From: Delumo, Jenny (CPC)
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel
(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: MOD accessibility support for BMS Project
Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 12:02:59 PM
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Jenny Delumo
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning Division

Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9146 Fax: 415-558-6409

Email: Jenny.Delumo@sfgov.org

Web: www.sfplanning.or

B e 0 &8 X

From: Bohn, Nicole (ADM) <nicole.bohn@sfgov.org>

Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2019 11:54 AM

To: Delumo, Jenny (CPC) <jenny.delumo@sfgov.org>; Boomer, Roberta (MTA)
<Roberta.Boomer@sfmta.com>

Cc: Blot, Jennifer (DPW) <jennifer.blot@sfdpw.org>; Nuru, Mohammed (DPW)
<mohammed.nuru@sfdpw.org>; Maguire, Tom (MTA) <Tom.Maguire@sfmta.com>; Rahaim, John
(CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Johnston, Jennifer (ADM) <jennifer.johnston@sfgov.org>
Subject: MOD accessibility support for BMS Project

Hi, Jenny and Roberta:

Could you please pass this along to your Commission and Board, respectively? Thanks so
much.
-N

Nicole Bohn
Director
Mayor’s Office on Disability

1155 Market Street 15t Floor
Direct: (415) 554-6785
Office: (415) 554-6789

E-mail: nicole.bohn@sfgov.org
Web: sfgov.org/mod
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Mayor's Office
on Disability

City and County of San Francisco





London N. Breed
Mayor

Naomi Kelly

City Administrator
City and County of San Francisco Nicole Bohn
Director

October 10, 2019

Dear Planning Commission Members and Members of the SFMTA Board:

| regret that | cannot be there in person to express support for the approval of the Better Market
Street Improvement Project.

This project will afford much needed accessibility improvements for San Francisco’s 94,000 residents
with disabilities. Specifically, with approval we will have:

o Improifed transit islands (which currently do not meet Federal, State or local accessibility
guidelines).

e Improved detectable warnings, detectable delineation, Accessible Pedestrian Signals and color
contrast for Blind or low-vision pedestrians

e Curb ramps that meet current accessibility guidelines

Additionally, improving accessibility improves safety for all, and especially people with who we know
have been directly impacted by fatality and injury on Market Street.

Finally, | am proud to say that to date the Better Market Street Project Team has conducted extensive
outreach to disability community members who will be impacted by this project, and this community-
specific outreach and feedback incorporation will continue as the project progresses. | hope that this
outreach model and approach, although iterative, will encourage other CCSF Project Teams to do the
same. Mayor’s Office on Disability is available for consult in this regard.

Thank you for your time and attention, and for improving access for people with disabilities.

Sincerely,

4Nicole Bohn, Director
Mayor’s Office on Disability

Cc: John Rahaim, Director of Planning
Mohammed Nuru, Director of Public Works
Tom Maguire, Acting Director of SFMTA
Jennifer Johnston, Office of the City Administrator

1155 Market Street 1% Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103 415.554.6789 415.554.6159 Fax
MOD@sfgov.org


























Pronouns: She, Her, Hers

The Mayor's Office on Disability is a Fragrance-Free workplace. Please refrain from
wearing any scented products when visiting our office. Thank you for helping us provide
access to all people with disabilities.



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Delumo, Jenny (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: PUBLIC COMMENT, BETTER MARKET STREET PROJECT, ITEM 9 ON OCTOBER 10, 2019 AGENDA OF SF
PLANNING COMMISSION

Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 11:46:00 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: Mary Miles <page364@earthlink.net>

Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2019 11:34 AM

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

Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT, BETTER MARKET STREET PROJECT, ITEM 9 ON OCTOBER 10, 2019
AGENDA OF SF PLANNING COMMISSION

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

FROM:

Mary Miles (SB #230395)
Attorney at Law

364 Page St., #36

San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 863-2310

for Coalition for Adequate Review

TO:

Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission Secretary,

Director of the San Francisco Planning Department, and
Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

PUBLIC COMMENT, AGENDA ITEM 9, SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING, October 10, 2019, “BETTER MARKET STREET”
PROJECT

This is public comment on the above-numbered Agenda Item proposing to certify the
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) and other actions on the “Better Market Street” Project
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(“Project”). Please distribute this Comment to each Planning Commissioner and the Planning
Director, and place this Comment in all applicable files on the Project.

1. The Project is preempted under the California and Federal constitutions. The City may not
close public streets or prohibit travel on public streets to travelers, including those using cars.
(Rumford v. City of Berkeley (1982) 31 Cal. 3d 545.)

2. The Project also conflicts with and violates CEQA, since it will have significant impacts on
transportation on major arterials and neighborhood corridors and streets causing increased
congestion on parallel and adjoining streets, as noted in numerous public comments
(incorporated hereto by reference). The additional traffic congestion will also cause air quality
impacts. The Project will also have impacts on historic resources throughout the area and on
natural resources affected by removing all of the existing London plane trees, affecting the
character and environment of Market Street.

3. City proposes significant federal funding requiring environmental review under the
National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”), which has not been accomplished. City may
not proceed with this Project or any part of it until it has prepared an Environmental Impact
Statement under NEPA.

4. The Project is not a “pilot” Project nor exempt under CEQA Guidelines as such. City may
not piecemeal environmental review by deferring analysis and mitigation of parts of the
Project’s impacts as an “exempt” or “pilot” while claiming it has conducted environmental
review of other parts of the Project.

Therefore, this Project may not be lawfully approved, and the proposed approval and
certification actions must be rejected.

Mary Miles



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 89th Annual CCPCA Conference this month

Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:55:49 AM

Attachments: CCPCA flyer2.0.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: execdir@planningcommission.org <execdir@planningcommission.org>

Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:54 AM

To: California Planning Commissioners and Staff <president@planningcommission.org>
Subject: 89th Annual CCPCA Conference this month

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

Please FORWARD this to any and all Planning Commissioners, Planning Staff, Interns,
Students or Industry Representatives who may be interested in furthering their planning
education by attending this conference. Thank You

In less than three weeks, the California County Planning Commissioners' Association will
convene for the 89th consecutive year for its annual conference. We invite you to join us
for this informative weekend on Friday and Saturday, October 24-25, 2019, in beautiful
Butte County at the historic Hotel Diamond, Chico.

Those who have attended our conferences in the past will attest to the valuable educational
and networking opportunities that can be afforded.

This year's conference marks the return of our "New Commissioners" training and
roundtable discussion session, designed to assist those who have been recently appointed
to their county's commission in fulfilling their new role.

Attached to this email is a flyer updating the highlights of the program. Further features
may be added as the schedule is made complete during these final weeks before the
conference date.

To register for one or both days of this event, or obtain more details and information about

the CCPCA, please visit our website at https://planningcommission.org
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CCPCA 89" Annual Conference
Hotel Diamond, Chico, Butte County California
October 25-26, 2019

“Fire and Water: Critical Issues in Planning California's Future”
Program Highlights

Friday, Oct. 25
Morning:
- Dave Russell, CalFire incident commander for the Camp Fire in Paradise,
California on November 8, 2018
- John Messina, CalFire Division Chief, Butte County
- Shane Vargas, CalFire Captain and local representative for the CalFire Land
Use Program
« Susan Hartman, Paradise Community Development Director
- Jacqueline Chase, Land Use and Environmental Planning Coordinator,
California State University Chico.
Luncheon:
- Tami Ritter, Supervisor, Butte County District 3
Afternoon:
- Barbara Vlamis, Executive Director of AquAlliance.
« Michael Washam, Associate RMA Director, Tulare County
« Aaron Bock, Planning Director, Tulare County

Evening:
- Welcome Reception at the Tres Hombres Blue Agave Room

Saturday, Oct.26

Morning:

* Bus Arrives Hotel Diamond at 9:00 am for field trip to tour the Paradise area.
Luncheon:

» Catered food provided at the Oroville Dam Visitor Center
Afternoon:

* Tour of Oroville Dam and Spillway. Bus Returns to Chico.
Evening:

« 4:30 pm Social Hour, 6:00 pm Banquet and closing ceremonies at Bidwell

Mansion State Historic Park.

VISIT-- http://planningcommission.org for Event Registration and Further Details.




http://planningcommission.org/




Note that there is no deadline for registration. Walkups will be accepted at the Conference
check-in desk, although bus space for the Saturday field trip may be limited. You are also
encouraged to bring a spouse or guest.

We hope to see you in Chico!

Best Regards,

Dan Roberts, Past President/Exec.Director
John Elliott, Secretary/Treasurer

Patrick Wallner, President

and the CCPCA Executive Committee



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for Noe Valley Coffee

Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:55:08 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: Luke Spray <lukespray@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 1:59 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; 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>
Subject: Support for Noe Valley Coffee

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

President Melgar & fellow Commissioners,

My name is Luke Spray and | live at 135 Clipper Street in Noe Valley, where | have lived for the past
four years. For nearly all of that time I've had the pleasure of knowing Maricar and her team at Noe
Valley Coffee, and | write to you today to express my full support for their proposed change of use.

Noe Valley Coffee has been an excellent neighbor, and I'm thrilled to see them expand into a more
robust operation. Maricar has created a true community hub where neighbors gather to share
coffee, snacks, and stories. It is the type of business that celebrates and fosters the social fabric that
is so important to the culture of our City. It is the type of business that makes new San Franciscans
fall in love, and reminds old San Franciscans that the City still retains its magic.

Considering all of this, | urge you to approve this project immediately. | also encourage you to
reconsider the process that enables ill-intentioned neighbors to jeopardize a project without merit. |
would like to live in a City where small, women-owned businesses with a broad level of
neighborhood support can easily expand their operations to meet community needs. The years of
delays that | have observed have shown that we do not yet live in that kind of City, and it is the
responsibility of leaders like yourself to create the conditions needed for merchants like this to
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thrive.

Thank you,

Luke Spray



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support 258 Noe Street Retail Cannabis Case # 2018-002060CUA

Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:55:02 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: ] W <r2sdayx@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 5:23 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Board of
Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Office of Cannabis (ADM)
<officeofcannabis@sfgov.org>

Cc: 285NoeStore@gmail.com

Subject: Support 258 Noe Street Retail Cannabis Case # 2018-002060CUA

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

Dear SF Planning Department and District Supervisor Mandelman,

I am writing to ask for your yes vote on the Conditional Use request for a cannabis retail store
at 258 Noe Street scheduled for hearing on September 19, 2019. Cannabis retail at 258 Noe
will be a positive impact on the surrounding businesses, bringing new and much needed
shoppers, add heightened security, offer good paying jobs and give a boost to the commercial
diversity of the Upper Market and Castro areas.

My name is JC Walker, I've lived in San Francisco for over 40 years.

| was involved with Diet Popstitute & KLUBSTITUTE in the 1990s when we put on the 1st benefit
show for Prop 215. About this time Diet introduced me to Terrance Alan. We were also producing a
play | wrote called Rocky Horror Superstar & not having a budget & needing a place to rehearse |
contacted Terrance who had a huge warehouse for his restaurant supply business & offered him
cheap rent to rehearse in his space. He agreed, made us very welcome & didn't charge us anything.
A couple years later | wanted to bring the play back & hopefully raise enough money to produce it
better. | didn't really know him well but Terrance had been supportive before & had enjoyed the
show so | approached him. | knew he knew more people with money than | did so | hoped he could
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help connect me with several people who might invest in the show. He told me he really supported
gueer arts but had never done theater & wanted to learn, so he would produce the whole show.
Wwow!!

He put in lots of time & a whole lot of money & allowed me to put on a better show than | ever
envisioned. We ran for over a month at the Victoria & had great reviews & big crowds but the
theater reneged on a promise to let us extend the show, they booked in someone else without
telling us. As a result Terrance lost a ton of money but still paid the cast a bonus at the end even
though all had been performing for free just for the love of performing.

Over the years he continued working with the KLUBSTITUTE KOLLECTIVE as we did various shows &
also put on the Virgin Queen and Faux Queen Pageants, which were benefits that raised thousands
of dollars for various community charities while he donated all his time.

Over the years since he has remained active in his support for the queer community & for San
Francisco.

| fully support him & his partners in this endeavor as | am sure he will bring the same generosity of
spirit & commitment to this project that he has brought to others.

Sincerely JC Walker, 10/8/19
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Delumo, Jenny (CPC)

Subject: FW: Certifying the Better Market Street project

Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:55:02 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: Dennis Hong <dennisj.gov88@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2019 9:03 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Delumo, Jenny (CPC)
<jenny.delumo@sfgov.org>

Cc: Gibson, Lisa (CPC) <lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; Board
of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

Subject: Certifying the Better Market Street project

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

Good morning Honorable Members of the SF Planning Commission and Miss Jenny
Delumo,

| hope you are all doing well. I'm sorry | will be unable to attend this mornings
meeting of October 10, 2019. | would like to comment on the Certification of the
Better Market Street Plan. | have already commented on this DEIR and have
reviewed the RTC for this wonderful Project. | did my best at reviewing this RTC. It
was sad to see that it took so long for this project to get this far or to happen. |
submitted a 311 Request for the Market Street corridor to fix/repair the broken
sidewalks, dirty and unsafe conditions, Service request #6492401 on 11/3/2016. The
last time | checked it was till open. Market street really needs help. I'm a long time
resident of San Francisco - Seventy Plus years. Currently retired and live in district 7.
Formerly District 3. Worked in this area too, so | know this area very well.

OK, back to my Response/comments to this DEIR/RTC. | was not sure how to
respond to the RTC with my comments. All to often I'm disappointed that my
comments regarding Construction, noise, dust/debris, Pedestrian Safety and etc. get

mitigated as to best practices and etc.. In my personal opinion during the course
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of these projects this gets little attention and not enforced enough and no | don
not mean a white glove approach. Look what it has done in the Central Subway —
Chinatown, North Beach, Union Square, Van Ness Corridor, including other major
projects in the city. This is just my opinion with this issue. It has disrupted small
business adjacent to this type of work. Big business in the Union Square district has
been barely able to weather this type of disruption. The better Market Street
construction work may be a lot worse, because all long the Market Street corridor you
have a mix of business from mom and pop to major retail stores and the vacant store
front, homeless folks, Visitors, including several up coming other large construction
projects. Such as One Oak, 1629 Market, 1028 Market, Trinity Plaza, 30 One South
Van Ness, and a few others. Some how all of these projects need to be well phased
as to blending this all of this work has the least amount of impact to the community. At
times this corridor gets windy, debris/dust gets blown in to the small
shops/restaurants along with the recent rents, minimum wages, general cost of doing
business in the city is not helping. Somehow these project will get done, but we need
to be sensitive to these issues.

So, with that said, | just wanted to mention that the Construction Issue must some
how be addressed better and or enforced. Because my comments to the DEIR got a
warm response and | felt that this would some how be overlooked and or I'm not
communicating my concerns in these DEIR's. Anything we can do to help would be
appreciated. | shop the Market Street corridor weekly. Attached is a recent photo (last
week) of some minor curb/sidewalk work that was being done at Stockton, Market
and Fourth street. To be honest | do not have an answer to this issue.

On the positive side, | do like the overall project plan and the new bike pathways, this
will keep bikers off the pedestrian sidewalks.| fully support this Project.

Thanks for letting me add to the Projects RTC.

In closing, Thanks to all of you for what you do with these issues and projects and |
hope my rambling this email makes it in time and most of all makes some sense.

Sincerely,

Dennis



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED APPOINTS SUE DIAMOND TO SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING COMMISSION

Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:52:26 AM

Attachments: 10.09.19 Planning Commission Appointment.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 3:40 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED APPOINTS SUE DIAMOND TO SAN
FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED APPOINTS SUE DIAMOND TO
SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION

Diamond will bring years of experience working on complex land use and real estate law to
Planning Commission

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today appointed Sue Diamond to serve on the
San Francisco Planning Commission. Diamond will fill the vacancy left by Richard Hillis,
who resigned from his position on the Commission in September.

Diamond is an attorney with experience in land use and real estate law. She has her own law
firm that works primarily with nonprofit organizations on issues at the nexus of real estate and
their mission. Her clients have included Jewish Home of San Francisco, Family House, Camp
Ramah of Northern California, Blood Centers of the Pacific, Temple Emanu-El, Jewish
Community Center of San Francisco, and Brandeis School of San Francisco.

Before starting her own practice, she was a partner at Morgan Lewis & Bockius LLP and at
Brobeck, Phleger & Harrison LLP, where she managed the permitting process for some of the
largest and most complex real estate projects in San Francisco and the Bay Area. She has


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:lydia@meetsolyd.com
mailto:cfoley@groundmatrix.com
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.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/

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED APPOINTS SUE DIAMOND TO
SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING COMMISSION

Diamond will bring years of experience working on complex land use and real estate law to
Planning Commission

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today appointed Sue Diamond to serve on the
San Francisco Planning Commission. Diamond will fill the vacancy left by Richard Hillis, who
resigned from his position on the Commission in September.

Diamond is an attorney with experience in land use and real estate law. She has her own law firm
that works primarily with nonprofit organizations on issues at the nexus of real estate and their
mission. Her clients have included Jewish Home of San Francisco, Family House, Camp Ramah
of Northern California, Blood Centers of the Pacific, Temple Emanu-EI, Jewish Community
Center of San Francisco, and Brandeis School of San Francisco.

Before starting her own practice, she was a partner at Morgan Lewis & Bockius LLP and at
Brobeck, Phleger & Harrison LLP, where she managed the permitting process for some of the
largest and most complex real estate projects in San Francisco and the Bay Area. She has served
as Board Member for numerous organizations in San Francisco, including Mercy Housing
California, Jewish Community Center of San Francisco, and the Jewish Community Federation
of San Francisco. In addition, Diamond taught Land Use Law at Stanford Law School for many
years.

“I am proud to appoint Sue Diamond to serve on the Planning Commission,” said Mayor Breed.
“Sue has a wide range of experience in land use and real estate matters, and will bring her 30-
plus years as an attorney and strategic advisor to the Commission. I’m confident that Sue will be
a great asset to San Francisco as we continue to tackle complex planning decisions to make sure
our City is livable and resilient for generations to come.”

“I am honored to have been nominated to the Planning Commission by Mayor Breed and am
deeply committed to ensuring the vitality of San Francisco as a vibrant place for people of all
ages to live, work and visit,” said Sue Diamond. “I look forward to working with the

Commission to carry out the Mayor’s vision of building more housing in all neighborhoods.”

Diamond has a J.D. from Harvard Law School, a Master of City Planning from the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, and a B.S. from Stanford University. She lives in
San Francisco.
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The San Francisco Planning Commission consists of seven commissioners appointed by the
Mayor and the President of the Board of Supervisors, and Commissioners serve four-year terms.
Mayor Breed’s appointment of Diamond is subject to confirmation by the Board of Supervisors.

The Commission oversees the Planning Department, which plays a central role in guiding the
growth and development of the City. The Department works with other City agencies and the
community to help balance the needs of residents, businesses, and civic leaders to protect the
environment and historical resources, create inspiring and livable urban spaces, cultivate
neighborhood resilience, and enforce good land use practices. The Commission is also
responsible for the stewardship and maintenance of San Francisco’s General Plan.
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served as Board Member for numerous organizations in San Francisco, including Mercy
Housing California, Jewish Community Center of San Francisco, and the Jewish Community
Federation of San Francisco. In addition, Diamond taught Land Use Law at Stanford Law
School for many years.

“I am proud to appoint Sue Diamond to serve on the Planning Commission,” said Mayor
Breed. “Sue has a wide range of experience in land use and real estate matters, and will bring
her 30-plus years as an attorney and strategic advisor to the Commission. I’m confident that
Sue will be a great asset to San Francisco as we continue to tackle complex planning decisions
to make sure our City is livable and resilient for generations to come.”

“I am honored to have been nominated to the Planning Commission by Mayor Breed and am
deeply committed to ensuring the vitality of San Francisco as a vibrant place for people of all
ages to live, work and visit,” said Sue Diamond. “I look forward to working with the

Commission to carry out the Mayor’s vision of building more housing in all neighborhoods.”

Diamond has a J.D. from Harvard Law School, a Master of City Planning from the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, and a B.S. from Stanford University. She lives in
San Francisco.

The San Francisco Planning Commission consists of seven commissioners appointed by the
Mayor and the President of the Board of Supervisors, and Commissioners serve four-year
terms. Mayor Breed’s appointment of Diamond is subject to confirmation by the Board of
Supervisors.

The Commission oversees the Planning Department, which plays a central role in guiding the
growth and development of the City. The Department works with other City agencies and the
community to help balance the needs of residents, businesses, and civic leaders to protect the
environment and historical resources, create inspiring and livable urban spaces, cultivate
neighborhood resilience, and enforce good land use practices. The Commission is also
responsible for the stewardship and maintenance of San Francisco’s General Plan.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LAUNCH OF TRANS HOUSING SUBSIDY
PROGRAM

Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:49:28 AM

Attachments: 10.10.19 Our Trans Home SF.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2019 6:07 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LAUNCH OF TRANS
HOUSING SUBSIDY PROGRAM

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, October 10, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LAUNCH OF

TRANS HOUSING SUBSIDY PROGRAM

The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development has selected the providers who
will operate a housing subsidy program for transgender and gender non-conforming
households

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the launch of a new
program to provide low-income transgender and gender non-conforming (TGNC) people with
housing subsidies. Our Trans Home SF will soon begin providing housing subsidies as part of
a two-year pilot program. Beginning next month, at least 55 households will receive a monthly
subsidy to help pay their rent.

“The ongoing housing crisis in our City continues to impact our most marginalized
communities, including members of our trans community who are eighteen times more likely
to experience homelessness,” said Mayor Breed. “Meanwhile, the community continues to be
under constant attack by the Federal Administration which is attempting to legalize
discrimination and erase transgender people. The Our Trans Home SF program is a vital step
forward in ensuring our trans community is housed, safe, and can thrive in San Francisco. As
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, October 10, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES LAUNCH OF
TRANS HOUSING SUBSIDY PROGRAM

The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development has selected the providers who will
operate a housing subsidy program for transgender and gender non-conforming households

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the launch of a new program
to provide low-income transgender and gender non-conforming (TGNC) people with housing
subsidies. Our Trans Home SF will soon begin providing housing subsidies as part of a two-year
pilot program. Beginning next month, at least 55 households will receive a monthly subsidy to
help pay their rent.

“The ongoing housing crisis in our City continues to impact our most marginalized communities,
including members of our trans community who are eighteen times more likely to experience
homelessness,” said Mayor Breed. “Meanwhile, the community continues to be under constant
attack by the Federal Administration which is attempting to legalize discrimination and erase
transgender people. The Our Trans Home SF program is a vital step forward in ensuring our
trans community is housed, safe, and can thrive in San Francisco. As we work to end homeless in
our City, we must also work to keep people housed and this program will help us do just that.”

Transgender and gender non-conforming people are eighteen times more likely to experience
homelessness than the general population. The goal of this housing subsidies pilot program is to
close the gap between the amount of rent a landlord charges and what a household can afford.
Housing stability case managers will provide assistance with the initial housing search and
landlord recruitment. They will also work to ensure households have the support they need and
are connected to community resources so they can stabilize and maintain housing.

“This year we learned that one out of two transgender San Franciscans have experienced
homelessness,” said Clair Farley, Director of the Office of Transgender Initiatives. “We are
grateful to Mayor Breed and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development for
their steadfast commitment to support trans led programs and their partnership to help end trans
homelessness. The innovative Our Trans Home SF housing program will bring us closer to our
goal and ensure that our trans community has a safe place to call home.”

The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) issued a Request for
Proposals for providers to operate the housing subsidy pilot program and received proposals
from providers on September 20, 2019. MOHCD reviewed the proposals and has awarded
$1.15 million annually for two years to St. James Infirmary and Larkin Street Youth Services.
St. James Infirmary will manage the referral process and provide the housing stability case
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management. Larkin Street Youth Services will administer the housing subsidies to low-income
TGNC San Franciscans.

“MOHCD has long recognized the strength and resilience of the transgender community as it has
dealt with years of continuous oppression, and we are eager to lend our support through the
provision of this unique program designed to provide the community much-needed housing
stability,” said Brian Cheu, Director of Community Development, MOHCD.

“St. James Infirmary is honored to be the leader in the Our Trans Home SF initiative partnering
with Larkin Street Youth Services to find housing for transgender and gender non-conforming
individuals,” said Toni Newman, Executive Director of St. James. “As a trans-led nonprofit, we
are excited to provide housing to a very marginalized community in San Francisco. Housing is a
key component for transgender people living in San Francisco to be whole and able to flourish
and thrive. Our mission at St. James Infirmary is to provide nonjudgmental health, social,
behavioral and housing services to the TGNC community.”

“We are thrilled to be in partnership with St. James Infirmary to support the administration of
housing subsidies for transgender individuals, including young people,” said Sherilyn Adams,
Executive Director of Larkin Street Youth Services. “We are grateful that Mayor Breed has
prioritized this population when, quite literally, their lives are at risk every day.”

The City budget for Fiscal Year 2019-20 and 2020-21 includes $2 million for trans housing
subsidies and $300,000 for trans housing stability case management. The program is projected to
serve at least 55 households and provide $560,000 in direct financial assistance per year. These
investments will prevent eviction and stabilize tenancies for some of the City’s most vulnerable
residents.
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we work to end homeless in our City, we must also work to keep people housed and this
program will help us do just that.”

Transgender and gender non-conforming people are eighteen times more likely to experience
homelessness than the general population. The goal of this housing subsidies pilot program is
to close the gap between the amount of rent a landlord charges and what a household can
afford. Housing stability case managers will provide assistance with the initial housing search
and landlord recruitment. They will also work to ensure households have the support they
need and are connected to community resources so they can stabilize and maintain housing.

“This year we learned that one out of two transgender San Franciscans have experienced
homelessness,” said Clair Farley, Director of the Office of Transgender Initiatives. “We are
grateful to Mayor Breed and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development for
their steadfast commitment to support trans led programs and their partnership to help end
trans homelessness. The innovative Our Trans Home SF housing program will bring us closer
to our goal and ensure that our trans community has a safe place to call home.”

The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) issued a Request
for Proposals for providers to operate the housing subsidy pilot program and received
proposals from providers on September 20, 2019. MOHCD reviewed the proposals and has
awarded $1.15 million annually for two years to St. James Infirmary and Larkin Street Youth
Services. St. James Infirmary will manage the referral process and provide the housing
stability case management. Larkin Street Youth Services will administer the housing subsidies
to low-income TGNC San Franciscans.

“MOHCD has long recognized the strength and resilience of the transgender community as it
has dealt with years of continuous oppression, and we are eager to lend our support through
the provision of this unique program designed to provide the community much-needed
housing stability,” said Brian Cheu, Director of Community Development, MOHCD.

“St. James Infirmary is honored to be the leader in the Our Trans Home SF initiative
partnering with Larkin Street Youth Services to find housing for transgender and gender non-
conforming individuals,” said Toni Newman, Executive Director of St. James. “As a trans-led
nonprofit, we are excited to provide housing to a very marginalized community in San
Francisco. Housing is a key component for transgender people living in San Francisco to be
whole and able to flourish and thrive. Our mission at St. James Infirmary is to provide
nonjudgmental health, social, behavioral and housing services to the TGNC community.”

“We are thrilled to be in partnership with St. James Infirmary to support the administration of
housing subsidies for transgender individuals, including young people,” said Sherilyn Adams,
Executive Director of Larkin Street Youth Services. “We are grateful that Mayor Breed has
prioritized this population when, quite literally, their lives are at risk every day.”

The City budget for Fiscal Year 2019-20 and 2020-21 includes $2 million for trans housing
subsidies and $300,000 for trans housing stability case management. The program is projected
to serve at least 55 households and provide $560,000 in direct financial assistance per year.
These investments will prevent eviction and stabilize tenancies for some of the City’s most
vulnerable residents.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Today"s Planning Commission General Public Comment
Date: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:47:15 AM

Attachments: Comments 1010.pdf

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

From: Thomas Schuttish <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Thursday, October 10, 2019 10:30 AM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Kathrin
Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; drichards20@outlook.com
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Subject: Today's Planning Commission General Public Comment

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


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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To: SF Planning Commission

From: G. Schuttish

Date: October 10, 2019

Re: General Public Comments Today

Good morning, President Melgar, Vice President Koppel, Commissioner Moore,
Commissioner Fung, Commissioner Johnson, Commissioner Richards and Mr. lonin.

| hope you will have a few moments to read this before the meeting today, but | will try
to amplify it in the three minutes during General Public Comment.

According to the Commission’s Staff in the past two years (2017 thru mid-2019) there
have been about 35 complaints related to illegal demolitions Citywide. Thirteen (13)
were confirmed as demolitions. This is 38%.

Based on the sample of five Noe Valley projects requested by Commissioner Richards
in December 2015, Staff said 40% should have been classified as demolitions even
though they were reviewed and approved as alterations.

This is interesting that the percentages are fundamentally the same.

These percentages, 38% and 40%, are a fact under the existing Demo Calculations in
Section 317 of the Planning Code in subsections (b) (2) (B) and (b) (2) (C).

Now to shift gears a little bit.

The first sentence explaining the position of Planning Director of the City and County of
San Francisco’s HR website reads:

“San Francisco Planning Department’s mission is to shape the future of San Francisco
and the region by: Generating an extraordinary vision for the General Plan..... “

On page C.6 of the 2014 Housing Element of the General Plan, Objective 2, Conserve
and Improve Existing Stock” it says:

“Planning shall continue to implement the recently adopted Planning Code Section
317, which codifies review criteria for allowing housing demolitions, conversion and
mergers, amend it when necessary...”

However, the Commission has never, ever adjusted the Demo Calcs as written in
Section 317 (b) (2) (D) which was:

“...necessary to implement the intent of this Section 317 to conserve existing sound
housing and preserve affordable housing”.

Or in other words: “policy efficacy”.





But at the same time the value in RH-1 has been adjusted at least five times since 2013
to reflect both the market and the concept of “naturally unaffordable” and allow the
administrative approval of demolitions.

In fact the 2014 Housing Element recognized this issue on page 1.34 writing:

“With the global recession, prices dropped between 2005 and 2011. Since 2011, the
price of housing in San Francisco continues to grow and based on the trend since
2000, the price of housing is projected to surpass the high prices seen in 2005.”

In fact these high prices in the years prior to the adoption of Section 317 and the
increase in demolitions was a reason Section 317 was created in order to preserve
sound affordable housing while allowing for reasonable alterations in the RH-2 and
RH-3 and in those RH-1 neighborhoods that were still affordable.

The 2014 Housing Element Policy 2.2 reads:

“Discourage the demolition of sound existing housing, unless the demolition results in a
net increase in affordable housing.”

And the 2014 Housing Element Policy 3.4 reads:

“Preserve”’naturally affordable” housing types, such as smaller and older ownership
units.”

And in further detail it goes on to say:

“A review of current sales prices reveals that new homes are generally priced higher
than existing, older housing stock. This is particularly true of smaller units, such as the
mid-century construction in certain lower density residential neighborhoods. These
housing units provide a unique homeownership opportunity for new and smaller
households. While higher density hosing generally results in more shared costs among
each unit, the pre-existing investment in lower density housing generally outweighs the
benefits of higher density in terms of hosing affordability. To the extent that lower
density older housing units respond to this specific housing need, without requiring
public subsidy they should be preserved. Strategies detailed under Object 2 to retain
existing housing units, and promote their life -long stability should be used to support
this housing stock.”

During General Public Comment over the past 5 years the Commission has seen
examples of projects, primarily in Noe Valley that have led to an average increase in
sales price of $3.5 to $5 million dollars after the completion of the work allowed under
the alteration permit. Granted this is a snapshot of about 50 projects...none of which
came before the Commission in a DR and with a few exceptions were all spec projects.





Based on the two percentages in the first paragraph of this memo at least one-third
should have been reviewed by the Commission and Staff as demolitions.....and that is
under the Demo Calcs that are the same values as approved in 2007 and have never,
ever been adjusted since Section 317 was added to the Planning Code.

Many projects have “squishy” Demo Calcs that are close to triggering Tantamount to
Demolition. Many projects have Demo Calcs that have needed to be adjusted mid-
construction and that are still “squishy”.

Many projects cannot be assessed because your Enforcement Staff has limited tools
for penalties or for the ability to access a project. Enforcement should be upgraded
with increased penalty fees but the Commission needs to work with the Supervisors
and the Mayor to improve and upgrade Section 176.

However the Commission has the ability to use their own power, at any time to adjust
the Demo Calcs per the Planning Code and to better comply with the General Plan so
that when a project comes into the Department it can be fully analyzed as to whether it
is a demo or not.

Following along with the adjustments made in the RH-1 value, and the policies as
written in the 2014 Housing Element of the General Plan it seems reasonable to wish
that the Demo Calcs had been adjusted if not four times at least once these past five
years. This seems even more necessary now that the proposed Demo legislation, like
the RET previously has apparently been discarded.






From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chris Foley; Lydia; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES ACQUISITION AND PRESERVATION OF
HOUSING AND THE EL RIO BAR THROUGH THE CITY’S SMALL SITES PROGRAM

Date: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 1:51:54 PM

Attachments: 10.09.19 El Rio Small Sites.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 1:38 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES ACQUISITION AND
PRESERVATION OF HOUSING AND THE EL RIO BAR THROUGH THE CITY’S SMALL SITES PROGRAM

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES ACQUISITION AND
PRESERVATION OF HOUSING AND THE EL RIO BAR
THROUGH THE CITY’S SMALL SITES PROGRAM

Eight residential homes in the Mission-Bernal Heights neighborhood will remain permanently
affordable as part of this effort

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the acquisition and
preservation of 3156-3158 Mission Street as part of the City’s Small Sites Program. The
acquired properties are two mixed-use buildings with eight apartments and two commercial
spaces occupied by El Rio, which is a bar and cornerstone business that has served the local
Latino and LGBTQ communities since 1978. The bar and patio occupy one commercial space,
and a community meeting space occupies the other.

“As we work to build more housing, we also have to use programs like Small Sites to keep
tenants stable in their neighborhoods,” said Mayor Breed. “The fact that this acquisition also
comes with the preservation of El Rio, which is an incredible part of our City’s LGBTQ and
Latino nightlife, makes it even more special. We know the challenges that many bars and
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES ACQUISITION AND
PRESERVATION OF HOUSING AND THE EL RIO BAR
THROUGH THE CITY’S SMALL SITES PROGRAM

Eight residential homes in the Mission-Bernal Heights neighborhood will remain permanently
affordable as part of this effort

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the acquisition and
preservation of 3156-3158 Mission Street as part of the City’s Small Sites Program. The
acquired properties are two mixed-use buildings with eight apartments and two commercial
spaces occupied by EI Rio, which is a bar and cornerstone business that has served the local
Latino and LGBTQ communities since 1978. The bar and patio occupy one commercial space,
and a community meeting space occupies the other.

“As we work to build more housing, we also have to use programs like Small Sites to keep
tenants stable in their neighborhoods,” said Mayor Breed. “The fact that this acquisition also
comes with the preservation of EI Rio, which is an incredible part of our City’s LGBTQ and
Latino nightlife, makes it even more special. We know the challenges that many bars and
restaurants face to stay open, but it is places like El Rio that draw people together and make our
communities and our City unique. I’m proud that we have found a solution to support El Rio, as
well as the tenants who live in the building.”

The apartments at 3156-3158 Mission St. currently serve low- to moderate-income households
with a building-wide average of 55% of Area Median Income. Mission Economic Development
Agency (MEDA) moved expeditiously to acquire the property and preserve it as permanently
affordable housing. The acquisition was financed with an $8.6 million loan provided by the

San Francisco Housing Accelerator Fund (SFHAF). The Mayor’s Office of Housing and
Community Development (MOHCD) expects to provide MEDA with permanent financing for
the building in December 2020 following the completion of critical repairs and upgrades.

“We don’t need more evictions, and the Small Sites acquisition program is an incredibly
effective way of keeping people in their homes,” said Senator Scott Wiener. “Ensuring

that El Rio can continue to exist is a big win for the LGBTQ and Latino communities and for our
city’s cultural heart. Today’s move is a big win for San Francisco.”

“l am a huge fan of our affordable Small Sites program. With the addition of the apartments over
El Rio, we have been able to protect over 200 households in my District that were facing
eviction, but are now safe and stable in affordable homes,” said Supervisor Hillary Ronen. “This
particular purchase by MEDA, though, is an extra-special win, because we’ve been able to pair
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small sites with our Legacy Business program to protect the much-beloved El Rio dive bar.
Cannot wait to celebrate with my community!”

“Bars and clubs like El Rio are sacred spaces for queer people,” said Supervisor Rafael
Mandelman. “They’re places where we come together with chosen family, raise funds for
important organizations and create a stronger and more vibrant LGBTQ community. I’ve been to
dozens of fundraisers, dance parties and drag shows at El Rio and am looking forward to many
more community events to come thanks to this purchase through the City’s Small Sites
Program.”

The rehabilitation plan includes approximately $800,000 in crucial repairs to the building
including seismic retrofitting and strengthening, updating electrical and building systems and
additional exterior renovations and improvements.

“Preserving affordable housing and a key cultural landmark simultaneously represents a major
accomplishment in our efforts to prevent displacement and maintain neighborhood vibrancy,”
said Dan Adams, Acting Director of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development. “Thank you to the SFHAF and MEDA for your continued partnership in helping
to expand our acquisition programs to serve more low and moderate income households in
neighborhoods throughout San Francisco.”

“We’re proud to partner with MEDA on another critical small sites acquisition in the Mission,
protecting affordability for the building’s residents and a legacy business in El Rio, an important
asset for the neighborhood and the LGBT community,” said Rebecca Foster, CEO of the
SFHAF. “The Housing Accelerator Fund was created to make important projects exactly like this
a reality.”

The San Francisco Housing Accelerator Fund innovates smart approaches that put public,
private, and philanthropic money to work to expand the supply of affordable housing in

San Francisco. SFHAF was incubated in the Mayor’s Office to address gaps in and complement
the public sector’s funding mechanisms. The fund was kick-started with investments from the
City, Citi Community Development, Dignity Health, and The San Francisco Foundation. In less
than three years of operation, SFHAF has raised and deployed over $109 million to fund the
preservation and construction of 433 permanently affordable units in San Francisco.

“El Rio is a legacy business, so this Small Sites Program purchase aligns with MEDA’s cultural
placekeeping strategy for the Mission/Bernal Heights,” said Johnny Oliver, MEDA Associate
Director of Community Real Estate. “El Rio promotes diversity, which is a value that

San Francisco has long touted, and remains a communal meeting ground. This purchase will also
keep in place the longtime tenants in the apartments above El Rio—tenants vulnerable to
displacement.”

“El Rio would like to thank MEDA, their staff and board for their willingness to invest in our
business and buildings as one of their commercial spaces serving the community,” said Dawn
Huston, owner of El Rio. “We are humbled and immensely grateful for this opportunity.”
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Through the City’s acquisition programs, 34 buildings consisting of 278 units have been
acquired, and another 12 buildings with 110 total units are in the pipeline. Over $83 million of
City funds have been committed for acquisition and preservation programs, and over 500
households have been stabilized to date. Last month, MOHCD issued a $40.5 million Notice of
Funding Availability for future Small Sites Program acquisitions and capacity building grants,
which is part of Mayor Breed’s strategy to prevent displacement and expand the City’s
affordable housing preservation pipeline.
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restaurants face to stay open, but it is places like El Rio that draw people together and make
our communities and our City unique. I’'m proud that we have found a solution to support El
Rio, as well as the tenants who live in the building.”

The apartments at 3156-3158 Mission St. currently serve low- to moderate-income households
with a building-wide average of 55% of Area Median Income. Mission Economic
Development Agency (MEDA) moved expeditiously to acquire the property and preserve it as
permanently affordable housing. The acquisition was financed with an $8.6 million loan
provided by the San Francisco Housing Accelerator Fund (SFHAF). The Mayor’s Office of
Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) expects to provide MEDA with permanent
financing for the building in December 2020 following the completion of critical repairs and
upgrades.

“We don’t need more evictions, and the Small Sites acquisition program is an incredibly
effective way of keeping people in their homes,” said Senator Scott Wiener. “Ensuring

that El Rio can continue to exist is a big win for the LGBTQ and Latino communities and for
our city’s cultural heart. Today’s move is a big win for San Francisco.”

“I am a huge fan of our affordable Small Sites program. With the addition of the apartments
over El Rio, we have been able to protect over 200 households in my District that were facing
eviction, but are now safe and stable in affordable homes,” said Supervisor Hillary Ronen.
“This particular purchase by MEDA, though, is an extra-special win, because we’ve been able
to pair small sites with our Legacy Business program to protect the much-beloved El Rio dive
bar. Cannot wait to celebrate with my community!”

“Bars and clubs like El Rio are sacred spaces for queer people,” said Supervisor Rafael
Mandelman. “They’re places where we come together with chosen family, raise funds for
important organizations and create a stronger and more vibrant LGBTQ community. I’ve been
to dozens of fundraisers, dance parties and drag shows at El Rio and am looking forward to
many more community events to come thanks to this purchase through the City’s Small Sites
Program.”

