
From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)
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Subject: Board of Supervisor"s Report
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Summary of Board Activities  
February 24-28, 2020 
Planning Commission Report: February 27, 2020 
 


             
 


Land Use Committee 


• 190454 Planning Code - Obstructions in Required Setbacks, Yards, and Usable Open Space. 


Sponsor: Planning Commission. Staff: Merlone.  


 


First on the land use agenda was the Commission Initiated Ordinance that would make 


amendments to Section 136. The Ordinance would allow architectural projections to extend 4 feet 


over streets and alleys and would allow bay windows that do not meet the bay window 


dimensional standards but otherwise meet massing standards to seek a Zoning Administrator 


Waiver. The Commission heard and approved the Ordinance on October 4, 2018.  


 


After staff gave a presentation on the changes, the Land Use Committee voted unanimously to 


send the Ordinance to the full Board with a positive recommendation. There was no public 


comment. Supervisor Safai thanked the Department and Commission for putting forward an 


Ordinance that removes needless hurdles that slow project approvals.    


 


• 191075 Planning, Administrative Codes - Residential Occupancy. Sponsor: Peskin. Staff: D. 


Sanchez.  


 


Last on the land use agenda was Supervisor Peskin’s Intermediate Length Occupancies, or ILO, 


Ordinance.  This Ordinance proposes to regulate occupancies in Dwelling Units that last between 


30 and 365 days.  In buildings with no more than 9 Dwelling Units, ILO would be principally 


permitted.  For buildings with 10 or more Dwelling Units, ILO would require CU.  The ordinance 


also places a 1000-unit cap on ILOs.  The Ordinance also amends the Administrative Code to 


prohibit “Non-Tenant Uses,” which is defined as the renting of a unit to a corporate entity or other 


non-natural person. 


 


Commissioners you heard this item twice.  First on January 16, where you moved to continue the 


hearing due to questions around exemptions for medical/healthcare and arts related 


organizations.  On January 30 you moved unanimously to recommend approval with 


modifications.  Those modifications include enacting an interim control on new ILO, collecting 


data on the scale and location of ILO activity, and clarifying Admin Code amendments around 


exemptions for non-profit organizations. 



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3932605&GUID=B36FB1FA-CA85-456F-8E6B-5D9795D31785

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=4205656&GUID=5C1726B1-EB8B-4D54-B9B8-595E5BC622FB





Summary of Board Activities  
February 24-28, 2020 
Planning Commission Report: February 27, 2020 
 


 


At Monday’s Land Use hearing the Committee discussion was led by Supervisor Peskin who 


explained the reasons and workings of the Ordinance. He also discussed some of the 


amendments he would be considering including the creation of CU criteria and clarification of 


exempted units and ineligible units.  The Budget and Legislative Analyst Office also provided a 


summary of their report on ILO.  While finding that ILO activity is on the rise nationally, and 


estimating a similar trend locally, the BLA mentioned that in SF there is no comprehensive data 


on the activity.   


 


Public comment was overwhelmingly in support of the Ordinance.  Speakers generally thought 


the Ordinance would help prevent displacement of SF residents in favor of wealthier, transient 


populations.  There were a few speakers that did express caution about overregulating the 


activity given that it does serve a need.  


 


At the end of public comment, Supervisor Peskin moved continue the hearing to Monday March 


2, when he will be proposing amendments to the subject ordinance.  


 


Full Board 


• 190355 Planning Code - Authorizing Interim Activities at Development Sites] Sponsors: Mayor; 


Haney. Staff: Melone. PASSED Second Read 


• 200054 Hearing - Appeal of Determination of Community Plan Evaluation - 2300 Harrison Street. 


Staff: Shum and Dwyer. The Department rescinded the CPE exemption, so the hearing was not 


necessary.  


 



https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3910939&GUID=AF4E9445-1657-4BBC-9902-D6474C579BE5

https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=4311813&GUID=02A3B67B-E4C7-4D2A-837C-A2E76E7DB113










From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY ANNOUNCE

LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE NEW OVERDOSE PREVENTION PROGRAMS
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 11:19:24 AM
Attachments: 02.27.20 Overdose Prevention Programs.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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2020 11:16 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY
ANNOUNCE LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE NEW OVERDOSE PREVENTION PROGRAMS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, February 27, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY

ANNOUNCE LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE NEW
OVERDOSE PREVENTION PROGRAMS

Legislation would allow nonprofit groups to operate overdose prevention programs in
San Francisco

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Matt Haney today announced
they will introduce legislation to authorize Overdose Prevention Programs in San Francisco.
The ordinance will establish a process for nonprofit organizations to seek permits from the
Department of Public Health (DPH) to operate sites where people who use drugs can do so
safely and indoors, receive medical treatment and referrals, and be connected to services to
address their addiction when ready. This program is part of Mayor Breed’s broader efforts to
improve behavioral health services and reduce drug overdoses in San Francisco.
 
“Safe consumption sites save lives,” said Mayor Breed. “They help prevent overdoses, reduce
public drug use, prevent the spread of disease, and connect people to medical care that can
help treat their addiction. We need one or more of these sites in our city, and this legislation
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, February 27, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR MATT HANEY 


ANNOUNCE LEGISLATION TO AUTHORIZE NEW 
OVERDOSE PREVENTION PROGRAMS 


Legislation would allow nonprofit groups to operate overdose prevention programs in 
San Francisco 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Matt Haney today announced 
they will introduce legislation to authorize Overdose Prevention Programs in San Francisco. The 
ordinance will establish a process for nonprofit organizations to seek permits from the 
Department of Public Health (DPH) to operate sites where people who use drugs can do so safely 
and indoors, receive medical treatment and referrals, and be connected to services to address 
their addiction when ready. This program is part of Mayor Breed’s broader efforts to improve 
behavioral health services and reduce drug overdoses in San Francisco. 
 
