase the potential for affordable inclusionary units sevenfold. There is simply
no alternative to build a provide a comparable amount of affordable homes for San Franciscans.

Thank you,
Michael Siliski
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB50 NO!NO!NO!

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:00:56 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: nancy leavens <nleavstuffi@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11,2019 4:19 PM

To: Lori Brooke <lorimbrooke@gmail.com>

Cc: Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>;
Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff,
[BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS)
<norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com
Subject: SB50 NO!NO!NO!

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

We as residents of San Francisco have been battling this proposal for years.

Please tell me how destroying the neighborhoods in order to increase density in our city is a good thing?

People move and live in San Francisco because it is a city with pockets of single family homes, duplexes, apartment
buildings , condo complexes and office buildings.

Allowing a removal of LOCAL control over the city is not why you were elected.

REGECT THIS PROPOSAL TO DEED OUR CITY’S DEVELOPMENT TO SACRAMENTO.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: OPPOSE SB 50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:00:45 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: Patricia Houden <phouden@mac.com>
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 4:52 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org
Subject: OPPOSE SB 50

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

Do not sell our city out to developers.

We the people of San Francisco deserve a say in how our city is zoned.

I AM OPPOSED TO SB 50!

Homeowner. San Francisco resident. Voter Patricia Houden

2780 Filbert St.
San Francisco 94123
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB 50 is a disaster

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:57:37 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: Joan Herron <joanherron2@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 5:34 PM

To: Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS)
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>;
Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin,
Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Senator. Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org; Safrit Karin <karinsafrit@att.net>; Saghi Karen
<Karen.Saghi@Sothebyshomes.com>

Subject: SB 50 is a disaster

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

This bill would bring San Francisco into a tailspin. It is not the way to provide additional affordable housing without
making those of us who already live here suffer tremendously. We are the people who have made the city one of the
most beautiful places in the world and we consider ourselves lucky. I am 76 years old and feel grateful to have sun
in my windows and birds in my beautiful yard. SB 50 would let it be possible to rip apart the fabric of our city that
is the envy of the country. We don’t need to sacrifice what history has left us in order to create a more congested and
inhumane environment. Certainly there are better ways to bring people to their jobs such as reliable and adequate
transportation from nearby areas that do not have the historic value of many San Francisco neighborhoods. And
please remember that many seniors don’t do well with having to rely on walking and riding a bicycle.

Joan Herron
1905 Broadway
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Wisdom of SB 50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:57:17 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: David Howell <howdsf@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 6:21 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; dennis.richards@afgov.org; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor
London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; senator.wiener@senate.ca.gov

Subject: Wisdom of SB 50

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

Shall we reason together about the potential effects of SB 50 on
SF neighborhoods? Although always a big fan-and donor-of
Scott Wiener, this one strikes me as a well-intentioned but not

well-thought out 1dea.

Any of you: Tell me how I'm thinking wrongly, or let this be on
the record as a NO to SB 50.

And while I'm on my soapbox, the annual gouge for the SF
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street permit arrived today. One hundred-and-thirty-six dollars?
It was $24 when I moved here! Now, $136. Seriously? That's a
day's wages for many of the service workers. What has
happened to the City that Knows How? Make that Knew,

Mayor Breed. We've lost our way.

David Howell

110 Corbett Ave

San Francisco, CA 94114
Tenant for 25 years



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I support the More HOMES act
Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:56:21 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Dan Tasse <dan.tasse@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 6:38 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards,
Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: | support the More HOMES act

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

Hi Planning Commission,

| can't attend the hearing this Thursday, but | want to voice my support for SB 50, the More HOMES
act. We need more housing in San Francisco, the Bay, and all of California. Especially in transit
corridors, this would really be a big deal - we need more homes where you don't need to own a car
to get around. And, the statewide nature of it means that local municipalities couldn't shirk on their
housing responsibilities.

Please support it!
Thanks,

Dan Tasse
Resident of San Francisco
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SB 50

Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:56:09 AM
Jonas P. lonin,

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: Patricia Berkowltz <berkopat@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 8:20 PM

To: Senator.Wiener@senate.ca.gov; Assemblymember.Chiu@assembly.ca.gov;
Assemblymember.Ting@assembly.ca.gov; Mark.Chekal-Bain@asm.ca.gov; Erin.Baum@asm.ca.gov;
Krista.Pfefferkorn@sen.ca.gov; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis
(CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine
(BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra
(BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff,
[BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron
(BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor
London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>

Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org

Subject: SB 50

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

We are totally against SB50. It does not solve the housing problem and allows for no community
input.

Patricia B. Berkowitz
2750 Scott Street
San Francisco CA, 94123

415-307-5823
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support the More HOMES Act!
Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:54:41 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Zack Subin <zack.subin@fastmail.fm>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 7:44 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; corey@sfhac.org

Subject: Please support the More HOMES Act!

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

Dear SF Planning Commission,

| am writing to urge you to support SB 50. This is the most critical piece of legislation
California will take up this year and is a generational opportunity to move the state in a
better direction.

The job of the planning commission is to plan for the future of San Francisco in a way that
supports our values, including equity and sustainability. SB 50 would provide much-needed
help on both fronts: your own analysis shows that it would increase the supply of affordable
housing in SF. It is also needed so that we can stay on track towards our state climate
goals, as SB 375 has failed to reduce vehicle miles traveled because it does not have
enough teeth to attack the root cause of the problem, which is lack of housing near transit
and jobs.

| also urge you to consider the value of setting statewide standards. Yes, it means having
less local discretion, but it also means that other cities throughout the Bay Area and
throughout the state will have to do their part, lessening the burden on San Francisco of
having to fight this crisis on its own.

Sincerely,
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Zack Subin

Zack Subin
192 Caine Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94112

subin@post.harvard.edu | subin@berkeley.edu | zachary.subin@ethree.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I Support The More HOMES Act
Date: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:53:25 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Will Bloomer <wbloomer@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 9:43 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: corey@sfhac.org

Subject: | Support The More HOMES Act

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

| support SB50, the More HOMES Act. As someone in their thirties hoping to find a way to live in San
Francisco, | know it is imperative that we build more housing in order to make that a reality.

And when we focus that density/housing in transit corridors, the city can provide critical housing and
also support its sustainability goals and support public transportation. The bill would also create a
state floor for inclusionary units while maintaining local control. The bill legalizes important larger
unit types that we need to keep families in affordable units across the city. This is a bill we need.

If the commission believes that young professionals without the good fortune of a tech salary like
me should be able to live in San Francisco, | expect you will support SB50 and MORE HOMES along

transit corridors! Don't let me down.

Thanks, Will Bloomer
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 4:15:32 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Paul F <hugfoppe@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 3:16 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

Howdy Planning Department,

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem — we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means
shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and
to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.
Paul Foppe
Sunset resident, San Francisco 94122


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:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:miriam.chion@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: State Bill 50 -- Bad for San Francisco
Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 4:14:41 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Ronald L Ellis <roninoz@pacbell.net>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 4:12 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; richhillissf@gmail.com; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: State Bill 50 -- Bad for San Francisco

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

As a resident of the Corbett Heights area for more than thirty years, and a San Francisco resident for
more than forty-five years, | strongly oppose State Bill 50. It does not guarantee that property
development will reflect the distinct qualities of our neighborhoods, nor does it fulfill San Francisco's
need for genuinely "affordable" housing. No on SB 50!

Sincerely,
Ronald L. Ellis

315 Corbett Avenue, #1
San Francisco, CA 94114-1884
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:35:05 PM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: David Broockman <david.broockman@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:58 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state laws that end
the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making homeownership out
of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and homelessness. We need bold action to solve this
problem — we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing choices in more
neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-oriented
communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means shorter commutes and more
people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will
help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 2:35:01 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Hansen Qian <hanseng@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 1:26 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state
laws that end the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their
part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem —we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means
shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and
to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:52:21 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Martin Bourqui <mbourqui@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:51 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

Hi there,

I'm writing in strong support of SB50. Please support upzoning and real solutions to our housing
crisis.

Thank you

Martin Bourqui

Mission resident, San Francisco
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:51:08 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Dan Tasse <dan.tasse@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:28 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

Hi Planning Department,

| live in San Francisco, and like everyone else, | find it ridiculous that 1Br rents are $3000+. I'm not
going to naively say that supply and demand is the whole problem, but it's certainly part of it. And SB
50, the More HOMES act, is the legislation I'm most hopeful for in terms of increasing supply. We
would have so much more housing here if we could build taller and build faster, without as many
permits and delays.

(Thanks for your recent memo about it, by the way; it was good to get confirmation that SB 50 would
act as | thought it would.)

So, please support SB 50!
Thanks,
Dan
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:20:25 PM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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 Crespo <gordoncrespo@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:20 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state laws that end
the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making homeownership out
of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and homelessness. We need bold action to solve this

problem — we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing choices in more
neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-oriented
communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means shorter commutes and more
people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will
help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.

Warm regards,

Gordon Crespo
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please support SB 50!

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:19:39 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Matthew McCaffrey <mymccaff@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 12:19 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please support SB 50!

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

San Francisco is suffering. The Bay Area is suffering. Housing costs are out of control. We need state
laws that end the collective action problem in the Bay Area and get every municipality to do their
part to get more housing built.

California's housing shortage has hit the Bay Area hard, driving rents through the roof, making
homeownership out of reach for most, and spreading an epidemic of displacement and
homelessness. We need bold action to solve this problem —we need More HOMES!

Senate Bill 50, the More HOMES Act, is good for Bay Area residents, who will have more housing
choices in more neighborhoods with great transit and abundant jobs. It will help create the housing
we need, where we need it most.

The More HOMES Act is good for the planet, allowing more people to live in more walkable, transit-
oriented communities, and drive their cars less. More people living near where they work means
shorter commutes and more people opting for other ways to get around. For the environment and
to reduce traffic, the More HOMES Act will help San Mateo County!

Please vote to support this important legislation.

Regards,
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Matthew McCaffrey
125 Alpine Terrace
SF, CA94117



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Opposition

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 11:32:09 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Linda Bacon <lbacon1942 @gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 11:29 AM

To: yrna.Melgar@sfgov.org; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Richhillissf@gmail.com;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Subject: Opposition

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

| strongly oppose the SB50 upzoning bill in the state legislature.

Linda Bacon
2944 Divisadero St. San Francisco, CA. 94123
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Woods, Mary (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 2017-009224CUA: 601 Van Ness Avenue - Conditional Use: OPPOSE

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:59:50 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Stephanie Kipperman <skippe@pacbell.net>

Sent: Sunday, March 10, 2019 9:14 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2017-009224CUA: 601 Van Ness Avenue - Conditional Use: OPPOSE

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

Re: 2017-009224CUA: 601 Van Ness Avenue - Conditional Use: OPPOSE

Dear Commissioners,

As a long-time patron of Opera Plaza Cinema, | write to oppose the CU application.

Notwithstanding the huge disadvantage of lack of street exposure, the Cinema, unlike a number of other businesses in Opera
Plaza that have failed, has continued to exist and provide high quality films, often available nowhere else.

Over the years, my husband and I, plus family and friends, have seen movies at Opera Plaza that were very special and
meaningful — movies we have remembered for years, even decades -- while often enjoying food at Max’s or buying books
before or after. Going to the Opera Plaza Cinema has been a one-stop opportunity for a wonderful night out.

Opera Plaza Cinema is a San Francisco treasure and an important part of the culture of our city. Please keep it for us, the
citizens of San Francisco.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Kipperman

skippe@pacbell.net
1731 10th Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94122
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED NAMES MANOHAR RAJU TO SERVE AS SAN FRANCISCO
PUBLIC DEFENDER

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:56:21 AM

Attachments: 3.11.19 Public Defender.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:40 AM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED NAMES MANOHAR RAJU TO SERVE AS SAN
FRANCISCO PUBLIC DEFENDER

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, March 11, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED NAMES MANOHAR RAJU TO

SERVE AS SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC DEFENDER

Raju is a Deputy Public Defender who currently manages the Felony Unit in the San
Francisco Public Defender’s Olffice

San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed announced she has selected Deputy
Public Defender Manohar Raju to serve as the next San Francisco Public Defender. Raju will
fill the vacancy left after the sudden passing of Public Defender Jeff Adachi. Raju currently
manages the Felony Division in the San Francisco Public Defender’s Office.

Raju will serve as San Francisco Public Defender until the next scheduled election in
November 2019, when there will be an election to fill out the remaining three years of Public
Defender Adachi’s term.

“Mano has demonstrated a commitment to justice and equity on behalf of not only his clients,
but also the entire community that Public Defender’s Office serves,” said Mayor Breed. “His
advocacy for addressing systemic challenges to help those who need it most demonstrates that


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:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, March 11, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED NAMES MANOHAR RAJU TO
SERVE AS SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC DEFENDER

Raju is a Deputy Public Defender who currently manages the Felony Unit in the San Francisco
Public Defender’s Office

San Francisco, CA — Today Mayor London N. Breed announced she has selected Deputy
Public Defender Manohar Raju to serve as the next San Francisco Public Defender. Raju will fill
the vacancy left after the sudden passing of Public Defender Jeff Adachi. Raju currently manages
the Felony Division in the San Francisco Public Defender’s Office.

Raju will serve as San Francisco Public Defender until the next scheduled election in November
2019, when there will be an election to fill out the remaining three years of Public Defender
Adachi’s term.

“Mano has demonstrated a commitment to justice and equity on behalf of not only his clients,
but also the entire community that Public Defender’s Office serves,” said Mayor Breed. “His
advocacy for addressing systemic challenges to help those who need it most demonstrates that he
will continue Jeff Adachi’s legacy of not only fighting in the courtroom, but also fighting to
change policies and support innovative programs that make a difference in the community. | am
confident that in Mano our City will have someone who will continue on the mission that Jeff set
for the office. I look forward to working with Mano to make San Francisco a more just and
equitable city.”

“Jeff Adachi was a tremendous leader, trailblazer, and friend. We are deeply mourning his loss in
San Francisco and nationally,” said Manohar Raju. “I am honored to accept Mayor Breed’s
appointment to carry forward the visionary advocacy of the San Francisco Public Defender’s
Office. Being a public defender is a spiritual calling for me —a calling inspired by the resilience
of our clients and communities. | look forward to further building a vigorous, community-
centered public defense office through the collective leadership of our entire staff.”