The rehabilitation plan includes approximately $800,000 in crucial repairs to the building
including seismic retrofitting and strengthening, updating electrical and building systems and
additional exterior renovations and improvements.

“Preserving affordable housing and a key cultural landmark simultaneously represents a major
accomplishment in our efforts to prevent displacement and maintain neighborhood vibrancy,”
said Dan Adams, Acting Director of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development. “Thank you to the SFHAF and MEDA for your continued partnership in
helping to expand our acquisition programs to serve more low and moderate income
households in neighborhoods throughout San Francisco.”

“We’re proud to partner with MEDA on another critical small sites acquisition in the Mission,
protecting affordability for the building’s residents and a legacy business in El Rio, an
important asset for the neighborhood and the LGBT community,” said Rebecca Foster, CEO
of the SFHAF. “The Housing Accelerator Fund was created to make important projects
exactly like this a reality.”

The San Francisco Housing Accelerator Fund innovates smart approaches that put public,



private, and philanthropic money to work to expand the supply of affordable housing in

San Francisco. SFHAF was incubated in the Mayor’s Office to address gaps in and
complement the public sector’s funding mechanisms. The fund was kick-started with
investments from the City, Citi Community Development, Dignity Health, and The San
Francisco Foundation. In less than three years of operation, SFHAF has raised and deployed
over $109 million to fund the preservation and construction of 433 permanently affordable
units in San Francisco.

“El Rio is a legacy business, so this Small Sites Program purchase aligns with MEDA’s
cultural placekeeping strategy for the Mission/Bernal Heights,” said Johnny Oliver, MEDA
Associate Director of Community Real Estate. “El Rio promotes diversity, which is a value
that San Francisco has long touted, and remains a communal meeting ground. This purchase
will also keep in place the longtime tenants in the apartments above El Rio—tenants
vulnerable to displacement.”

“El Rio would like to thank MEDA, their staff and board for their willingness to invest in our
business and buildings as one of their commercial spaces serving the community,” said Dawn
Huston, owner of El Rio. “We are humbled and immensely grateful for this opportunity.”

Through the City’s acquisition programs, 34 buildings consisting of 278 units have been
acquired, and another 12 buildings with 110 total units are in the pipeline. Over $83 million of
City funds have been committed for acquisition and preservation programs, and over 500
households have been stabilized to date. Last month, MOHCD issued a $40.5 million Notice
of Funding Availability for future Small Sites Program acquisitions and capacity building
grants, which is part of Mayor Breed’s strategy to prevent displacement and expand the City’s
affordable housing preservation pipeline.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794- Limiting new parking - Reversing special dispensation on Kern Street Parking

Date: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 11:29:24 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: Troy Kashanipour <tk@tkworkshop.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 7:51 PM

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

Cc: MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff{@sfgov.org>

Subject: Support for File #190794- Limiting new parking - Reversing special dispensation on Kern Street Parking

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

Dear Planning Commission Secretary,

I wanted to provide my support for the legislation proposed by Supervisor Mandelman which will decrease the
parking thresholds in new construction.

The additional side effect of this legislation is that it will sunset the special dispensation provision that allows the
Kern Street Parking lot site in Glen Park to languish as surface parking, despite the underlying zoning which does
not allow such. It will reverse the special consideration previously granted which allowed this to remain as a surface
parking lot. This parking lot is just few steps from the BART station and could be better utilized as housing.

This lot was closed for construction in the first half of 2019 with no apparent ill effects on neighborhood serving
businesses. Indeed neighborhood business will greatly benefit from increased density and added foot traffic.

Thank you for your consideration.
Best,
Troy

Troy Kashanipour Architecture. LEED AP
2325 Third Street Suite 401
San Francisco CA, 94107
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Delumo, Jenny (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 2014.0012E BETTER MARKET STREET PROJECT —
Date: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 11:29:17 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: Stephen Cornell <stephenpcornell@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 9:11 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; 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>
Subject: 2014.0012E BETTER MARKET STREET PROJECT —

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

The Better Market Street Project needs a Economic
Impact Report.

The first part of the Transit First Policy (§ VIIIA_8A.115) that is in the San
Francisco Charter reads

(a)

The following principles shall constitute the City and County’s

transit-first policy and shall be incorporated into the General Plan of the City

and County. All officers, boards, commissions, and departments shall implement
these principles in conducting the City and County’s affairs:

1.To ensure quality of life and economic health in San Francisco,
the primary objective of the transportation system must be the safe and
efficient movement of people and goods.

The Better Market Plan has never had an Economic Impact Report. This should
be done before anything moves forward.
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Every project MTA has done, has resulted in devastating results to the
businesses in the area as well as businesses well beyond the actual streets
involved. Some of the more recent examples of MTA construction that ook

years longer than the public was told (of course way more dollars)

Van Ness BRT
The light rail extension o Chinatown
Polk Street Bike Lanes

Third Street L|9h'|' RGI'
Ocean Ave. Redesign

And the biggest project, that we still have never comple’rely recovered
from , Market Street BART and Muni under-grounding. After 50 years nothing
from 5th Street west has recovered.

The City (MTA and DPW) has almost a 100% record of not being able to present

a true and accurate presentation of QMY of their projects. And they totally
neglect to ever consider any economic effects of their projects.

How will the Better Market Street Project effect the "Efficient movement of
goods" and “Ensure... economic health in San Francisco” as the Charter
demands?

Four wheeled commercial vehicles will be banned in the new plan. Six wheeled
commercial vehicles will have limited times. But private vehicles will have
unlimited access on Market Street to be able to use the garages of the MTA

building, the CTA building, the new permit center buildingand the
Federal Reserve building. The least that should be
done is to ban autos completely on Market Street and
not give government employees an exception.
Please follow the City Charter and have and
li i ic_health i i

e pri bjective e i e be the

safe and



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Chris Foley; Lydia; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES LEGISLATION TO REQUIRE
MORE ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATIONS

Date: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 11:27:45 AM

Attachments: 10.08.19 Electric Vehicle Charger Leqislation.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 4:32 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOQUSLY APPROVES LEGISLATION
TO REQUIRE MORE ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATIONS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, October 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES
LEGISLATION TO REQUIRE MORE ELECTRIC VEHICLE
CHARGING STATIONS

Introduced by Mayor London Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin, legislation will expand
publicly accessible electric vehicle charging in all large commercial parking facilities
throughout San Francisco

San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today voted unanimously to approve
legislation to expand the number of electric vehicle (EV) charging stations in San Francisco
parking facilities. Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin introduced the
legislation on July 16, 2019. Supervisors Rafael Mandelman, Ahsha Safai, Vallie Brown, and
Hillary Ronen are co-sponsors. The legislation requires commercial parking lots and garages
with more than 100 parking spaces to install EV charging stations in at least 10 percent of the
parking spaces and is the first requirement of its kind in the nation.

The City has a goal of achieving 100 percent emission-free ground transportation by 2040.
Increasing access to EV charging is part of the City’s strategy to reduce transportation sector
greenhouse gas emissions, which account for 46 percent of the City’s overall emissions.
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, October 8, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES
LEGISLATION TO REQUIRE MORE ELECTRIC VEHICLE
CHARGING STATIONS

Introduced by Mayor London Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin, legislation will expand
publicly accessible electric vehicle charging in all large commercial parking facilities
throughout San Francisco

San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today voted unanimously to approve
legislation to expand the number of electric vehicle (EV) charging stations in San Francisco
parking facilities. Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin introduced the
legislation on July 16, 2019. Supervisors Rafael Mandelman, Ahsha Safai, Vallie Brown, and
Hillary Ronen are co-sponsors. The legislation requires commercial parking lots and garages
with more than 100 parking spaces to install EV charging stations in at least 10 percent of the
parking spaces and is the first requirement of its kind in the nation.

The City has a goal of achieving 100 percent emission-free ground transportation by 2040.
Increasing access to EV charging is part of the City’s strategy to reduce transportation sector
greenhouse gas emissions, which account for 46 percent of the City’s overall emissions.
Seventy-one percent of the City’s transportation emissions come from private cars and trucks. In
addition to increasing charging stations on privately owned land, the City has invited EV
charging station providers to submit proposals to deploy EV charging stations at up to 38
municipal parking facilities that are accessible to the public. The City is in the process of
evaluating the proposals received from interested EV charging providers.

“In order to meet our climate goals and improve the air we breathe, we need to reduce our
dependence on private vehicles and get people onto transit, bikes, and sidewalks,” said Mayor
Breed. “However, we know there will still be some people who will continue to have their own
car, and for those people we want to make it as convenient as possible for them to transition to an
electric vehicle. Even as the Trump administration threatens to revoke California’s emissions
waiver under the Clean Air Act, we continue to do our part to reduce emissions and clean our
air.”

Parking facility owners would be required to install the EV charging stations by January 1, 2023
and will be encouraged to work with EV charging providers to do so. The ordinance will apply to
approximately 300 commercial parking facilities throughout the City. Mayor Breed’s approach
to electrifying transportation is designed to work in concert with San Francisco’s longstanding
Transit First policy. The City recognizes that the best way to reduce congestion and emissions
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from the transportation sector is to get people out of cars, and onto public transit, bikes or
sidewalks.

“The path to an emissions-free future is by electrifying our private sector cars and trucks,” said
Debbie Raphael, Director of the San Francisco Department of the Environment. “By making
charging more readily accessible, we will promote even greater EV adoption, which will reduce
emissions, improve air quality, lower asthma rates, and create a more livable city for all.”

In July, Mayor Breed also unveiled an EV Roadmap that sets a goal of 100 percent emission-free
ground transportation by 2040. The Roadmap lays out a plan for the City to reduce the financial
and information barriers that are preventing people from adopting EV technologies. The
Roadmap offers solutions and actions the City can take to electrify private sector transportation,
decrease total vehicle miles traveled, reduce gasoline- and diesel-powered cars on the road, and
increase adoption of zero emission vehicles.

San Francisco has successfully reduced its greenhouse gas emissions 36 percent below 1990
levels and has a goal of being a net zero emissions city by 2050. The City in 2017 passed
legislation requiring all parking spaces in new construction and major renovation projects be
“EV-ready,” and is currently transitioning its municipal passenger sedan fleet to be 100 percent
zero-emissions by 2022. The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency has a goal to reach
an all-electric fleet by 2035 and is implementing bus “green zones” to reduce emissions in
neighborhoods with high concentrations of low-income households and people of color.

HiH
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Seventy-one percent of the City’s transportation emissions come from private cars and trucks.
In addition to increasing charging stations on privately owned land, the City has invited EV
charging station providers to submit proposals to deploy EV charging stations at up to 38
municipal parking facilities that are accessible to the public. The City is in the process of
evaluating the proposals received from interested EV charging providers.

“In order to meet our climate goals and improve the air we breathe, we need to reduce our
dependence on private vehicles and get people onto transit, bikes, and sidewalks,” said Mayor
Breed. “However, we know there will still be some people who will continue to have their
own car, and for those people we want to make it as convenient as possible for them to
transition to an electric vehicle. Even as the Trump administration threatens to revoke
California’s emissions waiver under the Clean Air Act, we continue to do our part to reduce
emissions and clean our air.”

Parking facility owners would be required to install the EV charging stations by January 1,
2023 and will be encouraged to work with EV charging providers to do so. The ordinance will
apply to approximately 300 commercial parking facilities throughout the City. Mayor Breed’s
approach to electrifying transportation is designed to work in concert with San Francisco’s
longstanding Transit First policy. The City recognizes that the best way to reduce congestion
and emissions from the transportation sector is to get people out of cars, and onto public
transit, bikes or sidewalks.

“The path to an emissions-free future is by electrifying our private sector cars and trucks,” said
Debbie Raphael, Director of the San Francisco Department of the Environment. “By making
charging more readily accessible, we will promote even greater EV adoption, which will
reduce emissions, improve air quality, lower asthma rates, and create a more livable city for
all.”

In July, Mayor Breed also unveiled an EV Roadmap that sets a goal of 100 percent emission-
free ground transportation by 2040. The Roadmap lays out a plan for the City to reduce the
financial and information barriers that are preventing people from adopting EV technologies.
The Roadmap offers solutions and actions the City can take to electrify private sector
transportation, decrease total vehicle miles traveled, reduce gasoline- and diesel-powered cars
on the road, and increase adoption of zero emission vehicles.

San Francisco has successfully reduced its greenhouse gas emissions 36 percent below 1990
levels and has a goal of being a net zero emissions city by 2050. The City in 2017 passed
legislation requiring all parking spaces in new construction and major renovation projects be
“EV-ready,” and is currently transitioning its municipal passenger sedan fleet to be 100
percent zero-emissions by 2022. The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency has a
goal to reach an all-electric fleet by 2035 and is implementing bus “green zones” to reduce
emissions in neighborhoods with high concentrations of low-income households and people of
color.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Housing Balance Report No. 9 Submittal to CPC

Date: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 11:27:22 AM

Attachments: HousingBalance9 CPC.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: Ambati, Svetha (CPC) <svetha.ambati@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 4:45 PM

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

Cc: Switzky, Joshua (CPC) <joshua.switzky @sfgov.org>
Subject: Housing Balance Report No. 9 Submittal to CPC

HiJonas,
Attached is the Housing Balance Report No. 9 to provide to the Planning Commission.
Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Svetha Ambati
Planner | Citywide Planning: Information and Analysis Group

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9183 | www.sfplanning.org
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

DATE: 8 October 2019

TO: City Planning Commission

FROM: John Rahaim, Director of Planning
RE: HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No. 9

1 July 2009 - 30 June 2019

STAFF CONTACT: Svetha Ambati, (415) 575-9183
REVIEWED BY: Joshua Switzky, Land Use & Community Planning
Program Manager

SUMMARY

This report is submitted in compliance with Ordinance No. 53-15 requiring the Planning
Department to monitor and report on the housing balance between new market rate and new
affordable housing production. One of the stated purposes of the Housing Balance is “to
ensure that data on meeting affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods
informs the approval process for new housing development.” This report is the ninth in the
series and covers the ten-year period from 1 July 2009 through 30 June 2019. The report is
published twice annually in April and October.

The ordinance defines the “Housing Balance” as the proportion of all new affordable housing
units to the total number of all new housing units for a 10-year “Housing Balance Period”,
accounting for any loss of units removed from “protected status.” In addition, the reporting
must include a calculation of “Projected Housing Balance” which is focused exclusively on
forward-looking housing production and includes residential projects that have received
approvals from the Planning Commission or Planning Department, including projects under
construction, permitted for construction, and those entitled but that have not yet received
permits to commence construction.

In the 2009 Q3 -2019 Q2 Housing Balance Period, the Cumulative Housing Balance is 20.5%,
which is higher than the previous period (17.3% for 2009Q1 — 2018 Q4). The expanded
Citywide Cumulative Housing Balance is a little over 27%, although this varies by Supervisor
district. Distribution of the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance over the 11 Board of
Supervisor Districts ranges from —225% (District 4) to 68% (District 5). This variation,
especially with negative housing balances, is due to the larger number of units permanently
withdrawn from rent control protection relative to the number of total net new units and net
affordable units built in those districts.

The Projected Housing Balance Citywide is 22.3%. The ordinance specifically directs the
exclusion of master planned multi-phase development projects from the projected housing
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balance calculations until site permits are obtained. In addition to three named projects in the
ordinance (Treasure Island/Yerba Buena Island, Candlestick Point/Hunters Point Shipyard, and
Parkmerced), another six master planned development projects were identified for exclusion as
well: Pier 70, HopeSF (Potrero and Sunnydale), India Basin, Schlage Lock, and Mission Rock.
Remaining phases from all eight projects will yield an additional 31,520 net new units, of which
23% (or about 7,101 units) would be affordable to low- and moderate-income households.

The Projected Housing Balance methodology as required by the ordinance is not necessarily an
accurate predictor of current or future affordable housing production as it does not account for
the expected (but not yet entitled or permitted) affordable housing projects with funding either in
hand or expected by the City. Examples of these projects include those funded through
inclusionary fees paid by housing projects otherwise included in the Balance calculation, jobs-
housing linkage fees paid by commercial development, and other sources of funding. For the past
ten years, affordable housing production has accounted for 25.4% of overall production. As of
2019 Q2, 29.5% of units currently under construction are affordable.

BACKGROUND

On 21 April 2015, the Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance No. 53-15 amending the Planning
Code to include a new Section 103 requiring the Planning Department to monitor and report on
the Housing Balance between new market rate housing and new affordable housing production.
The Housing Balance Report will be submitted bi-annually by April 1 and October 1 of each year
and will also be published on a visible and accessible page on the Planning Department’s
website. Planning Code Section 103 also requires an annual hearing at the Board of Supervisors on
strategies for achieving and maintaining the required housing balance in accordance with the
City’s housing production goals. (See Appendix A for complete text of Ordinance No. 53-15.) This
hearing typically accompanies the April report.

The stated purposes for the Housing Balance Monitoring and Reporting are: a) to maintain a
balance between new affordable and market rate housing Citywide and within neighborhoods; b)
to make housing available for all income levels and housing need types; c) to preserve the mixed-
income character of the City and its neighborhoods; d) to offset the withdrawal of existing
housing units from rent stabilization and the loss of single-room occupancy hotel units; e) to
ensure the availability of land and encourage the deployment of resources to provide sufficient
housing affordable to households of very low, low, and moderate incomes; f) to ensure adequate
housing for families, seniors and the disabled communities; g) to ensure that data on meeting
affordable housing targets Citywide and within neighborhoods informs the approval process for
new housing development; and h) to enable public participation in determining the appropriate
mix of new housing approvals.

Housing production targets adopted by the state and the Association of Bay Area Governments,
and reflected in the City’s Housing Element, last adopted in April 2015, calls for a minimum of
28,870 new units to be built in San Francisco between 2015 and 2022, including a minimum of
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16,333 affordable units (57%" of the total). As mandated by law, the City provides the State
Department of Housing and Community Development an annual progress report.? In addition,
in November 2014, San Francisco’s voters endorsed Proposition K, which set as city policy a goal
to help construct or rehabilitate at least 30,000 homes by 2020, at least 33% of which will be
affordable to low- and moderate-income households. > While the Housing Balance Report is
intended to supplement analysis towards adopted City housing goals, the report and its
calculations do not specifically track performance toward meeting goals set by the City’s Housing
Element/RHNA and Proposition K and are not comparable because the metrics and
methodologies differ.

This Housing Balance Report was prepared from data gathered from other published sources
including the Planning Department’s annual Housing Inventory and quarterly Pipeline Report data,
San Francisco Rent Board data, and data from the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development.

' The Ordinance inaccurately stated that “22% of new housing demands to be affordable to households of
moderate means”; San Francisco’s Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) allocation for moderate in-
come households is 19% of total production goals.

2 Printed annual progress reports submitted by all California jurisdictions can be accessed here —
http://www.hcd.ca.gov/community-development/housing-element/annual-progress-reports/index.php .-- or
by calling HCD at 916-263-2911 for the latest reports as many jurisdictions now file reports online.

3 For tracking of the Prop K affordable housing goal, see https://sfmohcd.org.
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CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE CALCULATION

Planning Code Section 103 calls for the Housing Balance “be expressed as a percentage, obtained
by dividing the cumulative total of extremely low, very low, low, and moderate income
affordable housing (all units 0-120% AMI) minus the lost protected units, by the total number of
net new housing units within the Housing Balance Period.” The ordinance requires that the
“Cumulative Housing Balance” be provided using two calculations: a) one consisting of net
housing built within a 10 year Housing Balance period, less units withdrawn from protected
status, plus net units in projects that have received both approvals from the Planning
Commission or Planning Department and site permits from the Department of Building
Inspection, and b) the addition of net units gained through acquisition and rehabilitation of
affordable units, HOPE SF and RAD units. “Protected units” include units that are subject to rent
control under the City’s Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance. Additional
elements that figure into the Housing Balance include completed HOPE SF and RAD public
housing replacement, substantially rehabilitated units, and single-room occupancy hotel units
(SROs). The equation below shows the second, expanded calculation of the Cumulative Housing
Balance.

[Net New Affordable Housing +
Completed Acquisitions & Rehabs + Completed
HOPE SF + RAD Public Housing Replacement +

Entitled & Permitted Affordable Units] CUMULATIVE
— [Units Removed from Protected Status] HOUSING
- BALANCE

[Net New Housing Built + Net Entitled & Permitted Units]

The first “Housing Balance Period” is a ten-year period starting with the first quarter of 2005
through the last quarter of 2014. Subsequent housing balance reports will cover the 10 years
preceding the most recent quarter. This report covers July 2009 (Q3) through June 2019 (Q2).
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Table 1A below shows the Cumulative Housing Balance for 10-year 2009 Q3 — 2019 Q2 period is
20.5% Citywide. With the addition of RAD units, the expanded Cumulative Housing Balance is
27.4%. The expanded Cumulative Housing Balance for the previous 10-year 2009 Q1 — 2018 Q4

period was slightly lower at 25%. In 2016, the Board of Supervisors revised the ordinance to

include Owner Move-Ins (OMIs) in the Housing Balance calculation. Although OMIs were not
specifically called out by in the original Ordinance in the calculation of the Housing Balance,
these were included in earlier reports because this type of no-fault eviction results in the loss of
rent controlled units either permanently or for a period of time.

Table 1A

Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2009 Q3 — 2019 Q2

Net N Acquisitions Units Total Total
et New & Rehabs Removed | Entitled & | Total Net _ota Cumulative
.. Affordable . . Entitled & .
BoS Districts Housi and Small from Permitted | New Units P itted Housing
ous.)mg Sites Protected | Affordable Built erm! € Balance
Built . Units
Completed Status Units
BoS District 1 227 21 (511) - 387 264 -40.4%
BoS District 2 79 25 (305) 9 978 363 -14.3%
BoS District 3 132 45 (306) 258 822 623 8.9%
BoS District 4 18 - (503) 10 52 159 | -225.1%
BoS District 5 618 710 (348) 205 1,392 1,545 40.3%
BoS District 6 3,479 1,462 (145) 2,285 16,274 11,242 25.7%
BoS District 7 113 - (247) - 549 1,120 -8.0%
BoS District 8 284 74 (614) 34 1,366 462 -12.1%
BoS District 9 107 196 (653) 800 832 1,931 16.3%
BoS District 10 1,921 - (305) 1,349 4,798 4,654 31.4%
BoS District 11 39 21 (409) 131 144 410 -39.4%
TOTALS 7,017 2,554 (4,346) 5,081 27,594 22,773 20.5%
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Table 1B below shows the Expanded Cumulative Housing Balances for Board of Supervisor
Districts ranging from -225% (District 4) to 68% (District 5). Negative balances in Districts 1
(-18.3%), 4 (-225%), 7 (-1.5%), and 11 (-39.4%) resulted from the larger numbers of units removed
from protected status relative to the net new affordable housing and net new housing units built
in those districts.

Table 1B
Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2009 Q3 - 2019 Q2
Acquisitions Units Total
Net New & Rehabs RAD Program Removed | Entitled & | Total Net 'I:otal Expand(.ed
- Affordable and Hope SF . . Entitled & |Cumulative
BoS Districts X and Small from Permitted | New Units . K
Housing ) Replacement . Permitted | Housing
. Sites . Protected | Affordable Built .
Built Units ) Units Balance
Completed Status Units

BoS District 1 227 21 144 (511) - 387 264 | -18.3%
BoS District 2 79 25 251 (305) 9 978 363 4.4%
BoS District 3 132 45 576 (306) 258 822 623 48.8%

BoS District 4 18 - - (503) 10 52 159 | -225.1%
BoS District 5 618 710 806 (348) 205 1,392 1,545 67.8%
BoS District 6 3,479 1,462 560 (145) 2,285 16,274 11,242 27.8%
BoS District 7 113 - 109 (247) - 549 1,120 -1.5%
BoS District 8 284 74 330 (614) 34 1,366 462 5.9%
BoS District 9 107 196 268 (653) 800 832 1,931 26.0%
BoS District 10 1,921 - 436 (305) 1,349 4,798 4,654 36.0%
BoS District 11 39 21 - (409) 131 144 410 -39.4%
TOTALS 7,017 2,554 3,480 (4,346) 5,081 27,594 22,773 27.4%

PROJECTED HOUSING BALANCE

Table 2 below summarizes residential projects that have received entitlements from the Planning
Commission or the Planning Department, have received an approved building permit from the
Department of Building Inspection (DBI), or are currently under construction. Table 2 is the
summary of Tables 3 and 4, thus providing a projected housing balance that includes any
residential project that has received approval from the Planning Commission and Planning
Department, as required by the ordinance.

Overall projected housing balance at the end of 2019 Q2 is 22%; for the previous 10-year
reporting period, this projected balance was 20%. The projected balance is also expected to
change as several major projects have yet to declare how their affordable housing requirements
will be met. In addition, nine entitled major development projects — Treasure Island, Parkmerced,
Candlestick Point/Hunters Point, Pier 70, HopeSF (Potrero and Sunnydale), India Basin, Schlage
Lock, and Mission Rock — are not included in the accounting until applications for building
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permits are filed or issued as specified in the ordinance. Remaining phases from these projects
will yield an additional 31,520 net new units; 23% (or about 7,101 units) would be affordable to
low- and moderate-income households.

As established by the ordinance, the Projected Housing Balance also does not account for af-
fordable housing units that will be produced with current and future affordable housing
funding (e.g. Inclusionary Housing Fee, Jobs-Housing Linkage Fee, bond funds), including
funds owed or already paid by projects in a given reporting cycle. Those affordable housing
units are produced several years after the fee is collected. Units produced through the fee
typically serve lower income households than do the inclusionary units, including special
needs populations requiring services, such as seniors, transitional aged youth, families, and

veterans.
Table 2
Projected Housing Balance (Entitled, Permitted, and Under Construction Units), 2019 Q2
v L L Total Net N Total Affordable
BoS District Iery ow | ow Moderate TBD Affordable TJ .tew Units as % of
ncome ncome Units nits Net New Units
BoS District 1 - - - - - 264 0.0%
BoS District 2 - - 6 3 9 363 2.5%
BoS District 3 - 10 8 240 258 623 41.4%
BoS District 4 - - 10 - 10 159 6.3%
BoS District 5 - 130 58 17 205 1,545 13.3%
BoS District 6 - 1,040 345 900 2,285 11,242 20.3%
BoS District 7 - - - - - 1,120 0.0%
BoS District 8 - 7 25 2 34 462 7.4%
BoS District 9 38 619 56 87 800 1,931 41.4%
BoS District 10 - 406 135 808 1,349 4,654 29.0%
BoS District 11 - - - 131 131 410 0.0%
TOTALS 38 2,212 643 2,188 5,081 22,773 22.3%
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Permitted and Under Construction Units

Table 3 below lists the number of units that have received approved building permits or are

currently under construction in 2019 Q2.

Half of these units will be built in or are currently being built in District 6 (50%). Another 18
percent will be built in or are currently being built in District 10. Twenty-five percent of units that
have received approved permits from DBI or are currently under construction will be affordable.

Table 3

Building Permits Issued or Under Construction, 2019 Q2

Total

Total Affordable

BoS District VI(:Z):):V Intzvrr\:e Moderate TBD Affordable Nztnli\ijw Units as % of
Units Net New Units
BoS District 1 - - - - - 258 0.0%
BoS District 2 - - 6 3 9 313 2.9%
BoS District 3 - 10 - 240 250 527 47.4%
BoS District 4 - - 7 - 7 147 4.8%
BoS District 5 - 130 58 8 196 937 20.9%
BoS District 6 - 932 244 751 1,927 8,973 21.5%
BoS District 7 - - - - - 1,118 0.0%
BoS District 8 - 7 8 - 15 324 4.6%
BoS District 9 38 619 37 86 780 1,673 46.6%
BoS District 10 - 394 63 702 1,159 3,198 36.2%
BoS District 11 - - - 131 131 410 0.0%
TOTALS 38 2,092 423 1,921 4,474 17,878 25.0%
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Entitled Units

Table 4 below lists the number of units that have received entitlements from the Planning
Commission or the Planning Department in 2019 Q2. Nine entitled major development projects —
Treasure Island, ParkMerced, Candlestick Point/Hunters Point, Pier 70, HopeSF (Potrero and
Sunnydale), India Basin, Schlage Lock, and Mission Rock — are not included in the accounting as
specified in the ordinance.

About half of these units will be built in District 6 (46%). A little over twelve percent of units that

have received Planning entitlements will be affordable.

Table 4

Entitled Units without a Building Permit Issued, 2019 Q2

o Very Low Low Total Net New TotaI'AffordabIe
BoS District N Income Moderate TBD Affortflable Units Units as % o.f
Units Net New Units
BoS District 1 - - - 6 0.0%
BoS District 2 - - - 50 0.0%
BoS District 3 - - 96 8.3%
BoS District 4 - 3 - 12 25.0%
BoS District5 - 9 608 1.5%
BoS District 6 - 108 101 149 358 2,269 15.8%
BoS District 7 - - - 2 0.0%
BoS District 8 - 17 2 19 138 13.8%
BoS District9 - 19 1 20 258 7.8%
BoS District 10 - 12 72 106 190 1,456 13.0%
BoS District 11 - - - - -
TOTALS - 120 220 267 607 4,895 12.4%
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CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE ELEMENTS

Because the scope covered by the Housing Balance calculation is broad, each element — or group
of elements — will be discussed separately. The body of this report will account for figures at the

Board of Supervisor district level. The breakdown of each element using the Planning

Department District geographies, as required by Section 103, is provided separately in an
Appendix B. This is to ensure simple and uncluttered tables in the main body of the report.

Affordable Housing and Net New Housing Production

Table 5 below shows housing production between 2009 Q3 and 2019 Q2. This ten-year period
resulted in a net addition of over 27,590 units to the City’s housing stock, including 7,017
affordable units (or a little over 25%). Most of the net new housing units and affordable units
built in the ten-year reporting period were in District 6 (16,274 and 3,479 respectively). District 10
follows with over 4,798 net new units, including 1,921 affordable units.

The table below also shows that a little over 25% of net new units built between 2009 Q3 and 2019
Q2 were affordable units. Half (50%) of the affordable units built during that period were in

District 6.

Table 5

New Housing Production by Affordability, 2009 Q3 - 2019 Q2

Total

Affordable Units

BoS District Very Low Low Moderate Middle | Affordable To:;li:l:t as % of Total
Units Net Units
BoS District 1 170 57 | - 227 387 58.7%
BoS District 2 - 79 | - 79 978 8.1%
BoS District 3 74 2 56 | - 132 822 16.1%
BoS District 4 - 18 | - 18 52 34.6%
BoS District 5 335 183 100 | - 618 1,392 44.4%
BoS District 6 1,551 1,430 475 23 3,479 16,274 21.4%
BoS District 7 70 29 14 | - 113 549 20.6%
BoS District 8 117 92 75 | - 284 1,366 20.8%
BoS District 9 - 40 67 | - 107 832 12.9%
BoS District 10 1,003 728 190 | - 1,921 4,798 40.0%
BoS District 11 - 2 37| - 39 144 27.1%
TOTAL 3,320 2,506 1,168 23 7,017 27,594 25.4%

It should be noted that units affordable to Extremely Very Low Income (EVLI) households are
included under the Very Low Income (VLI) category because certain projects that benefit
homeless individuals and families — groups considered as EVLI — have income eligibility caps at

the VLI level.
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Acquisition and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing Units

Table 6 below lists the number of units that have been rehabilitated and/or acquired between
2009 Q3 and 2019 Q2 to ensure permanent affordability. These are mostly single-room occupancy
hotel units that are affordable to extremely very low and very low income households.

Table 6a
Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of Affordable Housing, 2009 Q3 - 2019 Q2
BoS District B:::L'i:;s T::"i:; f
BoS District 2 1 25
BoS District 3 1 22
BoS District 5 5 690
BoS District 6 14 1,405
BoS District 8 1 40
BoS District 9 3 64
TOTALS 25 2,246

Small Sites Program

The San Francisco Small Sites Program (SSP) is an initiative of the Mayor’s Office of Housing and
Community Development (MOHCD) to acquire small rent-controlled buildings (with four to 25
units) where tenants are at risk of eviction through the Ellis Act or owner move-ins. Since its
inception in 2014, some 38 buildings with 308 units have been acquired.

Table 6b

Small Sites Program, 2014-2019 Q2
BoS District B:::Zi:;s T,:it‘: f
BoS District 1 -2 21
Bos District 3 2 23
BoS District 5 3 20
BoS District 6 5 57
BoS District 8 7 34
BoS District 9 18 132
BoS District 11 1 21
TOTALS 38 308
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RAD Program

The San Francisco Housing Authority’s Rental Assistance Demonstration (RAD) program
preserves at risk public and assisted housing projects. According to the Mayor’s Office, RAD
Phase I transferred 1,425 units to developers in December 2015. An additional 2,055 units were
transferred as Phase II in 2016.

Table 7
RAD Affordable Units, 2015-2019 Q2
BoS District B::I:i(:\ fgs '::i::

BoS District 1 2 144
BoS District 2 3 251
BoS District 3 4 576
BoS District 5 7 806
BoS District 6 4 560
BoS District 7 1 109
BoS District 8 4 330
BoS District 9 2 268
BoS District 10 2 436
BoS District 11 - -
TOTALS 29 3,480

Units Removed From Protected Status

San Francisco’s Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance protects tenants and
preserves affordability of about 175,000 rental units by limiting annual rent increases. Landlords
can, however, terminate tenants’ leases through no-fault evictions including condo conversion,
owner move-in, Ellis Act, demolition, and other reasons that are not the tenants’ fault. The
Housing Balance calculation takes into account units permanently withdrawn from rent
stabilization as loss of affordable housing. The following no-fault evictions affect the supply of
rent controlled units by removing units from the rental market: condo conversion, demolition,
Ellis Act, and owner move-ins (OMIs). It should be noted that initially, OMIs were not
specifically called out by the Ordinance to be included in the calculation. However, because
owner move-ins have the effect of the losing rent controlled units either permanently or for a
substantial period of time, these numbers are included in the Housing Balance calculation as
intended by the legislation’s sponsors. Some of these OMI units may return to being rentals and
will still fall under the rent control ordinance. On 14 November 2016, the Board of Supervisors
amended Planning Code Section 103 to include OMIs as part of the housing balance calculation.
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Table 8 below shows the distribution of no-fault eviction notices issued between July 2009 and
June 2019. Eviction notices have been commonly used as proxy for evictions. Owner Move-In and
Ellis Act notices made up most of no-fault evictions (60% and 30% respectively). Distribution of
these no-fault eviction notices is almost evenly dispersed, with Districts 9 and 8 leading (each at

approximately 15% of the total units removed from protected status).

Table 8

Units Removed from Protected Status, 2009 Q3 — 2019 Q2
Condo Owner Units Removed
BoS District i Demolition Ellis Act from Protected

Conversion Move-In Status

BoS District 1 2 21 149 339 511
BoS District 2 18 9 87 191 305
BoS District 3 7 9 166 124 306
BoS District 4 - 71 86 346 503
BoS District 5 14 15 86 233 348
BoS District 6 - 75 57 13 145
BoS District 7 - 29 67 151 247
BoS District 8 28 28 230 328 614
BoS District9 7 47 243 356 653
BoS District 10 2 26 56 221 305
BoS District 11 - 60 64 285 409
TOTALS 78 390 1,291 2,587 4,346

PERIODIC REPORTING AND ONLINE ACCESS

This report complies with Planning Code Section 103 requirement that the Planning Department
publish and update the Housing Balance Report bi-annually on April 1 and October 1 of each year.
Housing Balance Reports are available and accessible online, as mandated by the ordinance, by
going to this link: http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=4222 .

ANNUAL HEARING

An annual hearing on the Housing Balance before the Board of Supervisors will be scheduled by
April 1 of each year. The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, the Mayor’s
Office of Economic and Workforce Development, the Rent Stabilization Board, the Department of
Building Inspection, and the City Economist will present strategies for achieving and maintaining
a housing balance consistent with the City’s housing goals at this annual hearing. The ordinance
also requires that MOHCD will determine the amount of funding needed to bring the City into
the required minimum 33% should the cumulative housing balance fall below that threshold.
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AMENDED IN COMMITTEE
415115

|| FILE NO. 150022 ORDINANCE NO. 53-15

[Planning Code - City Housing Balance Monitoring and Reporting]

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to require the Planning Department to monitor
the balance between new market rate housing and new affordable housing, and publish
a bi-annual Housing Balance Report; requiring an annual hearing at the Board of

Supervisors on strategies for achieving and maintaining the required housing balance

|| in accordance with San Francisco's housing production goals; and making

|| environmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302 findings, and findings of

|| consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code,
| Section 101.1.

MOTE: Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font,
Additions to Codes are in smg.l'ﬂ—rmdg!ime J.rahcs imes Mew Roman Em
Deletions to Codes are in -

Board amendment additions are in Mﬁ&uﬂ&ﬂmﬂ&m@m

Board amendment deletions are in
Asterisks (* * * *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code
subsections or parts of tahles.

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

Section 1. Findings.
{a) The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this

ordinance comply with the California Environmental Gluality Act (California Public Resources

Code Sections 21000 et seq.). Said determinafion is on file with the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors in File Mo, 150029 and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board of
Supervisors affirms this determination.

{b) On March 19, 2015, the Planning Commission, in Resolution Mo, 19337, adopted

| findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance, with the

Supendsor Kim
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Fage 1
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adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the

Board of Supervisors in File Mo. 150029, and is incorporated herein by reference.

(z) Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, this Board finds that this Planning Code I
Amendment will serve the public necessity, convenience, and welfare for the reasons set forth
in Planning Commission Resolution Mo. 150029 and the Board incorporates such reasons

herein by reference.

Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by adding new Section 103 to read
as follows;

SEC 183, HOUSING BALANCE MONITORING AND REPORTING.
e} Purposes. To maintain a balance between new affordable and market rate howsing City-

Wil within nei wls, ter make howsing available jor all income levels and housing need
types, to preserve the mived income characier of the Civy and ity neighborhoods, fo offset the
withdrawal of existing housing wnils from rent stabilization and the loss of single-room-oecupancy

hotel units, to ensure the availability of land and encoprge the deployment of vesources fo provide
sufficient housing affordable fo households o low, low,_agrd mode FRCOE 1y I

howsing for families, seniors and the disabled community, to ensure that data on meeting affordable

howsing targets City-wide and within neighborhoods informs the approval process for new housing

develomment, and fo enable public participation in determining the appropriate mix of new housing

approvals, there iy hereby esioblished o reguiremeni, as detailed in this Section 103, 1o monitor and

regularly report on the howsing balance between market rate housing and affrdable housing.

(b} Findings.

(1) In Nowvember 2004, the City voters enacied Proposition K which established Ciiy

policy fo help construct or rehabilitate af feast 30,000 homes by 2020 More than 30% of this hotising

Superasar Kim
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income households,_and the City is expected to develop strotegies o achieve thar goal. This section

103 sets forth a method to track performance toward the City’s Howsing Elemenr goals and the near-

ferm Proposition K goal © sy he able sing, as defined herein,
(2} The City's rent stabilized and permanently affordable housing stock serves very low-,
fow-, and moderate-income families, long-time residents, elderly seniors, disabled persony and athers.

The City secks to achieve and maintain an appropriate balgnee between marke! rate houwsing and
affordable howsing City-wide and within neighborhoods because the availability of decent howsing and

a suitable lving environment for every San Franciscan is of vital imporianee._Attainment of the Citv's

housing goals requires the cooperative participation of government and the privale sector to expand

howsing opportunities to accommodate housing reeds for San Franciscans ar all economic levels and o
F ) i v of each neirhborbood where housing will be located
i in unsyhsidized ing, affordability is o served by the

Policy Analysis Report on Tenant Displacement, San Francisco is experiencing a rise in units
|| withdrawn from ren controls, Such rises affen qeeom; dids of 5 fncreases i "

valiwes and housing prices. From /998 through 2003, the Rent Board reported a fotal of 13,027 no-fault

evictions {i.e., evictions in which the tenarnt had not vielated any lease terms, but the owner soughi to

resain possession of the wnit), Total eviciions of all types have increased by 38.2% from Rent Board

Year (e, from March through Februgry) 2000 fo Reat Board Year 2013, During the same period, Ellis

r 20010 i

! in fe Yearr e el re & 1T r o owRer 5 af
; temanis, which contribute further o the loss of rent-stabilized units from the housing market, Any fair
i assesyment of the affordable hovusing balance musi ineorporate into the calculation wnity withdrawn

l Supervisar Kim
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{4} Purswant fo Governmernt Code Section 63384, the Association af Bay Area

|| Governments (ABAG), in coordination with the California State Department of Housing and

Community Development (HCD), determines the Bay Area's regional housing need based on regional

trends, projecied job growth, and existing needs. The reglonal housing needs assessment (RENA)

determination includes producilon fargets addressing houstng needs of a range of household income

| cotegorigs, For the REINA period covertng 20035 throwgh 2022, ABAG hay profected ol af least 38%
of mew howsing demands for Son Franciseo will be from very dow and low income households

! (householdys earning under 80% of area median income), and anaiber 22% of new housing demands o
be afforda e Fue wlels of moderate means fearni iy & 2019 e

qLErERERES

(5} The Housing Flement of the City's General Plan states: "Based on the growing
population, and smart growgh goaly of providing housing in central areas like San Francisco, near jobs
| and transif, the State Department of Housing and Commumity Development (HCD, with the
Association of Bay Avea Governments (ABAG), estimares that in the current 2015-2022 Housing

Element period San Francisco must plan for the capacity for roughly 28 870 new units, 37% of which

should be suitable for housing for the extremely low, very low, low and moderate income households to

meet ity share of the region's profecied housing demand " Objeetive T of the Housing Element states

that the City should “identify and make available for development adequate sites o meet the City's

howsing necds, especially permanenily affordable housing. " Objective 7 states that San Francisco's

profecied affordable housing needs far outpace the capacity for the Cliv (o secure subsidies for new

' affordable units.
f6) dn 2002, the City enacted Ordinance 237-12, the " Housing Preservalion and

|| Production Ordinanee, " codiffed n Administrative Code Chapier T0E 4, to reguire Planning

Deparmment staff to regularly report data on progress toward meeting San Francisco s guantified

| Bupervisor Kim
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|| Element, That Ordinance requires data on the mumber of units i ex af the ' fic

{70 _Ax the private market has embarked upon, and government officials have wreed an

amhitions program fo produce sigrificant amounis of mew housing in the Cirg,_the limited remaining

available land makes it essential (o assess the impact of the approval of new market rate housing

developments on the availabiliny of land for aifordable housing and 1o encourage the deployment of

rESOUFCEY fo provide such housing,

{c) Housing Balance Calculation.