“Safe consumption sites save lives,” said Mayor Breed. “They help prevent overdoses, reduce 
public drug use, prevent the spread of disease, and connect people to medical care that can help 
treat their addiction. We need one or more of these sites in our city, and this legislation creates a 
path for nonprofit providers to apply to operate one of these life-saving facilities.” 
 
“Drug overdose deaths are the most deadly epidemic facing our city. Overdose prevention sites 
save lives, get people into treatment, and reduce drug use on our streets. Overdose deaths 
increased dramatically from 259 in 2018 to 330 overdose deaths in 2019. That increase is 
absolutely devastating and could have been prevented if overdose prevention programs were 
opened,” said Supervisor Haney. “What we are proposing is not a radical new idea. 100 overdose 
prevention sites now operate in over 65 cities around the world. No site has experienced an 
overdose death and many have transitioned thousands of people into treatment and detox 
services. It’s long past time for San Francisco to urgently implement this proven tool, as part of a 
broader multi-pronged, comprehensive strategy, to stop overdoses and save lives.” 


Mayor Breed and Supervisor Haney will introduce the legislation at the Board of Supervisors on 
Tuesday, March 3rd. The legislation would establish standards for operation of an Overdose 
Prevention Program and create permitting and regulatory processes managed by DPH. Permits 
issued under the ordinance will become operative once the State enacts a law authorizing 
San Francisco to approve Overdose Prevention Program operators. The State Legislature is 
expected to consider a bill this year, Assembly Bill 362, which would provide this authorization. 
 
Overdose Prevention Programs are controlled health care settings where people can more safely 
use drugs under clinical supervision and receive health care, counseling, and referrals to health 
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and social services, including drug treatment. The Safer Inside Community Partnership, a 
community-driven health alliance in the Tenderloin neighborhood, was actively involved in 
creating the legislation. 
 
According to the most recent estimate, 24,500 people inject drugs in San Francisco. Many of 
these individuals do not have access to safe or private environments in which to consume drugs, 
often leading to open usage in public spaces. People using drugs in public spaces are more likely 
to rush, thereby making them more vulnerable to overdose and other complications of drug use. 
While people who use drugs, their friends, and first responders have reversed thousands of 
opioid overdoses with naloxone in recent years, overdose deaths have climbed in San Francisco 
since the arrival of fentanyl. In addition, injecting in public locations creates public health and 
safety risks as the presence of needle litter and the potential for needle stick injuries increases. 
 
“Safe consumption sites are a proven strategy to save lives,” said Dr. Grant Colfax, Director of 
Health. “Research shows that the presence of these sites and services does not increase drug 
injecting, drug trafficking or crime. We need to continue to create more places where people who 
use drugs can find support and be connected to services like primary medical care and housing.” 
 
“More than 100 evidence-based, peer-reviewed studies indicate that safe consumption sites 
increase safety for people who inject drugs and reduce the frequency of overdoses,” said 
Dr. Anton Nigusse Bland, Director of Mental Health Reform. “The concerns about moving 
forward with this life-preserving, harm reduction resource are more ideological than empirical.” 
 
“Overdose Prevention Programs save lives and treat people who use drugs with dignity and 
respect. San Francisco AIDS Foundation applauds this effort to prepare for a site in 
San Francisco,” said Laura Thomas, director of harm reduction policy at San Francisco AIDS 
Foundation. “Overdose is a monumental concern in our community. Overdose Prevention 
Programs offer a path forward and an intervention that will also reduce HIV transmission and 
save taxpayers money. It’s time to take these steps.” 
 
On Tuesday, February 25, the U.S. District Court in Philadelphia ruled in favor of a nonprofit 
organization in a suit brought by the federal government seeking to block the opening of the first 
safe injection site in the country. The court found that the nonprofit’s proposed facility would not 
violate a provision of the federal Controlled Substances Act. While the Court’s ruling does not 
apply directly to California, the legislation Mayor Breed and Supervisor Haney will introduce is 
consistent with this federal court ruling. 
 


### 







creates a path for nonprofit providers to apply to operate one of these life-saving facilities.”
 
“Drug overdose deaths are the most deadly epidemic facing our city. Overdose prevention
sites save lives, get people into treatment, and reduce drug use on our streets. Overdose deaths
increased dramatically from 259 in 2018 to 330 overdose deaths in 2019. That increase is
absolutely devastating and could have been prevented if overdose prevention programs were
opened,” said Supervisor Haney. “What we are proposing is not a radical new idea. 100
overdose prevention sites now operate in over 65 cities around the world. No site has
experienced an overdose death and many have transitioned thousands of people into treatment
and detox services. It’s long past time for San Francisco to urgently implement this proven
tool, as part of a broader multi-pronged, comprehensive strategy, to stop overdoses and save
lives.”
 
Mayor Breed and Supervisor Haney will introduce the legislation at the Board of Supervisors
on Tuesday, March 3rd. The legislation would establish standards for operation of an Overdose
Prevention Program and create permitting and regulatory processes managed by DPH. Permits
issued under the ordinance will become operative once the State enacts a law authorizing
San Francisco to approve Overdose Prevention Program operators. The State Legislature is
expected to consider a bill this year, Assembly Bill 362, which would provide this
authorization.
 
Overdose Prevention Programs are controlled health care settings where people can more
safely use drugs under clinical supervision and receive health care, counseling, and referrals to
health and social services, including drug treatment. The Safer Inside Community Partnership,
a community-driven health alliance in the Tenderloin neighborhood, was actively involved in
creating the legislation.
 