Raju began his career as a public defender 18 years ago in the Contra Costa County Public
Defender’s Office. He has been with the San Francisco Public Defender’s Office for the past
eleven years. In addition to trying cases and defending clients, Raju has served as the Director of
Training in the Public Defender’s Office where he worked with the office’s staff to develop and
enhance public defender practices. After serving as Director of Training, Raju was promoted to
manage the Felony Unit, where he manages the office’s felony attorneys while continuing to
handle his own complex felony cases.

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141





LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

Raju received his undergraduate degree from Columbia University and his law degree from the
University of California Berkeley. Raju lived in San Francisco for several years, but moved to
Oakland a few years ago. He will move back to San Francisco to serve as Public Defender. Matt
Gonzalez, Chief Attorney in the Public Defender’s Office, will remain in that position and help
to manage the office.

“I have known Mano Raju for two decades and am confident he will be an outstanding Public
Defender,” said Matt Gonzalez, Chief Attorney in the Public Defender’s Office. “I couldn’t be
more pleased with Mayor Breed’s decision. Mano has a keen intellect, exceptional trial skills,
and an awareness of the importance of being anchored in the communities we serve, all of which
are essential to leading and inspiring the office. He has my full support.”

Raju has been active in working with the California Public Defenders Association and California
Attorneys for Criminal Justice. He is one of the founding members of Public Defenders for
Racial Justice, a Bay Area organization devoted to race-conscious practices in the courtroom,
including working to advance polices to increase African-American representation on juries in
order to make juries more reflective of the population. He has testified in Sacramento on behalf
of the office to advocate for these policy changes.

it
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he will continue Jeff Adachi’s legacy of not only fighting in the courtroom, but also fighting to
change policies and support innovative programs that make a difference in the community. I
am confident that in Mano our City will have someone who will continue on the mission that
Jeff set for the office. I look forward to working with Mano to make San Francisco a more just
and equitable city.”

“Jeff Adachi was a tremendous leader, trailblazer, and friend. We are deeply mourning his loss
in San Francisco and nationally,” said Manohar Raju. “I am honored to accept Mayor Breed’s
appointment to carry forward the visionary advocacy of the San Francisco Public Defender’s
Office. Being a public defender is a spiritual calling for me — a calling inspired by the
resilience of our clients and communities. I look forward to further building a vigorous,
community-centered public defense office through the collective leadership of our entire
staff.”

Raju began his career as a public defender 18 years ago in the Contra Costa County Public
Defender’s Office. He has been with the San Francisco Public Defender’s Office for the past
eleven years. In addition to trying cases and defending clients, Raju has served as the Director
of Training in the Public Defender’s Office where he worked with the office’s staff to develop
and enhance public defender practices. After serving as Director of Training, Raju was
promoted to manage the Felony Unit, where he manages the office’s felony attorneys while
continuing to handle his own complex felony cases.

Raju received his undergraduate degree from Columbia University and his law degree from
the University of California Berkeley. Raju lived in San Francisco for several years, but
moved to Oakland a few years ago. He will move back to San Francisco to serve as Public
Defender. Matt Gonzalez, Chief Attorney in the Public Defender’s Office, will remain in that
position and help to manage the office.

“I have known Mano Raju for two decades and am confident he will be an outstanding Public
Defender,” said Matt Gonzalez, Chief Attorney in the Public Defender’s Office. “I couldn’t be
more pleased with Mayor Breed’s decision. Mano has a keen intellect, exceptional trial skills,
and an awareness of the importance of being anchored in the communities we serve, all of
which are essential to leading and inspiring the office. He has my full support.”

Raju has been active in working with the California Public Defenders Association and
California Attorneys for Criminal Justice. He is one of the founding members of Public
Defenders for Racial Justice, a Bay Area organization devoted to race-conscious practices in
the courtroom, including working to advance polices to increase African-American
representation on juries in order to make juries more reflective of the population. He has
testified in Sacramento on behalf of the office to advocate for these policy changes.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: NO on SB-50

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:55:56 AM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: BETH WEISSMAN <beth@bweissman.com>
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2019 8:36 AM

To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: info@cowhollowassociation.org

Subject: NO on SB-50

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

To All it may Concern:

It is upsetting that Senator Wiener cares so little for what the people in San Francisco think. He brought up this
basic proposal and was met with great pushback and his response is to bring it up again with minor adjustments.
Downtown San Francisco is a mass of high rises and at this point most of us realize that once that genie was let out
of the bottle it couldn't be put back. So we accept the endlessly growing heights of the endlessly built skyscrapers.
However the parts of the City that still have light and green space like Pac Heights Cow Hollow etc. must not
become another downtown with high rise buildings, few affordable units, little parking required, and the other issues
that were so vehemently opposed the first time this bill was introduced. It is incredibly arrogant of Senator Wiener
to assume he knows more than the people who live in SF about the way it should or shouldn't develop. Itis a
terrible bill now as it was a terrible bill the first time.Please realize that San Franciscans are very upset over this
proposal and urge you to vote no. A representative of the people who has so little regard for what they say and think
is representing only himself.

Thank you,

Beth Weissman
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’'S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR MONDAY,
MARCH 11, 2019

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:55:38 AM

Attachments: 3.11.19 Public Schedule Media Advisory.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Sunday, March 10, 2019 6:49 PM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
MONDAY, MARCH 11, 2019

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Sunday, March 10, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

wx% MEDIA ADVISORY ***

MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC
EVENTS FOR MONDAY, MARCH 11, 2019

9:30 AM

Mayor London Breed to announce the appointment of new Public Defender.
City Hall

Mayor’s Balcony

6:00 PM

Mayor London Breed to host Town Hall discussion with elected and City officials and
community members.

SF LGBT Center

1800 Market Street
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Sunday, March 10, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** MEDIA ADVISORY ***

MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC
EVENTS FOR MONDAY, MARCH 11, 2019

9:30 AM

Mayor London Breed to announce the appointment of new Public Defender.
City Hall

Mayor’s Balcony

6:00 PM

Mayor London Breed to host Town Hall discussion with elected and City officials and
community members.

SF LGBT Center

1800 Market Street

Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change.

HitH
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: In support of SB50

Date: Monday, March 11, 2019 9:55:17 AM

Jonas P. lonin,
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 Ducker <miradu@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, March 09, 2019 12:48 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: HAND <hand4sf@gmail.com>

Subject: In support of SB50

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

Planning Commissioners,

Last year, after calling SB827 'a full-frontal offensive on local controls', your group did nothing. A
year has gone by, and small apartment buildings are still illegal in the vast majority of SF. When will
you take action to address our housing crisis?

Luckily, our elected representatives aren't giving up. With SB50, you have a chance to right your
wrongs of supporting the historically exclusionary downzoning of SF. You have a chance to voice
your support of legalizing new housing in SF, and recognize this as a regional issue.

A recent report, provided to your commission states that "(the bill would increase the) potential in
the Bay Area sixfold (from 380,000 to 2.3 million units), while increasing the potential for affordable
inclusionary units sevenfold." The More Homes Act would help our city progress tremendously to
become more inclusive and more sustainable.

As a homeowner in SF, | urge you to support SB50 at your upcoming meeting.
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-Michael Ducker

1949 McAllister St 94115
miradu@miradu.com
6124145809
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter of Support for: SB50 “More Homes” Act
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 2:00:09 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Erik C <erik.mcorwin@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 1:54 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: hand4sf@gmail.com

Subject: Letter of Support for: SB50 “More Homes” Act

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

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

San Francisco’s affordable housing shortage threatens our city with crippling rents
and irreversible displacement. The history of displacement in Japantown and the
Fillmore makes the issue of housing abundance, affordability, and stability one of
marked importance to District 5. Haight-Ashbury Neighbors for Density, a group of
pro-housing and pro-transit neighbors, demands solutions commensurate with the
scale of the crisis.

Senate Bill 50, called the More HOMES Act (Housing, Opportunity, Mobility, Equity,
Stability), addresses these problems statewide by allowing low- and mid-rise
apartments to be built near quality transit, like train stations and ferry terminals.
Expanding access to our transit systems reduces costly and harmful commutes. It's
also key to reducing transportation-sector emissions as climate change looms ever
larger and more catastrophic. In the absence of changing land use patterns, of course
car dependency and fossil fuel consumption have remained a problem. Transit-
oriented development helps more people use cars less and helps us all by reducing
pollution.
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Displacement of low-income renters is a crisis in our neighborhoods, across the city,
and around the state. More HOMES provides the housing that low-income renters
need with first-of-their-kind statewide requirements on affordable inclusion, new
prohibitions on renter-occupied housing demolition, and special consideration for
sensitive communities.

A recent report, provided to your commission states that "(the bill would increase the)
potential in the Bay Area sixfold (from 380,000 to 2.3 million units), while increasing
the potential for affordable inclusionary units sevenfold." The More Homes Act would
help our city progress tremendously to become more inclusive and more sustainable.

| urge the Planning Commission to listen to the voices of renters across the city that
are asking for you to approve more homes. Please support More HOMES.


http://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/SB%2050_Memo.pdf

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: More Homes Act
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 1:12:25 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: Kody O'Connell <kody.oconnell12@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 11:49 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: hand4sf@gmail.com

Subject: More Homes Act

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

Hello, I'm writing to show my support for the More Homes Act, the time has come to show true leadership and
bravery for representing ALL Californians, not just wealthy homeowners looking for protections on their incredibly
successful investments.

Please support the building of much more homes, 3.5 million homes are being withheld from the people who
desperately need them because of crony “local control”, history will judge the racist foundation of local control
zoning restriction for what it really is, segregationist and serving the 1% class of homeowners.

I hope history judges your position on this bill accordingly and your legacy reflects your true heart.

Thanks,
Kody

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - SENIOR MANAGERS; STACY, KATE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN
(CAT)

Subject: CPC Calendars for March 14, 2019

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 1:11:00 PM

Attachments: 20190314 cal.docx

20190314 cal.pdf
CPC Hearing Results 2019.docx
Advance Calendar - 20190314.xlIsx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for March 14, 2019.

Enjoy the weekend,

Jonas P. lonin,
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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Notice of Hearing
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Agenda





Commission Chambers, Room 400

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689



Thursday, March 14, 2019

1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Myrna Melgar, President

Joel Koppel, Vice President

Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson, 

Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards



Commission Secretary:

Jonas P. Ionin





Hearing Materials are available at:

Website: http://www.sfplanning.org

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

Voice recorded Agenda only: (415) 558-6422





Commission Hearing Broadcasts:

Live stream: http://www.sfgovtv.org

Live, Thursdays at 1:00 p.m., Cable Channel 78

Re-broadcast, Fridays at 8:00 p.m., Cable Channel 26







Disability and language accommodations available upon request to:

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




Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

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



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

 

Privacy Policy

SF Planning is committed to protecting the privacy rights of individuals and security measures are in place to protect personally identifiable information (PII), i.e. social security numbers, driver’s license numbers, bank accounts. Members of the public are not required to provide PII to the Commission or Department, as all written submittals and oral communications become part of the public record, which can be made available to the public for review and/or viewable on Department websites. Members of the public submitting materials containing PII are responsible for redacting said sensitive information prior to submittal of documents to Planning.



San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance

Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity. For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415) 252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.

 

Accessible Meeting Information

Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance. 



Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6, 9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services, call (415) 701-4485 or call 311.



Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall. 



Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, real time captioning, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or other accommodations, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing to help ensure availability. 



Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.



Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.



SPANISH:

Agenda para la Comisión de Planificación. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener información en Español o solicitar un aparato para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipación a la audiencia.



CHINESE:

規劃委員會議程。聽證會上如需要語言協助或要求輔助設備，請致電415-558-6309。請在聽證會舉行之前的至少48個小時提出要求。



TAGALOG:

Adyenda ng Komisyon ng Pagpaplano. Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig (headset), mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga  (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig. 

RUSSIAN: Повестка дня Комиссии по планированию. За помощью переводчика или за вспомогательным слуховым устройством на время слушаний обращайтесь по номеру 415-558-6309. Запросы должны делаться минимум за 48 часов до начала слушания. 





ROLL CALL:		

[bookmark: _Hlk429617]		President:	Myrna Melgar		Vice-President:	Joel Koppel

		Commissioners:                	Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson, 

			Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards



A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE



The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date.  The Commission may choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or to hear the item on this calendar.



1a.	2016-007303PCA	(S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)

5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) – located on the east side between Market and Stevenson Streets, Assessor’s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Consideration of Planning Code Amendment to Planning Code Section 188 – Noncomplying Structures: Enlargements, Alterations and Reconstruction. The Historic Preservation Commission will consider the proposal from the Project Sponsor to adopt an Ordinance that would extend the expiration date of Section 188(g) to allow Terrace Infill on a noncomplying structure designated as a Significant Building under Article 11 of the Code and would amend the text to allow for rooftop infill along the primary building frontage if obscured from view by existing parapet walls.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve the resolution to recommend approval of the Planning Code amendments to the Board of Supervisors.

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 6, 2018)

(Proposed Continuance to March 21, 2019)



1b.	2016-007303DNXCUA	(S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)

5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) – located on the east side between Market and Stevenson Streets, Assessor’s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Request for Downtown Project Authorization with an exception to off-street freight loading requirements; Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2 and 303 to establish a hotel use; and a Planning Code Text Amendment to Section 188(g) that would allow terrace infill on an existing nonconforming structure designated under Article 11 as a Significant Building and located on Block 0316 and 3707. The Hearst Building occupies a 13,333sf lot and includes structures identified under three building addresses: Five 3rd St., 17-29 3rd St. and 190 Stevenson St. The project proposes rehabilitation of the existing 13-story, 161,108 sf building for use as a 170-room hotel with retail on the ground floor and basement level, offices on floors two and three, and rooftop terraces at the 4th and 13th floors. The historic lobby will be retained and a new passenger loading area and hotel entrance will be created on Stevenson Street. 