{1} For purposes of this Section 103, " Housing Balance " shall be defined as the
praoportion of all new housing units affordable to households of extremely low, very low, low or
moderate ncome households, as defined in California Health & Safery Code Sections 500795 ef seq..

ax stich provisions may be amended from time fo time, fo the total rumber of all new housing wnits for a |

J0 vear Housing Balance Period

(2} The Housing Balance Period shall begin with the first quarier of year 2003 to ihe

| last guarter of 2004, and thereafier for the ten vears prior to the most recent colendar T,
(3} For each vear that data is available, beginning in 2003, the Planning Departmeni

|| shall repori net housing consiruction by income levels, as well as units thal kave been withdrawn from

protection afforded by Ciiy law, such as laws providing for rent-controlled and single resident
ocoupaney (SROY units. The affordable housing categories shall include net new units, ay well ay
existing wniis that were previously not restricted by deed or regulatory agreement that are aequired for

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 5
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preservation as permanently affordable housing as determined by the Mavar s Office of Housing and

Community Development (MOHCD) fot including refinancing or other rehabilitation under existing

ownership)_profected by deed or regulatory agreement for a minimum of 55 vears. The repori shall

include, by year, and for the lavest quarter, all units thet have received Temporary Certificates of

Cleeupancy within that vear,_a separate category for units that obtained o site or bulldinge permit,_and

anather category fiv wiite that have received approval from the Planning Commission or Planning

Dieprerrimeni, but have nof ved obtained a site or building permil fo commence construction jexcept any

! d enditlements, includi ! ot Bimited fo st % a8 T 5 irid

) Extremely Low Income Unite, which are wnits available to individuals or
| families making between 0-30% Area Median Income (AMI) as defined in California Health & Safery
Code Seetion 30006, and gre subfect to price or rent restrictions between (-30% AMI;

{B) Very Low Income Units, which are units avatlable to individisals or fomilies

making hetween J0-50% AMI as defined in California Health & Safery Code Seetion 30105, and are

| suhiect to price or rent Fesiviciions between 30-30%6 AMI

() Lower Income Units, which are wnits available to individuals or fomilies

king hetween SO-80% AMI as defined in California Health & Safety Code Section 300705, a g

subfect to price or rent restrictions berween 3-8 AMI:

i () Moderate mcome Units, which are units availabie to individaly or families

: ! making herween B0-1 200 AMI and are subject to price or rént resirictions hetween 80-7 20% AMT:
{E} Middle Income Units, which are units available fo individuals or familics

making between 120-130% AMI, and are subject to price or renf resirigtions between {20-150% AMT;

Supervisor Kim
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| demalition or alteraiions (including dwelling wnil mergers), or permanent removel porswant o

() Morkei-rate units, which are units not subject to any deed or reguilatory

agrreement with price restrictions;

(G} Housing units withdrawn from proiecied staius, including units withdrawn

from rent control (except those wnits otherwise converted into permanently affordable housingl,

including all units that have been subjeet to rent control under the San Franciseo Residential Rent

Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance but that a properly owner removes permanently from the
remial market through condominitm conversion purstom (o Adminivrative Cogde Section 37, 9%,

Administrati N ¢ r W olin A A
Coge Section 37 9falili);

(H} Public housing replacement units and substantially rehahilitared wunits

throwieh the HOPE 8F and Rental Assistance Demonstration (RAD) programs, as well as other

| substantial rehabilitation programs managed by MOHCD,

{4) The Housing Balance shall be expressed as a percentage, obtained by dividing the

cumdarive total of extremely low, very fow, low and moderate income affordable housing waits foall

ity O- 209 AMI) mings the fost profected wnits, by ihe fofal number of ned new housing uniis within

waondd aflow pecupancy of the units) within the [0-vear Housing Balance Period_plus those units that

have obtained a site or building permii._A separate calcwlation of the Cumulative Housing Balance

: shall also be provided, which includes HOPE SF and BRAD public fousing replacement and

substantially rehabilitated wnits (bt not including peneral rehabilitation / maintenance of public

| housing or other affordable housing unite) that have received Temporary Certificates of Occipancy

| Bupervisor Kim
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within the Housing Balanee Period__The Housing Balance Repores will ghow the Cumlative Housing

Balance with and withow public housing included in the calcwlarion; and

(B} the Projected Housing Balance, which shall include any residential project

that has received approval from the Planming Commission or Planning Depariment | even if the

housing profect has not ver obtained a zite or building permit jo commence consiruction fexcept any

entitlements thar have expived and not been renewed during the Housing Balance period). Master

. planned enfitlemenis shall not be Included tn the colewlation wntil individual butlding entitlements or

|| site permits are approved

eaxily visible gnd accessible page devoted fo Housing Balance and Monitoring and Reporting on the
Planning Department's website, By August September [st and February March Ist of each vear, the
|| Planning Department shall publish gnd update the Housing Balance Repory, and present this report at

|| an informational hearving io the Planning Cammizsion and Board of Supervisors, as well as fo any

relevani with geographic iew over @ plan area with the other guarterly
reparting reguivements of Administrarive Code Chapter 1084, The annual report to the Board of
which resolution shall be introduced
by the Planning Department. The Howsing Bolance Report shall also be incorporated into the

Annual Planring Commission Housing Hearing and Annual Report to the Board of Supervisors

| required in Adminisirative Code Chapier 10E. 4.

() Al Hearing by Board of Supervisors.
(1) The Board of Supervisors shall hold a public Housing Balance hearing on an annual

hagis by April 1 of each vear, (o consider progresy towards the Citv's affordable housing goals,

Suparvisor Kim
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af each vear thereafier.

including ihe goal of @ minimum 3% affordable housing o low grd moderate income howseholds, ax

well as the Cirv's General Plan Housing Element howsing production goals by income category, The
st hearing shall occur po fater than 30 days afier ihe effective date of this ordin il [

{2} The hearing shall include reporting by the Planning Department,_which shall present

the latesi Housing Balance Report City-wide and by Supervisorial District and Planning Disivicy:

the

Mavor s Office of Housing and Community Development, the Mayvor s Office of Economic avd

3% Houging Balanece and the | v shall i to the Board of & [FOrS q Sir to qce

Wi I X ent Stabilization Boar, the riment of Bullding Ingpection, a

any yegr, MORCD shall determine how much funding iy required fo bring the City info g minimm

ihe minimum of 33% Housing Balarnce. City Depariments shall af minimum report on the following

izsues relevant to the annual Housing Balonce hearing: MOHCD shall repart on the annued and

housing production goals, profected shortfalls and gaps in fiunding and site control, and progress

exisfing re

and proposed zoning and land wse policies that affect the City's General Plan Howsing Element

profecied progress by income category in accordance with the Ciiy's General Plan Housing Elemeny

toward the City s Netghborhood Stabilization goals for aeguiving and preserving the affordability of

[ | housing production goals; the Mayor s Office of Econpmiz and Workforce Development shall report on
current gnd proposed maior development profects, dedicated public sites, and policies that affect the

|| Supervisar Kim
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Ciry s General Plan Housing Element housing production goals; the Rent Bogrd shall report on the
withdrawal or addition of rent-controlled wunits and current or proposed policies that affect these

numbers: the Depariment of Building fnspection shall report on the withdrawal or addition of

Restdential Hotel units and current or proposed policies that affect these numbers: and the City

FEronomist shall report on anmtal and projected fob growth by the income catepories specified in the

City s Geperal Plan Howsing Element,
31 Al ey resenial i m e annua i o hearin
| shall be maintained by vear for public access on the Planning Department s wehsite on iis page

| devoted to Housing Balance Monitoring and Reporting,

Section 4. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after

'enactment. Enactment occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor retums the

ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving it, or the Board

of Supervisors overrides the Mayer's veto of the ordinance.,

!AFF'RCNED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

. Deputy City Attormey

| | nileganatas 2SS0 006068, dac

Superisor Kim
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City and County of San Francisco City 1z
| Dr. Cealinn B, Goodlett Flace

Tails Zan Francisee, A B4 1004640

Ordinance

File Number:

Section 101.1.

150028 Date Passed: April 21, 2015

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to require the Planning Department to monitor the balance
between new market rate howsing and new affordable housing, and publish a bi-annual Housing
Balance Report; requiring an annual hearing at the Board of Supenvisors on strategies for achieving
and maintaining the required housing balance in accordance with San Francisco's housing
preduction goals; and making envirenmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and
findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code,

April 06, 2015 Land Use and Transportation Committee - AMENDED, AN AMENDMENT
OF THE WHOLE BEARING SAME TITLE

April 05, 2015 Land Use and Transporation Commities - RECOMMEMNDED AS AMENDED

April 14, 2015 Board of Supervisors - PASSED, ON FIRST READING

Ayes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Christensen, Cohen, Famell, Kim, Mar, Tang,
Wiener and “ee

April 21, 2015 Board of Supervisors - FINALLY PASSED

fyes: 11 - Avalos, Breed, Campos, Christensen, Goben, Famell, Kim, Mar, Tang,
Wiener and Yee

File Mo. 150029 I hereby certify that the foregoing

Ordinance was FINALLY PASSED on
4/21/2015 by the Board of Supervisors of
the City and County of San Francisco.

Ao b Cadu Tl

{  Angeta cawillo
Clerk of the Board

N Holzery

Mayor Date Approved

Lty and Coumty af Saw Frasciam
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APPENDIX B
CUMULATIVE HOUSING BALANCE REPORT No 9 TABLES BY PLANNING DISTRICTS

Table 1A
Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2009 Q3 — 2019 Q2

Acquisitions Units Total
New : Total .
& Rehabs Removed Entitled Total Net . Cumulative
. . Affordable . Entitled ]
Planning Districts ) and Small from Affordable | New Units ) Housing
Housing . . . Permitted
. Sites Protected Units Built . Balance
Built . Units
Completed Status Permitted
1 Richmond 281 21 (572) 3 609 228 -31.9%
2 Marina 25 25 (183) 6 294 219 -24.8%
3 Northeast 123 45 (323) 242 703 512 7.2%
4 Downtown 1,441 1,359 (121) 938 5,343 4,520 36.7%
5 Western Addition 538 674 (186) 171 1,549 1,086 45.4%
6 Buena Vista 279 81 (194) 44 1,028 720 12.0%
7 Central 55 6 (348) 7 322 138 -60.9%
8 Mission 251 266 (586) 1,076 1,476 3,996 18.4%
9 South of Market 2,232 27 (130) 1,982 13,252 7,808 19.5%
10 South Bayshore 1,609 - (114) 296 2,272 1,543 46.9%
11 Bernal Heights 9 29 (194) 1 53 50 | -150.5%
12 South Central 19 21 (489) 305 (6) 638 -22.8%
13 Ingleside 124 - (206) - 554 1,093 -5.0%
14 Inner Sunset 14 - (198) - 98 64 | -113.6%
15 Outer Sunset 17 - (502) 10 47 158 | -231.7%
TOTALS 7,017 2,554 (4,346) 5,081 27,594 22,773 20.5%
*Treasure Island developments permitted are included as part of Planning District 9 South of Market.
SAN FRANCISCO 25
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Table 1B

Expanded Cumulative Housing Balance Calculation, 2009 Q3 — 2019 Q2

Acquisitions

RAD

Units

Total

New . Total Expanded
& Rehabs Program & | Removed Entitled Total Net - .
. . Affordable . Entitled [Cumulative
Planning Districts . and Small HopeSF from Affordable | New Units ) .
Housing ) | i Permitted Housing
. Sites Replacement| Protected Units Built .
Built . . Units Balance
Completed Units Status Permitted
1 Richmond 281 21 144 (572) 3 609 228 | -14.7%
2 Marina 25 25 138 (183) 6 294 219 2.1%
3 Northeast 123 45 576 (323) 242 703 512 54.6%
4 Downtown 1,441 1,359 284 (121) 938 5,343 4,520 39.6%
5 Western Addition 538 674 919 (186) 171 1,549 1,086 80.3%
6 Buena Vista 279 81 132 (194) 44 1,028 720 19.6%
7 Central 55 6 107 (348) 7 322 138 | -37.6%
8 Mission 251 266 91 (586) 1,076 1,476 3,996 20.1%
9 South of Market 2,232 27 276 (130) 1,982 13,252 7,808 20.8%
10 South Bayshore 1,609 - 436 (114) 296 2,272 1,543 58.4%
11 Bernal Heights 9 29 268 (194) 1 53 50 | 109.7%
12 South Central 19 21 - (489) 305 (6) 638 | -22.8%
13 Ingleside 124 - - (206) - 554 1,093 -5.0%
14 Inner Sunset 14 - 109 (198) - 98 64 | -46.3%
15 Outer Sunset 17 - - (502) 10 47 158 | -231.7%
TOTALS 7,017 2,554 3,480 (4,346) 5,081 27,594 22,773 27.4%
*Treasure Island developments permitted are included as part of Planning District 9 South of Market.
SAN FRANCISCO 26
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Table 2
Projected Housing Balance (Entitled, Permitted, and Under Construction Units), 2019 Q2

) o Very Low Low Total Net New TotaI.AffordabIe
Planning Districts Moderate TBD Affordable R Units as % of
Income Income Units Units Net New Units
1 Richmond - - - 3 3 228 1.3%
2 Marina - - 6 - 6 219 2.7%
3 Northeast - - 8 234 242 512 47.3%
4 Downtown - 396 88 454 938 4,520 20.8%
5 Western Addition - 126 28 17 171 1,086 15.7%
6 Buena Vista - 11 33 - 44 720 6.1%
7 Central - - 5 2 7 138 5.1%
8 Mission 38 743 88 207 1,076 3,996 26.9%
9 South of Market - 697 298 987 1,982 7,808 25.4%
10 South Bayshore - 72 72 152 296 1,543 19.2%
11 Bernal Heights - - - 1 1 50 2.0%
12 South Central - 167 7 131 305 638 47.8%
13 Ingleside - - - - - 1,093 0.0%
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 64 0.0%
15 Outer Sunset - - 10 - 10 158 6.3%
TOTALS 38 2,212 643 2,188 5,081 22,773 22.3%

*Treasure Island developments permitted are included as part of Planning District 9 South of Market.

Table 3
Building Permits Issued or Under Construction, 2019 Q2

) o Very Low Low Total Net New TotaI.AffordabIe
Planning Districts Moderate TBD Affordable R Units as % of
Income Income Units Units Net New Units
1 Richmond - - - 3 3 206 1.5%
2 Marina - - 6 - 6 190 3.2%
3 Northeast - - - 234 234 430 54.4%
4 Downtown - 323 30 441 794 3,449 23.0%
5 Western Addition - 126 28 8 162 777 20.8%
6 Buena Vista - 11 30 - 41 384 10.7%
7 Central - - 5 - 5 128 3.9%
8 Mission 38 731 55 107 931 3,188 29.2%
9 South of Market - 662 255 890 1,807 6,446 28.0%
10 South Bayshore - 72 - 107 179 693 25.8%
11 Bernal Heights - - - - - 49 0.0%
12 South Central - 167 7 131 305 638 47.8%
13 Ingleside - - - - - 1,093 0.0%
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 61 0.0%
15 Outer Sunset - - 7 - 7 146 4.8%
TOTALS 38 2,092 423 1,921 4,474 17,878 25.0%

*Treasure Island developments permitted are included as part of Planning District 9 South of Market.

SAN FRANCISCO 27
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Table 4
Entitled Units without a Building Permit Issued, 2019 Q2

Total
) o Very Low - Total ) Afff)rdable
Planning District Moderate TBD Affordable | Net New Units | Units as %
Income Income Units of Net
New Units
1 Richmond - - - - - 22 0.0%
2 Marina - - - - - 29 0.0%
3 Northeast - - 8 - 8 82 9.8%
4 Downtown - 73 58 13 144 1,071 13.4%
5 Western Addition - - - 9 9 309 2.9%
6 Buena Vista - - 3 - 3 336 0.9%
7 Central - - - 2 2 10 20.0%
8 Mission - 12 33 100 145 808 17.9%
9 South of Market - 35 43 97 175 1,362 12.8%
10 South Bayshore - - 72 45 117 850 13.8%
11 Bernal Heights - - - 1 1 1 100.0%
12 South Central - - - - - - 0.0%
13 Ingleside - - - - - - 0.0%
14 Inner Sunset - - - - - 3 0.0%
15 Outer Sunset - - 3 - 3 12 25.0%
TOTALS - 120 220 267 607 4,895 12.4%
Table 5
New Housing Production by Affordability, 2009 Q3 — 2019 Q2
Planning Districts Very Low Low Moderate Middle Affl:lzlble TotaI.Net Afaf:r;oag:';r:lts
Income Units Units Net Units
1 Richmond 207 12 62 - 281 609 46.1%
2 Marina - - 25 - 25 294 8.5%
3 Northeast 74 2 47 - 123 703 17.5%
4 Downtown 736 487 195 23 1,441 5,343 27.0%
5 Western Addition 266 171 101 - 538 1,549 34.7%
6 Buena Vista 149 74 56 - 279 1,028 27.1%
7 Central - 18 37 - 55 322 17.1%
8 Mission 76 81 94 - 251 1,476 17.0%
9 South of Market 739 1,147 346 - 2,232 13,252 16.8%
10 South Bayshore 1,003 483 123 - 1,609 2,272 70.8%
11 Bernal Heights - - 9 - 9 53 17.0%
12 South Central - 2 17 - 19 (6) -316.7%
13 Ingleside 70 29 25 - 124 554 22.4%
14 Inner Sunset - - 14 - 14 98 14.3%
15 Outer Sunset - - 17 - 17 47 36.2%
TOTALS 3,320 2,506 1,168 23 7,017 27,594 25.4%
SAN FRANCISCO 28
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Table 6a

Acquisitions and Rehabilitation of

Affordable Housing, 2009 Q3 - 2019 Q2

Planning District Bl’:::“:;s ':'Jc:i;f
2 Marina -1 25
3 Northeast 1 22
4 Downtown 13 1,329
5 Western Addition 661
6 Buena Vista 69
8 Mission 140
TOTALS 25 2,246

Table 6b

Small Sites Program Acquisitions, 2014 — 2019 Q2
Planning District B:li::i:;s Tj:i::
1 Richmond -2 21
3 Northeast 2 23
5 Western Addition 3 20
6 Buena Vista 5 57
8 Mission 7 34
9 South of Market 18 132
11 Bernal Heights 1 21
TOTALS 38 308

29





Table 7

RAD Affordable Units, 2015 — 2019 Q2

Planning District Bl':::j::‘fgs I::i:sf
1 Richmond 2 144
2 Marina 2 138
3 Northeast 4 576
4 Downtown 3 284
5 Western Addition 8 919
6 Buena Vista 2 132
7 Central 1 107
8 Mission 1 91
9 South of Market 1 276
10 South Bayshore 2 436
11 Bernal Heights 2 268
12 South Central - -
13 Ingleside - -
14 Inner Sunset 1 109
15 Outer Sunset - -
TOTALS 29 3,480
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Table 8
Units Removed from Protected Status, 2009 Q3 — 2019 Q2

Condo owner Total Units
Planning District i Demolition Ellis Act Permanently
Conversion Move-In Lost
1 Richmond 4 25 177 366 572
2 Marina 11 4 42 126 183
3 Northeast 12 10 165 136 323
4 Downtown - 68 48 5 121
5 Western Addition 7 8 34 137 186
6 Buena Vista 4 4 67 119 194
7 Central 24 15 100 209 348
8 Mission 4 29 293 260 586
9 South of Market 2 18 38 72 130
10 South Bayshore - 11 14 89 114
11 Bernal Heights 5 22 56 111 194
12 South Central - 56 73 360 489
13 Ingleside - 36 32 138 206
14 Inner Sunset 5 13 66 114 198
15 Outer Sunset - 71 86 345 502
Totals 78 390 1,291 2,587 4,346
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS PRESIDENT NORMAN YEE
ANNOUNCE DISTRIBUTION OF $30 MILLION FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATORS

Date: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 11:22:51 AM

Attachments: 10.09.19 Early Educator Stipends.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, October 09, 2019 9:29 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS PRESIDENT
NORMAN YEE ANNOUNCE DISTRIBUTION OF $30 MILLION FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATORS

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
PRESIDENT NORMAN YEE ANNOUNCE DISTRIBUTION OF
$30 MILLION FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATORS

San Francisco will distribute more than 330 million over the next three years to approximately
2,500 educators at city-funded family childcare and early education centers to retain
educators

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Board of Supervisors President
Norman Yee and the Office of Early Care and Education (OECE), today announced the
distribution of $32.9 million in funding over the next three years to support early childhood
educators in San Francisco. Approximately 2,500 educators who work directly with children
will be eligible to apply for a stipend of approximately $4,000 per calendar year. OECE
expects to issue the first stipends by the end of the year. The stipend program will strengthen
the City’s childcare system by increasing retention and attracting high-quality educators.

“We know that San Francisco is an expensive place to live, and we need to make sure that our
educators have the financial support necessary to continue living and working in our City.
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LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 9, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
PRESIDENT NORMAN YEE ANNOUNCE DISTRIBUTION OF
$30 MILLION FOR EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATORS

San Francisco will distribute more than $30 million over the next three years to approximately
2,500 educators at city-funded family childcare and early education centers to retain educators

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Board of Supervisors President
Norman Yee and the Office of Early Care and Education (OECE), today announced the
distribution of $32.9 million in funding over the next three years to support early childhood
educators in San Francisco. Approximately 2,500 educators who work directly with children will
be eligible to apply for a stipend of approximately $4,000 per calendar year. OECE expects to
issue the first stipends by the end of the year. The stipend program will strengthen the City’s
childcare system by increasing retention and attracting high-quality educators.

“We know that San Francisco is an expensive place to live, and we need to make sure that our
educators have the financial support necessary to continue living and working in our City. When
it comes to paying rent and monthly bills, every dollar counts,” said Mayor Breed. “While these
stipends won’t solve all of our affordability challenges, they will certainly make it easier for our
early childhood educators to afford living in San Francisco so that they can continue educating
the next generation. We also know that many families in San Francisco depend on having access
to affordable and high-quality childcare, and this stipend will help recruit and retain the
providers that we need to keep offering the services that so many working families depend on.”

The new stipends program, CARES 2.0 (Compensation and Retention Early Educator Stipend),
is designed to support early educators by recognizing their value and acknowledging the reality
of economic challenges in one of the most expensive areas to live in the country. Funding for the
stipend program is from the Fiscal Year 2017-18 and 2018-19 Educational Revenue
Augmentation Fund, and was allocated in the City budget process. The program builds on the
City’s long-term commitment and investments to support this critical workforce, including a
previous early educator stipend program by the same name.

“Qur early educators are critical not only to the growth and development of our City’s youngest
children, but allow working and middle income families the ability to stay in San Francisco,”
said President Norman Yee. “A vast majority of our early educators are women and women of
color who are disproportionately underpaid and undervalued. CARES 2.0 sends a strong message
that we are committed to supporting and sustaining our child care providers so that they can
continue providing high quality early care and education to the families they serve.”
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Research clearly demonstrates that children benefit significantly from stable and long-term
relationships with teachers. Unfortunately, inadequate compensation in the early care and
education field has created high rates of teacher turnover, and has made it difficult to hire
qualified employees. Over the last two years, early education programs across San Francisco
experienced educator turnover at an average rate of 75%.

“We are investing in our ECE teachers, and in return, we are providing educational opportunities
for our children to participate in consistent high quality early childhood education experiences,”
said Ingrid Mezquita, Executive Director of the Office of Early Care and Education.

On average, San Francisco’s early educators earn $19.37 per hour, or approximately $40,000 per
year. According to the Center for the Study of Child Care Employment at UC Berkeley, 48% of
early educators rely on one or more government assistance programs, 75% worry about paying
monthly bills, and 54% worry about putting food on the table. In San Francisco, 92% of the early
childhood education workforce are women; 83% are women of color.

OECE is now accepting applications for the stipend program. Early educators are eligible to
apply for CARES 2.0 if they meet all of the following criteria:
e They are employed at a licensed family childcare or center-based program in
San Francisco, funded by OECE’s Early Learning Scholarship (ELS) or Preschool For
All (PFA) initiatives;
e They work directly with young children (up to five years old) for a minimum of 20 hours
per week; and
e They have an up-to-date Early Care and Education Workforce Registry Account.

The criteria for CARES 2.0 were developed by OECE in collaboration with the San Francisco
Child Care Planning and Advisory Council (CPAC) and First 5 San Francisco. Through a series
of roundtables and workgroup sessions, over 200 participants, including the San Francisco Child
Care Providers’ Association and Family Child Care Association of San Francisco, provided
direct feedback on the stipend program and educator eligibility criteria. This inclusive process,
designed to elevate the voices of early learning educators, allowed for early educators to
contribute to the development of the eligibility criteria.

“Young children thrive and learn best when they have secure and positive relationships,” said
Esperanza Estrada, family childcare educator. “This teacher stipend allows me to stay in teaching
and maintain positive relationships with the children in my care. It’s hard to stay in this
profession when you struggle to make an adequate living.”

“Wages for early education teachers do not meet the high cost of living in the Bay Area,” said
Lisa Pascasio, infant/toddler teacher at Compass Children’s Center. “The teacher stipend
acknowledges this economic challenge and makes a step towards bridging the gap. It is
important for early childhood educators to be recognized for the essential work they are doing in
laying the foundation for children’s school readiness and continued educational success.”
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In August, Mayor Breed announced $10 million in stipends for educators at San Francisco
Unified School District high-potential schools. Those stipends will provide additional financial
support to educators who work in SFUSD schools that serve underserved communities and
experience significant teacher turnover. Nearly all of San Francisco’s high-potential schools are
in the Bayview, Mission and southeastern neighborhoods.

OECE is responsible for organizing local, state, and federal funding while administering and
supporting programs to improve access to high-quality care and education for children up to five
years old. Additionally, the office is tasked with addressing the needs of early care and education
work and building the capacity of the early care and education system. As one of the
Departments within the San Francisco Human Services Agency (HSA), OECE connects families
and children to HSA'’s larger network of supportive services dedicated to helping

San Franciscans achieve their full potential through all stages of life.
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When it comes to paying rent and monthly bills, every dollar counts,” said Mayor Breed.
“While these stipends won’t solve all of our affordability challenges, they will certainly make
it easier for our early childhood educators to afford living in San Francisco so that they can
continue educating the next generation. We also know that many families in San Francisco
depend on having access to affordable and high-quality childcare, and this stipend will help
recruit and retain the providers that we need to keep offering the services that so many
working families depend on.”

The new stipends program, CARES 2.0 (Compensation and Retention Early Educator
Stipend), is designed to support early educators by recognizing their value and acknowledging
the reality of economic challenges in one of the most expensive areas to live in the country.
Funding for the stipend program is from the Fiscal Year 2017-18 and 2018-19 Educational
Revenue Augmentation Fund, and was allocated in the City budget process. The program
builds on the City’s long-term commitment and investments to support this critical workforce,
including a previous early educator stipend program by the same name.

“Our early educators are critical not only to the growth and development of our City’s
youngest children, but allow working and middle income families the ability to stay in San
Francisco,” said President Norman Yee. “A vast majority of our early educators are women
and women of color who are disproportionately underpaid and undervalued. CARES 2.0 sends
a strong message that we are committed to supporting and sustaining our child care providers
so that they can continue providing high quality early care and education to the families they
serve.”

Research clearly demonstrates that children benefit significantly from stable and long-term
relationships with teachers. Unfortunately, inadequate compensation in the early care and
education field has created high rates of teacher turnover, and has made it difficult to hire
qualified employees. Over the last two years, early education programs across San Francisco
experienced educator turnover at an average rate of 75%.

“We are investing in our ECE teachers, and in return, we are providing educational
opportunities for our children to participate in consistent high quality early childhood
education experiences,” said Ingrid Mezquita, Executive Director of the Office of Early Care
and Education.

On average, San Francisco’s early educators earn $19.37 per hour, or approximately $40,000
per year. According to the Center for the Study of Child Care Employment at UC Berkeley,
48% of early educators rely on one or more government assistance programs, 75% worry
about paying monthly bills, and 54% worry about putting food on the table. In San Francisco,
92% of the early childhood education workforce are women; 83% are women of color.

OECE is now accepting applications for the stipend program. Early educators are eligible to
apply for CARES 2.0 if they meet all of the following criteria:

e They are employed at a licensed family childcare or center-based program in
San Francisco, funded by OECE’s Early Learning Scholarship (ELS) or Preschool For
All (PFA) initiatives;

o They work directly with young children (up to five years old) for a minimum of 20
hours per week; and



o They have an up-to-date Early Care and Education Workforce Registry Account.

The criteria for CARES 2.0 were developed by OECE in collaboration with the San Francisco
Child Care Planning and Advisory Council (CPAC) and First 5 San Francisco. Through a
series of roundtables and workgroup sessions, over 200 participants, including the San
Francisco Child Care Providers’ Association and Family Child Care Association of San
Francisco, provided direct feedback on the stipend program and educator eligibility criteria.
This inclusive process, designed to elevate the voices of early learning educators, allowed for
early educators to contribute to the development of the eligibility criteria.

“Young children thrive and learn best when they have secure and positive relationships,” said
Esperanza Estrada, family childcare educator. “This teacher stipend allows me to stay in
teaching and maintain positive relationships with the children in my care. It’s hard to stay in
this profession when you struggle to make an adequate living.”

“Wages for early education teachers do not meet the high cost of living in the Bay Area,” said
Lisa Pascasio, infant/toddler teacher at Compass Children’s Center. “The teacher stipend
acknowledges this economic challenge and makes a step towards bridging the gap. It is
important for early childhood educators to be recognized for the essential work they are doing
in laying the foundation for children’s school readiness and continued educational success.”

In August, Mayor Breed announced $10 million in stipends for educators at San Francisco
Unified School District high-potential schools. Those stipends will provide additional
financial support to educators who work in SFUSD schools that serve underserved
communities and experience significant teacher turnover. Nearly all of San Francisco’s high-
potential schools are in the Bayview, Mission and southeastern neighborhoods.

OECE is responsible for organizing local, state, and federal funding while administering and
supporting programs to improve access to high-quality care and education for children up to
five years old. Additionally, the office is tasked with addressing the needs of early care and
education work and building the capacity of the early care and education system. As one of the
Departments within the San Francisco Human Services Agency (HSA), OECE connects
families and children to HSA’s larger network of supportive services dedicated to helping

San Franciscans achieve their full potential through all stages of life.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Performance by the 1st Marine Division Band at City Hall — Thursday, October 10, 2019 (Please RSVP)
Date: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 2:32:23 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: Karunaratne, Kanishka (MYR) <kanishka.cheng@sfgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 1:57 PM

Cc: Peacock, Rebecca (MYR) <rebecca.peacock@sfgov.org>; Lee, Mason (MYR)
<mason.lee@sfgov.org>; Waugh, Natalie (ADM) <natalie.waugh@sfgov.org>; Anderson, Tara (DAT)
<tara.anderson@sfgov.org>; Arntz, John (REG) <john.arntz@sfgov.org>; Asay, Greg (ADM)
<greg.asay@sfgov.org>; Austin, Kate (ADM) <kate.austin@sfgov.org>; Badasow, Bridget (HSA)
<bridget.badasow@sfgov.org>; Blackman, Sue (LIB) <Sue.Blackman@sfpl.org>; Boomer, Roberta
(MTA) <Roberta.Boomer@sfmta.com>; Brown, Michael (CSC) <michael.brown@sfgov.org>;
Conefrey, Maureen (FIR) <Maureen.Conefrey@sfgov.org>; Corina Monzon (AIR)
<corina.monzon@flysfo.com>; Dick-Endrizzi, Regina (ECN) <regina.dick-endrizzi@sfgov.org>;
Donovan, Dominica (ECN) <dominica.donovan@sfgov.org>; Drain, Kahala (CFC)
<kahala.drain@first5sf.org>; Ekberg, Natalie (HSS) <natalie.ekberg@sfgov.org>; Ethics Commission,
(ETH) <ethics.commission@sfgov.org>; George Ishikata <george.ishikata@gmail.com>; Harris, Sonya
(DBI) <sonya.harris@sfgov.org>; Hom, Mary (CON) <mary.hom@sfgov.org>; Hood, Donna (PUC)
<DHood@sfwater.org>; Hosmon, Kiely (BOS) <kiely.hosmon@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; LaBarre, Elizabeth (HSA) <elizabeth.labarre@sfgov.org>; Larrick, Herschell
(WOM) <Herschell.Larrick@sfgov.org>; Ihathhorn@asianart.org; Liang, May (ECN)
<may.k.liang@sfgov.org>; Linda Martin <martinl@sfha.org>; McGee, Melissa (HSA)
<melissa.mcgee@sfgov.org>; Meyer, Catherine (HRC) <cathy.mulkeymeyer@sfgov.org>; Morewitz,
Mark (DPH) <mark.morewitz@sfdph.org>; Nelson, Eric (ADM) <eric.nelson@sfgov.org>; Norris,
Jennifer (WAR) <jennifer.norris@sfgov.org>; OCll, CommissionSecretary (Cll)
<commissionsecretary.ocii@sfgov.org>; Page_Ritchie, Sharon (ART)
<sharon.page_ritchie@sfgov.org>; Pon, Adrienne (ADM) <adrienne.pon@sfgov.org>; Quesada, Amy
(PRT) <amy.quesada@sfport.com>; Rogers-Pharr, Emily (PUC) <ERogersPharr@sfwater.org>;
Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>; Shore, Elena (ADM) <elena.shore@sfgov.org>;
Silva-Re, Pauline (JUV) <pauline.silva-re@sfgov.org>; Stewart, Crystal (ADM)
<crystal.stewart@sfgov.org>;, Summers, Ashley (REC) <ashley.summers@sfgov.org>; Tom, Risa (POL)
<risa.tom@sfgov.org>; Tyson, Anthony (HSA) <anthony.tyson@sfgov.org>; Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
<anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org>; Varner, Christina (RNT) <christina.varner@sfgov.org>; Vaughn, Carla
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(PUC) <CVaughn@sfwater.org>; Walker, William (REG) <william.walker@sfgov.org>
Subject: Performance by the 1st Marine Division Band at City Hall — Thursday, October 10, 2019
(Please RSVP)

Dear Commissioners,

You are cordially invited to join Mayor London N. Breed at a performance by the 15
Marine Division Band as a part of the 2019 San Francisco Fleet Week celebration.

1%t Marine Division Band
Thursday, October 10, 2019
12:00pm - 12: 30pm (Please arrive early)
San Francisco City Hall - Rotunda

For information on other free concerts in San Francisco during Fleet Week this year,

please click here or visit https://fleetweeksf.org/band.

We look forward to seeing you at the celebration.

Thank you,
Kanishka

Kanishka Karunaratne Cheng F& 51
Director of Commission Affairs

Office of Mayor London N. Breed
415.554.6696 | Kanishka.cheng@sfgov.org



https://fleetweeksf.org/band
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

Date: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 11:31:02 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: Matt Hill <mattdh666@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 9:41 AM

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

Cc: glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

Subject: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

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

Hello,

| am a resident of the Mission, and my children both attend Dolores Huerta Elementary in Glen Park.
We spend a lot of time in Glen Park at the restaurants, shops, library, and park.

| would like to express to the Planning Commission that | support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal
to limit parking expansion.

Additionally, | want to specifically reject the idea that Glen Park's largest developable parcel, steps
from our BART station, ought to remain a parking lot. This special dispensation should be revoked.

The neighborhood does not need a parking lot here, as demonstrated earlier this year when the site
was closed for construction. What we need is transit-oriented housing. (And maybe a nice sidewalk
cafe.)

Thank you,
Matt Hill
3059 25th St
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

Date: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 11:30:55 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: Sophie Constantinou <sophie@citizenfilm.org>

Sent: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 9:38 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; glenparkurbanists@gmail.com
Subject: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

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

Dear Commissions Secretary

| am a resident of the Bernal Glen neighborhood, also known as College Hill, and | would like to
express to the Planning Commission that | support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal to limit parking
expansion.

Additionally, | want to specifically reject the idea that Glen Park's largest developable parcel, steps
from our BART station, ought to remain a parking lot. This special dispensation should be revoked.
The neighborhood does not need a parking lot here, as demonstrated earlier this year when the site
was closed for construction. What we need is transit-oriented housing. (And maybe a nice sidewalk
cafe.)

Thank you
Sophie

Sophie Constantinou
22 Richland Ave
San Francisco CA 94110
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

Subject: Parking Leg

Date: Tuesday, October 08, 2019 9:13:30 AM

Attachments: Support for File #190794 limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St.msq

Support for File #190794 limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St.msq

File #190794 - Please revoke use of Kern Street parking lot.msq

Support for File #190794 re Kern St parking lot.msg

Support for File #190794 limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St.msq

Reaonsable Parking Ordinance.msq

Expressing Support for File #190794 limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern Street.msq
Support for File #190794 limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St.msq

Support for File #190794 limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St.msq



mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:diego.sanchez@sfgov.org

Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

		From

		NICHOLAS DEWAR

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary

		Cc

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com; Rafael Mandelman; Mundy, Erin (BOS)

		Recipients

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com; rafaelmandelman@yahoo.com; erin.mundy@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





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







I live in Glen Park and want the commissioners to know that I support Sup. Mandelman’s proposal to limit parking expansion.



I understand that this proposal will end the special dispensation granted to the Kern St parking lot. I support the end of the special permission to use the Kern St lot for parking. I hope that it will be used instead for transit oriented development that exploits its proximity to four BART lines, five MUNI bus lines and one MUNI LRV line and supports pedestrian use of Kern St.



Thanks for your attention to this.



Nicholas Dewar

942 Chenery St




Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

		From

		James Ausman

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary

		Cc

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com; Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; glenparkurbanists@gmail.com; rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org



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



 



Dear Planning Commission,






I am a homeowner in Glen Park, and I would like to express to the Planning Commission that I support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal to limit parking expansion. 



Additionally, I want to specifically reject the idea that Glen Park's largest buildable parcel which is only steps from our BART station, ought to remain a parking lot. This special dispensation should be revoked. The neighborhood does not need a parking lot here, as demonstrated earlier this year when the site was closed for construction. What we need is more housing for people, not cars.





Sincerely,

Jim Ausman







File #190794 - Please revoke use of Kern Street parking lot

		From

		Annie Hsia

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary; Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

		Cc

		Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; diego.sanchez@sfgov.org; rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org; mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org; glenparkurbanists@gmail.com



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



 



Dear Planning Commission, 



I am a voting homeowner in San Francisco.




It has come to my attention that Supervisor Mandelman has introduced Board File 190794 that reduces maximum amounts of above-grade perking permitted in certain districts and also revoking the use of the Kern Street lot that was granted special permission to operate as a parking lot on a temporary basis but now seems to have been indefinitely extended.  



We must reduce the dependency on cars in our city.  I am in full support of all such efforts.  It is also my understanding that the lot was being explored for development of housing.  As the lot is just steps from BART and multiple Muni lines along with the J and K, I would like to see that happen instead.  In the meantime, maybe the lot can be used as a temporary oversized vehicle navigation center.  Our former fire chief is collecting quite a big pension check as is.



Very truly yours,



Jui-Yun (Annie) Hsia




Support for File #190794 re Kern St parking lot

		From

		Dan Crosby

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary

		Cc

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

		Recipients

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





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







I am a resident of south Bernal Heights, a 10-minute walk from Glen Park BART station, and I write in support of Supervisor Mandelman’s proposal to amend off-street parking requirements in San Francisco.



I recognize that the transition to a world where driving and parking are less common is controversial among some residents, but it is absolutely a change we need to make if we want to meet both our Vision Zero and our environmental goals as a city. In particular, parking lots like those on Kern Street only serve to induce and subsidize driving to neighborhoods that are well served by transit and highly walkable. Multiply this by similar inefficiencies all over the city, and we have a real problem. The Supervisor’s proposal is a start at fixing that problem.