According to the most recent estimate, 24,500 people inject drugs in San Francisco. Many of
these individuals do not have access to safe or private environments in which to consume
drugs, often leading to open usage in public spaces. People using drugs in public spaces are
more likely to rush, thereby making them more vulnerable to overdose and other
complications of drug use. While people who use drugs, their friends, and first responders
have reversed thousands of opioid overdoses with naloxone in recent years, overdose deaths
have climbed in San Francisco since the arrival of fentanyl. In addition, injecting in public
locations creates public health and safety risks as the presence of needle litter and the potential
for needle stick injuries increases.
 
“Safe consumption sites are a proven strategy to save lives,” said Dr. Grant Colfax, Director of
Health. “Research shows that the presence of these sites and services does not increase drug
injecting, drug trafficking or crime. We need to continue to create more places where people
who use drugs can find support and be connected to services like primary medical care and
housing.”
 
“More than 100 evidence-based, peer-reviewed studies indicate that safe consumption sites
increase safety for people who inject drugs and reduce the frequency of overdoses,” said
Dr. Anton Nigusse Bland, Director of Mental Health Reform. “The concerns about moving
forward with this life-preserving, harm reduction resource are more ideological than
empirical.”
 
“Overdose Prevention Programs save lives and treat people who use drugs with dignity and



respect. San Francisco AIDS Foundation applauds this effort to prepare for a site in
San Francisco,” said Laura Thomas, director of harm reduction policy at San Francisco AIDS
Foundation. “Overdose is a monumental concern in our community. Overdose Prevention
Programs offer a path forward and an intervention that will also reduce HIV transmission and
save taxpayers money. It’s time to take these steps.”
 
On Tuesday, February 25, the U.S. District Court in Philadelphia ruled in favor of a nonprofit
organization in a suit brought by the federal government seeking to block the opening of the
first safe injection site in the country. The court found that the nonprofit’s proposed facility
would not violate a provision of the federal Controlled Substances Act. While the Court’s
ruling does not apply directly to California, the legislation Mayor Breed and Supervisor Haney
will introduce is consistent with this federal court ruling.
 

###



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 888 Post Street - 2/27/20 Commission Agenda - Support*
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 11:00:14 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Brittany Bendix <britbendix@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:59 AM
To: Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Updegrave, Samantha (CPC)
<samantha.updegrave@sfgov.org>; Asbagh, Claudine (CPC) <claudine.asbagh@sfgov.org>
Subject: 888 Post Street - 2/27/20 Commission Agenda - Support*
 

 

Good Morning Commissioners, 
 
On your agenda today you have a navigation center proposed at 888 Post Street. I live a block from
the project and am generally very supportive of it. Additionally, I'd like to add to the information
provided in your packet that I attended an outreach meeting for the project in January where the
overwhelming majority of neighbors who spoke were also very supportive. There was at least an
hour of solid public comment. 
 
At this point my only concern is the ground floor street frontage design. It effectively re-institutes a
drive-thru use which has been abandoned for more than 3 years. I appreciate the need to work with
Goodwill (I'm enjoying them as my new neighbor one block east) but this is an opportunity to
improve the pedestrian connectivity at this site and corner. Not to mention engage the Navigation
Center more directly with the neighbors and help to resolve tensions and attitudes that otherwise
make these projects difficult to approve. 
 
I'd encourage you to approve the project, but with conditions for the applicant to work with staff on
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the pedestrian engagement at the corner of Post and Hyde. While I can't be at the hearing today, I
know that staff is very capable of engaging on this topic, will have a creative solution and will
ultimately reach a reasonable conclusion given the constraints. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Brittany Bendix 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Request to Justify Choice of Planning Director and Reconsider Nominee
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:29:18 AM
Attachments: RHCA 2-26-20 Planning Director Nominee.pdf
Importance: High

 
 
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: Kathleen Courtney <kcourtney@rhcasf.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2020 12:53 AM
To: Breed, Mayor London (MYR) <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>
Cc: Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS)
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Supervisor Aaron Peskin <aaron.peskin@earthlink.net>; Marstaff
(BOS) <marstaff@sfgov.org>; PrestonStaff (BOS) <prestonstaff@sfgov.org>; Haneystaff (BOS)
<haneystaff@sfgov.org>; Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)
<rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Waltonstaff (BOS)
<waltonstaff@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Commissioner
Theresa Imperial <TheresaImperial@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>;
Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Rahaim, John (CPC) <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>;
Dean Macris <dlmacris@aol.com>; Daina Chiu (ethics.commission@sfgov.org.); Jamie Cherry RHCA
<jcherry@rhcasf.com>; Robyn Tucker PANA <venturesv@aol.com>; Ozzie Rohm SFLUC
<ozzierohm@sbcglobal.net>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Request to Justify Choice of Planning Director and Reconsider Nominee
Importance: High
 

 

Mayor Breed: Attached and Pasted Below is the Russian Hill Community Association’s request that
you explain your choice of your nominee as Planning Director given the Minimum Requirements of
the position and that you reconsider your choice in light of the facts stated.  We await your
response.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

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



Russian Hill Community Association 
1166 Green St.   San Francisco, CA 94109   510-928-8243    rhcasf.com 


 
February 26, 2020 
 
Mayor London Breed 
City Hall, Room 200 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Dear Mayor Breed: 


 “Look to City Hall.  Look to the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors.” 


 This was the response of a City Hall “insider” when asked why no one had raised questions about Mohammed 


Nuru’s activities before the FBI stepped in.   


 It was not as if no one knew about Mr. Nuru’s activities -- that some areas, issues, events received more favored 


or expeditious response than others was an open secret.  The problem was, no one raised their hands or asked questions 


or issued a challenge. 


 It is within this context that we call to your attention that your recently named choice for Planning Director for 


the City and County of San Francisco – does not meet the minimum qualifications for the position as reflected in the job 


posting: 


 MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS 
1. Possession of a Master’s degree in city, regional, or urban planning, or a closely related field such as architecture, 
landscape architecture, geography, urban studies, public administration, physical sciences, historic preservation, or 
environmental studies; and 
2. Twelve (12) years of progressively responsible professional city or regional planning experience, including six (6) 
years of responsible supervisory and administrative experience. 
 