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 6, 2018)

(Proposed Continuance to March 21, 2019)



[bookmark: _Hlk536712462]2.	2018-006127CUA	(D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)

201 19TH AVENUE – southwest corner of the California Street and 19th Avenue, Lot 001 of Assessor’s Block 1414 (District 1) - Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code sections 186, 209.2, 303, and 710 to allow a change of use from an existing grocery store to a restaurant in a Limited Commercial Use space within a RM-1 (Residential – Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project also includes the removal of the white signage band obscuring the second-story windows, and the removal of all paint and other features obscuring the transparency of the second-story windows. This project was reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). 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

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 14, 2019)

Note: On November 29, 2018, adopted a Motion of Intent to Deny, continued to December 13, 2018 by a vote of +4 -2 (Fong and Koppel against; Richards absent). On December 13, 2018, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to February 14, 2019 by a vote of +6 -0 (Johnson absent). On February 14, 2019, without hearing, continued to March 14, 2019.

(Proposed Continuance to March 21, 2019)



3.	2018-004711DNXCUA	(S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)

[bookmark: _GoBack]555 - 575 MARKET STREET – south side between 1st Street and 2nd Street; Lots 174 and 175 in Assessor’s Block 3708 (District 6) – Request for Downtown Project Authorization and Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2, 303, and 309 to renovate the existing plaza between the buildings and a partial change of use from retail to office at the ground floor of 555 Market Street, within the C-3-O(SD) (Downtown-Office (Special Development)) Zoning District and 500-S Height and Bulk District.  The proposal includes the reconfiguration of the ground floor of both buildings and a conversion of 3,359 square feet of retail use to office use at the ground floor of 555 Market Street.  The proposal also involves extensive renovation of the plaza between the two buildings and the addition of a 962 square-foot retail structure in the plaza.  This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of the San Francisco Administrative Code. 

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Proposed Continuance to April 11, 2019)



4.	2016-009503DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

149 MANGELS AVENUE – at Nordhoff Street; Lot 043 in Assessor’s Block 6765 (District 8) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.0712.2060 for construction of a 3 -story residential building within a RH-1 (Residential-House, Single 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:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

(Proposed Continuance to May 23, 2019)



5a.	2013.0655CUA	 (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108)

1513A-F YORK STREET – east side of York Street between Cesar Chavez Street and Peralta Avenue; Lots 011, 012 & 020 in Assessor’s Block 5513 (District 9) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 242 and 303, to allow up to one dwelling unit per 1,500 square feet of lot area for the construction of four two-family, two- to three-story (30-ft tall) dwellings (between 1,383 sq. ft. and 1,552 sq. ft. each) with covered parking on Lots 011 & 012 in the center of Block 5513, one two-family, three-story (30-ft tall) dwelling (between 1,040 sq. ft. and 1,208 sq. ft. each) on Lot 020 at York Street, and access to all ten dwellings through a driveway at 1513 York Street.  The subject properties are located within a RH-2 (Residential – House, Two-Family) Zoning District, Bernal Heights Special Use District, and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 24, 2019)

Note: On November 29, 2018, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to January 24, 2019 by a vote of +6 -0 (Richards absent). On January 24, 2019, without hearing, continued to March 14, 2019.

(Proposed Indefinite Continuance)



	5b.	2013.0655VAR	 (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108)

1513A-F YORK STREET – east side of York Street between Cesar Chavez Street and Peralta Avenue; Lots 011, 012 & 020 in Assessor’s Block 5513 (District 9) – Request for a Variance to the rear yard and exposure requirements pursuant to Planning Code Sections 134 and 140, respectively, to allow the construction of four two-family, two- to three-story (30-ft tall) dwellings (between 1,383 sq. ft. and 1,552 sq. ft. each) with covered parking on Lots 011 & 012 in the center of Block 5513, one two-family, three-story (30-ft tall) dwelling (between 1,040 sq. ft. and 1,208 sq. ft. each) on Lot 020 at York Street, and access to all ten dwellings through a driveway at 1513 York Street.  The subject properties are located within a RH-2 (Residential – House, Two-Family) Zoning District, Bernal Heights Special Use District, and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 24, 2019)

(Proposed Indefinite Continuance)



B.	CONSENT CALENDAR 



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



6.	2018-003593CUA 	(N. TRAN: (415) 575-9174)

906 BROADWAY – between Mason and Taylor Streets; Lot 009 of Assessor’s Block 0149 (District 3) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 209.2, 186.3, and 710 to convert a former church to community facility and instructional services (retail sales & service) uses. The subject property is located in a RM-2 (Residential-Mixed, Moderate Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height & Bulk District.  This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 21, 2019)



7.	2018-003264CUA	(S. YOUNG: (415) 558-6346)

2498 LOMBARD STREET – northeast corner of Lombard and Divisadero Streets; Lot 016 in Assessor’s Block 0936 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, 703.4 and 712 to establish a Formula Retail Use (d.b.a. Circle K) in an approximately 1,212 square foot existing food mart space located within an existing automobile gas station and formula retail food mart convenience store (d.b.a. 76 Gas Station & Food Mart). The project site is located within a NC-3 (Moderate-Scale Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



8.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for February 28, 2019



9.	Commission Comments/Questions

· Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to the Commissioner(s).

· Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of the Planning Commission.


D.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS



10.	Director’s Announcements



11.	Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic Preservation Commission

	

E.	GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT 



At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items.  With respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the item is reached in the meeting.  Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to three minutes. When the number of speakers exceed the 15-minute limit, General Public Comment may be moved to the end of the Agenda.



F. REGULAR CALENDAR  



The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal.  Please be advised that the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.



12.		(P. IKEZOE: (415) 575-9137

	SENATE BILL 50: PLANNING AND ZONING: HOUSING DEVELOPMENT: EQUITABLE COMMUNITIES INCENTIVE (2019) – Informational Item Staff will present on the proposed State Senate Bill 50 (“SB 50”) and its potential effects within San Francisco. This pending state bill would require a local government to grant an equitable communities incentive when a development proponent seeks to construct a qualified residential development that is either within a job-rich or a transit-rich area. The proposed bill provides certain exemptions related to housing occupied by tenants and within areas defined as sensitive communities. The proposed bill would require that a qualified residential development be eligible for certain waivers and up to 3 additional incentives or concessions.   

Preliminary Recommendation: None - Informational



13a.	2018-007204CUA	(L. AJELLO: (415) 575-9142)

754 35TH AVENUE – east side of 35th Avenue, between Balboa and Cabrillo Streets; Lot 023 of Assessor’s Block 1610 (District 1) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 207, 209.1 and 303, for Residential Density of three units on a 4,499 square foot lot to allow construction of a four-story two-family dwelling on a vacant portion of the subject property currently occupied by a three-story, single-family residential building within a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 28, 2019)



13b.	2018-007204VAR	(L. AJELLO: (415) 575-9142)

754 35TH AVENUE – east side of 35th Avenue, between Balboa and Cabrillo Streets; Lot 023 of Assessor’s Block 1610 (District 1) – Request for a Variance from the Planning Code for rear yard setback and dwelling unit exposure requirements, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 134 and 140. The subject property is located within a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 28, 2019)

	

14.	2018-007460CUA	(S. YOUNG: (415) 558-6346)

1226 10TH AVENUE – east side between Irving Street and Lincoln Way; Lot 040 in Assessor’s Block 1741 (District 5) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1 and 303 to legalize the establishment of group housing within the existing three-story, residential building located within a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal will involve legalizing the establishment of group housing within the existing three-story, residential building (previously utilized for single-family and two-family residential use) that will allow for a total of 7 bedrooms for group housing within the building. 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



15.	2018-012687CUA	(S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)

657 - 667 MISSION STREET – south side between New Montgomery Street and 3rd Street; Lots 068 and 067 in Assessor’s Block 3722 (District 6) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2 and 303 to establish office use and the basement and ground floor of the subject buildings, within a C-3-O(SD) (Downtown-Office (Special Development) and a C-3-O (Downtown-Office) Zoning Districts and 350-S Height and Bulk District.  The proposal maintains retail use on Mission Street and establishes office use at the ground floor fronting Minna Street and the basement.  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



G. [bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: OLE_LINK1]DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR  



The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project.  Please be advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.



16.	2017-014420DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

2552 BAKER STREET – between Green and Vallejo Streets.; Lot 021 in Assessor’s Block 0955 (District 2) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2017.1026.2312 for a 3 -story horizontal addition to an existing 3-story residential building within a RH-1 (Residential-House, Single 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:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve



17.	2016-006123DRP-02	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

279 BELLA VISTA WAY – between Dorcas Way and Molimo Dr.; Lot 021 in Assessor’s Block 2998 (District 7) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.0421.5348 for a 2 -story horizontal addition to an existing 2-story residential building within a RH-1 (Residential-House, Single 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:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications



ADJOURNMENT


NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

REGARDING PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT

(APRIL 11, 2019)

 

2016-013850DVA: 915 Cayuga Avenue Residential Development Agreement [Board File No. 190249], located on the block generally bound by Cayuga Avenue, Ocean Avenue, Alemany Boulevard, and Onondaga Avenue; Assessor’s Block 6954 Lots 039 and 011C (District 6) – On April 11, 2019, the Planning Commission will hold a public hearing to consider a Request for Approval of a Development Agreement between the City and County of San Francisco and “Sia Consulting Corporation” in association with the 915 Cayuga Avenue Project. The proposed Development Agreement will address the project’s public benefits, including inclusionary and other affordable housing commitments. Pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 56.4(c), the Director of Planning has received and accepted a complete application for the above-mentioned development agreement which is available for review by the public at the Planning Department in Planning Department Case File No. 2016-013850DVA.




Hearing Procedures

The Planning Commission holds public hearings regularly, on most Thursdays. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org. 



Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item. 

· When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.  Speakers will hear two alarms.  The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining.  The second louder sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended.



Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings).



For most cases (CU’s, PUD’s, 309’s, etc…) that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:



1. A thorough description of the issue(s) by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation of the proposal by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed 10 minutes, unless a written request for extension not to exceed a total presentation time of 15 minutes is received at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing, through the Commission Secretary, and granted by the President or Chair.

3. A presentation of opposition to the proposal by organized opposition for a period not to exceed 10 minutes (or a period equal to that provided to the project sponsor team) with a minimum of three (3) speakers.  The intent of the 10 min block of time provided to organized opposition is to reduce the number of overall speakers who are part of the organized opposition.  The requestor should advise the group that the Commission would expect the organized presentation to represent their testimony, if granted.  Organized opposition will be recognized only upon written application at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing, through the Commission Secretary, the President or Chair.  Such application should identify the organization(s) and speakers.

4. Public testimony from proponents of the proposal:  An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

5. Public testimony from opponents of the proposal:  An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

6. Director’s preliminary recommendation must be prepared in writing.

7. Action by the Commission on the matter before it.

8. In public hearings on Draft Environmental Impact Reports, all speakers will be limited to a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

9. The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.

10. Public comment portion of the hearing shall be closed and deliberation amongst the Commissioners shall be opened by the Chair;

11. A motion to approve; approve with conditions; approve with amendments and/or modifications; disapprove; or continue to another hearing date, if seconded, shall be voted on by the Commission.



Every Official Act taken by the Commission must be adopted by a majority vote of all members of the Commission, a minimum of four (4) votes.  A failed motion results in the disapproval of the requested action, unless a subsequent motion is adopted. Any Procedural Matter, such as a continuance, may be adopted by a majority vote of members present, as long as the members present constitute a quorum (four (4) members of the Commission).



For Discretionary Review cases that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:



1. A thorough description of the issue by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation by the DR Requestor(s) team (includes Requestor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed five (5) minutes for each requestor.

3. Testimony by members of the public in support of the DR would be up to three (3) minutes each.

4. A presentation by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes Sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period up to five (5) minutes, but could be extended for a period not to exceed 10 minutes if there are multiple DR requestors.

5. Testimony by members of the public in support of the project would be up to three (3) minutes each.

6. DR requestor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

7. Project sponsor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

8. The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.



The Commission must Take DR in order to disapprove or modify a building permit application that is before them under Discretionary Review.  A failed motion to Take DR results in a Project that is approved as proposed.



Hearing Materials

Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be received by the Planning Department eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing.  All submission packages must be delivered to1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) hardcopies and a .pdf copy must be provided to the staff planner. Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission after eight days in advance of a hearing must be received by the Commission Secretary no later than the close of business the day before a hearing for it to become a part of the public record for any public hearing. 



Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission on the same day, must be submitted at the hearing directly to the Planning Commission Secretary. Please provide ten (10) copies for distribution. Correspondence submitted in any other fashion on the same day may not become a part of the public record until the following hearing.



Correspondence sent directly to all members of the Commission, must include a copy to the Commission Secretary (commissions.secretary@sfgov.org) for it to become a part of the public record.



These submittal rules and deadlines shall be strictly enforced and no exceptions shall be made without a vote of the Commission.



Persons unable to attend a hearing may submit written comments regarding a scheduled item to: Planning Commission, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA  94103-2414.  Written comments received by the close of the business day prior to the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Planning Commission and made part of the official record.  



Appeals

The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Planning Commission hearing.



		Case Type

		Case Suffix

		Appeal Period*

		Appeal Body



		Office Allocation

		OFA (B)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals**



		Conditional Use Authorization and Planned Unit Development

		CUA (C)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Building Permit Application (Discretionary Review)

		DRP/DRM (D)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		EIR Certification

		ENV (E)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Coastal Zone Permit

		CTZ (P)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Planning Code Amendments by Application

		PCA (T)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Variance (Zoning Administrator action)

		VAR (V)

		10 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Large Project Authorization in Eastern Neighborhoods 

		LPA (X)

		15 calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Permit Review in C-3 Districts, Downtown Residential Districts

		DNX (X)

		15-calendar days

		Board of Appeals



		Zoning Map Change by Application

		MAP (Z)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors







* Appeals of Planning Commission decisions on Building Permit Applications (Discretionary Review) must be made within 15 days of the date the building permit is issued/denied by the Department of Building Inspection (not from the date of the Planning Commission hearing).  Appeals of Zoning Administrator decisions on Variances must be made within 10 days from the issuance of the decision letter.



**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal.  An appeal of an Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization.



For more information regarding the Board of Appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.  For more information regarding the Board of Supervisors process, please contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184 or board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org. 



An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Program application may be made to the Board of Supervisors within 30 calendar days after the date of action by the Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions of Sections 328(g)(5) and 308.1(b). Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board’s office at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244. For further information about appeals to the Board of Supervisors, including current fees, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184. 