Thank you,

Dan Crosby



Sent from my iPad






Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

		From

		Beaudry Kock

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary

		Cc

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

		Recipients

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



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



 



To the Planning Commission:



I live in Noe Valley, but used to live in Glen Park and regularly travel to and through the area for kids’ activities, to shop, and to head up to the Canyon. When I lived there, the Kern St parking lot struck me as an extraordinary waste of potential, something I’m still reminded of every time I pass by. Steps from one of the few BART stations in the city, with diverse amenities around the corner, and almost perfectly situated for access to green space and southern neighborhoods, this parcel should be working a lot harder for the city: residential development, sidewalk cafes, school facilities…almost anything would be a better use of land than storing a few cars. If this were an absolutely critical parking lot serving a specially needy user group, maybe a case could be made. But it’s not even that: when the site closed for construction earlier this year, nothing much of note happened. Glen Park survived. The question should be more: how much better could Glen Park be with this lot made over to something actually useful to people?



If it’s not obvious, then, I would like to express to the Planning Commission that I support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal to limit parking expansion in general. But specifically for the Kern St site, the absurd special dispensation that Supervisor Sheehy pushed through, should be revoked. It’s time Glen Park gets new housing, retail, and new life on Kern Street.



Sincerely,



Beaudry Kock








Reaonsable Parking Ordinance

		From

		Nik Kaestner

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary

		Cc

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; glenparkurbanists@gmail.com



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



 



I am a resident of College Hill, and I would like to express to the Planning Commission that I support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal to limit parking expansion. 



 



Also, I want to make sure that the parking lot on Kern St. near Glen Park BART is rezoned as part of this legislation. We need housing in this city, not parking in a transit-rich area! Plus, it would nice to be incorporate some outdoor seating as part of any development, something which Glen Park Village is totally lacking.



 



Thanks for your time.



 



-nik Kaestner



17 Milton St.



 






Expressing Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern Street

		From

		Eddie Dinel

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



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



 



Hi all--



I'm a Glen Park resident for the last 7 years (and for a 10-year stretch previously).  I would like to make sure the Planning Commission knows that I wholeheartedly support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal which will limit parking expansion.



I also want to ensure that it's clear that I (and my family) do not believe that the lot on Kern Street -- site of a special dispensation to legalize parking -- needs to be a parking lot.  Rather, this is PRECISELY the kind of location on which transit-oriented housing should be built!  Any extension of the special dispensation to retain this undeveloped plot of gravel for parking is something I strongly oppose.



Thank you!



-- 

Eddie Dinel
edinel@solace.org





Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

		From

		Heather World

		To

		Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); planning@rodneyfong.com; richhillissf@gmail.com; Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC)

		Cc

		CPC-Commissions Secretary; MandelmanStaff, [BOS]

		Recipients

		myrna.melgar@sfgov.org; joel.koppel@sfgov.org; planning@rodneyfong.com; richhillissf@gmail.com; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; dennis.richards@sfgov.org; commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org



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



 



Dear Planning Commissioners,



I am a resident of Glen Park, and I would like to express my support for Supervisor Rafael Mandelman's legislation ( File #190794) to limit parking expansion and make building conversion to non-parking purposes easier that is scheduled to come before you October 17.



I also strongly support the part of the legislation that revokes the special dispensation given to the Hayes family, which owns a lot on Kern Street, steps from BART in Glen Park. As you Commissioners yourselves noted June 7, 2018, when that particular legislation was before you, setting special status for this lot makes no sense, and you voted against it.



(Link to the commission meeting transcript. Search for "I'm here on behalf of Supervisor Sheehy" to find the relevant section.)



Unfortunately the Board of Supervisors later cast aside your expertise and common sense and passed the special zoning change for that lot only. Please do not let this portion of the legislation be stripped out in deference to the powerful and wealthy San Francisco family that owns the lot. 



Best,

Heather World

208 Chenery 




Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

		From

		Hilary Clark

		To

		CPC-Commissions Secretary

		Cc

		glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

		Recipients

		commissions.secretary@sfgov.org; glenparkurbanists@gmail.com



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



 



I am a resident of Glen Park, and I would like to express to the Planning Commission that I support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal to limit parking expansion. 



Further, I am particularly opposed to leaving the large developable parcel on Kern Street as a parking lot. That use is a criminal waste of space given the current housing crisis, and is called out as a blight in the Glen Park Community Plan. Please help us improve our village by improving the use of this land.



Many thanks,

Hilary Clark

3004 Castro Street 




From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:59:37 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: Matt Klenk <klenk.matt@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:59 PM

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

Cc: glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

Subject: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

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

I'm a resident of Miraloma Park, and | would like to express my support of Supervisor Mandelman's
proposal to limit parking expansion.

In particular, | want to ensure that the 7000 sqft lot on Kern street has its special dispensation sunset
soon. | shop in Glen Park at least twice a week. The neighborhood does not need another parking
lot. | take the 23 and 36, | drive, and | ride my bike. The neighborhood needs more transit oriented
housing and this is a great location for it.

Cheers,
Matt


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:59:26 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: Viren Jain <virenjn@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:39 PM

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

Subject: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

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

| am a resident of Glen Park and | would like to express to the Planning Commission that | support
Supervisor Mandelman's proposal to limit parking expansion.

Additionally, | want to specifically reject the idea that Glen Park's largest developable parcel, steps
from our BART station, ought to remain a parking lot. This special dispensation should be revoked.
The neighborhood does not need a parking lot here, as demonstrated earlier this year when the site
was closed for construction. What we need is transit-oriented housing.

Best, --Viren Jain


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:diego.sanchez@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Sanchez, Diego (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:59:18 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: Georgianna Salz Kleman <georgiannasalz@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:39 PM

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

Subject: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

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

Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

[ am a resident of Glen Park, and I would like to express to the Planning Commission that I
support Supervisor Mandelman's proposal to limit parking expansion.

Additionally, I want to specifically reject the idea that Glen Park's largest developable
parcel, steps from our BART station, ought to remain a parking lot. This special
dispensation should be revoked. The neighborhood does not need a parking lot here, as
demonstrated earlier this year when the site was closed for construction. What we need is
transit-oriented housing.

Thank you -

Georgianna Salz Kleman
1 Bemis Street, SF, CA 94131

georgiannasalz@hotmail.com
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Sanchez, Diego (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:59:05 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: Miriam <miriamapfel@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:39 PM

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

Cc: glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

Subject: Support for File #190794, limiting new parking and revoking it as a use on Kern St

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

| am a resident of Sunnyside and regularly shop in and walk around Glen Park. | commute daily via
BART. | would like to express to the Planning Commission that | support Supervisor Mandelman's
proposal to limit parking expansion.

Additionally, | want to specifically reject the idea that Glen Park's largest developable parcel, steps
from our BART station, ought to remain a parking lot. This special dispensation should be revoked.
The neighborhood does not need a parking lot here, as demonstrated earlier this year when the site
was closed for construction. What we need is transit-oriented housing. And some additional
shopping or dining establishments.

Thank you
Miriam
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Sanchez, Diego (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Support for File #190794

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:58:52 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: Mike Schiraldi <mike@schiraldi.org>

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 2:40 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: glenparkurbanists@gmail.com

Subject: Support for File #190794

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

| would like to submit the following feedback for File #190794, Supervisor Mandelman's parking
legislation. Please pass it along to the Planning Commissioners:

| am a Glen Park resident and homeowner, and am writing to express my support for Supervisor
Mandelman's efforts to limit the expansion of parking in San Francisco.

| would also specifically like to speak out against the blight on our neighborhood that is the recently-
legalized parking lot south of Kern Street. This use deadens the neighborhood and is a blight on the
entire street, which should be the scenic, pedestrian-oriented gateway to the Glen Park Greenway.
Supervisor Sheehy never should have pushed through the spot-zoning legislation that legalized the
parking lot, and we should end this use as soon as possible.

During the entire first half of 2019, the parking lot was closed for (unpermitted) construction. | can
offer first-hand testimony that the impact on the neighborhood was minimal. Traffic adapted.
Shoppers adapted. Merchants like Gialina and La Corneta remained packed. We don't need this
parking lot. What we do need is housing. If we sunset the allowability of parking as a use on this site,
| believe it will swiftly be snapped up as a prime location for affordable, transit-oriented housing.

Please endorse the supervisor's legislation as-is, including the part that closes the Kern St loophole.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR STRENGTHENING
CONSERVATORSHIP IN SAN FRANCISCO

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 12:40:40 PM

Attachments: 10.07.19 SB 40 Conservatorship Implementation.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 11:55 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR STRENGTHENING
CONSERVATORSHIP IN SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, October 7, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

##% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR
STRENGTHENING CONSERVATORSHIP IN SAN
FRANCISCO

Following the singing of Senate Bill 40 into law, San Francisco has a new tool to move
forward with providing intensive treatment to people most in need of behavioral health care

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Senator Scott Wiener and
Supervisor Rafael Mandelman, today announced the next steps for implementing a
strengthened conservatorship program in San Francisco. With Senate Bills (SB) 40 and 1045
now in law, San Francisco will be able to better treat people suffering from severe mental
illness and substance use issues, and provide them with permanent supportive housing. The
Office of the Public Conservator in the Department of Aging and Adult Services, the
Department of Public Health, and City Attorney Dennis Herrera are key partners in
implementing conservatorship.

“We are moving forward to implement SB 1045 and SB 40 to help our most vulnerable
residents. Conservatorship allows us to provide the wraparound services needed to stabilize
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, October 7, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN FOR
STRENGTHENING CONSERVATORSHIP IN SAN FRANCISCO

Following the singing of Senate Bill 40 into law, San Francisco has a new tool to move forward
with providing intensive treatment to people most in need of behavioral health care

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, along with Senator Scott Wiener and
Supervisor Rafael Mandelman, today announced the next steps for implementing a strengthened
conservatorship program in San Francisco. With Senate Bills (SB) 40 and 1045 now in law,

San Francisco will be able to better treat people suffering from severe mental illness and
substance use issues, and provide them with permanent supportive housing. The Office of the
Public Conservator in the Department of Aging and Adult Services, the Department of Public
Health, and City Attorney Dennis Herrera are key partners in implementing conservatorship.

“We are moving forward to implement SB 1045 and SB 40 to help our most vulnerable
residents. Conservatorship allows us to provide the wraparound services needed to stabilize
people suffering from severe mental health and substance use issues, and help them begin their
recovery to get their lives back on track,” said Mayor Breed. “We cannot allow people on our
streets who are suffering to continue cycling in and out of our hospitals and the criminal justice
system without getting the help they need. Allowing them to deteriorate on our streets when they
are incapable of caring for themselves is not humane.”

San Francisco’s Office of the Public Conservator manages the city’s conserved population.
However the type of conservatorship offered under SB 1045 and SB 40 serves a new and distinct
population of individuals who, as a result of both a serious mental illness and a substance use
disorder, fall through the cracks of San Francisco’s existing programs. These individuals often
have multiple visits to psychiatric emergency services in psychosis and under the influence of
drugs, yet once the drugs clear their system and they improve, they are ineligible for acute
psychiatric care, or conservatorship. If they do not accept voluntary services, the cycle often
begins again.

SB 1045, authored by Senator Wiener, addresses the gaps in the current system and creates a
five-year pilot program allowing for strengthened conservatorship laws that focus on providing
housing and wraparound services for people suffering from serious mental health and substance
use.

“It’s neither compassionate nor progressive to allow seriously addicted and mentally ill people to
continue to die on our streets,” said Senator Scott Wiener (D-San Francisco), who authored SB
40. “Last year, I authored Senate Bill 1045 to create a new conservatorship program focused on
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

providing supportive housing and wraparound services for those who can’t care for themselves.
SB 40 builds on these changes so that more people can get the help they need. I thank the
Governor for signing this legislation, which will save lives.”

“SB 40’s passage will allow San Francisco to effectively and successfully implement the
expanded conservatorship program authorized under SB 1045,” said Supervisor Rafael
Mandelman. “As the methamphetamine epidemic continues to threaten the lives of far too many
people living on our streets, this critical program will allow us to intervene with life-saving care
and services. With SB 40 now in place, we can better provide the sickest and most vulnerable
San Franciscans with the help they need.”

“The hardship on our streets is an all-hands-on-deck situation,” said City Attorney Dennis
Herrera. “Our office is glad to do our part. We have brought more than 100 new conservatorship
cases since this responsibility was transferred to our office in January. We are currently working
with stakeholders to implement the new type of conservatorships authorized in Senate Bill 40.
We welcome this new tool to help people suffering from mental illness and substance abuse to
turn their lives around. We will ensure that our implementation follows the law, including due
process.”

On Wednesday, October 2, Governor Gavin Newsom signed SB 40 (Wiener) into law. SB 40
makes technical amendments to SB 1045, and strengthens San Francisco’s conservatorship
program. Under SB 1045, which was signed by Governor Brown in September 2018, County
officials must go before a judge to prove that an individual is in need of conservatorship.
Provided there are no other viable alternatives, the individual can be placed under
conservatorship for six months, with the ability to petition monthly for a hearing for release. The
law requires the court to constantly monitor cases to ensure that an individual needs to remain
conserved.

As aresult of SB 1045 and SB 40, there is a path for the City to petition a court for a short-term
conservatorship in order to provide them the treatment they need and deserve. In order to qualify
for conservatorship, an individual must be dual-diagnosed with a serious mental illness and with
a substance use disorder, and have been brought to the psychiatric emergency room at least eight
times in a 12-month period under an involuntary “5150” emergency hold. A 5150 hold is issued
to individuals who present an immediate danger to themselves or others, or are gravely disabled
and unable to provide for their basic needs. At the end of the conservatorship process, these
individuals are guaranteed permanent, clinically-appropriate housing.

The City will now begin working to petition the courts to conserve people who are eligible. The
City estimates that there between 50 and 100 individuals in San Francisco who currently meet
the criteria for conservatorship. This population will expand over time as more individuals are
put under a 5150 hold for the eighth time.

Housing Conservatorship Working Group
Mayor Breed and Supervisor Mandelman introduced legislation at the Board of Supervisors to
implement SB 1045 and strengthen the City’s conservatorship program. On June 11, 2019, the
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Board of Supervisors voted to implement Senate Bill 1045. The law requires that San Francisco
establish a working group to evaluate the effectiveness of the implementation of conservatorship.

In compliance with the law, the City has a “Housing Conservatorship Working Group,” which is
a 12-person body charged with assessing the effectiveness of the new conservatorship to meet
the needs of the people that qualify for the program, and to advise the State Legislature and the
Board of Supervisors on our implementation efforts. The Mayor is responsible for three of the
seats on the Working Group, and she has appointed Simon Pang, Captain of the San Francisco
Fire Department’s EMS-6 Team and representative of a labor union; Rachel Rodriguez; co-
founder and director of the Community Payee Partnership; and Kelly Dearman, Executive
Director of the San Francisco In Home Supportive Services Public Authority.

The Working Group is comprised of representatives from City agencies and departments,
disability rights advocacy groups, labor unions, organizations providing direct services to
homeless individuals, and employees of Behavioral Health Services and a San Francisco
hospital. The Working Group will have its first meeting on October 21, and will submit a report
on the conservatorship program to the State Legislature by January 1, 2021.

Ongoing Behavioral Health Initiatives and Investments

Conservatorship is one of the tools at the City’s disposal to address the behavioral health crises
on our streets. To help those in need of mental health and substance use treatment, Mayor Breed
has designated $100 million over two years to fund 100 new treatment beds, for a total of 212
new behavioral health beds since becoming Mayor.

In addition to conservatorship, Mayor Breed has launched a new initiative to help the
approximately 4,000 people who are experiencing homelessness, mental health care, and
substance use disorder in San Francisco. Mayor Breed has announced several elements of the
initiative, and will be releasing additional details over the coming weeks. The initiative will
begin with connecting the 230 most vulnerable people with care coordinators to provide them
with care that meets their health needs and the appropriate level of housing to help them get off
the street. City agencies will work together to streamline housing and healthcare to make it more
straightforward for those 230 people to be connected to shelter and permanent supportive
housing.

The City is also expanding the hours of the Behavioral Health Access Center, which is as
centralized location for drop-in behavioral health care services and is partnering with Tipping
Point Community to open 15 new Hummingbird psychiatric respite beds. Last month, Mayor
Breed announced the Department of Public Health is creating a real-time inventory of treatment
beds, which will allow potential clients and service providers to search for availability of beds.

HiH
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people suffering from severe mental health and substance use issues, and help them begin their
recovery to get their lives back on track,” said Mayor Breed. “We cannot allow people on our
streets who are suffering to continue cycling in and out of our hospitals and the criminal
justice system without getting the help they need. Allowing them to deteriorate on our streets
when they are incapable of caring for themselves is not humane.”

San Francisco’s Office of the Public Conservator manages the city’s conserved population.
However the type of conservatorship offered under SB 1045 and SB 40 serves a new and
distinct population of individuals who, as a result of both a serious mental illness and a
substance use disorder, fall through the cracks of San Francisco’s existing programs. These
individuals often have multiple visits to psychiatric emergency services in psychosis and under
the influence of drugs, yet once the drugs clear their system and they improve, they are
ineligible for acute psychiatric care, or conservatorship. If they do not accept voluntary
services, the cycle often begins again.

SB 1045, authored by Senator Wiener, addresses the gaps in the current system and creates a
five-year pilot program allowing for strengthened conservatorship laws that focus on
providing housing and wraparound services for people suffering from serious mental health
and substance use.

“It’s neither compassionate nor progressive to allow seriously addicted and mentally ill people
to continue to die on our streets,” said Senator Scott Wiener (D-San Francisco), who authored
SB 40. “Last year, I authored Senate Bill 1045 to create a new conservatorship program
focused on providing supportive housing and wraparound services for those who can’t care for
themselves. SB 40 builds on these changes so that more people can get the help they need. I
thank the Governor for signing this legislation, which will save lives.”

“SB 40’s passage will allow San Francisco to effectively and successfully implement the
expanded conservatorship program authorized under SB 1045,” said Supervisor Rafael
Mandelman. “As the methamphetamine epidemic continues to threaten the lives of far too
many people living on our streets, this critical program will allow us to intervene with life-
saving care and services. With SB 40 now in place, we can better provide the sickest and most
vulnerable San Franciscans with the help they need.”

“The hardship on our streets is an all-hands-on-deck situation,” said City Attorney Dennis
Herrera. “Our office is glad to do our part. We have brought more than 100 new
conservatorship cases since this responsibility was transferred to our office in January. We are
currently working with stakeholders to implement the new type of conservatorships authorized
in Senate Bill 40. We welcome this new tool to help people suffering from mental illness and
substance abuse to turn their lives around. We will ensure that our implementation follows the
law, including due process.”

On Wednesday, October 2, Governor Gavin Newsom signed SB 40 (Wiener) into law. SB 40
makes technical amendments to SB 1045, and strengthens San Francisco’s conservatorship
program. Under SB 1045, which was signed by Governor Brown in September 2018, County
officials must go before a judge to prove that an individual is in need of conservatorship.
Provided there are no other viable alternatives, the individual can be placed under
conservatorship for six months, with the ability to petition monthly for a hearing for release.
The law requires the court to constantly monitor cases to ensure that an individual needs to
remain conserved.



As aresult of SB 1045 and SB 40, there is a path for the City to petition a court for a short-
term conservatorship in order to provide them the treatment they need and deserve. In order to
qualify for conservatorship, an individual must be dual-diagnosed with a serious mental illness
and with a substance use disorder, and have been brought to the psychiatric emergency room
at least eight times in a 12-month period under an involuntary “5150” emergency hold. A 5150
hold is issued to individuals who present an immediate danger to themselves or others, or are
gravely disabled and unable to provide for their basic needs. At the end of the conservatorship
process, these individuals are guaranteed permanent, clinically-appropriate housing.

The City will now begin working to petition the courts to conserve people who are eligible.
The City estimates that there between 50 and 100 individuals in San Francisco who currently
meet the criteria for conservatorship. This population will expand over time as more
individuals are put under a 5150 hold for the eighth time.

Housing Conservatorship Working Group

Mayor Breed and Supervisor Mandelman introduced legislation at the Board of Supervisors to
implement SB 1045 and strengthen the City’s conservatorship program. On June 11, 2019, the
Board of Supervisors voted to implement Senate Bill 1045. The law requires that San
Francisco establish a working group to evaluate the effectiveness of the implementation of
conservatorship.

In compliance with the law, the City has a “Housing Conservatorship Working Group,” which
is a 12-person body charged with assessing the effectiveness of the new conservatorship to
meet the needs of the people that qualify for the program, and to advise the State Legislature
and the Board of Supervisors on our implementation efforts. The Mayor is responsible for
three of the seats on the Working Group, and she has appointed Simon Pang, Captain of the
San Francisco Fire Department’s EMS-6 Team and representative of a labor union; Rachel
Rodriguez; co-founder and director of the Community Payee Partnership; and Kelly Dearman,
Executive Director of the San Francisco In Home Supportive Services Public Authority.

The Working Group is comprised of representatives from City agencies and departments,
disability rights advocacy groups, labor unions, organizations providing direct services to
homeless individuals, and employees of Behavioral Health Services and a San Francisco
hospital. The Working Group will have its first meeting on October 21, and will submit a
report on the conservatorship program to the State Legislature by January 1, 2021.

Ongoing Behavioral Health Initiatives and Investments

Conservatorship is one of the tools at the City’s disposal to address the behavioral health
crises on our streets. To help those in need of mental health and substance use treatment,
Mayor Breed has designated $100 million over two years to fund 100 new treatment beds, for
a total of 212 new behavioral health beds since becoming Mayor.

In addition to conservatorship, Mayor Breed has launched a new initiative to help the
approximately 4,000 people who are experiencing homelessness, mental health care, and
substance use disorder in San Francisco. Mayor Breed has announced several elements of the
initiative, and will be releasing additional details over the coming weeks. The initiative will
begin with connecting the 230 most vulnerable people with care coordinators to provide them
with care that meets their health needs and the appropriate level of housing to help them get
off the street. City agencies will work together to streamline housing and healthcare to make it



more straightforward for those 230 people to be connected to shelter and permanent
supportive housing.

The City is also expanding the hours of the Behavioral Health Access Center, which is as
centralized location for drop-in behavioral health care services and is partnering with Tipping
Point Community to open 15 new Hummingbird psychiatric respite beds. Last month, Mayor
Breed announced the Department of Public Health is creating a real-time inventory of
treatment beds, which will allow potential clients and service providers to search for
availability of beds.

HiH



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: "Aaron Hyland"; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore,
Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Mandatory Fairness In Hiring Training

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 10:04:36 AM

Attachments: Fairness in Hiring - Directions to Access Training.pdf

Importance: High

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: Eng, Michael (CPC) <Michael.Eng@sfgov.org>

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 11:38 AM

To: CTYPLN - Supervisors <CPC.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

Cc: DiSanto, Thomas (CPC) <thomas.disanto@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC)
<john.rahaim@sfgov.org>

Subject: Mandatory Fairness In Hiring Training

Dear Hiring Manager/Hiring Panelist:

The Mayor’s Executive Directive 18-02, Ensuring a Diverse, Fair, and Inclusive City Workplace,
requires all hiring managers, supervisors, and others who participate on hiring panels to take a new
“Fairness In Hiring” online training. Anyone who participates in a hiring or interview panel must take
the course this year, and annually thereafter. This includes anyone who makes a final hiring
selection (including department heads).

You are receiving this notice because you will be involved on a hiring or interview panel this year,
and/or involved in making a final hiring selection. Please complete the 30-minute “Fairness In
Hiring” course before you participate in the next hiring process, and no later than December 31,
2019.

City employees can access the “Fairness In Hiring” course through the SF Employee Learning Portal,
accessible by logging into your SF Employee Gateway account. Attached are directions to access this

training. Your completion of this course will be tracked within the People and Pay system.

If you have direct reports who are involved in the hiring process, please let me know so | can enroll
them for the training as well.

Non-City employees serving on interview panels must complete this training too. If you plan to have
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New On-Demand Training Available on SF Employee Portal » SF LEARNING

FAIRNESS IN HIRING INTERVIEWS FOR PANEL MEMBERS

Created to provide an overview of the Interview Panel process, your role,
and raise awareness of the potential effects of bias on the hiring process.

1. LOG IN TO THE SF EMPLOYEE PORTAL
https://sfgov.org/sfc/employee-gateway

SF Employee Portal
Employee Login

2. OPEN THE WORK LINKS TAB

3. NAVIGATE TO SF LEARNING

i

SF EMPLOYEE PORTAL

LEARNING 4. SEARCH FOR LEARNING USING
I CLASS CODE: HRD19039-0001

5. THEN CLICK LAUNCH

Revisit Training as-needed.

sfdhr.org







non-city employees involved in the hiring process, please let me know and | will coordinate the
training with them.

Please contact me or Tom if you have any questions.
Thank you for your cooperation in ensuring compliance with this important requirement.

Thank you,
-Michael

Michael Eng

Human Resources Manager

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9143 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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From:
To:

Cc:

Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Chris Foley; Lydia; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

FW: SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program - Update

Monday, October 07, 2019 9:37:17 AM

Office Allocation Stats (2019 9 19).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: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague @sfgov.org>

Sent: Thursday, September 19, 2019 2:25 PM

To: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>

Subject: SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program - Update

All Interested Parties,

The SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program tracking sheet, as of September 19, 2019, is
attached. It will be available on our website shortly (https://sfplanning.org/office-development-
annual-limitation-program). Please let me know if you have any questions.

Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP
Zoning Administrator

San Francisco Planning Department

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9081 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Office Development Annual Limitation ("Annual Limit") Program
The Office Development Annual Limit (Annual Limit) Program became effective in 1985 with the adoption of the Downtown Plan Amendments to the Planning Code (Sections 320-325) and was
subsequently amended by Propositions M (1986) and C (1987). The Program defines and regulates the allocation of any office development project that exceeds 25,000 gross square feet (gsf)
in area. However, pursuant to Proposition O (2016), office development within the Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 and Candlestick Point areas is not subject to this Program.
A total of 950,000 gsf of office development potential becomes available for allocation in each approval period, which begins on October 17th every year. Of the total new available space,
75,000 gsf is reserved for Small Allocation projects (projects with between 25,000 and 49,999 gsf of office space), and the remaining 875,000 gsf is available for Large Allocation projects
(projects with at least 50,000 gsf of office space). Any available office space not allocated in a given year is carried over to subsequent years.

This document reflects the status of the Annual Limit Program, including current availability and summaries of previously approved and pending projects.

Information in this document was last updated on September 19, 2019. Inquiries should be directed to Corey Teague at (415) 575-9081 or corey.teague@sfgov.org.

Summary of Key Figures

Current Availability 904,637 gsf Pending Availability 344,499 gsf Pipeline Availability 227,608 gsf
Small Allocation Projects Current total square footage available for Currently available square footage less 560,138 Currently available square footage less 560,138
(<50,000 gsf of office space) allocation. gsf of pending* projects. gsf of pending* projects and 116,891 gsf of pre-
application** projects.
Current Availability 21,752 gsf Pending Availability -5,986,925 gsf Pipeline Availability -6,922,648 gsf
Large Allocation Projects Current total square footage available for Currently available square footage less Currently available square footage less
(>50,000 gsf of office space) allocation. 6,008,677 gsf of pending* projects. 6,008,677 gsf of pending* projects and 935,723

gsf of pre-application** projects.

* A "pending project" is one for which an office allocation application has been submitted but not yet acted upon.
** A "pre-application" project is one for which an environmental review application, preliminary project assessment application, or other similar application has been submitted but for which no
office allocation application has yet been submitted.





PENDING OFFICE PROJECTS*

*Projects that have submitted an application (B or OFA) pursuant to Planning Code Section 321 (Office Development Annual Limit) but on which no Commission action has yet ocurred.

Small Office Cap
Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments
Esmeralda |5-story addition to existing 1-story building. (Central SoMa
2015-010219  |462 Bryant Street 49,990 OFA filed on 12/20/16 Jardines Project)
Demo existing commercial building and construct new 65-ft, six-
Ella story office and retail sales/food service building. (Central SoMa
2016-004392 531-535 Bryant Street [47,810 OFA filed on 3/2/17 Samonsky |Project)
Veritical addition to existing 3-story office building via new
Linda Ajello |construciton of a 5-story; new addition will be constructed over
2016-010589 2300 Harrison Street (27,152 OFA filed on 12/4/17 Hoagland existing surface parking lot.
Jonathan
2018-007267 865 Market Street 49,999 OFA filed on 5/17/18. Vimr Conversion of existing retail on floors 7-8 (Westfield) to office.
Jonathan
2018-007289 233 Geary Street 49,999 OFA filed on 5/18/18. Vimr Conversion of existing retail on floors 5-7 (Macy's) to office.
Project would expand office use of existing five-story office/retail
building and add a residential tower; project would amend
Zoning Map and Code to increase permitted height to 520" and
2017-008051 30 Van Ness Avenue |49,999 OFA filed on 9/26/18 Nick Foster |permit general office use above the 4th floor.
Monica
2019-015122  |444 Townsend Street (49,240 OFA filed on 8/8/19 Giacomucci |Convert first and second floors of existing building to office.
Ella
2018-017279  |501 Tunnel Avenue  [49,999 OFA filed on 7/10/19 Samonsky |New office space for Recology regional HQ.
New building with approx. 150,000sf lab use and less than 50k sf
2018-014357 1450 Owens Street 49,950 OFA filed on 6/18/19 Mat Snyder |office space.
Alex
2019-011944  |660 3rd Street 36,699 OFA filed on 5/30/19 Westhoff Legalize first and second floor office space in existing building.
2018-010838 |543 Howard Street 49,500 OFA filed on 4/25/19 Andrew Perry|Addition to an existing office building.
Esmeralda
2018-008661 701 Harrison Street 149801 OFA filed on 1/8/19 Jardines Seven-story office building with groun floor retail.
Subtotal 560,138






Large Office Ca

Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments
SF Port project. Office allocation will be provided
Pier 70 (Forest City Planning Commission automatically on a per-permit basis, at the time of issuance
2014-001272  |Only) 1,810,000 approvals on 8/24/17 Rich Sucre |of each building permit.
SF Port project. Office allocation will be provided
SWL 337 ("Mission Planning Commission automatically on a per-permit basis, at the time of issuance
2013.0208 Rock") 1,300,000 approvals on 10/5/17 Rich Sucre |of each building permit.
2012.0640 598 Brannan Street  1211,601 Phase 2 Rich Sucre |Phase 2 (May have different Case No. in future).
Owner-initiated Article 10 Landmark designation and an Office
2013.1593 2 Henry Adams 245,697 B filed on 2/6/14 Rich Sucre |Allocation. Eligible area limited by recent legislation.
Natalia
2014.0154 1800 Mission Street [119,599 OFA filed on 1/27/15 Kwiatkowska |Conversion in the Armory.
Proposed 350' office building within a three-building project
Esmeralda |including a 325' residential building and 200' tall hotel. (Central
2012.1384 400 2nd Street 421,000 OFA filed on 4/29/16 Jardines SoMa Project)
610-698 Brannan
2017-000663 Street 676,802 Phase 2 Rich Sucre |Phase 2 (May have different Case No. in future).
New 61-story, approximately 800-ft mixed-use tower with 10
542-550 Howard hotel floors containing approximately 220 guest rooms, 16 floors
Street - Transbay of office, 26 residential floors with 175 units, seven floors of
2016-013312 Parcel F 288,677 OFA filed on 3/14/17 Nick Foster |shared amenity space.
"Phase 1" addition (165, 11 stories) of office space onto an
approved 85' "Phase I" office building approved by the Planning
Commission on 12/11/14. With this newly planned addition, total
Ella building height would now be 250" and contain a total of approx.
2015-009704 505 Brannan Street  [165,000 OFA filed on 3/6/18. Samonsky |300,000sf (Central SoMa Project).
"Harrison Gardens" (Central SoMa Project). Demolition of
Esmeralda |existing buildings and construction of new office building ground
2005.0759 725-735 Harrison 770,301 OFA filed on 3/30/18 Jardines floor retail and PDR.
Subtotal 6,008,677






PRE-APPLICATION OFFICE PROJECTS*

*Projects that have submitted a pre-application (PPA or ENV) but on which no Office Allocation (OFA) entitlement application has been yet submitted

Small Office Cap

Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments
2014.1616 1200 Van Ness Ave 27,000 EE filed on 9/21/15. Mary Woods Exact office square footage TBD.
2016-000346 |Pier 70 (Orton) 40,000 CEQA clearance issued 7/6/17. Don Lewis Conversion of existing buildings to office.
Esmeralda New constrcution of 7-story office building
2018-008661 |[701 Harrison Street 49,891 PPA issued on 8/20/18. Jardines with ground floor retail.
Subtotal 116,891
Large Office Cap
Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments
Proposed project would involve construction
of up to approximately 5.3 million gross
square feet in a mixed commercial office,
laboratory, PDR, and hotel use. Most new
buildings would range in height of 65-180 ft,
2017-011878 |[1201A lllinois Street 597,723 EE filed on 9/15/17. Rachel Schuett with one building at 300-ft.
Esmeralda New office construction (Central SoMa
2019-004290 |490 Brannan Street 338,000 PPA filed on 3/26/19. Jardines Project).

Subtotal

935,723






ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "SMALL" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT

Amount Currently Available: 904,637
Approval "Small" Office Adjusted . Project Total
:epriod‘ Unallocated Sq. Ft2 | x| e | ol Limit CISctcCiess SEE LS Aeemton | e Coments
1985-1986 0 75,000 75,000 No Projects N/A 0 0
1986-1987 75,000 75,000 150,000 1199 Bush 1985.244 46,645 46,645
1987-1988 103,355 75,000 178,355 3235-18th Street 1988.349 45,350 45350 |aka 2180 Harrison Street
1988-1989 133,005 75,000 208,005 2601 Mariposa 1988.568 49,850 49,850
[~ 1989-1990 158,155 75,000 233,155 No Projects NA 0 0
1990-1991 233,155 75,000 308,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1991-1992 308,155 75,000 383,155 1075 Front 1990.568 32,000 32,000
1992-1993 351,155 75,000 426,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1993-1994 426,155 75,000 501,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1994-1995 501,155 75,000 576,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1995-1996 576,155 75,000 651,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1996-1997 651,155 75,000 726,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1997-1998 726,155 75,000 801,155 No Projects N/A 0
1998-1999 801,155 75,000 876,155 1301 Sansome 1998.362 31,606
1999-2000 844,549 75,000 919,549 435 Pacific 1998.369 32,500
2801 Leavenworth 200.459 40,000
215 Fremont 1998.497 47,950
845 Market 1998.090 49,100 | 169,550 |
2000-2001 749,999 75,000 824,999 530 Folsom 2000.987 45,944
35 Stanford 2000.1162 48,000
2800 Leavenworth 2000.774 34,945
500 Pine 2000.539 44,450 173,339 See also 350 Bush Street - Large
2001-2002 651,660 75,000 726,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2002-2003 726,660 75,000 801,660 501 Folsom 2002.0223 32,000 32,000
2003-2004 769,660 75,000 844,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2004-2005 844,660 75,000 919,660 185 Berry Street 2005.0106 49,000 49,000
2005-2006 870,660 75,000 945,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2006-2007 945,660 75,000 1,020,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2007-2008 1,020,660 75,000 1,095,660 654 Minnesota no case number 43,939 0 UCSF
2008-2009 1,095,660 75,000 1,170,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2009-2010 1,170,660 75,000 1,245,660 660 Alabama Street 2009.0847 39,691 39,691
2010-2011 1,205,969 75,000 1,280,969 No Projects N/A 0 0
2011-2012 1,280,969 75,000 1,355,969 208 Utah / 201 Potrero 2011.0468 48,732 EN Legitimization
11 1 1 808 Brannan Street 2012.0014 43,881 EN Legitimization






ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "SMALL" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT

Amount Currently Available: 904,637
Approval "Small" Office | Adjusted . Project Total
Periog! | Unallocated Sa.Ft2 | s oy imit e AT Project Address Case No. oot || A Seqmepts
275 Brannan Street 2011.1410 48,500
385 7th/1098 Harrison 2011.1049 42,039 EN Legitimization
375 Alabama Street 2012.0128 48,189 231,341 EN Legitimization
2012-2013 1,124,628 75,000 1,199,628 No Projects N/A 0 0
2013-2014 1,199,628 75,000 1,274,628 3130 20th Street 2013.0992 32,081
660 3rd Street 2013.0627 40,000
2014-2015 1,202,547 75,000 1,277,547 340 Bryant Street 2013.1600 47,536
101 Townsend Street 2014-002385 41,206
2101 Mission Street 2014.0567 46,660 135,402
2015-2016 1,142,145 75,000 1,217,145 135 Townsend Street 2014.1315 49,995
360 Spear Street 2013.1511 49,992 aka 100 Harrison St
1125 Mission Street 2015-000509 35,842 135,829 Approved 12/17/15, Motion No. 19538
2016-2017 1,081,316 75,000 1,156,316 300 Grant Avenue 2015-000878 29,703 Motion No. 19813
2525 16th Street 2015-011529 43,569 Motion No. 19799
144 Townsend Street 2015-017998 42,510 Motion No. 19846
1088-1090 Sansome Street 2016-010294 49,814 Motion No. 19889
77-85 Federal Street 2,012 49,840 215,436 Motion No. 19996
2017-2018 940,880 75,000 1,015,880 945 Market Street 2017-011465 47,552
120 Stockton Street 2016-016161 49,999
345 4th Street 2017-001690 49,901
420 Taylor Street 2017-016476 38,791 186,243
2018-2019 829,637 75,000 904,637 No Projects N/A 0
Total 1,689,302 |

' Each approval period begins on October 17
2 Carried over from previous year






ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT

Amount Currently Available: 21,752
Approval “Large" Office | Reduction per | Adjusted Annual . Project Total
Period" Unallocated Sq. Ft.2 Annual Limit® | Section 325_1 ! Limit Project Address Case No. AIIocjation Allocated Comments
1985-1986 0 875,000 (475,000) 400,000 No Projects N/A 0 0
1986-1987 400,000 875,000 (475,000) 800,000 600 California 1986.085 318,030
235 Pine 1984.432 147,500
343 Sansome 1985.079 160,449 625,979
1987-1988 174,021 875,000 (475,000) 574,021 No Projects N/A 0 0
1988-1989 574,021 875,000 (475,000) 974,021 No Projects N/A 0 0
1989-1990 974,021 875,000 (475,000) 1,374,021 150 California 1987.613 195,503 195,503
1990-1991 1,178,518 875,000 (475,000) 1,578,518 No Projects N/A 0 0
1991-1992 1,578,518 875,000 (475,000) 1,978,518 300 Howard 1989.589 382,582 382,582 aka 199 Fremont Street
1992-1993 1,595,936 875,000 (475,000) 1,995,936 No Projects N/A 0 0
1993-1994 1,995,936 875,000 (475,000) 2,395,936 No Projects N/A 0 0
1994-1995 2,395,936 875,000 (475,000) 2,795,936 No Projects N/A 0 0
1995-1996 2,795,936 875,000 (475,000) 3,195,936 No Projects N/A 0 0
1996-1997 3,195,936 875,000 (475,000) 3,595,936 101 Second 1997.484 368,800 368,800
1997-1998 3,227,136 875,000 (37,582) 4,064,554 55 Second Street 1997.215 283,301 aka One Second Street
244-256 Front 1996.643 58,650 aka 275 Saramento Street
650 Townsend 1997.787 269,680 aka 699-08th Street
State office building - see also Case No.
455 Golden Gate 1997.478 420,000 1993_707
945 Battery 1997.674 52,715
475 Brannan 1997.470 61,000
250 Steuart 1998.144 540,000 aka 2 Folsom/250 Embarcadero
1998-1999 2,379,208 875,000 0 3,254,208 One Market 1998.135 51,822
Pier One 1998.646 88,350 Port office building
554 Mission 1998.321 645,000 aka 560/584 Mission Street
700 Seventh 1999.167 273,650 aka 625 Townsend Street
475 Brannan 1999.566 2,500 m addition to previous approval - 1997.470
1999-2000 2,192,886 875,000 0 3,067,886 670 Second 1999.106 60,000
160 King 1999.027 176,000
350 Rhode Island 1998.714 250,000
’ First & Howard bldg #2 (405 Howard),
First & Howard 1998.902 854,000 #3 (505-525 Howard)g & #i (500 Howar)d)
235 Second 1999.176 180,000
500 Terry Francois 2000.127 280,000 Mission Bay 26a
550 Terry Francois 2000.329 225,004 Mission Bay 28
899 Howard 1999.583 153,500
2000-2001 889,382 875,000 0 1,764,382 First & Howard 1998.902 295,000 First & Howard bldg #1 (400 Howard)






ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT

Amount Currently Available: 21,752
Approval , | "Large" Office | Reduction per | Adjusted Annual . Project Total
Period" Unallocated Sq. Ft. Annual Limit® | Section 321.1 Limit Project Address Case No. Allocation Allocated Comments
550 Terry Francois 2000.1293 60,150 355,150 Additional allocation (see also 2000.329)
2001-2002 1,409,232 875000 | 0 | 2,284,232 350 Bush 2000.541 344,500 See also 500 Pine Street - Small
38-44 Tehama 2001.0444 75,000
235 Second 2000.319 64,000 modify 1999.176
250 Brannan 2001.0689 113,540
555 Mission 2001.0798 549,000
Alexandria District - West Campus
1700 Owens 2002.0300 0 1,146,040 (160,100)
2002-2003 1,138,192 875,000 0 2,013,192 7th & Mission GSA No Case 514,727 514,727 Federal Building
2003-2004 1,498,465 875,000 0 2,373,465 Presidio Dig Arts No Case 839,301 839,301 Presidio Trust
2004-2005 1,534,164 875,000 0 2,409,164 No Projects N/A 0 0
2005-2006 2,409,164 875,000 0 3,284,164 201 16th Street 2006.0384 430,000 430,000 aka 409/499 lllinois
2006-2007 2,854,164 875,000 0 3,729,164 1500 Owens 2006.1212 0 Alexandria D;ftsré";(;o‘;ve“ Campus
Alexandria District - West Campus
1600 Owens 2006.1216 0 (228,000)
1455 Third Street/455 e
Mission Bay South 2006.1509 0 Alexandria D'(Zt;;’;;_gmh Campus
Blvd/450 South Street ’
. Alexandria District - North Campus
1515 Third Street 2006.1536 0 (202,893)
650 Townsend 2005.1062 375,151
120 Howard 2006.0616 67,931
535 Mission 2006.1273 293,750 736,832
2007-2008 2,992,332 875,000 0 3,867,332 100 California 2006.0660 76,500
505525 Howard 2008.0001 74,500 Additional aIIocat-lori for First & Howard
Building #3
680 Folsom Street No Case 117,000 Redevelopment - Yerba Buena
Establishes Alexandria Mission Bay Life
Sciences and Technology Development
District ("Alexandria District") for which
Alexandria District 2008.0850 1,122,980 previously allocated office space and
future allocations would be limited to
1,350,000 gsf to be distributed among
designated buildings within district.
600 Terry Francois 2008.0484 0 Alexandria District - East Campus

(312,932)






ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT

Amount Currently Available: 21,752
Approval “Large" Office | Reduction per | Adjusted Annual . Project Total
Period" Unallocated Sq. Ft.2 Annual Limit® | Section 325_1 ! Limit Project Address Case No. AIIocjation Allocated Comments
650 Terry Francois 2008.0483 0 Alexandria D('zs;:'gs'ﬁm Campus
1450 Owens 2008.0690 0 1,390,980 Alexandria D'(s;:'csg;;”es* Campus
2008-2009 2,476,352 875,000 3,351,352 No Projects N/A 0 0
2009-2010 3,351,352 875,000 4,226,352 850-870 Brannan Street 2009.1026 138,580 aka 888 Brannan Street
222 Second Street 2006.1106 430650 | 569,230 | LEED
[ 2010-2011 | 3657122 | 875000 | 0 | 4,532,122 350 Mission Street 2006.1524 340,320
Alexandria District n/a 200,000 under terms of Motion 17709
Treasure Island 2007.0903 0 Priority Resolution Only
[ 20112012 | 3991802 | 875000 | 0 | 4866802 | Alexandria District n/a 27,020 under terms of Motion 17709
850-870 Brannan St 2011.0583 113,753 aka 888 Brannan Street
444 DeHaro St 2012.0041 90,500
460-462 Bryant St 2011.0895 59,475
185 Berry St 2012.0409 101,982 aka China Basin Landing
100 Potrero Ave. 2012.0371 70,070 EN Legitimization
601 Townsend Street 2011.1147 72600 | 535400 | EN Legitimization
[ 20122013 | 4331402 | 875000 | 0 | 5206402 | 101 1st Street 2012.0257 1,370,577 Transbay Tower; aka 425 Mission
181 Fremont Street 2007.0456 404,000 new office/residential building
1550 Bryant Street 2012.1046 108,399 EN Legitimization
1100 Van Ness Ave 2009.0885 242,987 CPMC Cathedral Hill MOB
3615 Cesar Chavez 2009.0886 94,799 CPMC St. Luke's MOB
345 Brannan Street 2007.0385 102,285
270 Brannan Street 2012.0799 189,000
333 Brannan Street 2012.0906 175,450
350 Mission Street 2013.0276 79,680 Salesforce (No. 2)
999 Brannan Street 2013.0585 143,292 EN Legitimization - Dolby
1800 Owens Street 2012.1482 700,000 3,610,469 Mission Bay Block 40
[ 2013-2014 | 1595933 [ 875000 [ 0 [ 2470933 | 300 California Street 2012.0605 56,459
665 3rd Street 2013.0226 123,700
410 Townsend Street 2013.0544 76,000
888 Brannan Street 2013.0493 10,000 AirBnB - See Also 2011.0583B
81-85 Bluxome Street 2013.0007 55,000 321,159
| 2014-2015 | 2149774 | 875000 | 0 [ 3024774 | 501-505 Brannan Street 2012.1187 137,446
100 Hooper Street 2012.0203 284,471
390 Main Street 2012.0722 137,286 MTC Project - Verified on 4/14/15
250 Howard Street 2014-002085 766,745 aka Transbay Block 5 (195 Beale St)
510 Townsend Street 2014.0679 269,063






ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT

Amount Currently Available: 21,752
Approval “Large" Office | Reduction per | Adjusted Annual . Project Total
Period" Unallocated Sq. Ft.2 Annual Limit® | Section 325_1 ! Limit Project Address Case No. AIIocjation Allocated Comments
901-925 Mission Street 2011.0409 633,500 2,228,511 5M (Motions 19467 & 19468)
| 20152016 | 796263 | 875000 | 0o | 1,671,263 | MBS Blocks 29 & 31 2014-002701 0 GSW Event Center (Design Only)
645 Harrison Street 2013.1545 98,964
1455 & 1515 3rd St 2008.0850 0 Uber/Alexandria (Design Only)
50 1st St 2006.1523 1,057,549 Motion No. 19636
875 Howard St 2015-009141 70,881 1,227,394 Motion No. 19700
| 20162017 | 443869 [ 875000 | 0 | 1,318,869 | 633 Folsom St 2014.1063 90,102
Motion No. 19887 - DNX Approval (City
Gov't. Office Bldg. - Approx. 464,000
1500 Mission Street 2014-000362 0 90,102 GSF)
2017-2018 1,228,767 875,000 2,103,767 1 De Haro Street 2015-015010 86,301 86,301
2018-2019 2,017,466 875,000 2,892,466 598 Brannan Street 2012.0640 711,136 -
610 Brannan Street 2017-000663 1,384,578 Flower Mart
88 Bluxome Street 2015-012490 775,000 2,870,714 Tennis Club
Total 23,990,666 H

' Each approval period begins on October 17
2 Carried over from previous year

3 Excludes 75,000 gsf dedicated to "small" projects per Section 321(b)(4)
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SMALL OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion |Comments
1986-1987 1985.244 1199 Bush 0280-031 46,645 11026 complete 1991 St. Francis Hospital
1987-1988 1988.349 3235-18th Street 3591-001/030 45,350 11451 complete PG&E, aka 2180 Harrison Street
1988-1989 1988.568 2601 Mariposa 4016-001 49,850 11598 complete 1991 KQED
1988.287 1501 Sloat 7255-002 39,000 11567 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1990-1991 1990.238 350 Pacific 0165-006 45,718 13114 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1991-1992 1990.568 1075 Front 0111-001 32,000 13381 complete 1993
1987.847 601 Duboce 3539-001 36,000 13254 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1992-1993 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1993-1994 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1994-1995 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1995-1996 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1996-1997 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1997-1998 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1998-1999 1998.362 1301 Sansome 0085-005 31,606 14784 complete 1999
1999-2000 1998.369 435 Pacific 0175-028 32,500 14971 complete 2003
2000.459 2801 Leavenworth 0010-001 40,000 15922 complete 2001 The Cannery
1998.497 215 Fremont 3738-012 47,950 15939 complete 2002
1999.668 38-44 Tehama 3736-111 49,950 15967 doesn't count n/a reapproved as large project
3705-09:18
1998.090 845 Market into 3705-049| 49,100 15949 complete 2006 Bloomingdale's
T8mos exp 5/2/02; 2005.0470 new E & K appl for residential,
building permit application no.200608290851 for residential
submitted on 8/29/07; 9/4/08 CPC approves conversion to
2000-2001 1999.821 178 Townsend 3788-012 49,002 16025 doesn't count n/a Residential (M17688) - Revoked on 1/23/09
2000.987 530 Folsom 3736-017 45,944 16023 complete 2006
Tamos exp 6///02; permit 200502165810 tiled 2/05. 12/15/06 -
Building Permit Application No. 200811136470 issued for
demolition of two buildings on property. To be used for temp
1999.300 272 Main 3739-006 46,500 16049 | doesn't count n/a Transbay facility. REVOCATION LETTER ISSUED 3/16/09
2000.1162 |35 Stanford 3788-038 48,000 16070 complete 2007
2000.774 2800 Leavenworth 0011-007/008| 34,945 16071 complete 2001 The Anchorage
2000.552 199 New Montgomery 3722-021 49,345 16104 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/6/05






SMALL OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion |Comments
building permit application no. 200011014657 withdrawn on
2000.1269  |3433 Third 5203-23 42,000 16107 | doesn't count n/a 11/9/06. REVOCATION LETTER ISSUED 9/25/07
1999.795 177 Townsend 3794-4,7 46,775 16122 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/6/05
258-4 to
2000.539 500 Pine 9/033 44450 16113 complete n/a BPA No. 200011024683 complete as of 3/22/17.
time limit for construction extended (see Case No.
16118/164 2002.0363B). Project converted to residential use (see Case
2000.986 150 Powell 327-22 39,174 23 doesn't count n/a No. 2006.1299)
1998.281 185 Berry 3803-005 49,500 16143 doesn't count n/a new approval 2005
2000.190 201 Second 3736-097 44 500 16148 doesn't count n/a converted to residential use
converted to residential use - see 2004.0852 and building
2000.660 35 Hawthorne 3735-047 40,350 16174 doesn't count n/a permit application no. 200509082369
2000.122 48 Tehama 3736-084/085| 49,300 16235 doesn't count n/a revoked at Planning Commission hearing on 6/9/11
3789-
2000.723 639 Second 005/857:971 49,500 16241 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/6/05
3789-
1999.423 699 Second 004/857:971 49,500 16240 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/10/05
6/28/07 - building permit application no. 200706285450
submitted to revise project and reduce office space to approx.
2001-2002 2001.0050 (3251 18th Street 3591-018 49,500 16451 doesn't count n/a 10,000 gsf. - REVOCATION LETTER ISSUED 8/16/07
2002-2003 2002.0223 |501 Folsom Street 3749-001 32,000 16516 complete 2006
2003-2004 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
2004-2005 2005.0106 185 Berry Street 3803-005 49,000 17070 complete 2008
2005-2006 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
Confirmed by UCSF via 7/13/2007 Ietter from UCSF and
2006-2007 No Case 654 Minnesota 1042-003 & 004 43,939 none complete 2009 associated LoD
2007-2008 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
18mos exp 7/14/10 - E appealed to BoS and overturned on
2008-2009 2006.1294 110 The Embarcadero 3715-002 41,940 17804 doesn't count n/a 3/17/09. Application withdrawn and case closed on 12/30/09.
CFC for building permit application no. 201001144798 issued
2009-2010 2009.0847 |660 Alabama Street 4020-002 39,691 17973 complete 2011 on 3/23/11
2010-2011 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
2011-2012 2011.0468 208 Utah / 201 Potrero 3932-017 48,732 18608 complete 2012 BPA No. 201205090093






SMALL OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion |Comments
2012.0014 |808 Brannan Street 3780-004D 43,881 18559 complete 2013 BPA No. 201201031584
2012.0128 |375 Alabama Street 3966-002 48,189 18574 complete 2013 BPA No. 201209210308
2011.1049 |385 7th / 1098 Harrison 3754-017 42,039 18700 complete 2013 BPA No. 201212115895
2011.1410 [275 Brannan Street 3789-009 48,500 18672 complete 2013 BPA No. 201207164925
2012-2013 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
2013-1014 2013.0992 |3130 20th Street 4083-002 32,081 19188 complete n/a BPA No. 201409297604 issued 10/28/16.
2013.0627 |660 3rd Street 3788-008 40000 19234 complete 2015 BPA No. 201411252480 issued on 2/24/15.
2014-2015 2013.1600 |340 Bryant Street 3764-061 47536 19311 complete n/a BPA 201305177189 issued 7/15/15.
2014-002385 |101 Townsend Street 3794-015 41,206 19338 complete 2015 BPA No. 201505055374 for change of use completed 9/10/15.
2014.0567 |2101 Mission Street 3575-091 46,660 19445 complete 2018 BPA No. 201312033192 issued 11/3/15. CFC issued 5/10/18.
2015-2016 2014.1315 |135 Townsend Street 3794-022 49,995 19517 complete 2017 BPA No. 201601086717 complete 3/10/17.
2013.1511 360 Spear Street 3745-009 49,992 19515 approved n/a BP No. 201809119777 issued on 9/28/18.
2015-000509 |1125 Mission Street 3727-091 35,842 19538 complete 2017 BPA No. 201511021472 complete 3/14/17.
2016-2017 2015-000878 |300 Grant Avenue 0287-014 29,703 19813 approved n/a BPA No. 201612275920 issued on 12/22/17.
2015-011529 |2525 16th Street 3966-001 43,569 19799 approved n/a BPA No. 201604185006 issued on 9/5/18.
2016-010294 |1088-1090 Sansome Street 0135-009 49,814 19889 approved n/a No BPA yet filed.
BPA No. 201806263016 filed on 6/26/18 and under review by
2015-017998 [144 Townsend Street 3788-009A 42,510 19846 complete 2019 Planning.
2012.1410 |77-85 Federal Street 3774-444 49,840 19996 approved n/a BPA No. 201306200082 issued on 6/14/18.
BPA No. 201805017929 filed on 5/1/18 and under review by
2017-2018 2017-011465 |945 Market Street 3704-240 47,552 20137 approved n/a Planning.
BPA No. 201805048215 filed on 5/4/18 and under review by
2016-016161 |120 Stockton Street 0313-017 49,999 20173 approved n/a Planning.
2017-001690 |[345 4th Street 3751-165 49,901 20222 approved n/a BPA No. 201807194942 approved by Planning on 9/14/18.
BPA No. Z0T7 12146457 filed on 1274717 and under review by
2017-016476 |420 Taylor Street 0316-010 38,791 20289 approved n/a Planning.
2018-2019 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period






LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion [Comments
0241-003 into 0241-
1986-1987 1986.085 600 California 027 318,030 11077 complete 1992
1984.432 235 Pine 0267-015 147,500 11075 complete 1991
1984.274 33 Columbus 0195-004 81,300 11070 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1985.079 343 Sansome 0239-002 160,449 11076 complete 1991
1987-1988 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1988-1989 1984.199 524 Howard 3721-013 199,965 11683 doesn't count n/a reapproved in 1998 under Case No. 1998.843.
0236-003 into 0236-
1989-1990 1987.613 150 California 019 195,503 11828 complete 2001
3719-005 into 3719-
1990-1991 1989.589 300 Howard 018 382,582 13218 complete 2001 aka 199 Fremont Street
1991-1992 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1992-1993 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1993-1994 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1994-1995 1994.105 101 Second Street 3721-072 386,655 13886 doesn't count n/a Reapproved in 1997 under Case No. 1997.484.
1995-1996 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
3721-72:75 into 3721-
1996-1997 1997.484 101 Second Street 089 368,800 14454 complete 2000
3708-019A/033/034
1997-1998 1997.215 55 Second Street into 3708-096 283,301 14542 complete 2002 aka One Second Street
1996.643 244-256 Front 0236-018 58,650 14601 complete 2001 aka 275 Sacramento Street
1997.787 650 Townsend 3783-009 269,680 14520 complete 2001 aka 699-08th Street
No Case 455 Golden Gate 0765-002/003 420,000 none complete 1998 State office building. See also case no. 1993.707.
1997.674 945 Battery 0135-001 52,715 14672 complete 1998
1997.470 475 Brannan 3787-031 61,000 14685 complete 2001
3741-028 into 3741-
1998.144 250 Steuart 035 540,000 14604 complete 2002 aka 2 Folsom/250 Embarcadero
1998-1999 1998.135 One Market 3713-006 51,822 14756 complete 2000
1998.843 524 Howard 3721-013 201,989 14801 doesn't count n/a revoked 6/11 under Case No. 2011.0503
1998.646 Pier One 9900-001 88,350 none complete 2003 Port office building






LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion [Comments
3708-015/017/018 into
1998.321 554 Mission 3708-095 645,000 14893 complete 2003 aka 560/584 Mission
3799-001 into 3799-
1999.167 700 Seventh 008 273,650 14895 complete 2006 aka 625 Townsend
1999.566 475 Brannan 3787-031 2,500 14884 complete 2001 addition to previous approval - 1997.470
project converted to residential - allocation revoked
1998.268 631 Folsom 3750-090 170,000 14750 doesn't count n/a 12/00.
1999-2000 1999.106 670 Second 3788-043/044 60,000 14907 complete 2001
1999.027 160 King 3794-025 176,000 14956 complete 2002
1998.714 350 Rhode Island 3957-001 250,000 14988 complete 2004
18 mos exp 9/2/01. Includes 3 of 4 buildings at First &
Howard (see bldg #1 - 400 Howard - below): bldg #2 -
405 Howard (3737-030) - 460,000 gsf office -
405 Howard -|1200002172133 - complete); bldg #3 - 505-525 Howard
2005; 505- |(3736-121/114) - 178,000 gsf office - 200610316514
525 Howard - |currently (8/4/08) under review by Planning (see also
under review; |2008.0001 for additional allocation); bldg #4 -500
500 Howard -|Howard (3721-119) - 216,000 gsf office -
1998.902 First & Howard 3721; 3736; 3737 854,000 15006 complete 2003 200006172952 - complete).






LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion [Comments
3736-061 into 3736-
1999.176 235 Second 123 180,000 15004 complete 2002
3838; 3839 into 8721-
2000.127 500 Terry Francois 001/010 280,000 15010 complete 2008 MB 26a
1998.766 535 Mission 3721-068 252,000 15027 doesn't count n/a revoked and reapproved as residential
project converted to residential - allocation revoked
1998.635 2101 Bryant 4080-007 148,000 15044 doesn't count n/a 1/10/05
3839; 3840 into 8721-
2000.329 550 Terry Francois 001/011 225,004 15055 complete 2002 MB 28
1999.583 899 Howard 3733-079 153,500 15062 complete 2005
2000-2001 1998.902 First & Howard 3720-008 295,000 16069 complete 2008 First & Howard - Building #1 (400 Howard)
3839: 3840 into 8721-
2000.1293 550 Terry Francois 001/011 60,150 16110 complete 2002 addition to 2000.329.
3840; 3841 into 8721- AKA MB 26 East. returned to cap for approval of
2000.1295 [Mission Bay 26/2 001-012 145,750 16111 doesn't count n/a 2002.0301
project revised - allocation revoked and reapproved
1999.603 555 Mission 3721-69,70,78... 499,000 16130 doesn't count n/a under Case No. 2007.0798.
2000.277 801 Market 3705-48 112,750 16140 doesn't count n/a project abandoned per letter from sponsor
Building permit application no. 200708078938 issued
2001-2002 2000.541 350 Bush 269-2,2a,3,22... 344,500 16273 complete 2019 12/19/14.
2001.0444 |38-44 Tehama 3736-111 75,000 16280 complete 2003
modify 1999.176 - convert warehouse from PDR to
2000.319 235 Second 3736-61,62,64-67 64,000 16279 complete 2002 office.
2001.0689 250 Brannan 3774-25 113,540 16285 complete 2002
3721-69,70,78-81,
2001.0798 |555 Mission 120 549,000 16302 complete 2008
2002.0301 Mission Bay 42/4 8709-10 80,922 16397 doesn't count n/a revoked and reapproved as 2002.1216 (1600 Owens)
2002.0300 |[1700 Owens 8709-007 0 16398 complete 2007 Alexandria District (160,100). West Campus. 164,828
2002-2003 No Case 7th/Mission GSA 3702-15 ... 514,727 none complete 2007 Federal Building






LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date

Case No.

Address

APN

Size

Motion

Status

Completion

Comments

2002.0691

299 1Mnois/201-16th
Street

3940-001

429,542

16483

doesn't count

n/a

revoked and reapproved as 2006.0384 (201 16th
Street) MB Block X4

2003-2004

2001.1039

55 9th Street

3701-063

268,000

16760

doesn't count

n/a

200408111247 issued 5/19/05 - Authorization
REVOKED by Planning Commission Motion Nos.
17521 and 17522 for proposal to convert project to
residential use.

2000.1229

Pier 30-32

3770-001

370,000

none

doesn't count

n/a

E, K &! Cases created, no B case created. BCDC
permit approved in 2003 and allocation made for
accounting purposes, but permit never acted upon.
2/09 - 370,000 added back to cap because project
does not appear to be moving forward.

No Case

Presidio - Letterman
Digital Arts

839,301

none

complete

2006

2004-2005

No Projects Approved During Allocation Period

2005-2006

2006.0384

201-16th Street

3940-001

430,000

17223

complete

2008

aka 1409-1499 lllinois/MB Block X-4. 18 mos exp
10/6/07. Project (200607186938) complete 11/19/08

2006-2007

2006.1212

1500 Owens

8709-006

17333

complete

2009

Alexandria District - West Campus (158,500);
200611298694 issued 5/24/07 (aka MBS Blk 41-43,
Parcel 5). Under construction. Estimated completion in
March 2009.

2006.1216

1600 Owens

8709-004/010

17332

complete

2016

BPA 200711097802 completed 2/4/16.

2006.1509

Alexandria District -
North Campus (MB 26/1-
3; 1455 Third Street/455
Mission Bay South
Blvd/450 South Street)

8721-012/8720-
011/016/017

17401

complete/under
construction

n/a

Alexandria District - North Campus (373,487); aka
MBS Bk 26, Parcels 1-3, project proposes 3 buildings -
building permit application no. 200704279921 (455
Mission Bay South Blvd.) COMPLETE on 11/17/09 for
5 story office/lab; 200705090778 (450 South Street)
COMPLETE on 10/23/09 for "parking garage with 7
stories new building." BPA 201508245071 for 12-story
office issued 11/2/16 and 201508245062 issued
11/3/16 for 7 story office/retail building.

2006.1536

1515 Third Street

8721-012

17400

under construction

n/a

Alexandria DIstrict - North Campus (20Z,893); aka |
MBS Blk 27, Parcel 1 see also 2006.1509. BPA
200806265407 withdrawn 11/3/16; new BPA
201508245062 issued 11/3/16 for 7 story office/retail
building.






LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION

AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Date

Case No.
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APN
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Completion

Comments

2005.1062

650 Townsend

3783-009

375,151

17440

complete

2009

18 mos exp 12///08. 200705151356 issued 2/20/08 -
Conversion of existing structure into office - no major
construction required. Final Inspection (3/16/09)

2006.0616

120 Howard

3717-019

67931

17466

complete

n/a

Construction completed in 2012

2006.1273

535 Mission

3721-068, 083

293750

17470

complete

n/a

18 mos exp 2/2/09; 2/12/08 - 200508049463 issued by
CPB on 8/21/08. Appealed to Board of Permit Appeals
on 8/29/08 (Appeal No. 08-137) - appeal withdrawn
and permit reinstated on 8/29/08. Separate permits
issued for pile indicators, site cleanup and fencing.
10/24/08 - Construction started in early 2013.

2007-2008

2006.0660

100 California

0236-017

76,500

17544

approved

n/a

18 mos exp 7/31/09. No building permit on file as of
5/18/11. Beacon Capital started the process and then
allegedly sold to Broadway Partners, who are reputed
to be current owners- no current status

6/16/14 update - Broadway Partners website lists the
property as theirs. No building permits relating to
project on file. Site visit on 6/17/14 shows no signs of
upcoming construction activity.

2008.0001

505-525 Howard

3736-001:004/114/121

74,500

17641

complete

n/a

T8 mos exp TZ2726709. 2006710316574 for new
construction COMPLETED on 3/11/14. "First &
Howard" bldg 3 - see 1998.902. 2005.0733 on file to
legalize existing surface parking lot.

No Case

680 Folsom Street

3735-013

117,000

none

complete

n/a

Redevelopment (Yerba Buena)

2008.0850

Alexandria District

various

1122980

17709

approved

n/a

Establishes Alexandria Mission Bay Life Sciences and
Technology Development District ("Alexandria District")
to consolidate previous and future allocations.

2008.0484

600 Terry Francois

8722-001

17710

approved

n/a

Alexandria District - East Campus (312,932) -
schematic design.

2008.0483

650 Terry Francois

8722-001

17711

approved

n/a

Alexandria District - East Campus (291,367) -
schematic design.

2008.0690

1450 Owens

8709-006

17712

approved

n/a

Alexandria District - West Campus (61,581) -
schematic design as of 4/2011

2008-2009

No Projects Approved During Allocation Period






LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS

COMPLETE

REVOKED

18 MOS. EXPIRED

NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE

UNDER CONSTRUCTION
AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion [Comments
2009-2010 2009.1026 850-870 Brannan Street 006/00377/38-7A/072 138,580 18095 complete 2013 aka 888 Brannan Street
NO ACCOCATION GRANTED YET. First 800,000 gst_|
of office development within the Candlestick Point -
Candlestick Point and Hunter's Point Project Area to receive priority office
Candlestick Point - Hunter's Point allocation over all projects except the Transbay Transit
2007.0946  |Hunter's Point Shipyard 800000 18102 approved n/a Tower or those within Mission Bay South.
2006.1106  |222 Second Street 3735-063 430650 18170 complete n/a BPA No. 200711309386
additional allocation per terms of Motion 17709 by
2010-2011 No Case Alexandria District various 200000 17709 approved n/a Letter of Determination
2006.1524 |350 Mission Street 3710-017 335000 18268 complete n/a
2007.0903  |Treasure Island 1939-001/002 0 18332 approved n/a Priority Resolution Only for 100,000gsf.
additional allocation per terms of Motion 17709 by
2011-2012 No Case Alexandria District various 27020 17709 approved n/a Letter of Determination
2011.0583 850-870 Brannan Street 3780_02:& %0772 e 113,753 18527 complete 2013 aka 888 Brannan Street
BPA No. 201408063120 approved by Planning on
2011.1147 |601 Townsend Street 3799-001 72,600 18619 approved n/a 8/8/14, but not yet issued by DBI. Project sponsor
proposed to withdraw on 8/3/16.
CPMC - Cat Hill MOB; rescinded & reallocated in 2013
2009.0885 |1100 Van Ness Ave 0694-010 242,987 18599 doesn't count n/a cycle
2011.0895 [460-462 Bryant St 3763-015A 59475 18685 complete n/a BPA No. 201312194664 issued on 5/22/14.
2012.0041 |444 DeHaro St 3979-001 90500 18653 complete 2013 BPA No. 201312194626 issued on 12/31/13.
2012.0409 |185 Berry St 3803-005 101982 18690 complete n/a aka China Basin Landing.
EN Legitimization. BPA No. 201212286973 issued
2012.0371 100 Potrero Ave. 3920-001 70070 18704 complete 2013 5/6/13.
CPMC - St. Luke's MOB; rescinded & reallocated in
2009.0886 |[3615 Cesar Chavez 6576-021 99,848 18595 doesn't count n/a 2013 cycle
Transbay Tower; aka 425 Mission St. BPA No.
2012-2013 2012.0257 |101 1st Street 3720-001 1,370,577 18725 complete n/a 201303132080.
BPA No. 201305015894 issued 12/26/13. TCOs issued
2007.0456 181 Fremont Street 0308-001 361038 18764 under construction n/a on 5/10 and 8/13/19.
2012.1046 |1550 Bryant Street 3923-006 108,399 18732 complete 2013 EN Legitimization. BPA No. 201302069627
Mission Bay Block 40. BPA No. 201409045458 issued
2012.1482 |1800 Owens 8727-005 700,000 18807 complete 2017 11/12/15.
2009.0885 [1100 Van Ness Ave 0694-010 242,987 18890 complete 2019 CPMC - Cat Hill MOB; BPA 201112090400
2009.0886 |3615 Cesar Chavez 6576-021 94799 18886 under construction n/a CPMC - St. Luke's MOB
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BPA 200810275193 completed and CFC issued
2007.0385 |345 Brannan Street 3788-039 102285 19000 complete 2015 10/14/15
BPA No. 201312174402 1ssued on 4/25/14. Foundation
and Superstructure Addendum approved. Architectural
Addendum under review by DBI/DPW/PUC.
2012.0799 |270 Brannan Street 3774-026 189000 18988 complete 2016 "Groundbreaking" in August 2014.
BPA No. 201306280744 completed and CFC issued
2012.0906 333 Brannan Street 3788-042 175,450 18952 complete 2015 10/14/15.
Salesforce (No. 2). BPA No. 201108011461 complete
2013.0276  |350 Mission Street 3710-017 79,680 18956 complete 2017 3/23/17.
EN Legitimization. BPA No. 201306280728 issued
2013.0585 |999 Brannan Street 3782-003 143292 18950 complete 2014 4/28/14.
2013-2014 2012.0605 |[300 California Street 0238-002 56459 19034 approved n/a Approved 12/5/13. No BPA filed.
BPA No. 201311222636 issued on 12/31/13 to legalize
2013.0226  |665 3rd Street 3788-041 123,700 19012 complete 2013 office space.
2013.0544 |410 Townsend Street 3785-002A 76,000 19062 complete 2015 BPA No. 201306260587 issued on10/29/15.
3780-006, 007, 007A,
2013.0493 |888 Brannan Street and 072 10000 19049 complete 2014 AirBnB (No. 2) to convert GF parking to office.
BPA No. 201404072588 completed and CFC issued on
2013.0007 81-85 Bluxome Street 3786-018 55,000 19088 complete 2016 12/1/16.
2014-2015 2012.1187 |501-505 Brannan Street 3786-038 137,446 19295 complete 2018 BPA No. 201508285498 issued on 2/8/16.
BPA Nos. 201410239755 and 201410209377 issued
2012.0203 |100 Hooper Street 3808-003 284471 19315 under construction n/a 12/17/15.
2012.0722  |390 Main Street 3746-002 n/a complete 2017 Conversion of former gov. agencies to office space.
2014-002085 [250 Howard Street 3718-012, 025, 027 766,745 19413 under construction n/a BPA No. 201504274732 issued on 10/28/15.
2014.0679 |510 Townsend Street 3784-007, 080 269,063 19440 complete 2019
3725-005, 006, 008, 19467,
2011.0409 |901-925 Mission Street 009, 012, 098, 093 633,500 19468 approved n/a 5M Project; No building permit filed.
2015-2016 2013.1545 |645 Harrison Street 3763-105 98,964 19524 under construction n/a BPA No. 201703101213 issued on 4/3/2017.
GSW Event Center (Design Only); BPA No.
201606149952 (11-story office bldg.) issued on
2014-002701 [MBS Blocks 29 & 31 8722-001 0 19502 complete 2019 4/11/17.
Uber7Alexandria (Design Only); BPA No.
201508245071 (12-story office bldg.) issued 11/2/16;
BPA No. 201508245062 (7-story office/retail bldg.)
2008.0850 1455 & 1515 3rd St 8721-029, 033 0 19619 under construction n/a issued 11/3/16.
2006.1523 |50 1st St 3708/055 1,057,549 19636 under construction n/a BPA No. 201510301303 issued 7/5/17.
2015-009141 875 Howard St 3733/079 70,881 19700 complete 2018 BPA No. 201707182101 completed on 3/5/18.
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2016-2017 2014.1063 |630 Folsom St 3750/079 90,102 19815 under construction n/a BPA No. 201706018184 issued on 3/21/18.
3506-006, 007, 008- . .
2014-000362 |1500 Mission St 011 0 v under construction n/a BPA No. 201606200387 issued on 10/3/17.
2017-2018 | 2015-015010 |1 De Haro St 3800-004, 005 86,301 under construction n/a BPA No. 201710121125 issued on 12/5/18.
BPA Nos. 201909060913 and 201909060914 under
2018-2019 2012.0640 |598 Brannan Street 3777-045, 050, 052 711,136 20460 approved n/a review by Planning.
3778-001B, 002B,
2017-000663 |[610 Brannan Street 004, 005, 047, 048 1,355,363 20485 approved n/a BPA Nos. 2019.0806.8051, 8052, 8053, 8054, 8055
BPA Nos. 201903215884, 201903215873, and
2015-012490 |88 Bluxome Street 3786-037 775,000 20494 approved n/a 201903215872 under review by Planning.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 469 Stevenson Street (Case no. 2017-014833ENV): Notice of Availability of Preparation of an EIR and Initial
Study

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 9:13:08 AM

Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png

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: Delumo, Jenny (CPC) <jenny.delumo@sfgov.org>

Sent: Thursday, October 03, 2019 10:48 AM

To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>

Cc: Silva, Christine (CPC) <christine.silva@sfgov.org>; Range, Jessica (CPC) <jessica.range@sfgov.org>
Subject: 469 Stevenson Street (Case no. 2017-014833ENV): Notice of Availability of Preparation of
an EIR and Initial Study

Hello,

The Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and an Initial Study for the 469
Stevenson Street Project (Case No. 2017-014833ENV) are now available and may be downloaded
from the Planning Department website at https://sfplanning.org/environmental-review-documents.
Please distribute this link to the Planning Commission members.

Thank you,

Jenny Delumo
Senior Planner, Environmental Planning Division

Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9146 Fax: 415-558-6409

Email: Jenny.Delumo@sfgov.org

Web: www.sfplanning.org
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: SUPPORT of 258 Noe Street Retail Cannabis Case # 2018-002060CUA

Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 8:57:24 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: Ken Seligson <seligson.kenneth@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, October 07, 2019 8:13 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Board of
Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Office of Cannabis (ADM)
<officeofcannabis@sfgov.org>; 258NoeStore@gmail.com

Subject: SUPPORT of 258 Noe Street Retail Cannabis Case # 2018-002060CUA

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

Dear SF Planning Department and District Supervisor Mandelman,

| am writing to ask for your yes vote on the Conditional Use request for a cannabis retail store at 258
Noe Street scheduled for hearing on October 10, 2019. With retail store vacancies on the rise, this
cannabis retail store will bringing new and much needed shoppers to the area, add security and
cleaning, offer good paying jobs and give a boost to the commercial diversity of the Upper Market
and Castro areas.

My name is Kenneth Seligson. | have been in the cannabis movement for 4 years helping equity
applicants navigate through the new industry.

| know about this project because | have worked with Terrance Alan as patient advocates and
activists. | have always fought for and believed in safe access for all people and made a lifetime of
effort advocating for such. Please allow the patients and good people of the Upper Market
community to have a safe place to obtain and use cannabis products.

Please register my support and | urge your vote “Yes.”
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Sincerely,

Kenneth Seligson
824 Alabama Street, SF

The Law Office of Matthew Kumin
1939 Harrison Street, Suite 307
Oakland, CA 94612

415-655-7494 (Office Phone and Fax)
845-988-8548 (Cell)



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Political Activity by City Officers and Employees
Date: Monday, October 07, 2019 8:55:26 AM
Attachments: Political Activity 2019.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: Karunaratne, Kanishka (MYR) <kanishka.cheng@sfgov.org>

Sent: Friday, October 04, 2019 4:42 PM

To: Meyer, Catherine (HRC) <cathy.mulkeymeyer@sfgov.org>; Anderson, Tara (DAT)
<tara.anderson@sfgov.org>; Arntz, John (REG) <john.arntz@sfgov.org>; Asay, Greg (ADM)
<greg.asay@sfgov.org>; Austin, Kate (ADM) <kate.austin@sfgov.org>; Badasow, Bridget (HSA)
<bridget.badasow@sfgov.org>; Blackman, Sue (LIB) <Sue.Blackman@sfpl.org>; Boomer, Roberta
(MTA) <Roberta.Boomer@sfmta.com>; Brown, Michael (CSC) <michael.brown@sfgov.org>;
Conefrey, Maureen (FIR) <Maureen.Conefrey@sfgov.org>; Corina Monzon (AIR)
<corina.monzon@flysfo.com>; Dick-Endrizzi, Regina (ECN) <regina.dick-endrizzi@sfgov.org>;
Donovan, Dominica (ECN) <dominica.donovan@sfgov.org>; Drain, Kahala (CFC)
<kahala.drain@first5sf.org>; Ekberg, Natalie (HSS) <natalie.ekberg@sfgov.org>; Ethics Commission,
(ETH) <ethics.commission@sfgov.org>; George Ishikata <george.ishikata@gmail.com>; Harris, Sonya
(DBI) <sonya.harris@sfgov.org>; Hom, Mary (CON) <mary.hom@sfgov.org>; Hood, Donna (PUC)
<DHood@sfwater.org>; Hosmon, Kiely (BOS) <kiely.hosmon@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; LaBarre, Elizabeth (HSA) <elizabeth.labarre@sfgov.org>; Larrick, Herschell
(WOM) <Herschell.Larrick@sfgov.org>; Ihathhorn@asianart.org; Liang, May (ECN)
<may.k.liang@sfgov.org>; Linda Martin <martinl@sfha.org>; McGee, Melissa (HSA)
<melissa.mcgee@sfgov.org>; Morewitz, Mark (DPH) <mark.morewitz@sfdph.org>; Nelson, Eric
(ADM) <eric.nelson@sfgov.org>; Norris, Jennifer (WAR) <jennifer.norris@sfgov.org>; OClI,
CommissionSecretary (Cll) <commissionsecretary.ocii@sfgov.org>; Page_Ritchie, Sharon (ART)
<sharon.page_ritchie@sfgov.org>; Pon, Adrienne (ADM) <adrienne.pon@sfgov.org>; Quesada, Amy
(PRT) <amy.quesada@sfport.com>; Rogers-Pharr, Emily (PUC) <ERogersPharr@sfwater.org>;
Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>; Shore, Elena (ADM) <elena.shore@sfgov.org>;
Silva-Re, Pauline (JUV) <pauline.silva-re@sfgov.org>; Stewart, Crystal (ADM)
<crystal.stewart@sfgov.org>; Summers, Ashley (REC) <ashley.summers@sfgov.org>; Tom, Risa (POL)
<risa.tom@sfgov.org>; Tyson, Anthony (HSA) <anthony.tyson@sfgov.org>; Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
<anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org>; Varner, Christina (RNT) <christina.varner@sfgov.org>; Vaughn, Carla
(PUC) <CVaughn@sfwater.org>; Walker, William (REG) <william.walker @sfgov.org>
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

DENNIS J. HERRERA
City Attorney

MEMORANDUM

TO: ALL ELECTED CITY OFFICIALS
ALL CITY BOARD AND COMMISSION MEMBERS
ALL CITY DEPARTMENT HEAI@

FROM: DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attor
DATE: October 1, 2019
RE: Political Activity by City Officers and Employees

As we typically do every election year, the City Attorney's Office is providing this
memorandum to remind you of and outline the basic legal rules restricting political activities by
City commissions, departments, officers, and employees. Please note that this memorandum
updates and replaces previous memoranda that we have issued on this topic. A further overview
of political activity restrictions and other laws governing the conduct of City officers and
employees is available in the Good Government Guide posted on the Good Government section
of our website at www.sfcityattorney.org.

This memorandum is a general guide to the rules regarding political activity and is not a
substitute for legal advice. Please contact the City Attorney’s Office in advance with any
questions related to participation in political activities.

SUMMARY

In this memorandum we address the most common legal issues that usually arise before
elections. In this summary, we answer frequently asked questions in six areas:

1. Use of City Resources: No one—including City officers and employees and City
volunteers and contractors—may use City resources to advocate for or against candidates or
ballot measures. City resources include, without limitation, City employees’ work time, City
computers, City e-mail systems and City-owned or controlled property. Also, City commissions,
departments, and advisory committees may not advocate for or endorse measures or candidates.
But they may use City resources to analyze and provide information about the effects of
proposed ballot measures on City operations, as long as the analysis is objective and avoids
campaign slogans and other language typically associated with campaign literature.

2. Off-Duty Political Activity: As a general rule, City officers and employees may
support or oppose candidates and ballot measures in their personal capacities, while off duty and
outside of City-owned or controlled property. City officers and employees may reference their
City titles in campaign materials as long as it is clear that they are using the titles only for
identification purposes. For example, the City Attorney’s Office recommends that City officers
and employees include in printed campaign materials an explicit notation stating that any
reference to their City titles are “for identification purposes only.” But City officers and
employees may not solicit political contributions from other City officers and employees, even
while off duty.

Ciy HALL - 1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 234 - SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102
RECEPTION: (415) 554-4700 FACSIMILE: (415) 554-4745
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3. Mass Mailings Using City Funds: With limited exceptions, the City may not
prepare or send more than 200 pieces of similar mail featuring the name or image of a City
elected official.