Our City and the Planning Department are at a critical juncture.  We are in the process of struggling to address 


how our City will be designed for the next century and how that design will support and enhance life for our citizens.  As 


important as administrative skills might be, understanding the nuances of the planning process has always benefited 


from having a practicing architect or professional urban planner at the helm of the Planning Department. This is the 


reason we are raising our hands now and asking you to justify your choice of Planning Director to the community. 


The position of Planning Director is one of the most impactful in City Government.  That is why the process calls 


for those designated to identify and vet candidates and then present you with three choices.  Whether the process was 


followed and completed is an open question. 


Mayor Breed, we respectfully request that you 1) explain your choice of the Planning Director in light of the 


stated minimum requirements and 2) reconsider your choice in light of the questions raised.  We are raising our hands, 


asking questions and challenging the result of the process. We look forward to your response. 


Sincerely,  


Kathleen Courtney 


Chair, Housing & Zoning 
kcourtney@rhcasf.com 
 


Supervisors Fewer, Stefani, Peskin, Haney, Mar, Preston, Yee, Mandelman, Ronen, Walton, Safai,  
Commissioners Kopel, Moore, Fung, Diamond, Johnson, Imperial,Richards; Chiu; Planning Director Rahaim, Former Planning 
Director Macris; Jamie Cherry RHCA, Robyn Tucker PANA, Ozzie Rohm SFLUC 


 



mailto:kcourtney@rhcasf.com





 

Russian Hill Community Association
1166 Green St.   San Francisco, CA 94109   510-928-8243    rhcasf.com

 
February 26, 2020
 
Mayor London Breed
City Hall, Room 200
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102
 
Dear Mayor Breed:

               “Look to City Hall.  Look to the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors.”

               This was the response of a City Hall “insider” when asked why no one had raised questions
about Mohammed Nuru’s activities before the FBI stepped in. 

               It was not as if no one knew about Mr. Nuru’s activities -- that some areas, issues, events
received more favored or expeditious response than others was an open secret.  The problem was, no
one raised their hands or asked questions or issued a challenge.

               It is within this context that we call to your attention that your recently named choice for
Planning Director for the City and County of San Francisco – does not meet the minimum
qualifications for the position as reflected in the job posting:

               MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS
1. Possession of a Master’s degree in city, regional, or urban planning, or a closely related field such
as architecture, landscape architecture, geography, urban studies, public administration, physical
sciences, historic preservation, or environmental studies; and
2. Twelve (12) years of progressively responsible professional city or regional planning experience,
including six (6) years of responsible supervisory and administrative experience.
 
Our City and the Planning Department are at a critical juncture.  We are in the process of

struggling to address how our City will be designed for the next century and how that design will
support and enhance life for our citizens.  As important as administrative skills might be,
understanding the nuances of the planning process has always benefited from having a practicing
architect or professional urban planner at the helm of the Planning Department. This is the reason we
are raising our hands now and asking you to justify your choice of Planning Director to the
community.

The position of Planning Director is one of the most impactful in City Government.  That is
why the process calls for those designated to identify and vet candidates and then present you with
three choices.  Whether the process was followed and completed is an open question.

Mayor Breed, we respectfully request that you 1) explain your choice of the Planning Director
in light of the stated minimum requirements and 2) reconsider your choice in light of the questions
raised.  We are raising our hands, asking questions and challenging the result of the process. We look
forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Courtney
Chair, Housing & Zoning
kcourtney@rhcasf.com

mailto:kcourtney@rhcasf.com


 
Supervisors Fewer, Stefani, Peskin, Haney, Mar, Preston, Yee, Mandelman, Ronen, Walton, Safai,
Commissioners Kopel, Moore, Fung, Diamond, Johnson, Imperial, Richards; Chiu; Planning Director Rahaim,
Former Planning Director Macris; Jamie Cherry RHCA, Robyn Tucker PANA, Ozzie Rohm SFLUC
 
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1331 Art Gallery: 2019-0528-1783 S and 1335 Dispensary: 2019-0528-1760 S
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:26:15 AM
Attachments: Neighborhood Outreach Efforts Grant Ave.pdf

Jeremy Fish Letter.pdf
North Beach Neighbors - Support for Barbary Coast North Beach.pdf
NBBA Endorsement.pdf
IMG_20191119_0001.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: Michael Batryn <michael@mavrikstudio.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 9:16 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Hicks, Bridget (CPC) <Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>; Brendan Hallinan <brendan@hallinan-law.com>;
Nik Sernande <nik@mavrikstudio.com>; Jennie Moe <jennie@mavrikstudio.com>
Subject: 1331 Art Gallery: 2019-0528-1783 S and 1335 Dispensary: 2019-0528-1760 S
 

 

To whom it may concern,
 
The community letters of support for the dispensary and and art gallery project at 1331 and 1335
Grant Avenue are attached.
 
1331 Art Gallery: 2019-0528-1783 S
1335 Dispensary: 2019-0528-1760 S
 
If there are any questions then please let us know and we will be happy to help.
 
 
Thanks,
 
--

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



Neighborhood Outreach Efforts for Retail Cannabis Project at 1331-1335 Grant Avenue 
 
Neighbor Outreach Coordinator: Kathleen Dooley 
 
Ms. Dooley canvassed the neighborhood within a 600 foot radius from the project site and 
discussed the project with every available merchant. The project is receiving overwhelming 
support from the merchants on Grant Avenue. Project Sponsor circulated a petition for 
merchants in support of the project and has received merchant signatures in support of the 
project. In the front window of the project site, the Project Sponsor has posted renderings and 
architectural drawings of the project site, as well as a project description and contact 
information for Ms. Dooley. She has received no letters, calls or other formal communications 
in opposition to the project.  
 