An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a building permit application issued (or denied) pursuant to a 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Program application by the Planning Commission or the Board of Supervisors may be made to the Board of Appeals within 15 calendar days after the building permit is issued (or denied) by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board's office at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor, Room 304. For further information about appeals to the Board of Appeals, including current fees, contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880. 



Challenges

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, (1) the adoption or amendment of a general plan, (2) the adoption or amendment of a zoning ordinance, (3) the adoption or amendment of any regulation attached to a specific plan, (4) the adoption, amendment or modification of a development agreement, or (5) the approval of a variance, conditional-use authorization, or any permit, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing.



CEQA Appeal Rights under Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code

If the Commission’s action on a project constitutes the Approval Action for that project (as defined in S.F. Administrative Code Chapter 31, as amended, Board of Supervisors Ordinance Number 161-13), then the CEQA determination prepared in support of that Approval Action is thereafter subject to appeal within the time frame specified in S.F. Administrative Code Section 31.16.  This appeal is separate from and in addition to an appeal of an action on a project.  Typically, an appeal must be filed within 30 calendar days of the Approval Action for a project that has received an exemption or negative declaration pursuant to CEQA.  For information on filing an appeal under Chapter 31, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102, or call (415) 554-5184.  If the Department’s Environmental Review Officer has deemed a project to be exempt from further environmental review, an exemption determination has been prepared and can be obtained on-line at http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3447. Under CEQA, in a later court challenge, a litigant may be limited to raising only those issues previously raised at a hearing on the project or in written correspondence delivered to the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Planning Department or other City board, commission or department at, or prior to, such hearing, or as part of the appeal hearing process on the CEQA decision.



Protest of Fee or Exaction

You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 imposed as a condition of approval in accordance with Government Code Section 66020.  The protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 66020(a) and must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development referencing the challenged fee or exaction.  For purposes of Government Code Section 66020, the date of imposition of the fee shall be the date of the earliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject development.   



The Planning Commission’s approval or conditional approval of the development subject to the challenged fee or exaction as expressed in its Motion, Resolution, or Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator’s Variance Decision Letter will serve as Notice that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun.
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Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

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

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

Privacy Policy
SF Planning is committed to protecting the privacy rights of individuals and security measures are in place to protect personally identifiable

information (Pll), i.e. social security numbers, driver's license numbers, bank accounts. Members of the public are not required to provide Pl to the
Commission or Department, as all written submittals and oral communications become part of the public record, which can be made available to the
public for review and/or viewable on Department websites. Members of the public submitting materials containing Pll are responsible for redacting
said sensitive information prior to submittal of documents to Planning.

San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance
Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist

Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity. For more information about
the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415)
252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.

Accessible Meeting Information

Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday
through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at
the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance.

Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness
stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6,9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services,
call (415) 701-4485 or call 311.

Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking
Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall.

Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, real time captioning, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or
other accommodations, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 72 hours in
advance of the hearing to help ensure availability.

Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.

Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related
disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.

SPANISH:
Agenda para la Comisién de Planificacién. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener informacién en Espafiol o solicitar un aparato para
asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipacion a la audiencia.

CHINESE:
RsE R adis. g L EaE 5 B R B R H, SEUE415-558-6309. & (L HE 5 & HAT B 1) 22 /04811 /NRp 1R

TAGALOG:
Adyenda ng Komisyon ng Pagpaplano. Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig (headset),
mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig.

RUSSIAN: NoBecTka aHst Komuccum no nnaHNpoBaHUIO. 3a nomoubio nepesoavunka nnun 3a scrnomMoratesibHbIM CITyXOBbIM
yCTpOVICTBOM Ha BpeMA CJ'IyLLIaHI/II7I o6pau.|,a|7|Ter no Homepy 415-558-6309. 3anp00b| JOJKHbI AenaTtbcsa MUHUMYM 3a 48 YacoB
00 Havyana cnywaHus.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, March 14, 2019

ROLL CALL:

President: Myrna Melgar
Vice-President: Joel Koppel
Commissioners: Rich Hillis, Milicent Johnson,

Kathrin Moore, Dennis Richards

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE

The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or
to hear the item on this calendar.

1a.

1b.

2016-007303PCA (S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)
5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) - located on the east side between Market and
Stevenson Streets, Assessor’s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Consideration of Planning
Code Amendment to Planning Code Section 188 — Noncomplying Structures:
Enlargements, Alterations and Reconstruction. The Historic Preservation Commission will
consider the proposal from the Project Sponsor to adopt an Ordinance that would extend
the expiration date of Section 188(g) to allow Terrace Infill on a noncomplying structure
designated as a Significant Building under Article 11 of the Code and would amend the
text to allow for rooftop infill along the primary building frontage if obscured from view by
existing parapet walls.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve the resolution to recommend approval of the Planning
Code amendments to the Board of Supervisors.

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 6, 2018)

(Proposed Continuance to March 21,2019)

2016-007303DNXCUA (S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)
5 THIRD STREET (HEARST BUILDING) - located on the east side between Market and
Stevenson Streets, Assessor’'s Block 3707, Lot 057 (District 6). Request for Downtown
Project Authorization with an exception to off-street freight loading requirements;
Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2 and 303 to
establish a hotel use; and a Planning Code Text Amendment to Section 188(g) that would
allow terrace infill on an existing nonconforming structure designated under Article 11 as a
Significant Building and located on Block 0316 and 3707. The Hearst Building occupies a
13,333sf lot and includes structures identified under three building addresses: Five 31 St.,
17-29 314 St. and 190 Stevenson St. The project proposes rehabilitation of the existing 13-
story, 161,108 sf building for use as a 170-room hotel with retail on the ground floor and
basement level, offices on floors two and three, and rooftop terraces at the 4th and 13th
floors. The historic lobby will be retained and a new passenger loading area and hotel
entrance will be created on Stevenson Street.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 6, 2018)

(Proposed Continuance to March 21,2019)

2018-006127CUA (D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)
201 19™ AVENUE - southwest corner of the California Street and 19t Avenue, Lot 001 of
Assessor’s Block 1414 (District 1) - Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to
Planning Code sections 186, 209.2, 303, and 710 to allow a change of use from an existing
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5a.

grocery store to a restaurant in a Limited Commercial Use space within a RM-1 (Residential
— Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project also
includes the removal of the white signage band obscuring the second-story windows, and
the removal of all paint and other features obscuring the transparency of the second-story
windows. This project was reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing
Program (CB3P). 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

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 14, 2019)

Note: On November 29, 2018, adopted a Motion of Intent to Deny, continued to December
13, 2018 by a vote of +4 -2 (Fong and Koppel against; Richards absent). On December 13,
2018, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to February 14, 2019 by a vote
of +6 -0 (Johnson absent). On February 14, 2019, without hearing, continued to March 14,
2019.

(Proposed Continuance to March 21, 2019)

2018-004711DNXCUA (S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)
555 - 575 MARKET STREET - south side between 15t Street and 2d Street; Lots 174 and 175
in Assessor’s Block 3708 (District 6) — Request for Downtown Project Authorization and
Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2, 303, and 309 to
renovate the existing plaza between the buildings and a partial change of use from retail
to office at the ground floor of 555 Market Street, within the C-3-O(SD) (Downtown-Office
(Special Development)) Zoning District and 500-S Height and Bulk District. The proposal
includes the reconfiguration of the ground floor of both buildings and a conversion of
3,359 square feet of retail use to office use at the ground floor of 555 Market Street. The
proposal also involves extensive renovation of the plaza between the two buildings and
the addition of a 962 square-foot retail structure in the plaza. This action constitutes the
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to Section 31.04(h) of
the San Francisco Administrative Code.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Proposed Continuance to April 11,2019)

2016-009503DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)
149 MANGELS AVENUE - at Nordhoff Street; Lot 043 in Assessor’s Block 6765 (District 8) -
Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2016.0712.2060 for
construction of a 3 -story residential building within a RH-1 (Residential-House, Single
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: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

(Proposed Continuance to May 23, 2019)

2013.0655CUA (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108)
1513A-F YORK STREET - east side of York Street between Cesar Chavez Street and Peralta
Avenue; Lots 011,012 & 020 in Assessor’s Block 5513 (District 9) — Request for Conditional
Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 242 and 303, to allow up to
one dwelling unit per 1,500 square feet of lot area for the construction of four two-family,
two- to three-story (30-ft tall) dwellings (between 1,383 sq. ft. and 1,552 sq. ft. each) with
covered parking on Lots 011 & 012 in the center of Block 5513, one two-family, three-story
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5b.

(30-ft tall) dwelling (between 1,040 sq. ft. and 1,208 sq. ft. each) on Lot 020 at York Street,
and access to all ten dwellings through a driveway at 1513 York Street. The subject
properties are located within a RH-2 (Residential — House, Two-Family) Zoning District,
Bernal Heights Special Use District, and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action
constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San
Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 24, 2019)

Note: On November 29, 2018, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to
January 24, 2019 by a vote of +6 -0 (Richards absent). On January 24, 2019, without
hearing, continued to March 14, 2019.

(Proposed Indefinite Continuance)

2013.0655VAR (R. SUCRE: (415) 575-9108)
1513A-F YORK STREET - east side of York Street between Cesar Chavez Street and Peralta
Avenue; Lots 011,012 & 020 in Assessor’s Block 5513 (District 9) — Request for a Variance to
the rear yard and exposure requirements pursuant to Planning Code Sections 134 and 140,
respectively, to allow the construction of four two-family, two- to three-story (30-ft tall)
dwellings (between 1,383 sq. ft. and 1,552 sq. ft. each) with covered parking on Lots 011 &
012 in the center of Block 5513, one two-family, three-story (30-ft tall) dwelling (between
1,040 sq. ft. and 1,208 sq. ft. each) on Lot 020 at York Street, and access to all ten dwellings
through a driveway at 1513 York Street. The subject properties are located within a RH-2
(Residential — House, Two-Family) Zoning District, Bernal Heights Special Use District, and
40-X Height and Bulk District.

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 24, 2019)

(Proposed Indefinite Continuance)

B. CONSENT CALENDAR

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

6.

2018-003593CUA (N.TRAN: (415) 575-9174)
906 BROADWAY - between Mason and Taylor Streets; Lot 009 of Assessor’s Block 0149
(District 3) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code
Sections 303, 209.2, 186.3, and 710 to convert a former church to community facility and
instructional services (retail sales & service) uses. The subject property is located in a RM-2
(Residential-Mixed, Moderate Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height & Bulk District. This
action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant
to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 21, 2019)

2018-003264CUA (S. YOUNG: (415) 558-6346)
2498 LOMBARD STREET - northeast corner of Lombard and Divisadero Streets; Lot 016 in
Assessor’s Block 0936 (District 2) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to
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Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, 703.4 and 712 to establish a Formula Retail Use (d.b.a.
Circle K) in an approximately 1,212 square foot existing food mart space located within an
existing automobile gas station and formula retail food mart convenience store (d.b.a. 76
Gas Station & Food Mart). The project site is located within a NC-3 (Moderate-Scale
Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action
constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San
Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

C COMMISSION MATTERS

8. Consideration of Adoption:
e Draft Minutes for February 28,2019

9. Commission Comments/Questions

¢ Inquiries/Announcements. Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may
make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to
the Commissioner(s).

e Future Meetings/Agendas. At this time, the Commission may discuss and take
action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that
could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of
the Planning Commission.

D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS
10. Director’s Announcements

11. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic
Preservation Commission

E. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT

At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the
item is reached in the meeting. Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to
three minutes. When the number of speakers exceed the 15-minute limit, General Public Comment
may be moved to the end of the Agenda.

F. REGULAR CALENDAR

The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project
sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal. Please be advised that
the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,
expediters, and/or other advisors.

12. (P. IKEZOE: (415) 575-9137
SENATE BILL 50: PLANNING AND ZONING: HOUSING DEVELOPMENT: EQUITABLE
COMMUNITIES INCENTIVE (2019) - Informational Item Staff will present on the proposed
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13a.

13b.

14.

15.

State Senate Bill 50 (“SB 50”) and its potential effects within San Francisco. This pending
state bill would require a local government to grant an equitable communities incentive
when a development proponent seeks to construct a qualified residential development
that is either within a job-rich or a transit-rich area. The proposed bill provides certain
exemptions related to housing occupied by tenants and within areas defined as sensitive
communities. The proposed bill would require that a qualified residential development be
eligible for certain waivers and up to 3 additional incentives or concessions.

Preliminary Recommendation: None - Informational

2018-007204CUA (L. AJELLO: (415) 575-9142)
754 35™ AVENUE - east side of 35t Avenue, between Balboa and Cabrillo Streets; Lot 023
of Assessor’s Block 1610 (District 1) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant
to Planning Code Sections 207, 209.1 and 303, for Residential Density of three units on a
4,499 square foot lot to allow construction of a four-story two-family dwelling on a vacant
portion of the subject property currently occupied by a three-story, single-family
residential building within a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-
X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for
the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 28, 2019)

2018-007204VAR (L. AJELLO: (415) 575-9142)
754 35™ AVENUE - east side of 35t Avenue, between Balboa and Cabrillo Streets; Lot 023
of Assessor’s Block 1610 (District 1) — Request for a Variance from the Planning Code for
rear yard setback and dwelling unit exposure requirements, pursuant to Planning Code
Sections 134 and 140. The subject property is located within a RH-2 (Residential, House,
Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

(Continued from Regular hearing on February 28, 2019)

2018-007460CUA (S. YOUNG: (415) 558-6346)
1226 10™ AVENUE - east side between Irving Street and Lincoln Way; Lot 040 in Assessor’s
Block 1741 (District 5) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to pursuant to
Planning Code Sections 209.1 and 303 to legalize the establishment of group housing
within the existing three-story, residential building located within a RH-2 (Residential,
House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal will
involve legalizing the establishment of group housing within the existing three-story,
residential building (previously utilized for single-family and two-family residential use)
that will allow for a total of 7 bedrooms for group housing within the building. 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

2018-012687CUA (S. ADINA: (415) 575-8722)
657 - 667 MISSION STREET - south side between New Montgomery Street and 3 Street;
Lots 068 and 067 in Assessor’s Block 3722 (District 6) — Request for Conditional Use
Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2 and 303 to establish office use
and the basement and ground floor of the subject buildings, within a C-3-O(SD)
(Downtown-Office (Special Development) and a C-3-0 (Downtown-Office) Zoning Districts
and 350-S Height and Bulk District. The proposal maintains retail use on Mission Street
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and establishes office use at the ground floor fronting Minna Street and the basement.
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

G. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR

The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff;
followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed
by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project. Please be
advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or
their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.