4. Campaign Contributions To Elected Officials From City Contractors: City
elected officials may not solicit or accept campaign contributions from any person or entity
seeking to enter a contract or grant worth $100,000 or more with the City, if the contract or grant
is subject to the elected officials’ approval or the approval of one of their appointees to the board
of a state agency. This restriction applies from the submission of a contract proposal until either
the negotiations are terminated (and no contract is awarded), or twelve months have elapsed
since the contract or grant approval. The restriction also extends to contributions from the party
seeking the contract or grant and that party’s directors, executives and owners, as well as any
subcontractors listed in the contract or bid.

5. Campaign Contributions Solicited Or Accepted By Appointed Officials:
Appointed City officials, including department heads and members of boards and commissions,
may not solicit political contributions over $250 from anyone appearing before them in pending
proceedings. Such proceedings include conditional use permits, rezoning of property parcels,
zoning variances, tentative subdivision and parcel maps, building and development permits, and
some contract approvals. Also, appointed officials who are running for office may not
participate in proceedings where the parties or participants have directly contributed over $250 to
the officials within the 12 months before the proceeding.

6. Political Activity Restrictions on City Elected Officials and Commissioners:
City elected officials and commissioners cannot ask their subordinate employees to volunteer on
any candidate or ballot measure campaigns. Elected officials and commissioners may not give,
offer, or promise to give or withhold their vote, influence or official action with respect to any
pending matter in exchange for a campaign contribution. Commissioners may not fundraise for
their appointing authority, their appointing authority’s controlled campaign committees, or any
candidates seeking the office held by their appointing authority.

DISCUSSION

1. Misuse of City Resources

State law prohibits City officers, employees and anyone else from using City resources to
support or oppose a ballot measure or the election or defeat of a candidate at the federal, state, or
local level. Local law also prohibits City officers and employees from engaging in political
activity during work time, while in uniform, or on City-owned or controlled premises.

e What is a misuse of City resources?

Any use of City resources or City personnel for political activity is prohibited. This ban
prohibits any use of City resource, including without limitation e-mail, telephones, cell phones,
copiers, printers, fax machines, computers, office supplies, vehicles or any other City resources
for political purposes. City personnel’s time and attention may not be diverted from their City
duties for political purposes. Activities that fall within the scope of this ban include addressing
envelopes for campaign mailers; circulating ballot petitions; making campaign telephone calls;
attending campaign events; or engaging in similar types of campaign activity on City time or on
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City-owned or controlled property that the City does not make available to the general public to
use for political purposes (such as a public plaza or sidewalk).

Example: On his lunch hour, a City employee uses his City
computer to send invitations to a fundraiser for a candidate. The
employee has misused City resources by using his City computer
for political activity. The fact that he was on his lunch hour or
used his personal e-mail account does not excuse this improper use
of City resources.

Example: A City employee wishes to volunteer with a political
campaign on a full-time basis in the weeks leading up to the
general election. The employee may use any accrued vacation
time, or other approved time-off, while the employee is
volunteering for the campaign because an employee’s vacation is
not “City time” that must be devoted to the employee’s official
duties.

The prohibition on the use of City resources for political activity also means members of
City boards, commissions, and advisory committees may not use their meetings to influence
elections. As a result, appointed boards, commissions, and advisory committees may not vote to
endorse a measure or a candidate. The courts have allowed an exception to this rule for
legislative bodies like the Board of Supervisors (“Board”). The Board, acting as a body, may
take a position on behalf of the City on a ballot measure, and the Mayor may take a public
position on a measure. But no City officials, including the Mayor and members of the Board,
may distribute campaign literature at City events or include campaign literature in official
communications to City employees or members of the public.

Example: Members of a City commission feel strongly about the
merits of a measure appearing on the ballot that relates to matters
within their jurisdiction. The commission may not vote on a
resolution to support or oppose the ballot measure. The
commission may ask staff for information about the impact of the
ballot measure on the City, and individual commissioners may
support or oppose the measure on their own time using their own
resources.

Example: Members of a City commission wish to support a bill
pending in the state legislature that would further one of the
commission’s policies. The commission may urge the Board of
Supervisors or the City’s State Legislation Committee to adopt an
official position on the pending legislation. Because the legislation
is not before the voters, political activity rules do not prohibit the
City from supporting it.
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e May City officers and employees analyze a ballot measure’s effects?

City officers and employees may lawfully use City resources (where budgeted for such a
purpose and otherwise authorized) to investigate and evaluate objectively the potential impact of
a ballot measure on City operations. The analysis must be made available to the public.

Example: A City department wants to inform its commission
about the potential impacts on the department if a ballot measure
passes. If the department has money budgeted for the purpose, the
department may research the potential impact of the measure and
present objective information to the commission. The analysis
must also be made available to the public.

Example: As required by the City’s Municipal Elections Code,
the Department of Elections asks a City department to analyze a
measure for the City’s Ballot Simplification Committee, the body
responsible for preparing the digests that appear in each election’s
Voter Information Pamphlet. The department’s written analysis
must present objective information and must be made available to
the public. Employees of the department may also appear at the
Committee’s meetings to explain the effect of the measure or to
answer the Committee’s questions, but their presentation must
remain objective and impartial.

e May City officers and employees respond to inquiries about a measure?

City officers and employees may respond to public requests for information, including
requests to participate in public discussions about ballot measures, if the officers’ or employees’
statements are limited to an objective and impartial presentation of relevant facts to aid the
voters in reaching an informed judgment regarding the effects of the measure on the City. All
statements must be accurate and fair. But City officers and employees should not participate in
any campaign event on City time, even to provide an impartial informational presentation, if the
purpose of the event is to support or oppose ballot measures or candidates.

Example: A community organization asks a department head to
attend the organization’s meeting to provide information about a
pending ballot measure. As long as the department head provides
impartial and objective information, she can attend the meeting on
City time. But if a candidate asks the department head to provide
the same information at a campaign fundraiser, the department
head cannot attend on City time. If the community organization
wishes to have the “Yes” and “No” sides of the pending ballot
measure to be presented at a meeting, the department head can
inform the organization who it may contact to present those
respective positions.

e May a City department publicize its analysis of a ballot measure?

If a City department analyzes a ballot measure, the department should make its analysis
public and distribute or publicize it consistent with the department’s regular practice. But the
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department should not use special methods—such as methods associated with political
campaigns—to distribute its analysis.

City officers and employees who are considering providing the public with an
informational presentation regarding a ballot measure should consult in advance with the City
Attorney’s Office.

Example: If a City department regularly issues a newsletter to
interested City residents, it may include an objective and impartial
analysis of a pending ballot measure, but the department should
not create a special, one-time-only newsletter to distribute its
analysis. Similarly, City departments should not increase the
frequency of distributing such newsletters as an election
approaches.

e What is an objective and impartial presentation?

Courts evaluate materials prepared or distributed by a public entity in terms of whether
they make a balanced presentation of facts designed to enhance the ability of the voters to
exercise intelligently their right to vote, or whether the communications resemble campaign
materials for or against a ballot measure. In its analysis of the effect of a proposed measure, a
City department should present factual information, avoid one-sided rhetoric or campaign
slogans, and not urge a vote in one way or another.

Example: A City department wants to prepare a PowerPoint
presentation about a ballot measure explaining the department’s
view that the measure could have a significant negative impact on
the department's operations. Any such presentation must be
limited to an accurate, fair, and objective presentation of the
relevant facts. It should not urge a Yes or No vote, and it should
not use campaign slogans or rhetoric.

e  When do these rules apply?

City measures may be placed on the ballot in three different ways: (1) by the Board
acting as a body through majority vote of all of its members at a public meeting, (2) by the
Mayor or four or more individual Board members submitting the measure directly, or (3) by the
voters submitting an initiative petition with the sufficient number of valid signatures.

> When the Board, acting as a body, is considering placing a
measure on the ballot, City officers and employees may use City
resources to influence the Board’s decision on whether to place the
measure before the voters, but not to urge voters to vote for or
against the measure. After the Board has taken its final vote to
place the measure on the ballot, no additional City resources may
be used to advocate for or against the measure.

» When the Mayor or four or more individual members of the Board
have submitted a measure, the Charter requires the Board to hold a
public hearing on the measure. City officers and employees may
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use City resources at this hearing to explain the effects, advantages
or disadvantages of the measure, and to urge the Mayor or
individual Board members to withdraw the measure from the
ballot, but not to urge voters to vote for or against the measure. In
addition to this hearing, City resources may be used to convince
Board members or the Mayor to withdraw their support for these
measures, until the deadline for such withdrawal has passed. After
this deadline, no additional City resources may be used to advocate
for or against the measure.

> A voter may begin circulating a proposed ballot measure for
signatures after having obtained a title and summary from the
Department of Elections and City Attorney’s Office. Once the
initiative petition is circulating for signatures, no City resources
may be used to advocate for or against it.

II. Off-Duty Political Activities By City Officers and Employees

City officers and employees have a First Amendment right to engage in political
activities while off duty and outside of City-owned or controlled property. As a general rule,
City officers and employees may take public positions, as private citizens, on candidates or ballot
measures. Federal law also restricts the political activities of local employees whose principal
employment involves a federally-funded activity, although the federal restrictions largely mirror
state and local political activity rules. The City also restricts the off-duty political activities of
certain officers and employees, including the Ethics and Election Commissions and their
employees, and the City Attorney. Finally, local law imposes some off-duty restrictions on all
City officers and employees.

e May City officers and employees use their official titles in campaign
communications?

As long as they are not otherwise using City resources to do so, City officers and
employees may use their official titles in campaign communications. But it must be clear that
the City officers or employees are making the communications in their personal capacity and are
using their titles for identification purposes only. For example, the City Attorney’s Office
recommends that City officers and employees include in printed campaign materials an explicit
notation stating that any reference to their City titles are “for identification purposes only.”

e May City officers and employees solicit campaign contributions from other City
officers and employees?

No. City officers and employees may not directly or indirectly solicit campaign
contributions from other City officers or employees or from persons on City employment lists.
A City officer or employee can request campaign contributions from other City officers or
employees only if the request is part of a solicitation made to a significant segment of the public
that may include officers or employees of the City. If the City officer or employee is aware that
a distribution list includes other City officers or employees, the officer or employee should make
reasonable efforts to remove those individuals from that distribution list, even if they are being





CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CITY ATTORNEY

Memorandum

TO: ALL ELECTED CITY OFFICIALS
ALL CITY BOARD AND COMMISSION MEMBERS
ALL CITY DEPARTMENT HEADS

DATE: October 1, 2019

PAGE: 7

RE: Political Activity by City Officers and Employees

contacted thorough a non-City, personal email address. In no event can the requestor use City
resources in making any solicitation.

Example: After work, a City employee sends an e-mail to her
coworkers—from her personal e-mail account to the coworkers’
personal e-mail accounts—soliciting contributions to a candidate
for local office. Even though the employee used no City resources,
the solicitation is not lawful because she solicited political
contributions from other City employees.

Example: The same City employee sends an invitation to a
fundraiser to a list of all graduates from the local college she
attended. A number of City employees, who also happened to
attend that college, receive invitations. Although the officer sent
the solicitation to some City employees, the solicitation is lawful
because it was made to a significant segment of the public that
included some City employees. But this City employee should
make reasonable efforts to delete or remove those other City
employees from the distribution list.

e May City officers and employees engage in political activities on City premises?

City officers and employees may not participate in political activities of any kind while
on City-owned or controlled property, other than property that the City makes available to the
general public to use for political purposes (such as a public plaza or sidewalk), whether or not
they are off-duty at the time.

Example: A City employee seeks endorsements for the
employee’s candidacy for a political party’s central committee in
the hallway of her City department’s office. This activity violates
the ban on political activity on City premises because it is being
done inside City property that is not available to the general public
for political purposes.

e May City officers and employees engage in political activities while in uniform?

No. City officers and employees may not participate in political activities of any kind
while in uniform. City officers or employees are in uniform any time they are wearing all or any
part of a uniform that they are required or authorized to wear when engaged in official duties.

III. Mass Mailings at Public Expense

In addition to the general prohibition against using public resources or personnel to
engage in political activity, the City cannot use public money to print or send non-political
newsletters or mass mailings that feature or make reference to an elected official. A non-
political newsletter or mass mailing is prohibited if all of the following four requirements are
met:

e Sent or delivered. The item is sent or delivered by any means to the recipient at a
residence, place of employment or business, or post office box.
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e FKeatures an elected official. The item either features a City elected official, or
includes the name, office, photograph, or other reference to a City elected official.

¢ Paid for with public funds. Any public money is used to pay for distribution, or
more than $50 of public money is used to pay for design, production and printing.

e More than 200 items in a single month. More than 200 substantially similar items
are sent in a single calendar month.

Certain types of mailings are exempt from the mass mailing prohibition. For example,
the prohibition does not apply to e-mails, text messages or-postings on websites. Some of the
exceptions are complicated and strict, so officials should check with the City Attorney's Office in
advance with any questions about the mass mailing rule.

IV. Campaign Contributions to Elected Officials and Candidates

Local law prohibits City elected officials from soliciting or accepting contributions from
any person or entity seeking to enter into a contract or grant worth $100,000 or more with the
City, if the contract or grant requires their approval or the approval of their appointees to the
board of a state agency. This restriction applies to the party seeking the contract or grant, the
party’s board of directors, chairperson, chief executive officer, chief financial officer, chief
operating officer, any person with an ownership interest greater than ten percent, and any
political committees controlled or sponsored by the party, as well as any subcontractors listed in
the contract or bid. The law both prohibits the donor from giving contributions and prohibits the
elected official from soliciting or accepting them.

City departments and City elected officials are subject to certain reporting requirements
arising from this prohibition. Please contact the Ethics Commission, or visit its website at
sfethics.org, for more information about these requirements.

e May a City contractor make a campaign contribution to a City elected official
who approves the contract?

A person or entity that contracts with the City may not make a campaign contribution to
an elected official if the contract would require approval by that official, a board on which the
official serves, or a board of a state agency on which an appointee of the official sits. The people
and entities listed in the preceding paragraph may not make a campaign contribution to the
elected official at any time from the submission of a proposal for a contract until either: (1)
negotiations are terminated and no contract is awarded; or (2) twelve months have elapsed since
the award of the contract.

e May a City elected official solicit or accept a campaign contribution from a City
contractor?

A City elected official may not solicit or accept a campaign contribution from an
individual, business or entity seeking a contract with the City, including all of the associated
people and entities listed above in the first paragraph of this Section IV, if that elected official, a
board on which the official serves, or a board of a state agency on which an appointee of the
official sits must approve the contract. This prohibition applies to the official at any time from
the submission of a proposal for a contract to that official until either: (1) negotiations are
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terminated and no contract is awarded; or (2) twelve months have elapsed since the award of the
contract.

V. Campaign Contributions Solicited or Accepted By Appointed Officials

Section 84308 of the California Government Code prohibits appointed officials from
soliciting contributions of more than $250—for any candidate or campaign—from any party or
participant in a proceeding pending before the appointed official or from anyone with a pending
contract subject to the appointed official's approval. It also disqualifies appointed officials from
participating in decisions that involve persons who have contributed $250 or more directly to
them within the past 12 months.

e May appointed officials solicit contributions from persons in a proceeding
pending before them?

Appointed officials may not solicit, accept or direct campaign contributions of more than
$250 from any party to or participant in certain proceedings pending before the official. This
prohibition applies during the proceeding and for three months after the final decision is rendered
in the proceeding.

This rule applies whether the contributions are sought for the official or for someone else,
and whether the contributions come directly from the party or participant, or are made by an
agent acting on behalf of the party or participant. The prohibition applies to contributions for
candidates or ballot measures in federal, state, or local elections.

An official does not violate this rule if the official makes a request for contributions in a
mass mailing sent to members of the public, to a public gathering, in a newspaper, on radio or
television, or in any other mass medium, provided the solicitation is not targeted to persons who
appear before the board or commission. An official does not engage in a solicitation solely
because the official’s name is printed with other names on stationery or letterhead used to ask for
contributions.

e  Who is an “appointed official” prohibited from soliciting or accepting
contributions?

An appointed official is an appointed member of board or commission, or an appointed
department head. Although the Board is an elected body, the prohibitions of Section 84308
apply to members of the Board when they sit as members of an appointed body.

e  What proceedings are covered by this prohibition?

Section 84308 applies to “use entitlement proceedings,” which are actions to grant, deny,
revoke, restrict or modify certain contracts or business, professional, trade or land use licenses,
permits, or other entitlements to use property or engage in business. Examples of the types of
decisions covered by the law include decisions on professional license revocations, conditional
use permits, rezoning of property parcels, zoning variances, tentative subdivision and parcel
maps, cable television franchises, building and development permits and private development
plans. It also includes all contracts other than labor or personal employment contracts and
competitively bid contracts where the City is required to select the highest or lowest qualified
bidder.
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The law does not cover proceedings where general policy decisions or rules are made or
where the interests affected are many and diverse, such as general building or development
standards and other rules of general application.

e Who s a “party,” “participant,” or “agent”?

A “party” is a person, including a business entity, who files an application for, or is the
subject of a use entitlement proceeding. A “participant” is any person who is not a party to a
proceeding but who: (1) actively supports or opposes a particular decision (e.g., lobbies the
officers or employees of the agency, testifies in person before the agency, or otherwise acts to
influence the decision of the officers of the agency); and (2) has a financial interest in the
decision. An *“agent” is an individual or entity that represents a party or participant in a
proceeding.

e When is an appointed official disqualified from proceedings involving a
contributor?

An appointed official may not participate in any use entitlement proceeding involving a
party or participant (or the party’s or participant’s agent) from whom the official received
contributions totaling more than $250 in the 12 months before the proceeding. Disqualification
is required only if the official received a contribution to the official’s own campaign. Soliciting
contributions before a proceeding begins does not, by itself, require disqualification, if the
official has not directly received contributions as a result of the solicitation.

An appointed official may avoid disqualification if the official returns the contribution (or
the portion exceeding $250) within 30 days of learning of the contribution and the proceeding
involving the contributor.

Whether the appointed official is disqualified as a result of the contribution, the official
always must disclose on the record all campaign contributions totaling more than $250 received
in the preceding 12 months from parties to or participants in the proceeding.

VI.  Political Activity Restrictions on City Elected Officials and Commissioners

In 2018, the Board of Supervisors and the Ethics Commission enacted additional political
activity restrictions that apply to City elected officials (Mayor, Member of the Board of
Supervisors, City Attorney, District Attorney, Treasurer, Sheriff, Assessor and Public Defender)
and commissioners.

e May City elected officials and commissioners ask their subordinate employees to
volunteer on campaigns?

No. City elected officials and commissioners cannot ask their subordinate employees to
volunteer on any candidate or ballot measure campaigns. A “subordinate employee” means any
employee for whom you have the responsibility of directing or evaluating the employee’s
performance or any of that employee’s supervisors. For a commissioner that oversees a
department head, a “subordinate employee” would be any employee of the department that the
commissioner oversees.
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e May commissioners fundraise for their appointing authorities?

No. Commissioners cannot fundraise for their appointing authority, their appointing
authority’s controlled committees, or any candidates seeking the office held by their appointing
authority. This prohibition applies to a commissioner’s fundraising from others, but
commissioners can continue to make their own contributions to their appointing authorities.

For the purpose of this rule, a commissioner’s “appointing authority” is the person
currently holding the office in question. For example, if a commissioner was appointed by
Mayor Lee, this rule would now prohibit any fundraising to benefit Mayor Breed, Mayor Breed’s
controlled campaign committees, or any other candidate running for the office of Mayor.

e May City elected officials and commissioners exchange official actions for
campaign contributions?

No. Local law prohibits elected officials and commissioners from, directly or indirectly,
giving, offering, promising to give, withholding, or offering or promising to withhold their vote
or influence, or promising to take or refrain from taking official action with respect to any
proposed or pending matter in exchange for any other person making or refraining from making
a campaign contribution.

VII. Penalties

State and local enforcement agencies and the courts may impose considerable penalties
for violating the laws discussed in this memorandum. Individuals who violate these rules could
face criminal fines or imprisonment, orders to repay the City for the misused funds, or civil and
administrative penalties of up to $5,000 per violation. Misappropriation of City funds for
political activities also may be official misconduct under the City’s Charter that justifies
removing a public officer (other than the Mayor) and restricting that person’s ability to hold
public office in the future, and it may also be cause to discipline or fire a public employee.

The conduct of City officers and employees also could result in fines or liability for the
City. For example, the California Fair Political Practices Commission has fined local
government agencies as much as $10,000 for failing to report the use of public funds to prepare
and distribute pamphlets on pending ballot measures.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Again, for more information about these rules, see the City Attorney’s Good Government
Guide, which you may find on the Good Government section of the City Attorney’s website
(www.sfcityattorney.org). If you have any questions, please contact the City Attorney’s Office.
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Hello Commission Secretaries,
Please distribute the attached City Attorney advice to your commissioners as soon as possible.

Thank you,
Kanishka

Kanishka Karunaratne Cheng F2 5574
Director of Commission Affairs
Office of Mayor London N. Breed

415.554.6696 | Kanishka.cheng@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);
Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF SUZY LOFTUS TO SERVE
AS DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Date: Friday, October 04, 2019 1:46:53 PM

Attachments: 10.04.19 District Attorney Appointment.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Friday, October 04, 2019 1:34 PM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF SUZY
LOFTUS TO SERVE AS DISTRICT ATTORNEY

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, October 4, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

#%+* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF
SUZY LOFTUS TO SERVE AS DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Loftus has over a decade of experience in San Francisco law enforcement, including serving
previously as a prosecutor in the San Francisco District Attorney’s Office

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced she will appoint Suzy
Loftus to serve as District Attorney (DA) for the City and County of San Francisco. Mayor
Breed made the announcement in Chinatown’s Portsmouth Square surrounded by community
advocates, justice reformers, civic leaders and families.

Loftus, who currently serves as Legal Counsel for San Francisco Sheriff Vicki Hennessy, has
over a decade of experience in San Francisco law enforcement. She will serve for the
remainder of the current term, following District Attorney George Gascon’s resignation on
October 18. District Attorney Gascon announced yesterday he would vacate the office months
early to move to Los Angeles, where he intends to run for DA.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, October 4, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*x* PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF
SUZY LOFTUS TO SERVE AS DISTRICT ATTORNEY

Loftus has over a decade of experience in San Francisco law enforcement, including serving
previously as a prosecutor in the San Francisco District Attorney’s Office

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced she will appoint Suzy Loftus
to serve as District Attorney (DA) for the City and County of San Francisco. Mayor Breed made
the announcement in Chinatown’s Portsmouth Square surrounded by community advocates,
justice reformers, civic leaders and families.

Loftus, who currently serves as Legal Counsel for San Francisco Sheriff Vicki Hennessy, has
over a decade of experience in San Francisco law enforcement. She will serve for the remainder
of the current term, following District Attorney George Gascon’s resignation on October 18.
District Attorney Gascon announced yesterday he would vacate the office months early to move
to Los Angeles, where he intends to run for DA.

Loftus served as a prosecutor in the San Francisco District Attorney’s Office from 2005 to 2010,
where she focused on prosecution of domestic violence, elder abuse and illegal firearms cases,
and helped to build the Neighborhood DA program. In 2012, she was appointed to serve on the
Police Commission, where she was elected by her colleagues to serve as President. While on the
Police Commission, Loftus centered a community approach and improved the Police
Department’s response to domestic violence against women and children, reformed the
Department’s use of force policies, instituted body-worn cameras, and increased pedestrian
safety on the streets.

Previously, Loftus helped to build the Center for Youth Wellness in San Francisco’s Bayview
neighborhood, which serves youth impacted by violence and trauma. In her service as a Special
Assistant Attorney General under then-Attorney General Kamala Harris, she led a statewide
initiative in partnership with Stanford University to provide implicit bias training to law
enforcement across California.

“There is no more qualified person to serve as District Attorney than Suzy Loftus,” said

Mayor Breed. “I hear from residents every day who are frustrated by the endless cycle of people
getting arrested for dealing drugs, or breaking into cars, only to be released back out on the
streets. With Suzy, I have a partner who can make sure that people are held accountable for their
actions and who will continue our work to reform our criminal justice system.”
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“It is the honor of my life to serve as the people’s prosecutor,” said Suzy Loftus. “I’m ready to
tackle our public safety challenges head on. I’m going to build a world-class law office with
prosecutors who will work together with law enforcement, community advocates and City Hall
leaders to shape solutions that hold people accountable and get San Franciscans struggling with
mental health and drug abuse challenges the help they need. Working together with

Mayor Breed, the Police Department, and the community, we can tackle the challenges and
achieve safety and justice for the people of San Francisco. Change starts now, and | am ready to
get to work.”

“Suzy Loftus is the leader San Francisco needs. She is the most qualified person to make our
community safe,” said Florence Kong, a Chinatown community leader who spoke at the press
conference. “She has stood with us for many years. We have seen an unacceptable rise in crime
and violence impacting the lives of residents and small business corridors in Chinatown and
Visitacion Valley, and Suzy has met and listened to the community. She will work with us to
address the safety concerns of our merchants, seniors, and residents.”

“I know Suzy Loftus is the best person to address the challenges of our City,” said Tami Carter, a
westside resident who spoke at the press conference. “Her kids attend the same San Francisco
public schools as mine and our eldest daughters were on the same soccer team for six years. I’ve
watched as Suzy has worked tirelessly to build a better San Francisco for all of us, no matter the
zip code, and her efforts have been an inspiration. Suzy’s experience will ensure that the District
Attorney’s office fulfills its mission of ensuring a safe and just San Francisco.”

“We deserve a DA’s office in San Francisco who is truly progressive and committed to building
safety for all of us, no matter the zip code,” said Tinisch Hollins, California State Director,
Crime Survivors for Safety and Justice. “Suzy’s guiding principle is lifting up survivors, and she
will ensure a survivor-centered approach to achieving justice. Real and lasting change is going to
be built from the ground up, and Suzy has walked this walk her entire career.”

“| trust Suzy Loftus to be a District Attorney who will stand with and fight for working people in
San Francisco. The Labor Community needs a champion,” said Olga Miranda, President of SEIU
Local 87 and Officer of the San Francisco Labor Council. “So many crimes against hard working
people—particularly women—go unnoticed and unreported. We need to build a system that
takes care of everyone. Suzy is the leader that will bring light to the invisible—we need to make
sure everyone is protected.”

Loftus is a first generation American and native San Franciscan who lives in the Outer Sunset
with her husband Tom and her three daughters. She will serve the remainder of the current term
through January 2020, and is running for election for a full term in the November 5 election. She
will be the first mother to serve as San Francisco’s District Attorney.

HiH
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Loftus served as a prosecutor in the San Francisco District Attorney’s Office from 2005 to
2010, where she focused on prosecution of domestic violence, elder abuse and illegal firearms
cases, and helped to build the Neighborhood DA program. In 2012, she was appointed to serve
on the Police Commission, where she was elected by her colleagues to serve as President.
While on the Police Commission, Loftus centered a community approach and improved the
Police Department’s response to domestic violence against women and children, reformed the
Department’s use of force policies, instituted body-worn cameras, and increased pedestrian
safety on the streets.

Previously, Loftus helped to build the Center for Youth Wellness in San Francisco’s Bayview
neighborhood, which serves youth impacted by violence and trauma. In her service as a
Special Assistant Attorney General under then-Attorney General Kamala Harris, she led a
statewide initiative in partnership with Stanford University to provide implicit bias training to
law enforcement across California.

“There is no more qualified person to serve as District Attorney than Suzy Loftus,” said
Mayor Breed. “I hear from residents every day who are frustrated by the endless cycle of
people getting arrested for dealing drugs, or breaking into cars, only to be released back out on
the streets. With Suzy, I have a partner who can make sure that people are held accountable
for their actions and who will continue our work to reform our criminal justice system.”

“It is the honor of my life to serve as the people’s prosecutor,” said Suzy Loftus. “I’m ready to
tackle our public safety challenges head on. I’'m going to build a world-class law office with
prosecutors who will work together with law enforcement, community advocates and City
Hall leaders to shape solutions that hold people accountable and get San Franciscans
struggling with mental health and drug abuse challenges the help they need. Working together
with Mayor Breed, the Police Department, and the community, we can tackle the challenges
and achieve safety and justice for the people of San Francisco. Change starts now, and I am
ready to get to work.”

“Suzy Loftus is the leader San Francisco needs. She is the most qualified person to make our
community safe,” said Florence Kong, a Chinatown community leader who spoke at the press
conference. “She has stood with us for many years. We have seen an unacceptable rise in
crime and violence impacting the lives of residents and small business corridors in Chinatown
and Visitacion Valley, and Suzy has met and listened to the community. She will work with us
to address the safety concerns of our merchants, seniors, and residents.”

“I know Suzy Loftus is the best person to address the challenges of our City,” said Tami
Carter, a westside resident who spoke at the press conference. “Her kids attend the same San
Francisco public schools as mine and our eldest daughters were on the same soccer team for
six years. I’ve watched as Suzy has worked tirelessly to build a better San Francisco for all of
us, no matter the zip code, and her efforts have been an inspiration. Suzy’s experience will
ensure that the District Attorney’s office fulfills its mission of ensuring a safe and just San
Francisco.”

“We deserve a DA’s office in San Francisco who is truly progressive and committed to
building safety for all of us, no matter the zip code,” said Tinisch Hollins, California State
Director, Crime Survivors for Safety and Justice. “Suzy’s guiding principle is lifting up
survivors, and she will ensure a survivor-centered approach to achieving justice. Real and
lasting change is going to be built from the ground up, and Suzy has walked this walk her



entire career.”

“I trust Suzy Loftus to be a District Attorney who will stand with and fight for working people
in San Francisco. The Labor Community needs a champion,” said Olga Miranda, President of
SEIU Local 87 and Officer of the San Francisco Labor Council. “So many crimes against hard
working people—particularly women—go unnoticed and unreported. We need to build a
system that takes care of everyone. Suzy is the leader that will bring light to the invisible—we
need to make sure everyone is protected.”

Loftus is a first generation American and native San Franciscan who lives in the Outer Sunset
with her husband Tom and her three daughters. She will serve the remainder of the current
term through January 2020, and is running for election for a full term in the November 5
election. She will be the first mother to serve as San Francisco’s District Attorney.

HiH



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - SENIOR MANAGERS; STACY, KATE (CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT);
JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)

Subject: CPC Calendars for October 10, 2019

Date: Friday, October 04, 2019 12:35:45 PM

Attachments: 20191010 cal.docx

20191010 cal.pdf
Advance Calendar - 20191010.xlIsx
CPC Hearing Results 2019.docx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for October 10, 2019.

Please note, that we are down to six Commissioners. At least one of you has already indicated to me that you will be
absent on a Thursday in October. This brings us down to five for the entire month of October. Any recusals and/or
additional absences threatens our quorum and ability to consider items on your Agendas.

On October 17 we are scheduled to hold a Joint hearing with Rec&Park at 11 am in our chambers, please let me
know if you unable to attend.

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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Agenda





Commission Chambers, Room 400

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689



Thursday, October 10, 2019

1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Myrna Melgar, President

Joel Koppel, Vice President

Frank Fung, 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

Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. 



Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.



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:                	Frank Fung, 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.



1.	2018-015554CUA	(G. PANTOJA: (415) 575-8741)

95 NORDHOFF STREET – between Stillings and Mangels Avenues, Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 6763 (District 13) – Request a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121 and 303 for the subdivision of an existing lot currently containing a single-family dwelling unit into four new lots, two which will be substandard lots, within a RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal will also individually develop two of the proposed four lots with a single-family dwelling unit, for a total of three single-family dwelling units, and alter the existing single-family dwelling unit. 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 June 27, 2019)

Note: On April 11, 2019, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to May 23, 2019 with direction from the Commission by a vote of +6 -0. 

On May 23, 2019, without hearing, continued to June 27, 2019 by a vote of +7 -0.

On June 27, 2019, without hearing, continued to October 10, 2019 by a vote of +5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent).

(Proposed Continuance to October 24, 2019)



2.	2016-009211CUA	(E. JARDINES: (415) 575-9144)

5538 3RD STREET – west side of 3rd Street between Armstrong and Yosemite Avenue; Lot 007B in Assessor’s Block 5419 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections: 178, 210.4, 186.1(b), and 303, to enlarge an existing residential use with a new 1,478-square-foot vertical addition on an existing two-story mixed-use building within a M-1 (Light Industrial) Zoning District and 65-J Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

(Proposed Continuance to November 14, 2019)



[bookmark: _Hlk14441535]3a.	2016-010589ENX	(L. HOAGLAND: (415) 575-6823)

2300 HARRISON STREET – west side of Harrison Street between 19th and Mistral Streets; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 3593 (District 9) – Request for Large Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 329, to demolish an existing surface parking lot and construct a six-story over basement garage, 75-foot tall, 78,096 square foot vertical addition to an existing 3-story, 42-foot tall, 68,538 square foot office building. The addition will result in a mixed-use building with 24 dwelling units, 27,152 square feet of additional office space, 3,242 square feet of ground floor retail, 1,158 square feet of ground floor arts activities/retail space, 31 additional Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, 8 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces and a total of 41 off-street parking spaces. The dwelling-unit mix includes 14 one-bedroom and 10 two-bedroom units. The Project includes 4,922 square feet of usable open space through a combination of private and common open space. The proposed project would utilize the State Density Bonus Law (California Government Code Sections 65915‐65918), and proposes waivers for building height, ground floor active uses and narrow street height limit, and a concession for rear yard in an UMU (Urban Mixed-Use) District and 68-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on August 22, 2019)

Note: On July 18, 2019, after hearing and closed Public Comment, continued to August 22, 2019 by a vote of +6 -0 (Hillis absent). On August 22, 2019, after hearing and closed Public Comment, continued to October 10, 2019 by a vote of +7 -0.

(Proposed Continuance to November 14, 2019)



3b.	2016-010589OFA	(L. HOAGLAND: (415) 575-6823)

[bookmark: _Hlk17711544]2300 HARRISON STREET – west side of Harrison Street between 19th and Mistral Streets; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 3593 (District 9) – Request for Office Development Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 321 and 322, to authorize 27,185 gross square feet of office space from the Office Development Annual Limit. The subject property is located within a UMU (Urban Mixed-Use) District and 68-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on August 22, 2019)

Note: On July 18, 2019, after hearing and closed Public Comment, continued to August 22, 2019 by a vote of +6 -0 (Hillis absent). On August 22, 2019, after hearing and closed Public Comment, continued to October 10, 2019 by a vote of +7 -0. 

(Proposed Continuance to November 14, 2019)



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



4.	2018-012603CND	(G. PANTOJA: (415) 575-8741)

1046 14TH STREET – north side of 14th Street between Divisadero Street and Alpine Terrace; Lot 21 in Assessor’s Block 2610 (District 8) – Request for a Condominium Conversion Subdivision to convert a three-story, six-unit building into residential condominiums within a Residential-Mixed, Low Density (RM-1) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

	Preliminary Recommendation: Approve 



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



5.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for September 26, 2019



6.	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



7.	Director’s Announcements



8.	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.



9.	2014.0012E	(J. DELUMO: (415) 575-9146)

BETTER MARKET STREET PROJECT – A 2.2-mile-long corridor encompassing Market Street between Steuart Street and Octavia Boulevard and portions of the streets that intersect this segment of Market Street, including the entirety of Charles J. Brenham Place and Valencia Street between Market Street and McCoppin Street – Certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The EIR evaluated the proposed project and one project variant (the Western Variant). The proposed project would introduce changes to the roadway configuration as well as private vehicle access, traffic signals, surface transit (including San Francisco Municipal Railway– (Muni-) only lanes, stop spacing and service, stop locations, stop characteristics, a new F-Loop, and infrastructure), bicycle facilities, pedestrian facilities, streetscapes, commercial and passenger loading, vehicular parking, and utilities. The proposed project would also change traffic configurations on adjacent streets that intersect Market Street to both the north and the south. The Western Variant would be located within a portion of the same corridor as the proposed project but would vary in terms of proposed improvements/regulations for discrete portions of the project corridor. The project corridor is located within various zoning and bulk and height districts. 

Note: The public hearing on the Draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for the Draft EIR ended on April 15, 2019. Public comment will be received when the item is called during the hearing. However, comments submitted may not be included in the Final EIR.

Preliminary Recommendation: Certify



10.	2018-002179CUA	(C. MAY: (415) 575-9087)

350 MASONIC AVENUE, 2120-2122 & 2130 GOLDEN GATE AVENUE – northeast corner of Masonic and Golden Gate Avenues; Lots 010, 011 and 029 in Assessor’s Block 1149 (District 5) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 303, 304 and 317 to permit the removal of a dwelling unit at 2130 Golden Gate Avenue and to modify a 1987 Conditional Use Authorization for a Planned Unit Development (“PUD”) to permit a three-story horizontal expansion and enrollment increase of a School Use (d.b.a. San Francisco Day School) within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District, and to add the property at 2120-2122 Golden Gate Avenue to the school site. The project is seeking modifications for the rear yard and dwelling unit exposure requirements of Planning Code Sections 134 and 140 to permit the alteration of the existing 2-unit building at 2120-22 Golden Gate Avenue to add one new dwelling unit and one Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU), and for the rear yard and bicycle parking requirements of Planning Code Sections 134 and 155 for the addition to the existing school 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 



11.	2016-009538CUA	(E. JARDINES: (415) 575-9144)

905 FOLSOM STREET – south side of Folsom Street between 5th and 6th Streets; Lot 146 in Assessor’s Block 3753 (District 6) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 202.5 and 303, to demolish an existing one-story automotive service station (DBA Shell) and construct a new 14,140-square foot eight-story residential building with nine residential units (four one-bedroom units and five two-bedroom units) and one 1,160-square foot ground floor commercial unit within a MUR (Mixed-Use Residential) Zoning District, Central SoMa Special Use District and 85-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 



12.	2018-016600CUA	(K. WILBORN: (415) 575-9114)

2241 CHESTNUT STREET – south side of Chestnut Street between Scott and Pierce Streets; Lot 034 in Assessor’s Block 0489 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 303 and 711, to establish an Outdoor Activity Area in a NC-2 (Small-Scale Neighborhood Commercial District) 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



13.	2018-016040CUA	(S. YOUNG: (415) 558-6346)

3419 SACRAMENTO STREET – south side between Walnut and Laurel Streets; Lot 035 in Assessor’s Block 1020 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 724 to legalize the establishment of a Design Professional Office Use with accessory commercial retail use (d.b.a. Kendall Wilkinson Design) on the ground and mezzanine floors of the two-story commercial and residential building. The project site is located within the Sacramento Street 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



14.	2018-002060CUA	(J. HORN: (415) 575-6925)

258 NOE STREET – west side of Noe Street between Beaver and 16th Streets; Lot 009 of Assessor’s Block 3561 (District 8) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 202.2, 303, and 764 to establish a cannabis retail use (dba “The Flore Store“) in an existing 798.5 square foot ground floor retail space within an Upper Market Neighborhood Commercial Transit (NCT) 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 September 19, 2019)



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.



15.	2018-016284DRP	(G. PANTOJA: (415) 575-8741)

1299 SANCHEZ STREET – east side of Sanchez Street and Clipper and 26th  Streets; Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 6552 (District 8) – Request for a Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2018.1129.6993 proposing the change of use of an approximately 1,139 square-foot tenant space at an existing two-story mixed-use building from an existing Laundromat into a Limited Restaurant (d.b.a. Noe Valley Coffee) with an Accessory Coffee Roaster within a Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster (NC-1) 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



ADJOURNMENT


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
Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act

and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.

Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its
commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made
available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This
means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to
the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect
or copy.

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.
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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.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, October 10,2019

ROLL CALL:

President: Myrna Melgar
Vice-President: Joel Koppel
Commissioners: Frank Fung, 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.

1.

3a.

2018-015554CUA (G. PANTOJA: (415) 575-8741)
95 NORDHOFF STREET - between Stillings and Mangels Avenues, Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block
6763 (District 13) — Request a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code
Sections 121 and 303 for the subdivision of an existing lot currently containing a single-
family dwelling unit into four new lots, two which will be substandard lots, within a RH-1
(Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The
proposal will also individually develop two of the proposed four lots with a single-family
dwelling unit, for a total of three single-family dwelling units, and alter the existing single-
family dwelling unit. 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 June 27, 2019)

Note: On April 11, 2019, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to May 23,
2019 with direction from the Commission by a vote of +6 -0.

On May 23, 2019, without hearing, continued to June 27, 2019 by a vote of +7 -0.

On June 27, 2019, without hearing, continued to October 10, 2019 by a vote of +5 -0
(Johnson, Melgar absent).