Project Sponsor team presented the project to the following groups:  
 


1. North Beach Business Association. Received enthusiastic endorsement from NBBA.  
 


2. North Beach Neighbors. Received a positive response to the project and a formal letter 
of support from the group.  


 
3. Telegraph Hill Dwellers on two different occasions. Received a positive response from 


the members present at the presentation.  
 
Project Sponsor team also organized a community meeting at the Italian American Athletic Club 
located on Stockton Street approximately 2-1/2 blocks from the project site. To promote the 
meeting, project sponsor sent notification of the meeting to all of the community groups in 
North Beach, notified Supervisor Aaron Peskin’s office and handed out flyers to merchants and 
neighbors and posted the sign throughout the neighborhood.  
 
The presentation was well attended by approximately 25 community members. The attendees 
were very engaged and asked numerous questions to the project sponsor team. There was no 
formal opposition at the meeting and none of the attendees voiced opposition to the project. 
Present on behalf of the project sponsor were the management team and CEO Elrich Neumann, 
neighborhood liaison Kathleen Dooley, project architects from Mavrik Studio, property owner, 
project sponsor attorney, and a security consultant.  
 
Letters of support from the following are attached:  
 


1. North Beach Business Association 
2. North Beach Neighbors  
3. Jeremy Fish, Local Artist & Gallery Owner 








On Wed, Sep 11, 2019 at 2:10 PM Jeremy Fish <mrjfish@gmail.com> wrote: 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I have lived in San Francisco for the last 25 years, and I have watched the business plan for art galleries change 
dramatically. We are now the most expensive city in the USA by nearly 1/3 more than Manhattan. That makes 
displaying and selling art a very difficult recipe for our city. The Barbary Coast dispensary opening on Grant 
Avenue provides a unique opportunity to provide a wonderful visual art gallery, but with the financial 
backbone that the marijuana dispensary can provide. This allows the gallery to give the participating artists a 
larger share of the profit from their art sales. As opposed to the outdated 50/50 artist gallery sales split, the 
Barbary Coast North Beach gallery can give the artists up to a 80/20 split of the profits or more depending on 
the situation/artist. I will personally be curating some of the artists and shows in the Grant Avenue gallery and 
coordinating with artists and friends from around the world, to bring Grant Avenue world class exhibitions. 
The space can be a great melting pot of customers from the dispensary, mixed with the colorful neighbors, 
tourists, artists, and writers that make up our creative and culturally historic neighborhood. This gallery's goal 
will be to keep up the artistic legacy of North Beach, showing great international as well as local artists, at a 
time When San Francisco needs more art galleries, and less conservative restrictions. I am currently packing to 
head to the airport this evening for my next show opening in Rome this Saturday. I always proudly represent 
San Francisco, and especially North Beach when I travel to share my artworks made here in our neighborhood 
with the rest of the world.  
 
Sincerely, 
Jeremy Fish 
North Beach Resident 
9/11/19 
 
 
 
--  
www.sillypinkbunnies.com 
www.twitter.com/JeremyFish 
https://instagram.com/mrjeremyfish/ 
www.facebook.com/pages/Jeremy-Fish/181460421871094 
 



mailto:mrjfish@gmail.com

http://www.sillypinkbunnies.com/

http://www.twitter.com/JeremyFish

http://www.jeremyfish.wordpress.com/

http://www.facebook.com/pages/Jeremy-Fish/181460421871094






 


   North Beach Neighbors 
P.O. Box 330115 


San Francisco, CA 94133 


northbeachneighbors.org 


 


 


 


September 25, 2019 


 


 


San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission St 


Suite 400 


San Francisco, CA 94103-2479 


 


 


RE: Support for proposed Medical Cannabis Dispensary at 1335 Grant Ave 
 


To whom it may concern, 


 


North Beach Neighbors (NBN) is a San Francisco non-profit organization comprised of North 


Beach residents, local businesses, and civic leaders. Since 1981, we have advocated on behalf of 


neighbors to create a vibrant, inclusive neighborhood. Our 300-plus dues-paying Members are 


deeply invested in the community and cause of North Beach.  


  


We have been in conversations with the managers and owners of the proposed Medical Cannabis 


Dispensary at 1335 Grant Ave called Barbary Coast North Beach and have been impressed by 


their plans to create a business that contributes positively to our neighborhood and serves a need 


expressed by the population at-large.  We welcome their plans to keep our sidewalks clean and 


our traffic flowing, while also bringing a new venue for artists to showcase their work. 


 


Grant Avenue has struggled in recent years with increasing and persistent vacancies, and it’s our 


hope that this new type of business will draw a new set of visitors to Grant Ave and therefore 


help its neighboring businesses.  And we look forward to supporting ever more ways of returning 


the vibrancy we long for to Grant Avenue. 


 


Kindest regards, 


 


 


 


Danny Sauter 


President 


 


 


 


Sri Artham 


Chair, Small Business Committee 


 













Barbary Coast North Beach Cannabis Dispensary


And eri Gallery 1331&1335 Grant Avenue


Background : Barbary Coast is a long established dispensary located in


san Francisco ;;;; history "i;;;tsb"'s 
in the communitv' The North


Beach dispensary will have 
'utt'iity 


cameras and proof of age is


required to entei' No on" "tattiil '1" 
or 21-will be admitted with the


exception of *tait'ipatients 18 and lt'u'' There will be no lines on the


sidewalk nor arly activity in front of the dispensary' Our proposed hours


will be 10am to 10pm' I putt"'i'!;;-f *t profits-will be earmarked for


donation to Notit' i""ft^'"ighboihood groups' Kathleen Dooley'


longtime *.-U.t oftn" Norttr Beach buiiness community will serve as


the communityoutreach and contact as the proiect moves forward'