16.

17.

ADJOURNMENT

2017-014420DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)
2552 BAKER STREET - between Green and Vallejo Streets.; Lot 021 in Assessor’s Block 0955
(District 2) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No.
2017.1026.2312 for a 3 -story horizontal addition to an existing 3-story residential building
within a RH-1 (Residential-House, Single 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: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

2016-006123DRP-02 (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)
279 BELLA VISTA WAY - between Dorcas Way and Molimo Dr.; Lot 021 in Assessor’s Block
2998 (District 7) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No.
2016.0421.5348 for a 2 -story horizontal addition to an existing 2-story residential building
within a RH-1 (Residential-House, Single 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: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
REGARDING PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
(APRIL 11,2019)

2016-013850DVA: 915 Cayuga Avenue Residential Development Agreement [Board File No.
190249], located on the block generally bound by Cayuga Avenue, Ocean Avenue, Alemany
Boulevard, and Onondaga Avenue; Assessor’s Block 6954 Lots 039 and 011C (District 6) — On April
11, 2019, the Planning Commission will hold a public hearing to consider a Request for Approval of
a Development Agreement between the City and County of San Francisco and “Sia Consulting
Corporation” in association with the 915 Cayuga Avenue Project. The proposed Development
Agreement will address the project’s public benefits, including inclusionary and other affordable
housing commitments. Pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 56.4(c), the Director
of Planning has received and accepted a complete application for the above-mentioned
development agreement which is available for review by the public at the Planning Department in
Planning Department Case File No. 2016-013850DVA.
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Hearing Procedures
The Planning Commission holds public hearings regularly, on most Thursdays. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year

and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org.

Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item.
¢+ When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.
Speakers will hear two alarms. The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining. The second louder

sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended.

Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are
prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or
use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use
of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings).

For most cases (CU’s, PUD's, 309’s, etc...) that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the
Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:

1. Athorough description of the issue(s) by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation of the proposal by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects,
engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed 10 minutes, unless a written request
for extension not to exceed a total presentation time of 15 minutes is received at least 72 hours in advance of the
hearing, through the Commission Secretary, and granted by the President or Chair.

3. A presentation of opposition to the proposal by organized opposition for a period not to exceed 10 minutes (or a
period equal to that provided to the project sponsor team) with a minimum of three (3) speakers. The intent of the 10
min block of time provided to organized opposition is to reduce the number of overall speakers who are part of the
organized opposition. The requestor should advise the group that the Commission would expect the organized
presentation to represent their testimony, if granted. Organized opposition will be recognized only upon written
application at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing, through the Commission Secretary, the President or Chair.
Such application should identify the organization(s) and speakers.

4. Public testimony from proponents of the proposal: An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3)
minutes.

5. Public testimony from opponents of the proposal: An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3)
minutes.

6. Director’s preliminary recommendation must be prepared in writing.

7. Action by the Commission on the matter before it.

8. In public hearings on Draft Environmental Impact Reports, all speakers will be limited to a period not to exceed three
(3) minutes.

9. The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise
exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.

10. Public comment portion of the hearing shall be closed and deliberation amongst the Commissioners shall be opened
by the Chair;

11. A motion to approve; approve with conditions; approve with amendments and/or modifications; disapprove; or
continue to another hearing date, if seconded, shall be voted on by the Commission.

Every Official Act taken by the Commission must be adopted by a majority vote of all members of the Commission, a minimum of
four (4) votes. A failed motion results in the disapproval of the requested action, unless a subsequent motion is adopted. Any
Procedural Matter, such as a continuance, may be adopted by a majority vote of members present, as long as the members
present constitute a quorum (four (4) members of the Commission).

For Discretionary Review cases that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the Commission
Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:

1. Athorough description of the issue by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation by the DR Requestor(s) team (includes Requestor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,

expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed five (5) minutes for each requestor.

Testimony by members of the public in support of the DR would be up to three (3) minutes each.

4, A presentation by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes Sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,
expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period up to five (5) minutes, but could be extended for a period not
to exceed 10 minutes if there are multiple DR requestors.

w
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Testimony by members of the public in support of the project would be up to three (3) minutes each.

DR requestor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

Project sponsor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise
exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings.

N T

The Commission must Take DR in order to disapprove or modify a building permit application that is before them under
Discretionary Review. A failed motion to Take DR results in a Project that is approved as proposed.

Hearing Materials
Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be

received by the Planning Department eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing. All submission packages must be
delivered t01650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) hardcopies and a .pdf copy must be
provided to the staff planner. Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission after eight days in advance of a hearing
must be received by the Commission Secretary no later than the close of business the day before a hearing for it to become a part
of the public record for any public hearing.

Correspondence submitted to the Planning Commission on the same day, must be submitted at the hearing directly to the
Planning Commission Secretary. Please provide ten (10) copies for distribution. Correspondence submitted in any other fashion
on the same day may not become a part of the public record until the following hearing.

Correspondence sent directly to all members of the Commission, must include a copy to the Commission Secretary
(commissions.secretary@sfgov.org) for it to become a part of the public record.

These submittal rules and deadlines shall be strictly enforced and no exceptions shall be made without a vote of the Commission.

Persons unable to attend a hearing may submit written comments regarding a scheduled item to: Planning Commission, 1650
Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103-2414. Written comments received by the close of the business day prior to
the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Planning Commission and made part of the official record.

Appeals
The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Planning Commission

hearing.

Case Type Case Suffix Appeal Period* Appeal Body

Office Allocation OFA (B) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals**
Conditional Use Authorization and Planned Unit | CUA (C) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Development

Building Permit Application (Discretionary | DRP/DRM (D) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Review)

EIR Certification ENV (E) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Coastal Zone Permit CTZ(P) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Planning Code Amendments by Application PCA (T) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Variance (Zoning Administrator action) VAR (V) 10 calendar days Board of Appeals
Large Project Authorization in Eastern | LPA (X) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Neighborhoods

Permit Review in C-3 Districts, Downtown | DNX (X) 15-calendar days Board of Appeals
Residential Districts

Zoning Map Change by Application MAP (Z) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors

* Appeals of Planning Commission decisions on Building Permit Applications (Discretionary Review) must be made within 15 days of
the date the building permit is issued/denied by the Department of Building Inspection (not from the date of the Planning Commission
hearing). Appeals of Zoning Administrator decisions on Variances must be made within 10 days from the issuance of the decision
letter.

**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project
requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal. An appeal of an
Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization.
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For more information regarding the Board of Appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880. For more
information regarding the Board of Supervisors process, please contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184 or
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org.

An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Program application may be made to the Board of
Supervisors within 30 calendar days after the date of action by the Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions of Sections
328(g)(5) and 308.1(b). Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board’s office at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244.
For further information about appeals to the Board of Supervisors, including current fees, contact the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors at (415) 554-5184.

An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a building permit application issued (or denied) pursuant to a 100% Affordable Housing
Bonus Program application by the Planning Commission or the Board of Supervisors may be made to the Board of Appeals within
15 calendar days after the building permit is issued (or denied) by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. Appeals
must be submitted in person at the Board's office at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor, Room 304. For further information about
appeals to the Board of Appeals, including current fees, contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.

Challenges
Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, (1) the adoption or amendment of a general plan, (2) the

adoption or amendment of a zoning ordinance, (3) the adoption or amendment of any regulation attached to a specific plan, (4)
the adoption, amendment or modification of a development agreement, or (5) the approval of a variance, conditional-use
authorization, or any permit, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing
described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing.

CEQA Appeal Rights under Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code

If the Commission’s action on a project constitutes the Approval Action for that project (as defined in S.F. Administrative Code
Chapter 31, as amended, Board of Supervisors Ordinance Number 161-13), then the CEQA determination prepared in support of
that Approval Action is thereafter subject to appeal within the time frame specified in S.F. Administrative Code Section
31.16. This appeal is separate from and in addition to an appeal of an action on a project. Typically, an appeal must be filed
within 30 calendar days of the Approval Action for a project that has received an exemption or negative declaration pursuant to
CEQA. For information on filing an appeal under Chapter 31, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at City Hall, 1 Dr.
Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102, or call (415) 554-5184. If the Department’s Environmental Review
Officer has deemed a project to be exempt from further environmental review, an exemption determination has been prepared
and can be obtained on-line at http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3447. Under CEQA, in a later court challenge, a
litigant may be limited to raising only those issues previously raised at a hearing on the project or in written correspondence
delivered to the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Planning Department or other City board, commission or
department at, or prior to, such hearing, or as part of the appeal hearing process on the CEQA decision.

Protest of Fee or Exaction

You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 imposed as a condition of approval in
accordance with Government Code Section 66020. The protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section
66020(a) and must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development
referencing the challenged fee or exaction. For purposes of Government Code Section 66020, the date of imposition of the fee
shall be the date of the earliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject development.

The Planning Commission’s approval or conditional approval of the development subject to the challenged fee or exaction as
expressed in its Motion, Resolution, or Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator’s Variance Decision Letter will
serve as Notice that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun.
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To:             Staff

From:       Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:            Hearing Results

          

NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20405

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 0645

                  

DRA = Discretionary Review Action; M = Motion; R = Resolution



March 7, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Continued to April 11, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000547CUA

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2015-015129DRP

		1523 Franklin Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20397

		2018-012727CUA

		3327-3380 19th Street

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20398

		2018-000813CUA

		939 Ellis Street

		Jimenez

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000813VAR

		939 Ellis Street

		Jimenez

		Assistant ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20399

		2016-005805CUA

		430 Broadway

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20400

		2017-008875CUA

		920 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 21, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		R-20401

		2019-000048PCA

		Small Business Permit Streamlining

		Butkus

		Approved with modification, requiring CU for outdoor bar uses.

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 11, 2019.

		+6 -0



		R-20402

		2018-010552PCA

		Employee Cafeterias Within Office Space

		Sanchez

		Disapproved

		+3 -3 (Hillis, Johnson, Koppel against)



		R-20403

		2018-016401PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction

		Flores

		Approved with Staff modifications, except No. 2

		+5 -1 (Richards against)



		M-20404

		2018-007253CUA

		3356-3360 Market Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2017-007582CUA

		225 Vasquez Avenue

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to May 9, 2019.

		+6 -0



		DRA-0643

		2016-005189DRP

		216 Head Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with the condition that the lightwell be extended to accommodate the bedroom and bathroom windows.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0644

		2018-001681DRP

		120 Varennes Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

		+6 -0







February 28, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-007204CUA

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-007204VAR

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		Acting ZA Continued to March 14, 2019

		



		

		2019-000048PCA

		Small Business Permit Streamlining

		Butkus

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 14, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20394

		2019-000931PCA

		Homeless Shelters in PDR and SALI Districts

		Conner

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20395

		2018-003324CUA

		2779 Folsom Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended: 

1. Setback roof decks five feet from east and west property lines; and

2. Comply with the Planning Code.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Johnson absent)



		

		2018-003324VAR

		2779 Folsom Street

		Jardines

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2009.3461CPW

		Area Plan Implementation Update and Inter-Department Plan Implementation Committee (IPIC) Report

		Snyder

		None - Informational

		



		M-20396

		2017-016520CUA

		828 Arkansas Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended: 

1. Provide a matching lightwell in length; and

2. Provide a roof deck compliant with the Roof Deck Policy.

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)







February 21, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-003593CUA

		906 Broadway

		Tran

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-003916CUA

		1326 11th Avenue

		Dito

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Continued to April 18, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 7, 2019

		Silva

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20389

		2018-016400PCA

		Arts Activities and Nighttime Entertainment Uses in Historic Buildings

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20390

		2019-000592PCA

		C-3 Retail to Office Conversion [Board File No. 190030, Previously Board File No. 180916]

		Butkus

		Approved

		+7 -0



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		Perry

		None - Informational

		



		M-20391

		2016-011101CTZ

		Great Highway

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20392

		2016-015997CUA

		820 Post Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions as amended, to work with staff on wall coloring/treatment.

		+6 -1 (Moore against)



		M-20393

		2017-009635CUA

		432 Cortland Avenue

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions as amended: 

3. Work with staff on façade design;

4. Add Construction Impact Mitigation Plan; and

5. Remove roof deck & stair penthouse.

		+6 -1 (Melgar against)



		

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Sucre

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 21, 2018.

		+7 -0



		

		2017-012929DRP

		830 Olmstead Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2016-004967DRP

		929 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-0642

		2014-002435DRP

		95 Saint Germain Avenue

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved as Proposed

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







February 14, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-016401PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction

		Flores

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-006127CUA

		201 19th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to April 4, 2019

		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-005279VAR

		448 Valley Street

		Horn

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20380

		2018-013462CUA

		3995 Alemany Boulevard

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 24, 2019 – Joint with HPC

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 24, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 31, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20381

		2018-015439CUA

		205 Hugo Street

		Weissglass

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Limiting hours of operation to 9 pm; and 

2. Restricting amplified music outdoors.

		+7 -0



		

R-20382

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Johnson absent)



		

		

		Executive Directive on Housing (17-02) Report

		Bintliff

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

R-20383

		2019-001351CRV

		Nonprofit Organizations’ First-Right-To-Purchase Multi-Family Residential Buildings [BF 181212]

		Ikezoe

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval as amended, encouraging the pursuit of incentives.

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		

R-20384

		2018-016562PCA

		Inclusionary Housing Fee for State Density Bonus Projects [Bf 181154]

		Bintliff

		Disapproved

		+6 -0 (Fong absent)



		M-20385

		2016-007303ENV

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Pollak

		Upheld the PMND

		+7 -0



		M-20386

		2018-007049CUA

		3378 Sacramento Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -2 (Moore, Richards against; Hillis absent)



		M-20387

		2017-005279CUA

		448 Valley Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20388

		2018-014721CUA

		1685 Haight Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-639

		2016-005555DRP-02

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

		+4 -1 (Fong against; Hillis, Richards absent)



		

		2016-005555VAR

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		ZA Closed the PH and took the matter under advisement.