(Proposed Continuance to October 24, 2019)

2016-009211CUA (E. JARDINES: (415) 575-9144)
5538 3RD STREET — west side of 3rd Street between Armstrong and Yosemite Avenue; Lot
007B in Assessor’s Block 5419 (District 10) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections: 178, 210.4, 186.1(b), and 303, to enlarge an existing
residential use with a new 1,478-square-foot vertical addition on an existing two-story
mixed-use building within a M-1 (Light Industrial) Zoning District and 65-J Height and Bulk
District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA,
pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

(Proposed Continuance to November 14, 2019)

2016-010589ENX (L. HOAGLAND: (415) 575-6823)
2300 HARRISON STREET — west side of Harrison Street between 19t and Mistral Streets; Lot
001 in Assessor’s Block 3593 (District 9) — Request for Large Project Authorization, pursuant
to Planning Code Section 329, to demolish an existing surface parking lot and construct a
six-story over basement garage, 75-foot tall, 78,096 square foot vertical addition to an
existing 3-story, 42-foot tall, 68,538 square foot office building. The addition will result in a
mixed-use building with 24 dwelling units, 27,152 square feet of additional office space,
3,242 square feet of ground floor retail, 1,158 square feet of ground floor arts activities/retail
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3b.

space, 31 additional Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, 8 Class 2 bicycle parking spaces and a
total of 41 off-street parking spaces. The dwelling-unit mix includes 14 one-bedroom and
10 two-bedroom units. The Project includes 4,922 square feet of usable open space through
a combination of private and common open space. The proposed project would utilize the
State Density Bonus Law (California Government Code Sections 65915-65918), and
proposes waivers for building height, ground floor active uses and narrow street height
limit, and a concession for rear yard in an UMU (Urban Mixed-Use) District and 68-X Height
and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes
of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on August 22, 2019)

Note: On July 18, 2019, after hearing and closed Public Comment, continued to August 22,
2019 by a vote of +6 -0 (Hillis absent). On August 22, 2019, after hearing and closed Public
Comment, continued to October 10,2019 by a vote of +7 -0.

(Proposed Continuance to November 14, 2019)

2016-0105890FA (L. HOAGLAND: (415) 575-6823)
2300 HARRISON STREET — west side of Harrison Street between 19th and Mistral Streets; Lot
001 in Assessor’s Block 3593 (District 9) — Request for Office Development Authorization,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 321 and 322, to authorize 27,185 gross square feet of
office space from the Office Development Annual Limit. The subject property is located
within a UMU (Urban Mixed-Use) District and 68-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on August 22, 2019)

Note: On July 18, 2019, after hearing and closed Public Comment, continued to August 22,
2019 by a vote of +6 -0 (Hillis absent). On August 22, 2019, after hearing and closed Public
Comment, continued to October 10,2019 by a vote of +7 -0.

(Proposed Continuance to November 14, 2019)

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

4,

2018-012603CND (G. PANTOJA: (415) 575-8741)
1046 14™ STREET - north side of 14th Street between Divisadero Street and Alpine Terrace;
Lot 21 in Assessor's Block 2610 (District 8) — Request for a Condominium Conversion
Subdivision to convert a three-story, six-unit building into residential condominiums within
a Residential-Mixed, Low Density (RM-1) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve

C COMMISSION MATTERS

5.

Consideration of Adoption:
e Draft Minutes for September 26, 2019
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6. 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
7. Director’s Announcements

8. 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.

9. 2014.0012E (J. DELUMO: (415) 575-9146)
BETTER MARKET STREET PROJECT — A 2.2-mile-long corridor encompassing Market Street
between Steuart Street and Octavia Boulevard and portions of the streets that intersect this
segment of Market Street, including the entirety of Charles J. Brenham Place and Valencia
Street between Market Street and McCoppin Street - Certification of the Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The EIR evaluated the proposed project and one project
variant (the Western Variant). The proposed project would introduce changes to the
roadway configuration as well as private vehicle access, traffic signals, surface transit
(including San Francisco Municipal Railway— (Muni-) only lanes, stop spacing and service,
stop locations, stop characteristics, a new F-Loop, and infrastructure), bicycle facilities,
pedestrian facilities, streetscapes, commercial and passenger loading, vehicular parking,
and utilities. The proposed project would also change traffic configurations on adjacent
streets that intersect Market Street to both the north and the south. The Western Variant
would be located within a portion of the same corridor as the proposed project but would
vary in terms of proposed improvements/regulations for discrete portions of the project
corridor. The project corridor is located within various zoning and bulk and height districts.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

Note: The public hearing on the Draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for the Draft
EIR ended on April 15, 2019. Public comment will be received when the item is called during
the hearing. However, comments submitted may not be included in the Final EIR.
Preliminary Recommendation: Certify

2018-002179CUA (C. MAY: (415) 575-9087)
350 MASONIC AVENUE, 2120-2122 & 2130 GOLDEN GATE AVENUE — northeast corner of
Masonic and Golden Gate Avenues; Lots 010, 011 and 029 in Assessor’s Block 1149 (District
5) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1,
303, 304 and 317 to permit the removal of a dwelling unit at 2130 Golden Gate Avenue and
to modify a 1987 Conditional Use Authorization for a Planned Unit Development (“PUD”) to
permit a three-story horizontal expansion and enrollment increase of a School Use (d.b.a.
San Francisco Day School) within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three-Family) Zoning District
and 40-X Height and Bulk District, and to add the property at 2120-2122 Golden Gate
Avenue to the school site. The project is seeking modifications for the rear yard and dwelling
unit exposure requirements of Planning Code Sections 134 and 140 to permit the alteration
of the existing 2-unit building at 2120-22 Golden Gate Avenue to add one new dwelling unit
and one Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU), and for the rear yard and bicycle parking
requirements of Planning Code Sections 134 and 155 for the addition to the existing school
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

2016-009538CUA (E. JARDINES: (415) 575-9144)
905 FOLSOM STREET - south side of Folsom Street between 5t and 6th Streets; Lot 146 in
Assessor’s Block 3753 (District 6) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to
Planning Code Sections 202.5 and 303, to demolish an existing one-story automotive service
station (DBA Shell) and construct a new 14,140-square foot eight-story residential building
with nine residential units (four one-bedroom units and five two-bedroom units) and one
1,160-square foot ground floor commercial unit within a MUR (Mixed-Use Residential)
Zoning District, Central SoMa Special Use District and 85-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

2018-016600CUA (K. WILBORN: (415) 575-9114)
2241 CHESTNUT STREET - south side of Chestnut Street between Scott and Pierce Streets;
Lot 034 in Assessor’s Block 0489 (District 2) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization,
pursuant to Planning Code Section 303 and 711, to establish an Outdoor Activity Area in a
NC-2 (Small-Scale Neighborhood Commercial District) 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

2018-016040CUA (S. YOUNG: (415) 558-6346)
3419 SACRAMENTO STREET - south side between Walnut and Laurel Streets; Lot 035 in
Assessor’s Block 1020 (District 2) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to
Planning Code Sections 303 and 724 to legalize the establishment of a Design Professional
Office Use with accessory commercial retail use (d.b.a. Kendall Wilkinson Design) on the
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14.

ground and mezzanine floors of the two-story commercial and residential building. The
project site is located within the Sacramento Street 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

2018-002060CUA (J. HORN: (415) 575-6925)
258 NOE STREET — west side of Noe Street between Beaver and 16th Streets; Lot 009 of
Assessor’s Block 3561 (District 8) — Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to
Planning Code Sections 202.2, 303, and 764 to establish a cannabis retail use (dba “The Flore
Store”) in an existing 798.5 square foot ground floor retail space within an Upper Market
Neighborhood Commercial Transit (NCT) 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 September 19, 2019)

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.

15.

ADJOURNMENT

2018-016284DRP (G. PANTOJA: (415) 575-8741)
1299 SANCHEZ STREET - east side of Sanchez Street and Clipper and 26th Streets; Lot 020 in
Assessor’s Block 6552 (District 8) — Request for a Discretionary Review of Building Permit
Application No. 2018.1129.6993 proposing the change of use of an approximately 1,139
square-foot tenant space at an existing two-story mixed-use building from an existing
Laundromat into a Limited Restaurant (d.b.a. Noe Valley Coffee) with an Accessory Coffee
Roaster within a Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster (NC-1) 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
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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. Apresentation 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.

Public testimony from proponents of the proposal: Anindividual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

Public testimony from opponents of the proposal: An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes.

Director’s preliminary recommendation must be prepared in writing.

Action by the Commission on the matter before it.

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.  Amotion 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.

NV A

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.

3. Testimony by members of the publicin 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.
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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 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.

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.
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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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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.



				October 10, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Moore - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-015554CUA		95 Nordhoff St. 				fr: 4/11; 5/23; 6/27		Pantoja

						subdivision of an existing parcel into four new parcels		to: 10/24

		2016-010589ENXOFA		2300 Harrison Street 				fr: 4/25; 5/9; 6/6; 7/18; 8/22		Hoagland

						6-story vertical addition, office/24 unit mixed use building, including State Density Bonus		to: 11/14

		2018-012603CND		1046 14th Street				CONSENT		Pantoja

						6-unit Condo Conversion

		2016-009211CUA		5538 3rd Street 				CONSENT		Jardines

						vertical addition to expand an existing residential use within the M-1 

		2015-010192CWP		Potrero Power Station 						Schuett

						FEIR certification and project approvals 

		2014.0012E  		Better Market Street Project 						Delumo

						Certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report

		2018-002179CUA		350 Masonic Ave 						May

						San Francisco Day School 

		2016-009538CUA 		905 Folsom Street						Jardines

						Demo (e) auto service station, NC 8-story residential bldg

		2018-016600CUA		2241 Chestnut Street						Wilborn

						CUA to for an Outdoor Activity Area

		2018-016040CUA		3419 Sacramento Street						Young

						legalize an existing Professional Office Use  (d.b.a. Kendall Wilkinson Design) 

		2018-002060CUA		258 Noe Street 				fr: 9/19		Horn

						Retail Cannabis

		2018-016284DRP		1299 SANCHEZ ST						Washington

						Public-Initiated DR

				October 17, 2019 - Joint w/RP

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-005200CUAENX		1025 Howard Street						Samonsky

						Shadow

				October 17, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Koppel - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-006948CUA		650 Jackson Street 				CONSENT		Lindsay

						Bona fide Public Eating Place license

		2019-014525PCA		Parking Requirements						Sanchez

						Planning Code Amendment

		2019-014960PCA		Fulton Street Grocery Store SUD						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

		2016-013312GPA		542-550 Howard Street						Foster

						General Plan Amendment (Initiation-only)

		2017-000565CWP		Community Stabilization: Policy and Program Inventory and Priorities						Nelson

						Informational

		2018-004545PRJ		351 12th Street						Flores

						State Density Bonus

		2018-016625DNX		50 Post Street 				fr: 6/6; 7/11; 8/22		Perry

						Crocker Galleria

		2019-004451CUA		2075 Mission Street				fr: 7/25		Christensen

						cosmetic school to Cannabis Retail

		2018-014774CUA		360 Spear Street 						Liang

						Internet Service Exchange (ISE) to Laboratory use.   

		2018-016955DRP		220 SAN JOSE				fr: 8/22		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-012939DRP		2758 23RD ST.						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				October 24, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Melgar - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-001568CUA		101 Bay Shore Boulevard 				fr: 8/29		Liang

						Convenience store (d.b.a. Extra Mile) that sells beer and wine in an existing gas station.  		Withdrawn

		2018-016814CUA		2575 Mission St 				to: Indefinite		Liang

						change of use from Bar to Restaurant use

		2018-010555CUA		2412 Clay Street				CONSENT		Weissglass

						Macro wireless facilities

		2019-017266PCA		Medical Cannabis Dispensary Permits and Temporary Cannabis Business Permits						Starr

						One-Year Extension 

		2014.1063DNX		633 Folsom Street 						Tran

						Public Art Informational

		2016-006860AHBENVIKA		65 Ocean Av						Flores

						HOME-SF, PMND, and In-Kind Agreement

		TBD		Bayview Industrial Triangle Zoning						Tong

						Initiation

				Prop M						Teague

						Office Allocation

				Water Supply 						Kern

						Informational

		2017-000655CUA 		458 Grove St						Tran

						Informational

		2018-011004CUA		146 Geary St						Tran

						change of use from retail to office at upper floors 

		2017-014849CUA		220 Post Street				fr: 8/29		Adina

						Change of Use from Retail to Office on Floors 3-5

		2018-013158CUA		2956 24th Street						Jardines

						limited restaurant to full-service restaurant 

		2018-012392CUA		37 Saturn Street						Horn

						Corona Heights SUD

		2018-015554CUA		95 Nordhoff St. 				fr: 4/11; 5/23; 6/27; 10/10		Pantoja

						subdivision of an existing parcel into four new parcels

		2018-011717CUA 		1369 Sanchez Street						Cisneros

						Demo per PC Section 317

		2019-012253DRP		463 CASTRO ST				fr: 10/3		Campbell

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-009551DRPVAR		3847-3849 18TH ST				fr: 5/9; 7/18; 8/29		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-005768DRP		2209 BRODERICK ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				October 31, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				November 7, 2019 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-013522PCA		Code Clean-Up 2019						Flores

						Initiation

		2019-014348PCA		Exemption from Density Limits for Affordable & Unauthorized Units; Residential Care Facilities				fr: 10/3		Merlone

						Planning Code Amendment

				Retained Elements Special Topic Design Guidelines						Small

						Adoption

		2008.0023CUA		461 29th Street 				fr: 8/29		Townes

						Residential Demo 

		2015-006825CUA		367 Hamilton Avenue				fr: 7/11; 9/12		Flores

						317 tantamount to demo

		2018-000468CUA		3945 Judah Street						Pantoja

						HOME-SF, 20 new dwelling units

		2018-011441CUAVAR 		1846 Grove Street						Dito

						new construction of five dwelling units 

		2019-004664CUA 		57 Wentworth St.						Asbagh

						Retail to a Cocktail Bar/ Lounge

		2018-009548CUA		427 Baden St						Pantoja

						a lot line adjustment and construction of a new SFH

		2018-011430CUAVAR		1776 Green St						May

						TBD

		2018-007267OFA		865 Market Street 						Vimr

						49,999 square feet of office space on levels 7-8

		2017-013155CUA 		230 Kirkham Avenue						Ajello

						Demo SFD/Construct new two-family dwelling

		2018-001485CUA		3360 Sacramento Street						Ajello

						legalize a 1,472 sq. ft. trade office use (dba Toboni Group) on the ground floor

		2019-002758CUA 		3501 Geary Boulevard						Young

						Formula Retail Use (d.b.a. T-Mobile)

		2018-003910DRP		3252 19th St 						Sucre

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-015288DRP		1130 POTRERO AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-003910DRP		3252 19th Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				November 14, 2019

		Case No.		Fire Drill @ 10:30 am				Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-012281CUA		350 Pacific Avenue				CB3P		Weissglass

						reauthorization of a public parking lot in the C-2

		2019-016419CND 		3234 Washington Street 				CONSENT		Dito

						5 unit condo conversion

				Plan Bay Area Update 						Switzky

						Informational

		2019-017178CUA		1415 Market Street						Chandler

						formula retail use (DBA Philz Coffee) 

		2019-001627CUA  		459 Clipper Street						Horn

						Residential Demo 

		2018-012642CUA		552-554 Capp St						Liang

						Conversion of existing Residential to Community Facility use

		2019-001694CUA		1500 Mission Street				fr: 10/3		Weissglass

						Massage establishment in Equinox Gym

		2019-000745CUAVAR		1100 Thomas Street						Christensen

						Legalization of (e) Industrial Agriculture facility (Cannabis Cultivation)

		2019-001143CUA		1465 Donner Avenue						Christensen

						Legalization of (e) Industrial Agriculture facility (Cannabis Cultivation)

		2019-005500CUA		2934 Cesar Chavez Street				fr: 10/3		Christensen

						171 sq ft Retail to Cannabis Retail

		2017-002545ENVAPL		2417 Green St 				fr: 9/19		Poling

						PMND Appeal

		2017-002545DRP		2417 Green St 				fr: 7/11; 9/19		May

						Public Initiated DR

		2018-011962DRP		869 ALVARADO ST				fr: 6/27; 8/29		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-004377DRP		1301-1311 40th Avenue						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-011031DRP-03		219-223 MISSOURI ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				November 21, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2016-003351CWP 		Racial & Social Equity Action Plan						C. Flores

						Adoption

		2018-003800CWP		Calle 24 Special Area Design Guidelines						Francis

						Adoption

		2016-013312CUADNXMAP		542-550 Howard Street (“Parcel F”)						Foster

		OFAPCAVAR				Project Adoption 

		2016-003994CUA		55 Belcher Street 				fr: 6/13; 7/11; 10/3		Townes

						CUA

		2019-004849CUA 		2406 Bush Street						Ajello

						ENF-related CUA to legalize 2 to 1 DUM

		2018-007725DRP		244 DOUGLASS STREET						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-003992DRM 		26 HODGES						Winslow

						Staff-Initiated DR

				November 28, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				December 5, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-006951CUA		1401 19th Ave				CONSENT		Campbell

						CUA Type 20 ABC License within an Existing Fuel Station Café/Retail Establishment

		2018-012576CUA		1769 Lombard St						Weissglass

						1-year update on the CUA approved last year for the Kennel Use

		TBD		Bayview Industrial Triangle Zoning						Tong

						Adoption

		2019-000013CUA		552-554 Hill Street						Campbell

						Legalization of Dwelling Unit Merger & Relocation

		2017-012887DRP		265 OAK ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-013559DRP-02		2517 PACIFIC AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				December 12, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-013522PCA		Code Clean-Up 2019						Flores

						Adoption

				Health Care Services Master Plan						Nickolopoulos

						Initiation

		2019-000503DRP-03		2452 GREEN ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-012442DRP		436 TEHAMA STREET						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				December 19, 2019

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-010941DRP		2028 LEAVENWORTH ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-011578DRP		2898 VALLEJO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-010655DRP-03		2169 26TH AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				December 26, 2019 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				January 2, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				January 9, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-003023DRP-02		2727 VALLEJO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-013201DRP		500 JONES ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				January 16, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-002665DRP		801 SANCHEZ ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-005400DRP		166 PARKER AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2014.0243DRP-02		3927-3931 19TH ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				January 23, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				January 30, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				February 6, 2020 - Joint w/DPH

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				Health Care Services Master Plan						Nickolopoulos

						Adoption

				February 6, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				February 13, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				February 20, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				February 27, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-003559ENV		3700 California St						Poling

						Certification

		2017-003559PRJ		3700 California St						May

						Project Approvals



&"Myriad Condensed Web,Bold"&20CPC ADVANCE CALENDAR
		&"Myriad Condensed Web,Regular"&T  &D


&P of &N	




Sheet1













image1.jpeg








[bookmark: _Hlk19269405][bookmark: _Hlk18660206][bookmark: _Hlk18057887][bookmark: _Hlk15036014][bookmark: _Hlk13815364][bookmark: _Hlk12626028][bookmark: _Hlk11406385][bookmark: _Hlk10797490][bookmark: _Hlk8981786][bookmark: _Hlk7775589][bookmark: _Hlk7169870][bookmark: _Hlk6568422][bookmark: _Hlk5966137][bookmark: _Hlk5360198][bookmark: _Hlk2941923][bookmark: _Hlk2333111][bookmark: _Hlk536182261][bookmark: _Hlk535569068][bookmark: _Hlk532547805][bookmark: _Hlk531947972][bookmark: _Hlk531340934][bookmark: _GoBack][image: image002.jpg@01D00566]CPC Hearing Results 2019

To:             Staff

From:       Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:            Hearing Results

          

NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20537

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 0668

                  

DRA = Discretionary Review Action; M = Motion; R = Resolution



October 3, 2019 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2012.0403W

		California Pacific Medical Center (CPMC) Annual Compliance Statement

		PURL

		Reviewed and Commented

		







October 3, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-014348PCA

		Exemption from Density Limits for Affordable and Unauthorized Units; Residential Care Facilities

		Merlone

		Continued to November 7, 2019

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		2019-001694CUA

		1500 Mission Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to November 14, 2019

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		2016-003994CUA

		55 Belcher Street

		Townes

		Continued to November 21, 2019

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		2019-006951CUA

		1401 19th Avenue

		Campbell

		Continued to December 5, 2019

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		2018-004614DRP

		16 Seacliff Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2019-005500CUA

		2934 Cesar Chavez Street

		Christensen

		Continued to November 21, 2019

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		2019-012253DRP

		463 Castro Street

		Washington

		Continued to October 24, 2019

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		2018-009175DRP

		3610 Washington Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20529

		2019-000362CUA

		1501C Sloat Boulevard

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		M-20530

		2019-005402CUA

		50 Beale Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		M-20531

		2018-013963CUA

		855 Geary Street

		Tran

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		M-20532

		2019-004164CUA

		1056-1062 Sanchez Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		M-20533

		2019-005201CUA

		298 Munich Street

		Fahey

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 12, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 19, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards absent)



		

		2013.1535CUA

		450-474 O’Farrell Street/532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		None - Informational

		



		

		2019-005575IMP

		555 Post Street

		Tran

		Closed the Public Hearing

		



		M-20534

		2014.0334SHD

		262 7th Street

		Samonsky

		Adopted Findings

		+5 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20535

		2014.0334ENX

		262 7th Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions, with material palette on sheet A.05.

		+5 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20536

		2019-014433CUA

		49 Duboce Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Moore absent)



		DRA-0667

		2019-013111DRP

		240 Chenery Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved without property line windows and opaque treatment for the third window.

		+4 -1 (Fung against; Moore absent)







September 26, 2019 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		RACIAL & SOCIAL EQUITY TRAINING

		Flores

		None - Informational

		







September 19, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-002060CUA

		258 Noe Street

		Horn

		Continued to October 10, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-002545ENV

		2417 Green Street

		Poling

		Continued to November 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-002545DRP-03

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to November 14, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20520

		2019-007313CND

		31-37 Camp Street

		Westhoff

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		DRA-0665

		2018-013320DRP

		1520 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 5, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20521

		2019-003627PCA

		South of Market Planning Community Advisory Committee

		Snyder

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		R-20522

		2019-011975PCA

		Jobs Housing Linkage Fee

		Sanchez

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2017-003559ENV

		3700 California Street

		Poling

		Received public comment

		



		

		2014.0926DNX

		1270 Mission Street

		Perry

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20523

		2017-002136CUA

		340 Townsend Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include a three year update memo.

		+4 -0 (Moore, Johnson absent)



		M-20524

		2017-000263CUA

		20 - 22 Church Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions as amended requiring a one-foot setback on the top floor.

		+4 -0 (Moore, Johnson absent)



		

		2017-000263VAR

		20 - 22 Church Street

		Young

		ZA Closed PC and took the matter under advisement.

		



		M-20525

		2016-001794SHD

		95 Hawthorne Street

		Foster

		Adopted Findings

		+4 -0 (Moore, Johnson absent)



		M-20526

		2016-001794DNX

		95 Hawthorne Street

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Johnson absent)



		

		2018-002602CUA

		4118 21st Street

		Tran

		After a Motion of Intent to Disapprove and Continue to October 10th failed +2 -2 (Fung, Melgar against) and  a motion to Continue to November 14th failed +2 -2 (Richards, Koppel against)and no other motion was made; Disapproved.

		



		

		2018-002602VAR

		4118 21st Street

		Tran

		ZA Closed PC and took the matter under advisement.

		



		M-20527

		2018-009534CUA

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Alexander

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Johnson absent)



		

		2018-009534VAR

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Alexander

		ZA Closed PC and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		M-20528

		2019-004691CUA

		1347 27th Avenue

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Johnson absent)



		

		2017-009203DRP-02

		2880 Vallejo Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-0666

		2018-012718DRP

		1980 Eddy Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with conditions, requiring the rear shed roof be modified to a flat roof, providing nine-feet clear.

		+4 -0 (Moore, Johnson absent)







September 12, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-006825CUA

		367 Hamilton Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to November 7, 2019

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards, Melgar absent)



		M-20517

		2019-005613CUA

		382 21st Avenue

		Phung

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for August 29, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Moore, Richards, Melgar absent)



		M-20518

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Approved with Conditions as amended

		+5 -0 (Richards, Melgar absent)



		M-20519

		2018-011446CUA

		399 Fremont Street

		 Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0662

		2017-006245DRP

		50 Seward Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with conditions:

1. Eliminating the ADU and incorporating the square footage into the lower unit.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Richards, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0663

		2018-006557DRP-02

		20 Inverness Drive

		Winslow

		No DR

		+5 -0 (Richards, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0664

		2018-001940DRP-02

		33 Capra Way

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with conditions:

1. Reduce the roof deck; and

2. Encourage removal the stair penthouse.

		+5 -0 (Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-007883ENV

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Poling

		Received public comment

		







September 5, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-008431DRP

		2220 Turk Boulevard

		Phung

		Continued Indefinitely

		+4 -0 (Hillis, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-008412DRP

		2230 Turk Boulevard

		Phung

		Continued Indefinitely

		+4 -0 (Hillis, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-013006DRP

		550 10th Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2018-013006VAR

		550 10th Avenue

		Winslow

		Acting ZA Continued to September 25, 2019

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for August 22, 2019 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Hillis, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for August 22, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+4 -0 (Hillis, Richards, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-010192CWP

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		None - Informational

		



		R-20511

		2017-011878GPA

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after October 10, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		DRA-0660

		2018-013317DRP

		333 Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		DRA-0661

		2017-013309DRP-04

		1 Winter Place

		Winslow

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		R-20512

		2015-014028ENV

		3333 California Street (aka 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project)

		Zushi

		Certified

		+7 -0



		M-20513

		2015-014028ENV

		3333 California Street (aka 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project)

		Foster

		Adopted Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

		+6 -1 (Richards against)



		R-20514

		2015-014028PCAMAP

		3333 California Street (aka 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project)

		Foster

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20515

		2015-014028DVA

		3333 California Street (aka 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project)

		Foster

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		M-20516

		2015-014028CUA

		3333 California Street (aka 3333 California Street Mixed-Use Project)

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff

		+7 -0







August 29, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-006245DRP

		50 Seward Street

		Winslow

		Continued to September 12, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards, Johnson absent)



		

		2017-014849CUA

		220 Post Street

		Asbagh

		Continued to October 24, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards, Johnson absent)



		

		2019-001568CUA

		101 Bayshore Boulevard

		Liang

		Continued to October 24, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards, Johnson absent)



		

		2018-009534CUA

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Asbagh

		Continued to September 19, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards, Johnson absent)



		

		2018-009534VAR

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Asbagh

		Acting ZA Continued to September 19, 2019

		



		

		2019-000297DRP

		1608-1610 Vallejo Street

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Richards, Johnson absent)



		M-20505

		2019-006116CUA

		2621 Ocean Avenue

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards, Johnson absent)



		M-20506

		2019-014314CUA

		49 Hopkins Avenue

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. Limit the GSF to 3280 sq.ft.;

2. Eliminate the roofdeck; and

3. Provide an ADU with a minimum of 1,000 sq. ft. and two bedrooms.

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20507

		2019-014759PCA

		Allowing Long Term Parking of and Overnight Camping in Vehicles and Ancillary Uses at 2340 San Jose Avenue (Board File No.190812)

		Sanchez

		Approved with Staff modifications

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		M-20508

		2018-000547CUA

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions and modification, eliminating the fourth floor.

		+4 -2 (Hillis, Richards against, Johnson absent) 



		

		2018-000547VAR

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		

		2015-000878DNXCUAOFA

		300 Grant Avenue

		Alexander

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-000940ENV, 

2017-008051ENV, 

2016-014802ENV	

		The Hub Plan, 30 Van Ness Avenue Project, 98 Franklin Street Project, and Hub Housing Sustainability District

		White

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20509

		2019-000268CUA

		121 Gates Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2008.0023CUA

		461 29th Street

		Townes

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to November 7, 2019 with direction from the Commission.

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-002602CUA

		4118 21st Street

		Tran

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued September 19, 2019 with direction from the Commission.

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2018-002602VAR

		4118 21st Street

		Tran

		ZA Continued to September 19, 2019

		



		M-20510

		2015-006356CUA

		336 Pierce Street

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		

		2015-006356VAR

		336 Pierce Street

		Dito

		ZA closed the public hearing and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		

		2018-009551DRP

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued October 24, 2019 with direction from the Commission.

		+4 -2 (Fung, Hillis against, Johnson absent) 



		

		2018-009551VAR

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		ZA Continued to October 24, 2019

		



		

		2018-011962DRP

		869 Alvarado Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued November 14, 2019 with direction from the Commission.

		+6 -0 (Johnson absent)



		DRA-0659

		2018-002777DRP

		4363 26th Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications, eliminating the fourth floor.

		+4 -2 (Hillis, Koppel against, Johnson absent) 







August 22, 2019 Closed Session Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Asserted Attorney-Client Privilege

		+7 -0



		

		

		Closed Session discussion

		Ionin

		Adopted a motion not to disclose

		+7 -0







August 22, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-009534CUA

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Asbagh

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+5 -0 (Fung, Johnson absent)



		

		2018-009534VAR

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Asbagh

		Acting ZA Continued to August 29, 2019

		



		

		2017-003545ENV

		2417 Green Street

		Poling

		Continued to September 19, 2019

		+5 -0 (Fung, Johnson absent)



		

		2018-016625DNX

		50 Post Street

		Perry

		Continued to October 17, 2019

		+5 -0 (Fung, Johnson absent)



		

		2018-001592CUA

		1190 Gough Street

		Dito

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Fung, Johnson absent)



		M-20499

		2018-011004CUA

		146 Geary Street

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fung, Johnson absent)



		M-20500

		2018-017311CUA

		5420 Mission Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fung, Johnson absent)



		M-20501

		2017-013654CUA

		4720 Geary Boulevard

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fung, Johnson absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for July 18, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for July 25, 2019 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for July 25, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2007.0903PHA

		Treasure Island Subphase 1C: C2.1 & C2.4

		Alexander

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		

		Executive Directive on Housing (17-02) Report

		Bintliff

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-016955DRP

		220 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to October 17, 2019

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		2016-010589ENX

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to October 10, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2016-010589OFA

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to October 10, 2019

		+7 -0



		M-20502

		2017-002951ENX

		755 Brannan Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20503

		2014-003160CUA

		3314 Cesar Chavez Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20504

		2019-012580CUA

		61 Cambon Drive

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -1 (Fung against)



		

		2018-000547CUA

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2018-000547VAR

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		Acting ZA Continued to August 29, 2019

		



		

		2019-014314CUA

		49 Hopkins Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2015-006356CUA

		336 Pierce Street

		Dito

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2015-006356VAR

		336 Pierce Street

		Dito

		Acting ZA Continued to August 29, 2019

		







July 25, 2019 Closed Session Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Asserted Attorney-Client Privilege

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		

		Closed Session discussion

		Ionin

		Adopted a Motion to NOT Disclose

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)







July 25, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-011975PCA

		Jobs Housing Linkage Fee

		Sanchez

		Continued to September 19, 2019

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20490

		2018-013387CUA

		88 Perry Street

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20491

		2019-001013CUA

		375 32nd Avenue/3132 Clement Avenue

		Jonckheer

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as amended, directing the Project Sponsor to continue working with the community on security mitigation measures

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for July 11, 2019

		Ionin

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Koppel absent)



		

		

		SB 35 Projects

		Conner

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-012970IMP

		Forty-Three (43) Properties Owned or Leased by the Academy of Art University (AAU) Located in the City and County of San Francisco

		Perry

		Closed the Public Hearing

		



		

		2013.0208PHA

		Mission Rock Phase 1 (aka Seawall Lot 337 and Pier 48)

		Snyder, Christensen 

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20492

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended prohibiting corporate housing

		+5 -1 (Melgar against; Hillis absent)



		M-20493

		2015-012490ENX

		88 Bluxome Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions with the necessary corrections

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20494

		2015-012490OFA

		88 Bluxome Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions with the necessary corrections

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2015-012490VAR

		88 Bluxome Street

		Hoagland

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20495

		2014.1573CUA

		2050 Van Ness Avenue & 1675 Pacific Avenue

		May

		Approved with Conditions as amended prohibiting corporate housing.

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2014.1573VAR

		2050 Van Ness Avenue & 1675 Pacific Avenue

		May

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20496

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Sucre

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Richards absent) 



		M-20497

		2018-013122CUA

		2966 24th Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2019-004451CUA

		2075 Mission Street

		Christensen

		After hearing and closed PC; Continued to October 17, 2019

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20498

		2018-010465CUA

		349 3rd Avenue

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-0656

		2018-009355DRP

		63 Laussat Street

		May

		Took DR and Approved as revised and noting on the plans the area of the roof to be unoccupied.

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		DRA-0657

		2017-000987DRP-02

		25 17th Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved as revised reverting the property to its previous condition

		+5 -1 (Fung against, Hillis absent) 



		DRA-0658

		2017-000987DRP-04

		27 17th Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved as revised reverting the property to its previous condition

		+5 -1 (Fung against, Hillis absent)







July 18, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-006245DRP

		50 Seward Street

		Winslow

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Richards absent)



		

		2017-013309DRP-04

		1 Winter Place

		Winslow

		Continued to September 5, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Richards absent)



		R-20482

		2019-011895PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction [BF 190590]

		Flores

		Approved (with K. Moore comments)

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Richards absent)



		

		2018-003800CWP

		Calle 24 Special Area Design Guidelines

		Francis

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2016-010589ENX

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		After hearing and closed PC; Continued to August 22, 2019

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		

		2016-010589OFA

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		After hearing and closed PC; Continued to August 22, 2019

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		R-20483

		2017-000663PCAMAP

		610-698 Brannan Street

		Samonsky

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20484

		2017-000663ENX

		610-698 Brannan Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20485

		2017-000663OFA

		610-698 Brannan Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		R-20486

		2017-000663DVA

		610-698 Brannan Street

		Samonsky

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20487

		2019-003787CUA

		3301 Fillmore Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hillis absent)



		M-20488

		2017-004654CUA

		1901 Fillmore (aka 1913 Fillmore) Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Richards absent)



		M-20489

		2015-015199CUA

		562 28th Avenue

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -1 (Fung against; Hillis absent)



		

		2018-009534CUA

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Adina

		After hearing and closed PC; Continued to August 22, 2019

		+4 -2 (Johnson, Richards against; Hillis absent)



		

		2018-009534VAR

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Adina

		ZA After hearing and closed PC; Continued to August 22, 2019

		



		

		2018-009551DRP

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		Adopted a Motion of Intent to Take DR and approve with two flats and a third ground floor unit, and Continued to August 29, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Fung absent)



		

		2018-009551VAR

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		ZA After hearing and closed PC; Continued to August 29, 2019

		



		

		2018-007676DRP

		3902 Clay Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-0655

		2017-013308DRM

		1 La Avanzada Street

		Lindsay

		Took DR and Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Fung absent)







July 11, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-000547CUA

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		Continued to August 22, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-000547VAR

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		Acting ZA Continued to August 22, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-016625DNX

		50 Post Street

		Perry

		Continued to August 22, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2019-000268CUA

		121 Gates Street

		Durandet

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-006825CUA

		367 Hamilton Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to September 12, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-002545DRP

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to September 19, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-003559ENV

		3700 California Street

		Poling

		Continued to September 19, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2019-000362CUA

		1501C Sloat Boulevard

		Cisneros

		Continued to October 3, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street

		Jardines

		Continued to July 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-012490ENX

		88 Bluxome Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to July 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-012490OFA

		88 Bluxome Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to July 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-012490VAR

		88 Bluxome Street

		Hoagland

		Acting ZA Continued to July 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-003994CUA

		55 Belcher Street

		Townes

		Continued to October 3, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-013582DRP

		215 Montana Street

		Hicks

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20478

		2017-001427CUA

		2187 Market Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 20, 2019 – Joint With BIC

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 20, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 27, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		M-20479

		2019-004597CUA

		1509-1511 Sloat Boulevard

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-000940CWP

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20480

		2015-011274ENV

		150 Eureka Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		M-20481

		2015-011274CUA

		150 Eureka Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Melgar absent)



		

		2015-011274VAR

		150 Eureka Street

		Pantoja

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		







June 27, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-011962DRP

		869 Alvarado Street

		Chandler

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Durandet

		Continued to July 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-015554CUA

		95 Nordhoff Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to October 10, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-001794SHD

		95 Hawthorne Street

		Foster

		Continued to September 19, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2016-001794DNX

		95 Hawthorne Street

		Foster

		Continued to September 19, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2019-000297DRP

		1608-1610 Vallejo Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to August 29, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		M-20473

		2018-014378CUA

		733 Washington Street

		Phung

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		M-20474

		2018-008277CUA

		952 Clement Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2018-008277VAR

		952 Clement Street

		Weissglass

		Acting ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 13, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		

		2013.1753CXV

		1066 Market Street

		Adina

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		

		Senate Bill 330: Housing Crisis Act of 2019

		Bintliff

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		After hearing and closing public comment and a Motion to Approve with Conditions failed +3 -2 (Moore, Richards against; Johnson, Melgar absent); Continued to July 11, 2019

		+4 -1 (Fung against; Johnson, Melgar absent)



		M-20475

		2017-007582CUA

		225 Vasquez Avenue

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. Limiting the floor to ceiling height of the living room to 12’6”; and 

2. Increasing the setback of the living room portion from 7’6” to 10’.

		+4 -1 (Richards against; Johnson, Melgar absent)



		M-20476

		2015-005763CUA

		247 17th Avenue

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. Provide five foot setbacks on the roof deck;

2. Provide an ADU behind the garage with direct access to the street; and

3. Eliminate the interior stair between ground and second level.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)



		M-20477

		2016-006164CUA

		2478 Geary Boulevard

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions as amended, to provide a six foot opaque privacy screen.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Melgar absent)







June 20, 2019 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-017028PCA

		Controls on Residential Demolition, Merger, Conversion, and Alterations

		Butkus

		Reviewed and Commented

		







June 20, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Richards, Johnson absent)



		R-20469

		2019-006421PCA

		Temporary Uses: Intermittent Activities [BF 190459]

		Flores

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2000.0875CWP

		Downtown Plan Monitoring Report 2018

		Harris

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20470

		2014-000203ENX

		655 04th Street

		Hoagland

		Approved as amended by Staff and Corrected

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20471

		2014-000203CUA

		655 04th Street

		Hoagland

		Approved as amended by Staff and Corrected

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20472

		2016-015814CUA

		5400 Geary Boulevard

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -1 (Johnson against; Hillis, Richards absent)



		DRA-0654

		2018-016871DRP

		3600 Scott Street

		Wilborn

		Did NOT Take DR

		+5 -0 (Hillis, Richards absent)







June 13, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-003994CUA

		55 Belcher Street

		Townes

		Continued to July 11, 2019

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20463

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Oceanview Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Approved as Proposed

		+7 -0



		M-20464

		2015-007816CUA

		400-444 Divisadero Street and 1048-1064 Oak Street

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -2 (Fung, Moore against)



		

		2017-000663PRJ

		610-698 Brannan Street

		Samonsky

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20465

		2019-006418PCA

		North of Market Affordable Housing Fees and Citywide Affordable Housing Fund

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		

		ConnectSF

		Chan

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2017-016313CWP

		Public Land for Housing and Balboa Reservoir

		Hong

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20466

		2018-009861CUA

		1633 Fillmore Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20467

		2019-004216CUA

		3989 17th Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -1 (Fung against; Koppel absent)



		M-20468

		2019-001048CUA

		1398 California Street

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -1 (Fung against; Hillis, Koppel absent)







June 6, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		Continued to June 27, 2019

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		2018-016625DNX

		50 Post Street

		Perry

		Continued to July 11, 2019

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		2019-000183CUA

		435-441 Jackson Street

		Adina

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2016-010589ENX

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to July 18, 2019

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		2016-010589OFA

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to July 18, 2019

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		2017-013309DRP-04

		1 Winter Place

		Tran

		Continued to July 18, 2019

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 16, 2019 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 16, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 23, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted as Amended

		+6 -0 (Fung absent)



		

		2011.1356

		Affordable Housing in Central SoMa

		Sucre

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-004406CRV

		Office Development Annual Limit

		Rahaim

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20457

		2015-010013IKA

		30 Otis Street

		Langlois

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Fung, Hillis absent)



		M-20458

		2015-015203DNX-02

		135 Hyde Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Fung, Hillis absent)



		M-20459

		2012.0640ENX

		598 Brannan Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff and adding an 18 month update report

		+5 -0 (Fung, Hillis absent)



		M-20460

		2012.0640B

		598 Brannan Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff and adding an 18 month update report

		+5 -0 (Fung, Hillis absent)



		R-20461

		2012.0640PRJ

		598 Brannan Street

		Hoagland

		Directed the Planning Director to enter into Agreement

		+5 -0 (Fung, Hillis absent)



		M-20462

		2017-013801CUA

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Fung, Hillis absent)



		

		2017-013801VAR

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2017-006245DRP

		50 Seward Street

		Campbell

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 18, 2019.

		+4 -1 (Richards against; Fung, Hillis absent)



		

		2018-009534CUA

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Adina

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 18, 2019.

		+5 -0 (Fung, Hillis absent)



		

		2018-009534VAR

		45 Culebra Terrace

		Adina

		ZA after hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 18, 2019.

		







May 23, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-013801CUA

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		Continued to June 6, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2017-013801VAR

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		Acting ZA Continued to June 6, 2019

		



		

		2018-015554CUA

		95 Nordhoff Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to June 27, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2017-008431DRP

		2220 Turk Boulevard

		Phung

		Continued to September 5, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2017-008412DRP

		2230 Turk Boulevard

		Phung

		Continued to September 5, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2017-007582CUA

		225 Vasquez Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to June 27, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2015-007816CUA

		400-444 Divisadero Street and 1048-1064 Oak Street

		Woods

		Continued to June 13, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 9, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		R-20453

		2019-002217PCA

		Legitimization Program for Certain Non-Residential Uses at 3150 18th Street (Board File No. 190165)

		Butkus

		Approved with Modification, permitting office uses to participate in the legitimization program for up to three years.