I supPort Barbary Coast in opening a cannab


35 GrantAvenuegallerY located at133t/t3


*'ra,V-, ilrtnno^' '/ ll LornbCA
h,N(ElA {gG t27o AlrhL7 frre


AI T le$)Pe*/'f
ail, il,"u Prrt"


is disPensarY and art


{a//t


v/4e


01J" tu,
11, 9*


& Go.k* ftr€, J., E-
7 e s)qle,


G,exS {.nl-lk 6lt Gro.


r,g"JAntwr lL&1
I


t'a,) tY53 G*,^tAu


I qes 6
na %1


hr^a- L


, 6,t Lao[*
'L,,/


fir\ 'O^r,C,0
-e S A ry,rn 


LrU (e<) dt"'L


Id"t J",:- \5zz &*v A- *.-f_
'6.-rl Gs\*l


{


gr* \w







I


4oo ftt\f


/r


fr LLt t{
Av^e- t €r


I


h^6r
:;F q4l*


)M"9)1q


I
F


Cd 33


o


t" s


( I I
nln,'/i d Q, t lnr


(ql i v€-


-:=.-







V*v"v
eTT I V€-'{oob


tu </ dt,ob
(t


I


tt


A, u'5 t


ul( g-'
I 1,


-


L/


l/ /a v<-


P l" o







 

 
Michael Batryn
Design Studio Manager
5 Whiting Way, San Francisco, CA 94130
M: 408.480.5532 | O: 415.534.8184
michael@mavrikstudio.com | www.mavrikstudio.com
 

mailto:michael@mavrikstudio.com
http://mavrikstudio.com/


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO MOVES PROACTIVELY TO PREPARE FOR POSSIBLE

NOVEL CORONAVIRUS ACTIVITY IN THE COMMUNITY
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:23:25 AM
Attachments: 02.25.20 Public Health Update_Novel Coronavirus.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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 2:29 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO MOVES PROACTIVELY TO PREPARE FOR
POSSIBLE NOVEL CORONAVIRUS ACTIVITY IN THE COMMUNITY
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, February 25, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO MOVES PROACTIVELY TO

PREPARE FOR POSSIBLE NOVEL CORONAVIRUS
ACTIVITY IN THE COMMUNITY

Although there are still zero confirmed cases of novel coronavirus in San Francisco residents,
the global situation is changing rapidly. Mayor Breed, Department of Public Health, and

Department of Emergency Management take action to protect community health.
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today made an emergency declaration to
strengthen the City’s preparedness to respond to COVID-19 (novel coronavirus). She was
joined by Health Director Dr. Grant Colfax and Executive Director of the Department of
Emergency Management Mary Ellen Carroll in this action to surge resources and capabilities,
and ensure San Francisco is as ready as possible in the event that the new virus comes to our
community.
 
“Although there are still zero confirmed cases in San Francisco residents, the global picture is
changing rapidly, and we need to step-up preparedness,” said Mayor Breed. “We see the virus
spreading in new parts of the world every day, and we are taking the necessary steps to protect

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Tuesday, February 25, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
CITY OF SAN FRANCISCO MOVES PROACTIVELY TO 


PREPARE FOR POSSIBLE NOVEL CORONAVIRUS ACTIVITY 
IN THE COMMUNITY 


Although there are still zero confirmed cases of novel coronavirus in San Francisco residents, 
the global situation is changing rapidly. Mayor Breed, Department of Public Health, and 


Department of Emergency Management take action to protect community health. 
 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today made an emergency declaration to 
strengthen the City’s preparedness to respond to COVID-19 (novel coronavirus). She was joined 
by Health Director Dr. Grant Colfax and Executive Director of the Department of Emergency 
Management Mary Ellen Carroll in this action to surge resources and capabilities, and ensure 
San Francisco is as ready as possible in the event that the new virus comes to our community. 
 
“Although there are still zero confirmed cases in San Francisco residents, the global picture is 
changing rapidly, and we need to step-up preparedness,” said Mayor Breed. “We see the virus 
spreading in new parts of the world every day, and we are taking the necessary steps to protect 
San Franciscans from harm.” 
 
“San Francisco is united and prepared to address any possible spread of the novel coronavirus to 
San Francisco,” said Board of Supervisors President Norman Yee. “We have one of the most 
renowned medical systems of care here and we have a long and proven track record of being able 
to protect, treat, and care for our residents.” 
 
The declaration of a local emergency is a legal document that will mobilize City resources, 
accelerate emergency planning, streamline staffing, coordinate agencies across the city, allow for 
future reimbursement by the state and federal governments and raise awareness throughout San 
Francisco about how everyone can prepare in the event that COVID-19 (novel coronavirus) 
appears in our community. Santa Clara and San Diego counties have issued similar declarations 
to bolster their preparedness.  
 
The San Francisco declaration is effective immediately for seven days, and it will be voted on by 
the Board of Supervisors on Tuesday, March 3rd.  
 
San Francisco has been working diligently to prevent COVID-19, and to implement containment 
efforts if there are San Franciscans who test positive for the new virus. The Department of Public 
Health activated its Departmental Operations Center on January 21, marshalling internal 
resources and leadership to focus on the clinical, epidemiological, and community response. The 
Health Department has worked with local hospitals to identify isolation rooms, and health care 
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


clinics are screening patients for travel history and symptoms. The City opened its Emergency 
Operations Center (EOC) on January 27, bringing the strength of the entire San Francisco 
response system to focus on this developing situation.  
 
San Francisco is further expanding the EOC because of today’s emergency declaration. In 
addition to the establishment of the Community Branch, the EOC will expand the Planning 
Section, Logistics Section and the Health and Human Services Branch. As a result, the City can 
accelerate the development of emergency plans should COVID-19 emerge in San Francisco. 
 