		



		DRA-640

		2016-009554DRP

		27 Fountain Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and approved with conditions:

1. Provide an open to the sky  privacy screen for acoustic mitigation; and

2. Continue working with staff on a more defined entry to the garden unit.

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-641

		2017-014666DRP

		743 Vermont Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)







February 7, 2019 Special Off-Site Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.1543

		1979 Mission Street

		Sucre

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 31, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-009635CUA

		432 Cortland Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to February 21, 2019

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-016494PCA

		Central SoMa “Community Good Jobs Employment Plan”

		Chen

		Continued Indefinitely

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-010630DRP

		1621 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-002409DRP

		1973 Broadway

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20376

		2018-012850CND

		3132-3140 Scott Street

		Wilborn

		Approved

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		M-20377

		2018-009587CUA

		3535 California Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 17, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Fong, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-016562PCA

		Inclusionary Housing Fee for State Density Bonus Projects [BF 181154]

		Bintliff

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to February 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Housing Strategies and Plans

		Chion

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20378

		2018-007259CUA

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-007259VAR

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20379

		2016-010079CUA

		3620 Buchanan Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Richards, Koppel, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-010079VAR

		3620 Buchanan Street

		Ajello

		ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		DRA-638

		2015-008813DRP

		2337 Taraval Street

		Horn

		Took DR and approved with modifications:

1. Eliminating the roof deck; and

2. Providing a clear breezeway for the rear unit.

		+4 -0 (Richards, Koppel, Melgar absent)







January 24, 2019 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Communication Between Commissions

		

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		

		Retained Elements Policy

		

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 24, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-000813CUA

		939 Ellis Street

		Jimenez

		Continued to March 7, 2019

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		2013.0655CUA

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Continued to March 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		2013.0655VAR

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to March 14, 2019

		



		

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Continued to April 4, 2019

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20373

		2018-011935CUA

		2505 Third Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20374

		2018-010700CUA

		4018 24th Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 10, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2016-003351CWP

		Racial & Social Equity Initiative

		Flores

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20375

		2018-008877CUA

		1519 Polk Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		DRA-637

		2015-011216DRP

		277 Judson Avenue

		Kwiatkowska

		Took DR and reduced the depth of the top floor seven feet (allowing a deck to replace the proposed addition) and staff recommended modifications.

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Richards absent)



		

		2016-005189DRP

		216 Head Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 7, 2018 with direction for additional information.

		+5 -0 (Fong, Koppel absent)



		

		2017-013175DRP

		1979 Funston Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		







January 17, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-005555DRP-02

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		Continued to February 14, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2016-005555VAR

		1794-1798 Filbert Street/2902 Octavia Street

		Woods

		Acting ZA  Continued to February 14, 2019

		



		

		2016-015997CUA

		820 Post Street

		Perry

		Continued to February 21, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012092DRP

		299 Edgewood Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Continued to January 31, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2017-002545DRP

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		

		Election of Officers

		Ionin

		Melgar – President;

Koppel - Vice

		+7 -0



		R-20369

		2018-015443MAP

		170 Valencia Street [Board File No. 181045]

		Butkus

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20370

R-20371

		2018-007888CWP

		Polk / Pacific Special Area Design Guidelines

		Winslow

		Adopted Guidelines and Approved Amendment

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Economic Trends and Housing Pipeline

		Ojeda

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-004568PRJ

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		None - Informational

		



		M-20372

		2018-006212CUA

		145 Laurel Street

		Lindsay

		Approved Staff’s recommended alternative with Conditions as Amended

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







January 10, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-007259CUA

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		Continued to January 31, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-007259VAR

		88 Museum Way

		Horn

		Acting ZA Continued to January 31, 2019

		



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued to February 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to February 14, 2019

		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to February 14, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-009163CUA

		77 Geary Street

		Perry

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-008351DRP-06

		380 Holladay Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-007888CWP

		Polk / Pacific Special Area Design Guidelines

		Winslow

		Continued to January 17, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-012929DRP

		830 Olmstead Street

		Winslow

		Continued to February 21, 2019

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20364

		2018-012050CUA

		927 Irving Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 13, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 20, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20365

		2016-007467CUA

		360 West Portal Avenue Suite A

		Hicks

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-017238CWP

		Tall Buildings Safety Strategy

		Small

		None - Informational

		



		M-20366

		2017-007943CUA

		3848 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards recused; Johnson absent)



		M-20367

		2018-009178CUA

		2909 Webster Street

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20368

		2018-001936CUA

		799 Van Ness Avenue

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		DRA-636

		2018-001609DRP

		144 Peralta Avenue

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved as Proposed

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)
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Advance



				To:		Planning Commission

				From:		Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

				Re:		Advance Calendar

						All items and dates are tentative and subject to change.



				March 14, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Rahaim - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

		2016-007303PCA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 12/6		Adina

						Legislative Amendment to 188(g); Convert office building for hotel use		to: 3/21

		2016-007303DNXCUA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 12/6		Adina

						Convert existing office building for new Hotel use		to: 3/21

		2018-006127CUA		201 19th Avenue				fr: 11/29; 12/13; 2/14		Weissglass

						grocery store to a restaurant 		to: 3/21

		2018-004711DNXCUA		555 - 575 Market Street				to: 4/25		Adina

						CUA for partial conversion of ground floor retail to office and Downtown Project Authorization 

		2016-009503DRP		149 MANGELS AVE				to: 5/23		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-003264CUA		2498 Lombard St				CONSENT		Young

						Formula Retail Use (d.b.a. Circle K)

		2013.0655CUAVAR		1513A-F York Street 				fr: 10/25; 11/29; 1/24		Sucre

						9 three-story buildings containing 10 dwelling units with subterranean parking 		to: Indefinite

				SB50						Rodgers

						Informational

		2018-003593CUA  		906 Broadway 				fr: 2/21		Tran

						adult education and a community facility

		2018-007460CUA		1226 – 10TH  AVE						Young

						legalize existing group housing (with 7 bedrooms)

		2018-012687CUA		657 - 667 Mission Street						Adina

						CUA for basement and ground floor office use

		2018-007204CUAVAR		754 35th Ave				fr: 2/28		Ajello

						CUA for 3-unit density in RH-2 district

		2017-014420DRP		2552 BAKER ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2016-006123DRP-02		279 BELLA VISTA WAY						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 21, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-016549CUA		40 West Portal Ave				CB3P 		Weissglass

						Limited Restaurant in the West Portal NCD

		2019-002217PCA		3150-18th Street						Starr

						Legitimization Program for Non-Residential Uses 

				Large Office Cap						Teague

						Informational

		1996.0013CWP		Housing Inventory						Ambati

						Informational

		2016-007303PCA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 12/6; 3/14		Adina

						Legislative Amendment to 188(g); Convert office building for hotel use

		2016-007303DNXCUA		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)				fr: 12/6; 3/14		Adina

						Convert existing office building for new Hotel use

		2017-013537CUA		233 San Carlos Street 				fr: 2/21		Durandet

						demo a single family residence and construction two new residences

		2018-006127CUA		201 19th Avenue				fr: 11/29; 12/13; 2/14; 3/14		Weissglass

						grocery store to a restaurant 

		2019-000189CUA		1860 9TH AVENUE						Horn

						Demo and new construction of 3 unit dwelling

		2018-013332CUA		1555 Yosemite Avenue						Christensen

						Industrial Agriculture (Cannabis Cultivation) in existing warehouse

				March 28, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				April 4, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-000325CUA		3600 Taraval St				CONSENT		Pantoja

						extension of business hours for an existing restaurant use

		2014.0012E		Better Market Street  						Thomas

						DEIR

		2018-005411CRV		Roof Deck Policy 						May

						Adoption

		 2014.0948ENX		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street 				fr: 10/25; 11/15; 11/29; 12/6; 1/10; 2/14		Jardines

						mixed-use building with 56 units with ground floor retail 

		2017-001270CUAVAR		3140-3150 16th Street 				fr: 7/26; 10/4; 11/15; 11/29; 1/10; 2/14		Sucre

						PDR to restaurant with accessory outdoor activity area

		2016-004403CUA		2222 BROADWAY				fr: 1/24		Young

						increase the enrollment cap for Schools of the Sacred Heart (Broadway campus only) 

		2018-013413CUA		1001 Van Ness Avenue						Woods

						demo & new mixed-use building for a senior residential care facility and retail

		2018-017008CUA		3512 16th Street 						Hicks

						retail professional service (dba The Agency)

		2017-010011CUA		840 Folsom Street						Liang

						Convert existing retail to Amusement Arcade/Restaurant 

		2018-013230CUA		2215 Quesada						Christensen

						Industrial Agriculture (Cannabis Cultivation) in existing warehouse

		2018-003066CUA		1233 Connecticut						Christensen

						Industrial Agriculture (Cannabis Cultivation) in existing warehouse

		2018-015071CUA		2166 Market Street						Hicks

						general entertainment “social club” with an outdoor activity area

		2018-000532CUA 		468 Valley Street						Hoagland

						Residential Demo and New Construction

		2018-003916CUA 		1326 11th Avenue				fr: 2/21		Dito

						UDU Removal

		2017-013801CUAVAR		250 Randolph St						Campbell

						DEMO/NEW CONSTRUCTION Commercial & 2 Dwelling Unit

		2017-013473DRP		115 BELGRAVE AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-001541DRP		2963 22ND ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-015590DRP		4547 20TH ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				April 11, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-016667CUA		3307 Sacramento Street				CB3P 		Ganetsos

						retail professional service (real estate office) in an existing tenant space

		2018-017057CUA		1226 9th Avenue				CB3P 		Lindsay

						Limited Restaurant to Restaurant (d.b.a Tartine Manufactory) 

		2018-013861PCAMAP		Large Residence Special Use District				fr: 12/6; 1/31; 3/7		Sanchez

						D11

		2019-001604PCA		Building Standards 						Sanchez

						Planning Code Amendment

		2013.4117CWP		San Francisco Biodiversity Resolution						Fisher

						Adoption

		2017-016416PCA		Code Reorg. Phase 3: Chinatown						Starr

						Inititation

		2016-013850CUAMAPPCADVA		915 Cayuga 						Flores

						DA, SUD, and Entitlements

		2018-012330CUA		447 Broadway				fr: 12/20; 1/17; 1/31; 3/7		Chandler

						use size in excess of 3,000 square feet.

		2018-004711DNXCUA		555 - 575 Market Street				fr: 3/14		Adina

						CUA for partial conversion of ground floor retail to office and Downtown Project Authorization 

		2018-015554CUA		95 Nordhoff St. 						Pantoja

						subdivision of an existing parcel into four new parcels

		2019-001017CUA 		1700 Irving Street 						Hicks

						Change of Use from a vacant space to a massage establishment

		2018-016625DNX		50 Post Street 						Perry

						Crocker Galleria full interior and façade remodel, and alterations to existing POPOS

		2017-010147DRP		1633 CABRILLO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-003223DRP		15 EL SERENO CT						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-007006DRP		2000 Grove Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				April 18, 2019 - Joint w/BIC

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

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

						Informational

				April 18, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-009224CUA		601 Van Ness Avenue				fr: 6/28; 9/13; 10/18; 12/20; 2/21		Woods

						CUA to remove movie theatre (Opera Plaza Cinema)

		2018-012416CUA		1345 Underwood						Christensen

						Industrial Agriculture (Cannabis Cultivation) in existing warehouse

		2017-013841DRP		295 COSO AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				April 25, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-000362CUA 		1501B Sloat Boulevard				CONSENT		Cisneros

						Formula Retail for Sprint in Lakeshore Plaza

		2018-017254CUA		2750 Jackson Street				CB3P 		Ganetsos

						increase in student enrollment at the Town School for Boys 

		2018-011653PCA 		Temporary Uses on Development Sites						Butkus

						Planning Code Amendment

		TBD		Youth Engagement in Planning 						Exline

						Informational

		2018-016055PRJ		457-475 Minna St 						Alexander

						Informational

		2018-007366CUA		838 Grant Avenue				fr: 12/20; 1/31; 3/7		Foster

						CU for Restaurant Use + hours of operation

		2018-000547CUA 		42 Ord Court				fr: 3/7		Horn

						Corona Heights SUD

		2016-011011GPR		Teatro ZinZanni 						Alexander

						General Plan referral for partial street vacation of a public right‐of‐way 

		2015-016326CUA		Teatro ZinZanni 						Alexander

						demolish the existing 250 space parking lot and construct a mixed‐use development 

		2015-015789ENX   		828 Brannan Street 						Durandet

						Demolish an existing building and construct a new 7-story mixed use building

		2018-010426CUA		2675 Geary Blvd						May

						formula retail use (PetSmart) at the City Center 

		2016-001794DNX		95 Hawthorne Street						Foster

						Downtown Project Authorization for SDB Project

		2015-007816CUA		400-444 Divisadero & 1048-1064 Oak Streets						Woods

						demo & new mixed-use building for 186 residential units and retail

		2017-012697CUA		3944A GEARY BLVD						Young

						legalize (d.b.a. U2 Beauty Health Spa) to a massage establishment

		2016-000240DRP		1322 WAWONA						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 2, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-012709CUA		990 PACIFIC AVENUE 				CONSENT		Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Facility 

		2019-000186CUA		828 Innes Ave						Christensen

						Retail to Cannabis Retail

		2018-015127CUA		4526 3rd Street						Christensen

						Retail to Cannabis Retail

		2018-008362DRP		237 CORTLAND AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 9, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-016416PCA		Code Reorg. Phase 3: Chinatown						Starr

						Adoption

		2015-005255CWP		Sea Level Rise Vulnerability and Consequences Assessment						Wenger

						Informational

		2017-007582CUA 		225 Vasquez Avenue				fr: 3/7		Horn

						Residential Demo and New Construction

		2018-009551DRP		3847-3849 18TH ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-013328DRP-02		2758 Filbert Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 16, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				May 23, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2016-009503DRP		149 MANGELS AVE				fr: 3/14		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-008431DRP		2220 TURK BLVD						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-008412DRP		2230 TURK BLVD						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 30, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				June 6, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				June 13, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				June 20, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				June 27, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				June 27, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				July 4, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				July 11, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				July 18, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				July 25, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 1, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 8, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 15, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 22, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 29, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				September 5, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				September 12, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				September 19, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-014028ENV		3333 CALIFORNIA STREET 						Zushi

						Certification of Final EIR
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TODAY'’S FATAL COLLISION ON HOWARD STREET
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:33:27 PM

Attachments: 03.08.19 Howard Street Fatal Collision.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:30 PM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TODAY’S FATAL COLLISION ON HOWARD
STREET

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, March 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

##% STATEMENT *%**
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TODAY’S FATAL COLLISION
ON HOWARD STREET

“The tragedy today on Howard Street is heartbreaking and my thoughts are with the victim’s
family and friends. This is yet another example of why our streets need to be made safer for
all users. There are long-term safety improvements coming to Howard Street, and [ am
pushing to move those forward as fast as possible. But while we wait for these capital
improvements, we need to make short-term safety enhancements, which I have instructed the
SFMTA to do without delay. Pushing for short-term safety improvements on our high-injury
corridors is exactly what I announced we would be doing earlier this week. Nothing will
replace the life lost today, but we can prevent future tragedies by moving more quickly to
implement safety improvements on our streets.”