		+7 -0



		

		2015-005255CWP

		Sea Level Rise Vulnerability and Consequences Assessment

		Varat

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2015-012490ENXOFA

		88 Bluxome Street

		Hoagland

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2014-000203ENX

		655 4th Street

		Hoagland

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20454

		2019-000189CUA

		1860 9th Avenue

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as amended, for Sponsor to continue working with Staff in order to strengthen the ADU entrance.

		+7 -0



		M-20455

		2019-000186CUA

		828 Innes Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended: 

1. Restricting a Type 8 license; and

2. Informational update presentation, one year from operation.

		+6 -1 (Fung against)



		M-20456

		2019-000697CUA

		1370 Wallace Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2016-009503DRP

		149 Mangels Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-0653

		2018-008362DRP

		237 Cortland Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -1 (Moore against)







May 16, 2019 Closed Session Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Asserted Attorney-Client Privilege

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Richards absent)



		

		

		Closed Session discussion

		Ionin

		Adopted a Motion to NOT Disclose

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)







May 16, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-007816CUA

		400-444 Divisadero Street And 1048-1064 Oak Street

		Woods

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20451

		2018-016996CUA

		517 Clement Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 2, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted as Amended

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		2015-000937CWP

		Civic Center Public Realm Plan

		Perry

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2017-003559PRJ

		3700 California Street

		May

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20452

		2018-014905CUA

		1711 Haight Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)







May 9, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-002217PCA

		Legitimization Program for Certain Non-Residential Uses at 3150 18th Street (Board File No. 190165)

		Butkus

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2017-007582CUA

		225 Vasquez Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-013230CUA

		2215 Quesada Avenue

		Christensen

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Durandet

		Continued to June 27, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2016-010589ENX

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to June 6, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2016-010589OFA

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to June 6, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 25, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2019-006143CWP

		Youth Engagement in Planning

		Exline

		None - Informational

		



		R-20449

		2017-016416PCA

		Code Reorg. Phase 3: Chinatown [Board File TBD]

		Starr

		Approved with Modifications

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		R-20450

		2019-003581PCA

		Upper Market NCT and NCT-3 Zoning Districts (Board File No. 190248)

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications including a recommendation that the Board consider:

1. Including Health Services within the definition of Formula Retail; and 

2. Eliminating the Philanthropic Administrative Services use category.

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2011.1356

		Central SoMa Open Space

		Small

		None - Informational

		



		

		2012.0640

		598 Brannan Street

		Sucre

		None - Informational

		



		

		2018-009551DRP

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 18, 2019

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-009551VAR

		3847-3849 18th Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; ZA Continued to July 18, 2019

		



		DRA-0652

		2017-013328DRP-02

		2758 Filbert Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff modifications

		+4 -1 (Moore against, Johnson, Richards absent)







May 2, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-008362DRP

		237 Cortland Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2015-015199CUA

		562 28th Avenue

		Dito

		Continued to July 18, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued Indefinitely

		



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2019-000189CUA

		1860 9th Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2019-000186CUA

		828 Innes Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20441

		2019-001017CUA

		1700 Irving Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20442

		2019-003637CUA

		2200 Market Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 18, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		

		CASA

		Pappas

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20443

		2016-011011GPR

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20444

		2015-016326CUA

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		M-20445

		2018-012709CUA

		990 Pacific Avenue

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards recused, Melgar absent)



		M-20446

		2018-013395CUA

		10 29th Street

		Lindsay

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Richards recused; Moore, Melgar absent)



		M-20447

		2017-000280CUA

		915 North Point Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)



		

		2017-000280VAR

		915 North Point Street

		Perry

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20448

		2018-015127CUA

		4526 Third Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Melgar absent)







April 25, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013537CUA

		233 San Carlos Street

		Durandet

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2016-010589ENX

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2016-010589OFA

		2300 Harrison Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-007366CUA

		838 Grant Avenue

		Foster

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+6 -0



		M-20433

		2018-017254CUA

		2750 Jackson Street

		Ganetsos

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2016-000240DRP

		1322 Wawona Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 11, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		R-20434

		2018-011653PCA

		Temporary Uses on Development Sites

		Butkus

		Approved with Modifications

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		

		2015-010192CWP

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		None - Informational

		



		R-20435

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Approved

		+5 -1 (Koppel against)



		M-20436

		2016-007303DNX

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+5 -1 (Koppel against)



		M-20437

		2016-007303CUA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+5 -1 (Koppel against)



		M-20438

		2015-015789ENX

		828 Brannan Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000547CUA

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 11, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2018-000547VAR

		42 Ord Court

		Horn

		After hearing and closing public comment; ZA Continued to July 11, 2019

		



		M-20439

		2018-010426CUA

		2675 Geary Boulevard

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20440

		2017-012697CUA

		3944a Geary Boulevard

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		DRA-0651

		2018-003223DRP

		15 El Sereno Court

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0







April 18, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-002217PCA

		Legitimization Program for Certain Non-Residential Uses At 3150 18th Street (Board File No. 190165)

		Butkus

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2017-009224CUA

		601 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013841DRP

		295 Coso Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		

		



		M-20428

		2019-000475CND

		863 Haight Street

		Wilborn

		Approved 

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 4, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		1996.0013CWP

		2018 Housing Inventory Report

		Ambati

		None – Informational 

		



		M-20429

		2018-006127CUA

		201 19th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Disapproved

		+6 -0



		M-20430

		2018-016549CUA

		40 West Portal Avenue

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20431

		2018-012416CUA

		1345 Underwood Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20432

		2018-013332CUA

		1555 Yosemite Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0







April 11, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-013861PCAMAP

		Large Residence Special Use District

		Sanchez

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-003223DRP

		15 El Sereno Court

		Winslow

		Continued to April 25, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-016326GPR

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-016326CUA

		Seawall Lots 323 & 324

		Alexander

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-016667CUA

		3307 Sacramento Street

		Ganetsos

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20417

		2018-017057CUA

		1226 9th Avenue

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 7, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20418

		2019-003571MAP

		915 Cayuga Avenue Project Zoning Map Amendments [BF 190251]

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0



		R-20419

		2016-013850PCAMAP

		915 Cayuga Avenue Project Special Use District [BF 190250]

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0



		M-20420

		2016-013850DVA

		915 Cayuga Avenue Development Agreement [BF 190249]

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0



		M-20421

		2016-013850CUA

		915 Cayuga Avenue

		Flores

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		R-20422

		2019-001604PCA

		Building Standards

		Sanchez

		Approved with Staff Modifications and direction to Staff to pursue similar controls for RM districts.

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		R-20423

		2013.4117CWP

		San Francisco Biodiversity Resolution

		Fisher

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		R-20424

		2017-016416PCA

		Code Reorganization Phase 3: Chinatown

		Starr

		Initiated and Scheduled a Hearing on or after May 9, 2019

		+5 -0 (Moore absent)



		

		2016-013156SRV

		Citywide Cultural Resources Survey

		LaValley

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-015554CUA

		95 Nordhoff Street

		Pantoja

		After hearing and Closing public comment; Continued to May 23, 2019 with direction from the Commission

		+6 -0



		M-20425

		2018-004711DNX

		555 - 575 Market Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20426

		2018-004711CUA

		555 - 575 Market Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20427

		2018-012330CUA

		447 Broadway

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include an update memo in one year.

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		DRA-0649

		2018-007006DRP

		2000 Grove Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0



		DRA-0650

		2017-010147DRP

		1633 Cabrillo Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and approved per private agreement

		+6 -0







April 4, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-004403CUA

		2222 Broadway

		Young

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270CUA

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-001270VAR

		3140-3150 16th Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued to May 2, 2019

		



		

		2017-015590DRP

		4547 20th Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20409

		2019-000325CUA

		3600 Taraval Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 14, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20410

		2018-000532CUA

		468 Valley Street

		Ajello-Hoagland

		After being pulled off of Consent Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		Thomas

		Received Public Comment

		



		

		2019-004406CRV

		Office Development Annual Limit Program Update

		Teague; Sucre

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2017-013801CUA

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		After hearing and Closing public comment; Continued to May 23, 2019

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013801VAR

		250 Randolph Street

		Campbell

		After hearing and Closing public comment; ZA Continued to May 23, 2019

		



		

		2014.0948ENX

		344 14th Street/1463 Stevenson Street

		Jardines

		After hearing and Closing public comment; Continued to June 6, 2019

		+6 -0



		M-20411

		2018-013413CUA

		1001 Van Ness Avenue

		Woods

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2018-013230CUA

		2215 Quesada

		Christensen

		Continued to May 9, 2019

		+6 -0



		M-20412

		2018-015071CUA

		2166 Market Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. No Amplified music outdoors;

2. Outdoor activities limited to 10 pm daily;

3. Outdoor activities with amplified music limited to 12 am on NYE, Castro Street Fair, Folsom Street Fair, Pride Week, and Halloween, only; and 

4. Provide a Community Liaison.

		+6 -0



		M-20413

		2018-017008CUA

		3512 16th Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards recused)



		M-20414

		2017-010011CUA

		840 Folsom Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Moore absent)



		M-20415

		2018-003066CUA

		1233 Connecticut

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		M-20416

		2018-003916CUA

		1326 11th Avenue

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Richards, Koppel absent)



		[bookmark: _Hlk5010645]DRA-0647

		2017-013473DRP

		115 Belgrave Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved as revised per the private agreement

		+4 -0 (Richards, Koppel absent)



		DRA-0648

		2018-001541DRP

		2963 22nd Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Disapproved the BPA

		+4 -0 (Richards, Melgar absent)







March 14, 2019 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-007303DNXCUA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Continued to May 2, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-006127CUA

		201 19th Avenue

		Weissglass

		Continued to March 21, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-004711DNXCUA

		555 - 575 Market Street

		Adina

		Continued to April 11, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-009503DRP

		149 Mangels Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to May 23, 2019

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2013.0655CUA

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2013.0655VAR

		1513A-F York Street

		Sucre

		Acting ZA Continued Indefinitely

		



		M-20402

		2018-003264CUA

		2498 Lombard Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 28, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		Senate Bill 50: Planning and Zoning: Housing Development: Equitable Communities Incentive (2019)

		Ikezoe

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20405

		2018-003593CUA

		906 Broadway

		Tran

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20406

		2018-007204CUA

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include fire access to the roof be replaced by a shipladder.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-007204VAR

		754 35th Avenue

		Ajello

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20407

		2018-007460CUA

		1226 10th Avenue

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20408

		2018-012687CUA

		657 - 667 Mission Street

		Adina

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0645

		2017-014420DRP

		2552 Baker Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with a three-foot setback of the third-floor terrace railing.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-0646

		2016-006123DRP-02

		279 Bella Vista Way

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with a condition to continue working with Staff on façade modifications.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)







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



		

		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, 2019.

		+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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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC);
Melgar, Myrna (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed Project at 49 Hopkins Street - Insufficient Signatures for
Appeal Filing

Date: Friday, October 04, 2019 11:00:53 AM

Attachments: image001.png

FYI

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: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>

Sent: Friday, October 04, 2019 9:38 AM

To: Shoshana Raphael <shoshana@zfplaw.com>

Cc: Storrs, Bruce (DPW) <Bruce.Storrs@sfdpw.org>; Sanguinetti, Jerry (DPW)
<jerry.sanguinetti@sfdpw.org>; Rivera, Javier (DPW) <Javier.Rivera@sfdpw.org>; GIVNER, JON (CAT)
<Jon.Givner@sfcityatty.org>; STACY, KATE (CAT) <Kate.Stacy@sfcityatty.org>; JENSEN, KRISTEN
(CAT) <Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org>; Gibson, Lisa (CPC) <lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Jain, Devyani
(CPC) <devyani.jain@sfgov.org>; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC) <anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org>; Navarrete,
Joy (CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Lynch, Laura (CPC) <laura.lynch@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey
(CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Sanchez, Scott (CPC) <scott.sanchez@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC)
<dan.sider@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC) <aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; Rosenberg, Julie (BOA)
<julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>; Cantara, Gary (BOA) <gary.cantara@sfgov.org>; Longaway, Alec (BOA)
<alec.longaway@sfgov.org>; BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; BOS-Legislative Aides
<bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Somera, Alisa
(BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>; BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>

Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed Project at 49 Hopkins Street -
Insufficient Signatures for Appeal Filing

Greetings,

On September 30, 2019, the Office of the Clerk of the Board received an appeal filing of the
conditional use authorization for the proposed project at 49 Hopkins Street, filed by Shoshana
Raphael of Zacks, Freedman & Patterson PC, on behalf of 49hopkins, LLC. The appeal filing does not
meet the requirements of Planning Code, Section 308.1. The Board of Supervisors is not empowered
to hear the matter, and the appeal letter will be filed with our office in File No. 191010.

Please find linked below the letter of appeal, a memo from the City Surveyor regarding the appeal


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/planning/article3zoningprocedures?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_308.1

ol




filing signatures, as well as an informational letter from the Clerk of the Board. | have sent a hard
copy of the letter and the filing check to Ms. Raphael.

Appeal Letter - September 30, 2019

Public Works Letter - October 3, 2019

Clerk of the Board Letter - October 4, 2019

| invite you to review the entire matter on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 191010
Regards,

Lisa Lew

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org

S Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT*** MAYOR LONDON N. BREED ON TRUMP ADMINISTRATION’S ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY SENDING NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Date: Thursday, October 03, 2019 3:37:20 PM

Attachments: 10.2.19 EPA Notice.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) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, October 02, 2019 5:02 PM

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

Subject: *** STATEMENT*** MAYOR LONDON N. BREED ON TRUMP ADMINISTRATION’S
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY SENDING NOTICE OF VIOLATION

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 2, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

x#% STATEMENT***
MAYOR LONDON N. BREED ON TRUMP
ADMINISTRATION’S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY SENDING NOTICE OF VIOLATION

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed issued the following statement in reaction to
the Environmental Protection Agency’s decision to issue a Notice of Violation to The City and
County of San Francisco.

“The Environmental Protection Agency has been systematically dismantled and politicized
under this current administration. The notice of violation issued today contained a series of
mischaracterizations, inaccuracies and falsehoods, and is the latest example of the Trump
administration’s attack on our city and our state. San Francisco has a combined sewer system,
one of the best and most effective in the country, that ensures that all debris that flow into
storm drains are filtered out at the city’s wastewater treatment plants. No debris flow out into
the Bay or the Ocean. In fact, the EPA recently awarded San Francisco the largest, merit-based
award it has under its competitive loan program for water infrastructure.
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LONDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, October 2, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

*xx STATEMENT***
MAYOR LONDON N. BREED ON TRUMP
ADMINISTRATION’S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY SENDING NOTICE OF VIOLATION

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed issued the following statement in reaction to the
Environmental Protection Agency’s decision to issue a Notice of Violation to The City and
County of San Francisco.

“The Environmental Protection Agency has been systematically dismantled and politicized under
this current administration. The notice of violation issued today contained a series of
mischaracterizations, inaccuracies and falsehoods, and is the latest example of the Trump
administration’s attack on our city and our state. San Francisco has a combined sewer system,
one of the best and most effective in the country, that ensures that all debris that flow into storm
drains are filtered out at the city’s wastewater treatment plants. No debris flow out into the Bay
or the Ocean. In fact, the EPA recently awarded San Francisco the largest, merit-based award it
has under its competitive loan program for water infrastructure.

The notice of violation flies in the face of years of good faith discussions convened between the
City and the EPA. Like other cities across the country, San Francisco has been grappling with
issues related to aging infrastructure. We have been working with the EPA to confront these
challenges, many of which are currently being addressed by the Sewer System Improvement
Program, a multibillion dollar effort that represents one of the largest infrastructure projects of its
kind in the country.

President Trump’s sudden concern for California’s environment is ironic considering he is
undercutting the state’s ambitious vehicle emission standards and climate change plans. While
the federal administration wastes its energy on political fights, San Francisco will continue to be
a national leader in pushing environmental initiatives like achieving 100% renewable energy,
electrifying our transportation sector, and keeping our bay and ocean clean, while also delivering
safe, reliable public services to our residents.”

HiH

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





		FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:

		###




The notice of violation flies in the face of years of good faith discussions convened between
the City and the EPA. Like other cities across the country, San Francisco has been grappling
with issues related to aging infrastructure. We have been working with the EPA to confront
these challenges, many of which are currently being addressed by the Sewer System
Improvement Program, a multibillion dollar effort that represents one of the largest
infrastructure projects of its kind in the country.

President Trump’s sudden concern for California’s environment is ironic considering he is
undercutting the state’s ambitious vehicle emission standards and climate change plans. While
the federal administration wastes its energy on political fights, San Francisco will continue to
be a national leader in pushing environmental initiatives like achieving 100% renewable
energy, electrifying our transportation sector, and keeping our bay and ocean clean, while also
delivering safe, reliable public services to our residents.”

HiH



From: Ionin, Jon P

To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna
(CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Please Help Stop the ADU Abuse

Date: Thursday, October 03, 2019 3:37:03 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: Jennifer Fieber <jennifer@sftu.org>

Sent: Wednesday, October 02, 2019 5:20 PM

To: ROGER DAWSON - CPOST <roger@cpost.com>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>

Cc: MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Brown, Vallie (BOS) <vallie.brown@sfgov.org>; Fewer,
Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS) <matt.haney@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS)
<gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>;
Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>;
Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Mandelman, Rafael (BOS) <rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>; Hepner,
Lee (BOS) <lee.hepner@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC) <dan.sider@sfgov.org>; Conner, Kate (CPC)
<kate.conner@sfgov.org>; Kwiatkowska, Natalia (CPC) <natalia.kwiatkowska@sfgov.org>; Boudreaux, Marcelle
(CPC) <marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org>; Sayed, Khaled M. (KGO-TV) <Khaled.M.Sayed@abc.com>; Smeallie, Kyle
(BOS) <kyle.smeallie@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC)
<corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>; 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>; Temprano,
Tom (BOS) <tom.temprano@sfgov.org>; Renee Curran <sfmeancat@yahoo.com>; Dan.Noyes@abc.com;
KPIXNEWSASSIGN.EDITORS@CBS.COM; KTVU2Investigates@foxtv.com; stories@nbcbayarea.com;
breakingnews@kron4.com; metrodesk@sfchronicle.com; acooper@sfchronicle.com; Breed, Mayor London (MYR)
<mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC)
<frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; Ozzie Rohm <ozzierohm@sbcglobal.net>;
Woodrow, Melanie <Melanie.Woodrow@abc.com>; Cityattorney <Cityattorney@sfcityatty.org>;
office@greensteinmcdonald.com; Roger Dawson <rogercpost@icloud.com>

Subject: Re: Please Help Stop the ADU Abuse

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.
While | did not put Roger up to this email, | must say, he is correct on the inaction and lack of concern

for tenants when it comes to issuing permits.

Seriously, how long must we wait for a meeting with planning staff or some legislation-as existing tenants rights
and ability to stay put are trampled for ADU.

Its been an emergency for about two years now...
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SF tenants union
Sent from my Virgin Mobile Phone.

———————— Original message --------

From: ROGER DAWSON - CPOST <roger@cpost.com>

Date: 10/2/19 4:58 PM (GMT-08:00)

To: "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org>

Cc: mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org, Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org, Sandra.Fewer@sfgov.org, Matt.Haney@sfgov.org,
Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org, Hillary.Ronen@sfgov.org, Ahsha.Safai@sfgov.org, Catherine.Stefani@sfgov.org,
Shamann.Walton@sfgov.org, Norman.Yee@sfgov.org, Rafael.Mandelman@sfgov.org, "Hepner, Lee (BOS)"
<lee.hepner@sfgov.org>, "Sider, Dan (CPC)" <dan.sider@sfgov.org>, "Conner, Kate (CPC)"
<kate.conner@sfgov.org>, "Kwiatkowska, Natalia (CPC)" <natalia.kwiatkowska@sfgov.org>, "Boudreaux, Marcelle
(CPC)" <marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org>, "Sayed, Khaled M. (KGO-TV)" <Khaled.M.Sayed@abc.com>, "Smeallie,
Kyle (BOS)" <kyle.smeallie@sfgov.org>, jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, corey.teague@sfgov.org, john.rahaim@sfgov.org,
dennis.richards@sfgov.org, kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, milicent.johnson@sfgov.org, richhillissf@gmail.com,
joel.koppel@sfgov.org, "Temprano, Tom (BOS)" <tom.temprano@sfgov.org>, Jennifer Fieber <jennifer@sftu.org>,
Renee Curran <sfmeancat@yahoo.com>, Dan.Noyes@abc.com, KPIXNEWSASSIGN.EDITORS@CBS.COM,
KTVU2Investigates@foxtv.com, stories@nbcbayarea.com, breakingnews@kron4.com,
metrodesk@sfchronicle.com, acooper@sfchronicle.com, MayorLondonBreed@sfgov.org,
myrna.melgar@sfgov.org, frank.fung@sfgov.org, jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org, Ozzie Rohm
<ozzierohm@sbcglobal.net>, "Woodrow, Melanie" <Melanie. Woodrow@abc.com>, cityattorney@sfcityatty.org,
office@greensteinmcdonald.com, Roger Dawson <rogercpost@icloud.com>

Subject: Please Help Stop the ADU Abuse

Dear Supervisor Peskin, (and all members of the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission and Mayor Breed)

I saw you on KPIX 5 last week in a story about your standing up for renters struggling against predatory landlords,
namely Veritas.

You have been one of the most visible Supervisors recently when it comes to protecting the residents of San



Francisco so | am reaching out to you and your fellow Supervisors for assistance.

The help of the Board of Supervisors is desperately needed immediately. There is an existential threat right now to
the well being of thousands of us renters in our city brought about by rampant speculation aggravated by Wiener's
ill conceived ADU.

With an attitude of "we are far superior to the people we rent to", Landlord Supremacists are abusing renters,
treating them like cattle in a pen and arrogantly destroying the harmony of our city. | have never seen behavior
this abhorrent in my 60+ years of living here. Landlords here in San Francisco have a virtual monopoly (via
collusion) on the housing market and they relish and abuse the power it gives them. When did it become OK to
allow landlords to disrespect renters so blatantly? Honestly, if we were living at the zoo we'd be better protected
and such abuse and harassment would result in arrests. Even one of the Planning Commissioners, at a meeting |
attended in March, expressed her anxiety at being a renter here in SF and living with the threat of eviction,
another expressed relief that he was able to buy a house.

Three actions should immediately be implemented to restore San Francisco to a peaceful, respectful place for
renters to live.

1. Give the Planning Commission the necessary and immediate authority that they can consider the well-being
of tenants as the most important factor in approving or disapproving ADU projects here in the city.

2. Add protections to the ADU for current residents of rent controlled buildings:

No amenities relied upon by existing residents shall be infringed for the purpose of adding additional units to
include: access, parking, laundry and storage. Additional units shall be properly insulated for sound to
minimize disturbing adjacent units. Construction of additional units shall respect the current residents and not
disrupt their access, parking or other amenities. Residents shall be protected from the noise, vibration and
dust of demolition & construction. Construction shall be completed within a reasonable length of time.



3. Put a stop to Landlord Supremacist's abuse of renters by instituting a $250,000 fine for any landlord caught
harassing tenants, not responding to their needs in a timely manner or otherwise negatively affecting the
quality of their life at their residence. We need to change their attitude from one of arrogance to one of
walking on eggshells in consideration of their tenant's well being.

A law like #3 would change the landscape to one of landlords who truly care about their tenants. All three actions
would give thousands peace of mind and tranquility at home here in The City.

| was one of the first whistle-blowers (a year ago) to bring ADU abuse to the attention of the Supervisors and later
the Planning Commission at a hearing on 3/14/19.

As a senior citizen with disabilities and on a fixed income, my rent controlled apartment at 801 Corbett Ave. on
Twin Peaks has been my home and my sanctuary for 12 years.

It allows me to live my life in quiet peace, manage my pain and maintain my mobility and independence. If
an ADU were allowed in the garage, not only would it take away access to my car so badly needed for my
health issues, but the construction noise will be intolerable for me and my fellow residents who live directly
on top of the garage. This building has very thin floors and the concrete garage is an echo chamber that
will be excruciating if there is continuous construction for two years. I would not be able to tolerate 2
years of extreme noise/shock/vibration. It would surely be my death sentence as the stress would give
me a heart attack. Noise is a health factor which is just as deadly as pollution, carcinogens and
cholesterol.



Because of this and my efforts to prevent the disruption of the lives at my building, | have faced constant
retaliation by new owner/speculator Mark Hyatt (aka: MEH Pioneer, LLC) and Joe Peters his developer.

Wealthy Newport Beach (registered Republican) Mark E. Hyatt (aka MEH Pioneer, LLC) is extremely
secretive and there are no images of him anywhere. However, his wife "Honeybee" (yes, her real name)
loves flaunting their wealth (and CO2 emissions) for the news in Orange County. Mr. Hyatt has never
returned any of the dozens of calls made and emails I have sent to him regarding harassment by his
developer Joe Peters, neglected building maintenance issues, or even flooding emergencies. Not even a
response regarding a large water damage hole in the fire sprinkler section of our garage ceiling that hasn't
been repaired in over 10 months now.




This is very alarming to us all since Mark Hyatt's other building in Redwood City turned into a tragic
inferno:

The San Mateo County Times - 2013

The six-alarm fire in the 72-unit Hallmark House Apartments at 531 Woodside Road displaced 97
residents and killed one tenant — 48-year-old Darin Michael Demello-Pine. About 20 people,
including three firefighters, were injured as a result of the fire, first reported around 2 a.m. on July
7. A lawsuit, filed in San Mateo County Superior Court on behalf of Jorge and Juanita Chavez,
states that Hallmark House residents “suffered displacement, fear, emotional trauma, and the loss of
most of their life’s possessions” because of the fire. The building’s owner, KDF Hallmark LP, is to
blame for the way the fire spread, according to the lawsuit, because it failed to “properly inspect,
maintain and safeguard the property from a foreseeable unit fire.” KDF founder Mark Hyatt said in
a phone interview that he can’t comment on the pending legal action.

Because of my outspoken opposition to the ADU plans that they have here, I have been the victim of an
ever increasing amount of harassment by Joe Peters, the developer hired by Mark Hyatt. Joe Peters moved
here from NY and has now made it his full time activity to exploit the ADU law for the quick enrichment of
out of town speculators. Developer Joe Peters is the worst human being I've ever encountered in my entire
life. I have been the victim of an ongoing campaign of abuse that has left me (a senior citizen with
disabilities) terrified and a nervous wreck.

* He has followed me with a camera taking pictures of me and then sends me printouts letting me know he



is "watching" me. Intentionally inflicting emotional distress upon me.

| |

* He has come to the building late at night knocking on my door, waking me up and taunting me. I have

had to call the police to escort him off the property. An intentional infliction of emotional distress upon
me.

* In collusion with the owner Mark Hyatt they have conspired to isolate me by having the organization not
respond to my requests. When I confronted him about this he just looked at me with a sickly smile and
(almost proudly) acknowledged that no one is going to talk or respond to me. My requests go unanswered
and the building continues to deteriorate. Again, intentionally inflicting emotional distress upon me.

* Despite my emotional pleading with him, he deliberately removed the security system protecting our cars
in the garage. It had been keeping us safe for years preventing burglaries and even helping the police catch
some really nasty gang suspects that were doing crime all over the city. As soon as he tore it down we had a
rash of burglaries in the garage and no more protection for our vehicles. Again, intentionally inflicting
emotional distress upon me and the other tenants.

* He has repeatedly threatened me with eviction in an arrogant and abusive manner. He takes every
opportunity to remind me of the eviction power he thinks he has because of his relationship with the
owner. Again, intentionally inflicting emotional distress upon me.

I believe he is doing all this because he perceives me as being old and perhaps easily intimidated. He is
attacking those of us who are most vulnerable. Is this Elder Abuse? Someone needs to investigate this.
As I get ready to mail my $1900 rent, it sickens me that my own money is being used against me, to pay
Joe Peters to harass me, maybe to make donations to Trump and to put gas into Mr. Hyatt's enormous,
hideous, CO2 belching Cadillac Escalade.

I believe these people have but one priority: to stuff the building's garage with an extra unit or two and then
flip it for what they hope will be a big profit. I don't think they give a rat's a$$ about the housing situation
here in Our City because I have never seen the building with so many vacant units since they took over.
That is the problem that the ADU has created and it must be addressed and these people must be stopped



before their actions further erode my health and well being as well as negatively affecting the 30 other
tenants who live here.

Something must be done by those of you on the Board of Supervisors and at the Planning Commission so
that when this Joe Peters files for an ADU permit representing MEH Pioneer, LLC (aka Mark E. Hyatt) it
can be rejected for its substantial negative impact on those of us who call 801 Corbett Ave. home.

Sincerely,

Roger Dawson
801 Corbett, # 15
San Francisco, CA 94131

Cell: (650) 218-5431

This email has been checked for viruses by AVG antivirus software.
WWWw.avg.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: FW: 240 Chenery | 2019-013111DRP - Ltr. Brief w/ Concessions
Date: Thursday, October 03, 2019 3:35:12 PM
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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: Stephen Boardman <boardman.s@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 03, 2019 10:20 AM

To: Dave Wang <wangissimo@gmail.com>

Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC)
<frank.fung@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>; Arthur Ritchie <art3030@comcast.net>; Heather World
<h_world@yahoo.com>; Joe Inferrera <joeysafari@gmail.com>; cececronin@gmail.com;
mbigos@sonic.net

Subject: Re: FW: 240 Chenery | 2019-013111DRP - Ltr. Brief w/ Concessions

Thank you Cece,
| just sent my email directly to the planning commissioners with reference to the case number.

On Thu, Oct 3, 2019 at 10:05 AM Stephen Boardman <boardman.s@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear President Melgar, Commissioners, and Mr. Winslow,

| am writing this email in support of my neighbors because | can't attend the hearing today myself.
This project has been a problem in our neighborhood from the beginning. Edward Gama and his
associates have proven to be deceptive and uncooperative at every step in the process. When the
plans were first proposed for 240 Chenery st. they included a roof deck and huge front windows
that would have negatively impacted my property, so | filed a complaint. | worked with the Mr.
Gama's architect to change the plans to something that we found acceptable and agreed to drop
my complaint upon agreement that they would submit the plans we had agreed upon. | later went
to the planning department to see what had been submitted and it was the original plans that we
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had filed the complaint about not the compromise we had agreed on. They claimed it was just a
mistake, but the fact remains that they lied to my wife and | so that we would withdraw our
complaint. Now they are submitting amended plans, at the last second, to fundamentally change
the nature of what they are building. They are now asking for the windows that they agreed to
take out when we originally filed out complaint. This developer has been deceptive and
underhanded throughout this process and this amendment to their plans is simply another
attempt to deceive their neighbors. | hope the commission sees that this is all the neighbors in my
neighborhood working together to preserve our quality of life. Thank you.

On Thu, Oct 3, 2019 at 9:38 AM Dave Wang <wangissimo@gmail.com> wrote:

cc'ing other concerned neighbors who will be attending the DR today.
Hi Mr. Winslow,

Thank you for this. | received this from Edward Gama, the sponsor, yesterday. This issue doesn't
end nor start with me. There will be other neighbors negatively impacted who will speak out
against the proposed changes at the DR today. These other neighbors will also be impacted
even with the compromise.

BTW, the actual dimensional changes aren't filed, so I've had to go measure the dimensions
myself. | don't see how a proposal could be even considered for approval without dimensions
submitted. Even to this hour, Edward Gama has not furnished dimensions for the window
openings.

The fact that they are proposing a "'modest, 3-story single-family home", per the
lawyer's letter, underscores their duplicitous nature. A 4000SF build in SF is not a modest
venture.

Cheers,
Dave Wang
238 Chenery St.

On Thu, Oct 3, 2019 at 9:20 AM Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org> wrote:

Mr. Wang,
Please see the attached.

From: Justin A. Zucker <jzucker@reubenlaw.com>

Sent: Wednesday, October 02, 2019 9:23 PM

To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@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>;
Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
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Cc: John Kevlin <jkevlin@reubenlaw.com>; Edward Gama <edward@EDWARDGAMA.COM>
Subject: 240 Chenery | 2019-013111DRP - Ltr. Brief w/ Concessions

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

Dear President Melgar, Commissioners, and Mr. Winslow,

Attached please find a letter brief from the Project Sponsor, outlining the situation and
concessions being offered in compromise to address the DR Requester’s concerns.

Due to the time crunch, we are sending this to you all directly in addition Mr. Winslow.

Best,

Justin

Please consider your needs before printing this.

REUBEN. JUNIUS & ROSE, ..»

Justin A. Zucker, Attorney
O: (415) 567-9000

D: (415) 291-7054

M: (415) 656-6489

F: (415) 399-9480
jzucker@reubenlaw.com

www.reubenlaw.com

LinkedIn

SF Office: Oakland Office:

One Bush Street, Suite 600 456 8th Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94104 Oakland, CA 94607

¥iinlo| f

PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE - This transmittal is intended solely for use by its
addressee, and may contain confidential or legally privileged information. If you receive this transmittal in
error, please email a reply to the sender and delete the transmittal and any attachments.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Lydia; Chris Foley; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF FERRY LANDING TO PROVIDE
TRANSPORTATION TO CHASE CENTER

Date: Thursday, October 03, 2019 3:33:51 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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>

Sent: Thursday, October 03, 2019 11:37 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF FERRY
LANDING TO PROVIDE TRANSPORTATION TO CHASE CENTER

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, October 3, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131

##% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF
FERRY LANDING TO PROVIDE TRANSPORTATION TO
CHASE CENTER

New Mission Bay Interim Ferry Landing will expand public water transit and reduce
congestion for Warriors games and special events at Chase Center

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the opening of the new
Mission Bay Interim Ferry Landing at Pier 48 % and the launch of ferry service to Chase
Center. The new landing will add public water transit to the transportation options in the
Mission Bay neighborhood, further reducing the need to drive and easing congesting in the
area. Ferry service will be available to and from Oakland, Alameda and Larkspur beginning on
October 5, 2019—in time for the first Warriors pre-season game against the Los Angeles
Lakers.

“Taking the ferry to the Chase Center is a beautiful and efficient way to get to a Warriors
game or concert,” said Mayor Breed. “Providing ferry service to Mission Bay is part of our
overall strategy to provide as many transit options as possible so that people don’t need to rely
on cars to get to and from the area.”
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The San Francisco Bay Ferry and Golden Gate Ferry companies will offer direct trips to and
from Pier 48 !4 from three Bay Area cities before and after Warriors games and special events
at Chase Center. San Francisco Bay Ferry will offer trips between San Francisco and Oakland,
and San Francisco and Alameda. Golden Gate Ferry will serve North Bay customers with trips
between San Francisco and Larkspur. Tickets are available on a reservation basis at

www.sanfranciscobayferry.com and www.goldengate.org.

“Expanding ferry service is one of the quickest and most cost-efficient ways we can reduce
congestion in the Bay Area,” said Assemblymember David Chiu (D-San Francisco). “I am
thrilled Warriors fans will be able to utilize this pleasant and effective transportation option to
get to the game.”

The Interim Ferry Landing at Pier 48 2 will consist of one temporary float, loaned by the

San Francisco Bay Area Water Emergency Transportation Agency (WETA). The interim ferry
landing will be operational from October 5, 2019 until the permanent Mission Bay Ferry
Landing is completed in 2021.

“We chose the Mission Bay location for our new home largely because of the beauty of the
area and the transit-rich infrastructure that already existed here,” said Warriors President and
Chief Operating Officer Rick Welts. “This new ferry service brings those two qualities
together. In addition to walking or taking a train, bus, taxi, rideshare or bicycle to Chase
Center, now fans will have the option of getting here by way of a beautiful Bay cruise.”

“Golden Gate Ferry provides first-class transportation for fans of all sorts to cross the Bay to
the sparkling new sports and entertainment arena while avoiding roadway congestion,” said
Denis Mulligan, General Manager for the Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation
District.

The Port of San Francisco is in the process of designing and permitting the permanent Mission
Bay Ferry Landing. The Mission Bay Ferry Landing is one of the projects eligible for

funding by Regional Measure 3, which increased bridge tolls across the Bay Area to pay for
public transportation improvements and other projects aimed at reducing congestion. Regional
Measure 3 is currently being litigated, and funds have not been awarded to eligible projects.
As a result, the permanent landing will not be completed until at least 2021.

“I would like to thank our City partners, the Warriors and our ferry operators for working
together to create an interim ferry landing and service that will meet the needs of fans and the
neighborhood,” said Elaine Forbes, Executive Director of the Port of San Francisco. “The Port
is committed to expanding and promoting water transit and looking forward to the opening of
the permanent Mission Bay Ferry Landing and the expansion of the Downtown Ferry
Terminal.”

Ferry ridership has grown significantly in recent years and is expected to continue growing.
Both the new Mission Bay terminal and the expanded Downtown Ferry Terminal will connect
San Francisco residents and regional commuters to housing, jobs, and communities along the
northern and southern waterfront. The permanent Mission Bay Ferry Landing will have
capacity for daily ferry commuting to and from the Mission Bay neighborhood, one of the
fastest growing neighborhoods in San Francisco, as well as the Dogpatch, Potrero Hill, Pier
70, and the Central Waterfront neighborhoods.


http://www.sanfranciscobayferry.com/
http://www.goldengate.org/

The Mission Bay Ferry Landing will be able to berth two ferry boats simultaneously and may
include a nearby water taxi landing. The permanent ferry landing will have the capacity to
carry up to approximately 6,000 passengers per day and will sit within a half mile of
approximately 11,000 new homes, seven million square feet of new office and commercial
space, over one million square feet of new retail space, and 70 acres of public open space. The
ongoing Downtown Ferry Terminal Expansion will also add ferry capacity, improve
pedestrian circulation and improve regional emergency management and response.

“There’s huge momentum for expanded ferry service in the Bay Area, and, we’re leaning into
that by offering ferry rides from Oakland and Alameda to Chase Center for Warriors games as
well as concerts,” said WETA Executive Director Nina Rannells. “While we continue to work
with the Port of San Francisco on a permanent ferry solution to serve Chase Center and the
broader Mission Bay, we’re so glad for the collaborative efforts to make event service possible
now.”

HiHt



From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)

To: mooreurban@aol.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Johnson, Milicent
(CPQC); Eung, Frank (CPC)

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY

Subject: Board Report

Date: Thursday, October 03, 2019 12:16:15 PM
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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
September 30- October 4, 2019

Planning Commission Report: October 3, 2019

Land Use Committee

e 190644 Planning Code - Landmark Designation - 2031 Bush Street (aka the Kinmon Gakuen
Building). Sponsors: Brown. Staff: D. Smith. Item 1

This week, the Land Use Committee heard the landmark designation for 2301 Bush Street. The
Historic Preservation Committee heard this item on February 6 of this year and voted to

recommend approval.

Completed in 1926 and designed in the Mediterranean Revival style, the 2301 Bush Street is
significant from its association with the social, cultural, and educational enrichment of Japanese
Americans in San Francisco. It was the home of Japanese language and culture school, Kinmon
Gakuen. It was one of four purpose-built community facilities whose construction was funded by
the local Japanese American community in San Francisco’s Japantown. The building is also
associated with the incarceration of U.S. citizens and residents of Japanese descent during World
War Il. Following President Roosevelt’s signing of Executive Order No. 9066, the building was
used as a processing center where citizens and non-citizens of Japanese ancestry were required
to report before they were incarcerated and relocated to concentration camps across the United
States. It is also significant for its association with community activism among African Americans

as home of the Booker T. Washington Community Center from 1942 to 1952.

During the hearing three speakers spoke in favor of the designation and Supervisor Peskin
requested to be added as a co-sponsor of the ordinance. The Committee voted unanimously to

recommend designation to the Full Board.

Rules Committee

e 181215 Administrative, Planning Codes - South of Market Community Advisory Committee]
Sponsor: Haney. Staff: Starr for Snyder.

At the Rules Committee this week, the committee reviewed Supervisor Haney’s ordinance that
would create the South of Market Advisory Committee. Commissioners, you heard his item on
September 19 and voted to recommend approval with modifications. The two modifications were
to reduce the residency requirement for the SoMa Stabilization CAC, and proposed amendments
to the membership requirements for the new SoMa Planning CAC. Supervisor Haney did include

the Commission recommendation to reduce the residency requirement but not the membership
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Summary of Board Activities
September 30- October 4, 2019

Planning Commission Report: October 3, 2019

requirements for the Planning CAC. There were two speakers in favor of the ordinance and the
Committee forwarded the item to the Full Board with a positive recommendation.

Full Board

e 190908 Interim Zoning Controls - Conditional Use Authorization for Conversion of Residential
Care Facilities to Other Uses. Sponsors: Mandelman; Yee, Safai, Haney and Peskin. Staff: Starr.
Adopted

At the Full Board this week, the Board voted to adopt Supervisor Mandelman’s Resolution that
would require CU Authorization for the change of use of a Residential Care Facility to another
use. These interim controls will last for 18 months, or until permanent controls are adopted. This
was also the only item that was heard at last week’s Land Use Committee at which obtained a
recommendation of approval.
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