“This is a global outbreak that is entering a new phase, and we must be prepared,” said Dr. Grant 
Colfax, Director of Health. “We have been working with elected officials, other city agencies, 
the public and private health care system, schools, businesses and community organizations to 
ensure that we as a city are well informed and positioned to respond and do our best to mitigate 
the impact of the new virus, if it emerges in San Francisco. Today’s declaration reinforces that 
this is not business as usual. We must be confident that our local readiness efforts are as robust 
as possible to protect the health of San Francisco residents. This declaration gives us more tools 
to be even more prepared.” 
 
“Given the high volume of travel between San Francisco and mainland China, there is a growing 
likelihood that we will see cases of COVID-19 eventually,” said Dr. Tomas Aragon, 
San Francisco Health Officer. “Most people who are in self-quarantine at home are eager to 
cooperate and understand the importance of these actions. We are prioritizing children, people 
who live in congregate settings and vulnerable populations as we plan to reduce the potential for 
harm from the virus in the community. We have been working closely with the Chinese 
community, who are so impacted by this situation, and also at risk for stigma and 
discrimination.” 
 
“Planning, responding and recovering from any emergency requires a whole community 
approach,” said Mary Ellen Carroll, Executive Director, San Francisco Department of 
Emergency Management. “San Francisco is establishing a Community Branch in our Emergency 
Operations Center comprised of community, faith, business and education partners. As a result, 
community and government partners can work together to identify and coordinate our response 
to emerging issues.” 
 
Globally, there have been more than 80,000 cases and 2,700 deaths since the disease first 
emerged in Wuhan, China in December 2019. While the majority of cases and deaths have taken 
place in China, the epicenter of the illness, the virus has now spread to about 30 countries, 
including the United States. Currently, there are 53 confirmed cases in this country, including 10 
in California. While San Francisco has no confirmed cases in city residents, three COVID-19 
patients from other counties have been treated in San Francisco hospitals. Given the global 
patterns that are being seen, there is a growing likelihood of cases in San Francisco. 
 
The federal government has worked to contain the virus by imposing strict travel restrictions for 
people returning from mainland China. As of February, foreign nationals who have traveled to 
China within the past 14 days are not permitted entry into the U.S., unless they are immediate 
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family of U.S. citizens or permanent residents. All U.S. citizens returning from Hubei Province, 
China are subject to a mandatory 14-day quarantine by the federal government. U.S. citizens 
returning from other parts of mainland China who have symptoms (fever, cough, shortness of 
breath) are subject to a mandatory quarantine. Those returning from mainland China without 
symptoms are directed by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) to self-
quarantine at home with monitoring by their local health department. In San Francisco, the 
Health Department is monitoring hundreds of returning travelers. Risk for the virus is based on 
travel history and contacts, not race, ethnicity, or culture. 
 
If we experience a cluster of COVID-19 cases or a local outbreak, every sector of San Francisco 
will have a role to play in ensuring the community’s health. Today’s declaration provides a 
structure to support expanded efforts. For example, schools should be planning how they would 
manage potential closures, and businesses ought to look at their work-from-home policies and 
sick leave in order to support people who may need to self-quarantine.  
 
The best way for all San Franciscans to reduce their risk of getting sick, as with seasonal colds or 
the flu, will still apply to prevent COVID-19 if it begins to circulate in the community: 


• Wash hands with soap and water for at least 20 seconds; 
• Cover your cough or sneeze; 
• Stay home if you are sick; 
• Get your flu shot to protect against flu or symptoms similar to COVID-19; and 
• If you have recently returned from a country with ongoing COVID-19 infections, monitor 


your health and follow the instructions of public health officials. 
 
You can also prepare for the possible disruption caused by an outbreak: 


• Make sure you have a supply of all essential medications for your family;  
• Make a child care plan if you or a care giver are sick; 
• Make arrangements about how your family will manage a school closure; and 
• Make a plan for how you can care for a sick family member without getting sick yourself. 


 
Stay up to date on this rapidly evolving situation by visiting www.sfdph.org or www.sf72.org 
and the CDC’s website: https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov. 
 


### 
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San Franciscans from harm.”
 
“San Francisco is united and prepared to address any possible spread of the novel coronavirus
to San Francisco,” said Board of Supervisors President Norman Yee. “We have one of the
most renowned medical systems of care here and we have a long and proven track record of
being able to protect, treat, and care for our residents.”
 
The declaration of a local emergency is a legal document that will mobilize City resources,
accelerate emergency planning, streamline staffing, coordinate agencies across the city, allow
for future reimbursement by the state and federal governments and raise awareness throughout
San Francisco about how everyone can prepare in the event that COVID-19 (novel
coronavirus) appears in our community. Santa Clara and San Diego counties have issued
similar declarations to bolster their preparedness.
 
The San Francisco declaration is effective immediately for seven days, and it will be voted on
by the Board of Supervisors on Tuesday, March 3rd.
 
San Francisco has been working diligently to prevent COVID-19, and to implement
containment efforts if there are San Franciscans who test positive for the new virus. The
Department of Public Health activated its Departmental Operations Center on January 21,
marshalling internal resources and leadership to focus on the clinical, epidemiological, and
community response. The Health Department has worked with local hospitals to identify
isolation rooms, and health care clinics are screening patients for travel history and symptoms.
The City opened its Emergency Operations Center (EOC) on January 27, bringing the strength
of the entire San Francisco response system to focus on this developing situation.
 
San Francisco is further expanding the EOC because of today’s emergency declaration. In
addition to the establishment of the Community Branch, the EOC will expand the Planning
Section, Logistics Section and the Health and Human Services Branch. As a result, the City
can accelerate the development of emergency plans should COVID-19 emerge in San
Francisco.
 