HiH
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LoONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, March 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON TODAY’S FATAL COLLISION
ON HOWARD STREET

“The tragedy today on Howard Street is heartbreaking and my thoughts are with the victim’s
family and friends. This is yet another example of why our streets need to be made safer for

all users. There are long-term safety improvements coming to Howard Street, and | am pushing
to move those forward as fast as possible. But while we wait for these capital improvements, we
need to make short-term safety enhancements, which | have instructed the SFMTA to do without
delay. Pushing for short-term safety improvements on our high-injury corridors is exactly what |
announced we would be doing earlier this week. Nothing will replace the life lost today, but we
can prevent future tragedies by moving more quickly to implement safety improvements on our
streets.”

it

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141






From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: SPUR supports in-law units in new construction and other reforms
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:09:34 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: Kristy Wang <kwang@spur.org>

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 12:55 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Rich Hillis <richhillissf@gmail.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: Flores, Veronica (CPC) <Veronica.Flores@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC)
<aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS)
<suhagey.sandoval@sfgov.org>; Adhi Nagraj <anagraj@spur.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Subject: SPUR supports in-law units in new construction and other reforms

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

Re: 3/7 Planning Commission Hearing Agenda Item No. 14
2018-016401PCA [Board File No. 181156]

Dear Planning Commissioners:

As long-time proponents of accessory dwelling units, SPUR supports Supervisor Safai's efforts to
further amend the planning code to make more accessory dwelling units possible in San Francisco.

While this proposed legislation does not fully bring San Francisco's code into alignment with state
law, it takes a few key steps toward that outcome, allowing in-law units to be created in new
construction, removing discretionary review and limiting the time for appeals to the Board of
Appeals. These changes would all be helpful within the San Francisco context, even if the
streamlined "ministerial" process still only applies to certain ADU applications.

| urge you to allow in-law units to be included in new construction, which is the time when it will be
least expensive and easiest to create the unit, rather than requiring a homeowner to go through a
separate design, approval, building permit and construction process to retrofit the building later.
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This will also bring San Francisco into alignment with state law in that respect.

Thank you for the opportunity to weigh in on this legislation. Do not hesitate to contact me if you
have any questions.

Best,
Kristy

Kristy Wang, LEED AP

Community Planning Policy Director
SPUR - Ideas + Action for a Better City
(415) 644-4884

(415) 425-8460 m

kwang@spur.or

Join our movement for a better city.
Become a member of SPUR >>
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chion, Miriam (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please Oppose the "More Homes Act."

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:07:04 PM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: LYNN GRANO <lynn@eleutheria.us>
Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 11:59 AM

To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please Oppose the "More Homes Act."

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

Dear Planning Commissioner,

As a long term resident of San Francisco, and one who actually cares about more issues affecting this city than
ONLY the current housing shortage, I want to express my alarm and disgust at the current proposed state bill called
the “More Homes Act”. If one wanted to create the essential tool to over time gut and destroy the very things that
make the Bay Area and San Francisco so great, this bill would be a good place to start. The logical and only result
that would eventually occur should such a bill actually become law would be a SF landscape no different than what
can be currently found in Kowloon, Hong Kong, among other super-high density cities. Crammed in high density
housing that would be more hell-scape than any place actually attractive to live. The full speed ahead, other
concerns be damned, build baby build, YIMBY folks have yet to articulate beyond their myopic focus just how the
city expects to thrive, and remain beautiful, with so much more housing and no (at least as presently proposed)
concomitant increases / adjustments / improvements related to public transit, open space, etc. etc.

To date, the people who run SF have yet to credibly show that they can even adequately address the long-term
pending problems, including but not limited to, homelessness, poor transit, city-wide filth, some of which have been
exacerbated by population growth. (e.g. have you tried the “N-Judah” ride during the morning commute any time in
the last decade ??). Now, some people want to turbo-charge unfettered development. From a “planning
perspective”, this is insane. Please have someone explain how even one of these areas of concern, e.g. increased
transit use on an already overstretched, under-developed, and pretty much overwhelmed system is going to be
adequately adjusted to factor in all the new proposed housing.

Instead of gutting local zoning and over-riding the legitimate concerns of the people who actually live here, please
appreciate how unique and special SF is and try to preserve some of that instead supporting the development
community’s wet dream, or such analogues as the “More Homes Act."
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Please oppose this bill.
Sincerely,

Lynn Grano

1848 Page, SF 94117



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

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED, SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY, AND COMMUNITY LEADERS
CELEBRATE THE GRAND OPENING OF NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING AT 1036 MISSION STREET

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:06:04 PM

Attachments: 3.7.19 1036 Mission Grand Opening.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 12:07 PM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED, SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY, AND
COMMUNITY LEADERS CELEBRATE THE GRAND OPENING OF NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING AT 1036
MISSION STREET

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, March 7, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+ PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED, SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY, AND
COMMUNITY LEADERS CELEBRATE THE GRAND
OPENING OF NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING AT 1036

MISSION STREET

The new development brings 83 newly built affordable homes to the South of Market
neighborhood

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Matt Haney and community
leaders today celebrated the grand opening of new 100 percent affordable housing at 1036
Mission Street for low-income families, with nearly half of the apartments set aside for those
experiencing homelessness.

“Creating new affordable housing is critical to ensuring that our low-income residents can
continue to live in San Francisco,” said Mayor Breed. “This project will not only create 43
new homes for low-income residents, it also creates 40 new exits for people experiencing
homelessness. We need more housing of all types in our City, and I am committed to making
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, March 7, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED, SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY, AND
COMMUNITY LEADERS CELEBRATE THE GRAND OPENING
OF NEW AFFORDABLE HOUSING AT 1036 MISSION STREET

The new development brings 83 newly built affordable homes to the South of Market
neighborhood

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Matt Haney and community leaders
today celebrated the grand opening of new 100 percent affordable housing at 1036 Mission
Street for low-income families, with nearly half of the apartments set aside for those
experiencing homelessness.

“Creating new affordable housing is critical to ensuring that our low-income residents can
continue to live in San Francisco,” said Mayor Breed. “This project will not only create 43 new
homes for low-income residents, it also creates 40 new exits for people experiencing
homelessness. We need more housing of all types in our City, and | am committed to making
sure that we continue to build housing like this throughout San Francisco.”

This new development provides 43 low-income families and 40 formerly homeless families with
a safe, high-quality and permanently affordable place to call home. In addition, there are two on-
site social workers funded by the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing.

“The need for affordable housing is immense, and the lasting impact it can have on the formerly
homeless and their families is undeniable. We hope that more projects like this can happen
across the city,” said Supervisor Haney.

“We are thrilled to celebrate the opening of this critical asset for the SoMa community. 1036
Mission Street is a beautifully-designed, transit-friendly and permanently affordable apartment
building that offers vulnerable families the stability they need and deserve,” said Kate Hartley,
Director of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development.

Building features include an outdoor courtyard, a rooftop vegetable garden, a community room
and kitchen, disability-accessible units, bicycle storage, 24-hour desk clerk, and a public art
installation by local artist Jim Campbell. Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Corporation is
the owner, developer, service provider, and property manager for 1036 Mission Street.

“Delayed but not stymied by the Great Recession and ten years in the making, 1036 Mission
Street is a testament to perseverance and an entire community’s coming together to support
affordable housing. As a result, more than 80 families—half of whom are moving out of
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homelessness—have a place to call their own,” said Don Falk, Chief Executive Officer of
Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Corporation.

The City invested over $19 million into this much-needed affordable housing. Additional
funding was provided by the State of California Department of Housing and Community
Development, CHASE Community Development Banking, Enterprise Community Partners, the
Federal Home Loan Bank of San Francisco, and the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development.
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sure that we continue to build housing like this throughout San Francisco.”

This new development provides 43 low-income families and 40 formerly homeless families
with a safe, high-quality and permanently affordable place to call home. In addition, there are
two on-site social workers funded by the Department of Homelessness and Supportive
Housing.

“The need for affordable housing is immense, and the lasting impact it can have on the
formerly homeless and their families is undeniable. We hope that more projects like this can
happen across the city,” said Supervisor Haney.

“We are thrilled to celebrate the opening of this critical asset for the SoMa community. 1036
Mission Street is a beautifully-designed, transit-friendly and permanently affordable apartment
building that offers vulnerable families the stability they need and deserve,” said Kate Hartley,
Director of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development.

Building features include an outdoor courtyard, a rooftop vegetable garden, a community
room and kitchen, disability-accessible units, bicycle storage, 24-hour desk clerk, and a public
art installation by local artist Jim Campbell. Tenderloin Neighborhood Development
Corporation is the owner, developer, service provider, and property manager for 1036 Mission
Street.

“Delayed but not stymied by the Great Recession and ten years in the making, 1036 Mission
Street is a testament to perseverance and an entire community’s coming together to support
affordable housing. As a result, more than 80 families—half of whom are moving out of
homelessness—have a place to call their own,” said Don Falk, Chief Executive Officer of
Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Corporation.

The City invested over $19 million into this much-needed affordable housing. Additional
funding was provided by the State of California Department of Housing and Community
Development, CHASE Community Development Banking, Enterprise Community Partners,
the Federal Home Loan Bank of San Francisco, and the U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development.



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT*** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON REQUIREMENT THAT THE CITY ASSUME
RESPONSIBILITY FOR CORE WORK OF SAN FRANCISCO HOUSING AUTHORITY

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:02:16 PM

Attachments: 03.07.19 Housing Authority.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Thursday, March 07, 2019 4:22 PM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** STATEMENT*** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON REQUIREMENT THAT THE CITY ASSUME
RESPONSIBILITY FOR CORE WORK OF SAN FRANCISCO HOUSING AUTHORITY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, March 7, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** STATEMENT***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON REQUIREMENT THAT THE
CITY ASSUME RESPONSIBILITY FOR CORE WORK OF SAN
FRANCISCO HOUSING AUTHORITY

San Francisco, CA—Today the San Francisco Housing Authority (SFHA) received notice
from the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) that SFHA is in default
of various agreements and obligations owed to HUD. The notice requires that the City assume
responsibility for the essential functions currently being performed by SFHA.

“My first priority is to ensure that the 14,000 households that rely on the Housing Authority
subsidies keep their housing. At the same time, [ am also committed to ensuring that the
Housing Authority’s employees are not unfairly harmed by the actions of the Housing
Authority, and that the City meet the obligations HUD has outlined. The time has come for
real transformation of the Housing Authority to ensure both long term housing stability for our
residents, and to continue moving forward with our multi-year effort to rebuild and transform
distressed public housing communities. My office and City departments will be working
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

LoONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, March 7, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*xx STATEMENT***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON REQUIREMENT THAT THE
CITY ASSUME RESPONSIBILITY FOR CORE WORK OF SAN
FRANCISCO HOUSING AUTHORITY

San Francisco, CA—Today the San Francisco Housing Authority (SFHA) received notice from
the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) that SFHA is in default of
various agreements and obligations owed to HUD. The notice requires that the City assume
responsibility for the essential functions currently being performed by SFHA.

“My first priority is to ensure that the 14,000 households that rely on the Housing Authority
subsidies keep their housing. At the same time, | am also committed to ensuring that the Housing
Authority’s employees are not unfairly harmed by the actions of the Housing Authority, and that
the City meet the obligations HUD has outlined. The time has come for real transformation of
the Housing Authority to ensure both long term housing stability for our residents, and to
continue moving forward with our multi-year effort to rebuild and transform distressed public
housing communities. My office and City departments will be working closely with the Housing
Authority during this transition to ensure our residents are protected.”

During this transition, the City will continue to work collaboratively with HUD to ensure the
financial stability of SFHA’s housing choice voucher and public housing programs.
Approximately 14,000 households rely on housing vouchers. In addition, the City’s HOPE SF
program is currently focused on rebuilding approximately 1,400 units of distressed public
housing.

HitH
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Haight Area Neighbors Support MORE Homes Act
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:00:36 PM

Jonas P. lonin,
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: HAND <hand4sf@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 8:28 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>

Cc: lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Hand4sf <hand4sf@gmail.com>; BrownStaff
<brownstaff@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>

Subject: Haight Area Neighbors Support MORE Homes Act

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

Members of the Planning Commission and Supervisor Brown,

Please see the attached letter of support from Haight Ashbury Neighbors for Density (HAND), a pro-
housing and pro-transit group of neighbors in the Haight neighborhoods, in favor of the More
Homes Act. Our members, and renters across the city, are urging you to support this measure for
more transit-oriented housing.

Thank you,

Haight Ashbury NeigkMD kdttePefSitipport - More Homes Act

To opt out of future emails, respond to this email with "unsubscribe"
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

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

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S DAY
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 12:00:18 PM

Attachments: 03.08.19 International Women"s Day.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department|City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309]Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 8:58 AM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'’S DAY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, March 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

wx% STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S
DAY

“Today we honor all of the women who came before us and fought for the rights we enjoy
each and every day, while also recommitting ourselves to lifting up the next generation of
young women leaders. I would never have had the opportunity to serve as San Francisco’s
second woman mayor, and its first African-American woman mayor, were it not for the
trailblazers who stood up, spoke out, and sacrificed for the right to vote, to be represented, and
to be treated equally under the law. While we are constantly reminded of just how much work
remains to be done, we will continue to build upon the progress we have made towards
creating a fairer and just society for women everywhere.”

HitH
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR LoONDON N. BREED

SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, March 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
xxx STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON INTERNATIONAL WOMEN’S
DAY

“Today we honor all of the women who came before us and fought for the rights we enjoy each
and every day, while also recommitting ourselves to lifting up the next generation of young
women leaders. [ would never have had the opportunity to serve as San Francisco’s second
woman mayor, and its first African-American woman mayor, were it not for the trailblazers who
stood up, spoke out, and sacrificed for the right to vote, to be represented, and to be treated
equally under the law. While we are constantly reminded of just how much work remains to be
done, we will continue to build upon the progress we have made towards creating a fairer and
just society for women everywhere.”
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please support the More Homes Act
Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 11:59:37 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: Phillip Kobernick <phillipkobernick@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 9:02 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Cc: hand4sf@gmail.com

Subject: Please support the More Homes Act

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

Planning Commission members,

As a San Francisco renter and environmentalist, I’'m urging you to support SB 50, the More Homes Act. I would
provide public comment in person, but won’t be able to take time off work in the middle of a weekday. Please
consider this email as you would an in person speaker.

Everyone knows that we have overlapping crises: the underproduction of affordable housing on a massive scale,
displacement of low income renters, and transportation emissions from car commutes that are a major contributor to
climate change.

More Homes addresses all three of these on a Green New Deal scale of ambition.

It stops cities for banning low and mid rise apartments near transit, while respecting local design controls. Allowing
more people to live near transit is crucial for our sustainable future.

The report provided for your Commission indicates that the bill would add the potential for a 6x increase in housing
and a 7x increase in affordable housing inclusion! This is what we desperately need.

It provides the first statewide affordable housing requirements, ever! And protections for renters from demolitions
and sensitive communities.

It’s sad and frustrating that many privileged homeowners fight modest apartment buildings. I’'m asking you to please
equally consider the renters in SF that need your action to build more homes, especially next to our transit systems.
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Progressive values need to outweigh property values.
Please support the More Homes Act at the SF Planning Commission.

Phillip Kobernick
SF renter



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQC); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com);
Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR 80 NEW SHELTER BEDS AT TWO
NAVIGATION CENTERS

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 11:59:12 AM

Attachments: 3.8.19 80 Shelter Beds.pdf

Jonas P. lonin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department;City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309,Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR)

Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 9:43 AM

To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice @sfgov.org>

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR 80 NEW SHELTER
BEDS AT TWO NAVIGATION CENTERS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, March 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR 80 NEW

SHELTER BEDS AT TWO NAVIGATION CENTERS

Along with new SAFE Navigation Center site identified on the Embarcadero, these 80 beds
will help achieve Mayor’s goal of creating 500 new beds by summer

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced that 80 new beds will be
added to two existing Navigation Centers to provide more spaces for unsheltered residents to
get access to shelter and services. These 80 beds are a part of the Mayor’s efforts announced in
October to add 1,000 new shelter beds by the end of next year, and 500 beds by this summer.

The 80 new beds will be created by adding a structure with 60 beds at the Division Circle
Navigation Center and adding 20 beds to the Civic Center Navigation Center. This will bring
the capacity of Division Circle to 186 beds and Civic Center to 112. The new shelter beds will
be open by this summer.

“Every new bed we add gets one more person off the street and connects them with the
services they need to stabilize and hopefully exit homelessness,” said Mayor Breed. “We have
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, March 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR 80 NEW
SHELTER BEDS AT TWO NAVIGATION CENTERS

Along with new SAFE Navigation Center site identified on the Embarcadero, these 80 beds will
help achieve Mayor’s goal of creating 500 new beds by summer

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced that 80 new beds will be
added to two existing Navigation Centers to provide more spaces for unsheltered residents to get
access to shelter and services. These 80 beds are a part of the Mayor’s efforts announced in
October to add 1,000 new shelter beds by the end of next year, and 500 beds by this summer.

The 80 new beds will be created by adding a structure with 60 beds at the Division Circle
Navigation Center and adding 20 beds to the Civic Center Navigation Center. This will bring the
capacity of Division Circle to 186 beds and Civic Center to 112. The new shelter beds will be
open by this summer.

“Every new bed we add gets one more person off the street and connects them with the services
they need to stabilize and hopefully exit homelessness,” said Mayor Breed. “We have to keep
pushing to add more shelter beds. | am committed to finding more sites for these centers, to
passing a Shelter Crisis Ordinance to eliminate the bureaucracy that gets in the way of these
badly needed shelters, and to securing more funding to help people get off the streets. That is
how we will make a difference in our city.”

The Mayor has already opened a combined 212 beds at the new Bryant Street Navigation Center
and Bayshore Navigation Center towards meeting her 1,000 bed goal. On Monday, she
announced a proposal to build a 200-bed SAFE Navigation Center at Seawall Lot 330 on the
Embarcadero.

“Mayor Breed has shown extraordinary leadership to address the needs of unsheltered people in
San Francisco,” said Jeff Kositsky, Director of Homelessness and Supportive Housing. “This
expansion of our shelter systems will help an additional 4,000 people each year on their path
toward permanent housing.”

Funding for these new shelters will come from already allocated funding in the current year’s
budget with support from the recent State windfall funding known as the Educational Revenue
Augmentation Fund (ERAF).

The City, through the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing, currently offers
temporary shelter to 2,500 people per night through traditional shelters, stabilization beds,
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Navigation Centers, and transitional housing. In addition, they house 9,000 people per night
through Permanent Supportive Housing.

“St. Vincent de Paul Society of San Francisco is very excited to help support the Mayor’s goal to
grow services by increasing the bed count for those who are currently unhoused,” said Shari
Wooldridge, Executive Director of Society of St. Vincent de Paul Society-San Francisco. “We
are pleased to add 60 additional beds to the Division Circle Navigation Center. In partnership
with the HSH department we will be able to assist up to 186 guests in total per night. We are
happy to serve more individuals with life-saving programs that end the cycles of homelessness.”

Last month, Mayor Breed introduced legislation to declare a shelter crisis in San Francisco,
which would allow the City to take more immediate action to address the homelessness crisis by
streamlining administrative, contracting, building, and planning code red tape that delays the
construction of new shelters and the delivery of services to those in need. The legislation has
been approved by the Planning Commission and the Building Inspection Commission and will
be heard at the Land Use Committee of the Board of Supervisors on Monday.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPQ); planning@rodneyfong.com; Rich Hillis

Cc: Chion, Miriam (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: I miss my family :(

Date: Friday, March 08, 2019 11:58:18 AM

Jonas P. Tonin,
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: Norma Guzman <normaguz@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, March 08, 2019 11:16 AM

To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: hand4sf@gmail.com

Subject: I miss my family :(

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

I write you this email from sea tac airport. I am flying, returning to the state I miss dearly. I am going to visit to
celebrate my moms 83rd birthday. I was born and raised in California and met my partner in SF. We left our family
and friends, which we also consider family, in SF and beyond. We are in our mid 30s and it is so hard to recreate
this family in another state.

Please harness your power and support SB 50.

Thank you.

Norma Guzman

Sent from my iPhone
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RECEIVED

To: Planning Commissoners, Board of Supervisors

Fr: Marti Kashuba Bernal MAR 13 2019

Re: zoning laws and affordable housing. CITY & COUNTY OF S.E
PLANNING DEPARTMENT o

March 9, 2019 —

Commissioners: Needless to say I was disappointed in that height was not

included in the recent provisional permit 432 Cortland. It would seem you

and all the Supervisors feel building up is the answer for housing. What is true is the
more affluent will have housing yet the working or lower middle class folks will not and
lovely neighborhoods will be destroyed. THAT SHOULD MATTER.

Thank you Pres. Melgar for understanding and voting “no” on the provisional permit.

We will continue to fight for maintaining our neighborhoods. It might be important
to note that business that remain closed seem to get a tax right off and Supervisor
Paskin is looking into this.

The preservation of livable affordable communities is essential to a vital city. San
Francisco is loosing its charm day by day. Neighborhoods will continue to fight
for the right to be contributing members of our community and city.



WE’VELOST. WHY?

The prosvisional permit covers three areas (1. Work with staff on facade design 2. Add
construction impact mitigation Plan 3. Remove roof deck, stair pent house).

UNFORTUNATELY, the height limitation is not included therefore there is no way we
might Appeal. Design Folks are putting up a good fight and need to be supported.

All the Supervisors believe we have to build up. Cortland is zoned business corridor with
3 stories (what is coming is 4 stories and more).

SO, HOW TO CHANGE ZONING? HOW TO SAY 3 STORIES MUST BE
AFFORDABLE? HOW TO WRITE, SPEAK & INFLUENCE SUUPERVISORS SO
THAT THEY UNDERSTAND THAT LIVABLE AFFORDABLE COMMUNITIES
ARE BEING DESTROYED?

HOW TO CONVINCE OUR FACADE DESIGN FOLKS THAT HEIGHT MATTERS?
LOOK AROUND COURTLAND AND COUNT THE ONE STORY BUILDINGS.

Supervisor Ronen CANNOT take a position since the matter of the provisional permit
may be appealed to the Board. She like all Supervisors will support 3 stories with no
ability to say “ affordable”. Nonetheless, I write saying that 2 stories are quite enough
and that those stories should be affordable both for a small business and for affordable
housing.

OUR VOICES MATTER BUT IT NEVER IS EASY. THANKS FOR SIGNATURES

ON PETITION. KEEP WRITING AND SPEAKING AND ELECTING THOSE WHO
WILL FIGHT TO KEEP OUR NEIGHBORHOODS LIVABLE FOR ALL FOLKS!

MARTI KASHUBA 136 NEWMAN STREET

///w ' @%’



To: Supervisor Hillary Ronen District 9
Fr: Marti Kashuba 136 Newman St. San Francisco, 94110 Hermaj@aol.com
Re: Building Height / Demolition/ 432 Cortland Street, Bernal

Please note that at the Planning Commission meeting on Feb. 21, Commissioner Myrna
Melgar voted “no” on “approval with conditions”. She talked about the uniqueness of
Bernal and mentioned the traffic problems going from Mission to the Bay Shore. Several
Commissioners spoke on the building design be reworked again. A Bernal person spoke
on how the 3 stories will impact her house in terms of sunshine. One Commssioner
found it difficult to understand a roof patio and a deck on one of the condominiums.
Another talked about dinning often at the Liberty Café and wanting the uniqueness of the
street not to change. I tumed in over 200 signatures asking for two stories instead of
three.

Provisional permit means some changes are in order. I urge you to take a position on
limiting the height*. By allowing two stories instead of three floors you would have one
apartment underground, one business floor, and one condominium. I doubt that any of
the rents will be affordable—including the business. We do not want a Subway or
McDonalds on our street. Those folks can pay the outrageous rents.

My heart goes out to the many folks who are being moved out of Bernal— working class
folks—janitors, cooks, waitresses, artists, musicians, teachers and retirees. Our diversity
makes Bernal livable and enjoyable.

I visited Copy Central -3181 Mission St.- where a young businesswoman has worked

9 to 10 hours a day 7 days a wk. for the past 8 yrs. She has been on a month to month
lease. She is paying over $3,500 a month. She works herself for she cannot afford help.
She is walking away and closing her business at the end of the month. She indicates she
can’t sell the business because she doesn’t have a lease and can’t continue to pay the new
rent for the months it might take to find a buyer. WHAT IS GOING ON HERE?! Itis
my understanding that many business spaces are kept vacant for a tax write off and Sup.
Paskin is attempting to do something about that. How long will Copy Central be empty?

One more note: a building at 317 Cortland was given a 3 story permit a few years ago.
The business on the bottom went out of business and has been closed for over a year. I
am trying to determine the cost of renting that space. The two apartments on top rent for
$3,500 a month. It was on the market last March for 2.8 million.

Please reconsider your position on “building up”. Qur neighborhoods are worth
preserving. .

cc: Bemnal Neighbors w {:Jiﬁt _éL



SAN FRANGISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 'MEMO|

DATE: 14 March 2019 1650 Mission St.
Suite 400.
TO: City Planning Commission gi”ng?gg'f;f?,g
FROM:  Teresa Ojeda, Manager Reception:
Information and Analysis Group, Citywide Policy Planning 415.558.6378
(415) 558 6251 -
RE: 2018 Q4 PIPELINE 415.558.6409
Planning
Information:

Attached, please find a visual summary of the housing development pipeline as of the fourth  415.558.6377
quarter of 2018 (Q4). At the end of the fourth quarter of 2018, there were some 70,960 net new
units in the pipeline.

e About 8,070 net units are under construction. An additional 8,780 net units are in pro-
jects that have building permits to start construction and building permit applications
have been filed for projects with about 6,250 units. These units — about 23,100 in total —
are expected to be completed in the coming five years.

e Of projects that have received Planning entitlement, there are 29,360 net new units in
major, multi-phased projects. Candlestick Point, Treasure Island and Parkmerced have
all started initial phases and those units are counted in the appropriate construction
development stages.

e About 14,380 net new units are in projects under review. These are projects that have
tiled for Planning entitlement or for building permits that have yet to receive Planning
Department approval. Of these units, a total of 4,000 are in two major, multi-phased
projects.

e There are 13,600 affordable net units in the pipeline, or about 19%. This number is
expected to grow as projects under review, as well as some entitled projects, that are
subject to the affordable inclusionary requirement have yet to determine the options
and number of affordable units to be provided.

This informational flyer also illustrates a ten-year housing production trend covering the first
quarter of 2009 (Q1) through the fourth quarter of 2018 (Q4).

e Of the 26,760 net new units built in ten-year reporting period, 7,170 net new units or
27% were affordable.
e The ten-year annual average during this period is about 2,680 net new units.

The 2018 Q4 Development Pipeline dataset can be accessed via DataSF at:
https://data.sfgov.org/Housing-and-Buildings/SF-Development-Pipeline-2018-Q4/9kr6-dynr .

Memo
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