“This is a global outbreak that is entering a new phase, and we must be prepared,” said Dr.
Grant Colfax, Director of Health. “We have been working with elected officials, other city
agencies, the public and private health care system, schools, businesses and community
organizations to ensure that we as a city are well informed and positioned to respond and do
our best to mitigate the impact of the new virus, if it emerges in San Francisco. Today’s
declaration reinforces that this is not business as usual. We must be confident that our local
readiness efforts are as robust as possible to protect the health of San Francisco residents. This
declaration gives us more tools to be even more prepared.”
 
“Given the high volume of travel between San Francisco and mainland China, there is a
growing likelihood that we will see cases of COVID-19 eventually,” said Dr. Tomas Aragon,
San Francisco Health Officer. “Most people who are in self-quarantine at home are eager to
cooperate and understand the importance of these actions. We are prioritizing children, people
who live in congregate settings and vulnerable populations as we plan to reduce the potential
for harm from the virus in the community. We have been working closely with the Chinese
community, who are so impacted by this situation, and also at risk for stigma and
discrimination.”
 



“Planning, responding and recovering from any emergency requires a whole community
approach,” said Mary Ellen Carroll, Executive Director, San Francisco Department of
Emergency Management. “San Francisco is establishing a Community Branch in our
Emergency Operations Center comprised of community, faith, business and education
partners. As a result, community and government partners can work together to identify and
coordinate our response to emerging issues.”
 
Globally, there have been more than 80,000 cases and 2,700 deaths since the disease first
emerged in Wuhan, China in December 2019. While the majority of cases and deaths have
taken place in China, the epicenter of the illness, the virus has now spread to about 30
countries, including the United States. Currently, there are 53 confirmed cases in this country,
including 10 in California. While San Francisco has no confirmed cases in city residents, three
COVID-19 patients from other counties have been treated in San Francisco hospitals. Given
the global patterns that are being seen, there is a growing likelihood of cases in San Francisco.
 
The federal government has worked to contain the virus by imposing strict travel restrictions
for people returning from mainland China. As of February, foreign nationals who have
traveled to China within the past 14 days are not permitted entry into the U.S., unless they are
immediate family of U.S. citizens or permanent residents. All U.S. citizens returning from
Hubei Province, China are subject to a mandatory 14-day quarantine by the federal
government. U.S. citizens returning from other parts of mainland China who have symptoms
(fever, cough, shortness of breath) are subject to a mandatory quarantine. Those returning
from mainland China without symptoms are directed by the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) to self-quarantine at home with monitoring by their local health department.
In San Francisco, the Health Department is monitoring hundreds of returning travelers. Risk
for the virus is based on travel history and contacts, not race, ethnicity, or culture.
 
If we experience a cluster of COVID-19 cases or a local outbreak, every sector of San
Francisco will have a role to play in ensuring the community’s health. Today’s declaration
provides a structure to support expanded efforts. For example, schools should be planning how
they would manage potential closures, and businesses ought to look at their work-from-home
policies and sick leave in order to support people who may need to self-quarantine.
 
The best way for all San Franciscans to reduce their risk of getting sick, as with seasonal colds
or the flu, will still apply to prevent COVID-19 if it begins to circulate in the community:

Wash hands with soap and water for at least 20 seconds;
Cover your cough or sneeze;
Stay home if you are sick;
Get your flu shot to protect against flu or symptoms similar to COVID-19; and
If you have recently returned from a country with ongoing COVID-19 infections,
monitor your health and follow the instructions of public health officials.

 
You can also prepare for the possible disruption caused by an outbreak:

Make sure you have a supply of all essential medications for your family;
Make a child care plan if you or a care giver are sick;
Make arrangements about how your family will manage a school closure; and
Make a plan for how you can care for a sick family member without getting sick
yourself.

 
Stay up to date on this rapidly evolving situation by visiting www.sfdph.org or www.sf72.org

http://www.sfdph.org/
http://www.sf72.org/


and the CDC’s website: https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov.
 

###
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES NEW NAVIGATION CENTER

FOR TRANSITIONAL AGE YOUTH
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:22:17 AM
Attachments: 02.25.20 888 Post Street Navigation Center.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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2020 6:36 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES NEW
NAVIGATION CENTER FOR TRANSITIONAL AGE YOUTH
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, February 25, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES NEW
NAVIGATION CENTER FOR TRANSITIONAL AGE YOUTH
First of its kind Navigation Center at 888 Post Street will provide 75 beds for young people

ages 18 to 24
 

San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today approved the lease for a new 75-bed
Navigation Center at 888 Post Street. Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin
sponsored the legislation to create the Navigation Center to serve Transitional Age Youth
(ages 18-24) experiencing homelessness.
 
888 Post Street will become the City’s first Navigation Center for young people ages 18-24.
The Navigation Center model provides low-barrier shelter so young people can come inside
with partners, pets and their possessions, with 24/7 access, and trauma-informed care. The 75
beds at 888 Post are part of Mayor Breed’s initiative to add 1,000 new shelter beds in San
Francisco by the end of this year.
 
“There are far too many young people sleeping on our streets every night, and this proposed
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Tuesday, February 25, 2020 


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


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES NEW 


NAVIGATION CENTER FOR TRANSITIONAL AGE YOUTH 
First of its kind Navigation Center at 888 Post Street will provide 75 beds for young people ages 


18 to 24 


 


San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today approved the lease for a new 75-bed 


Navigation Center at 888 Post Street. Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Aaron Peskin 


sponsored the legislation to create the Navigation Center to serve Transitional Age Youth (ages 


18-24) experiencing homelessness.  


 


888 Post Street will become the City’s first Navigation Center for young people ages 18-24. The 


Navigation Center model provides low-barrier shelter so young people can come inside with 


partners, pets and their possessions, with 24/7 access, and trauma-informed care. The 75 beds at 


888 Post are part of Mayor Breed’s initiative to add 1,000 new shelter beds in San Francisco by 


the end of this year.  


 


“There are far too many young people sleeping on our streets every night, and this proposed 


shelter at 888 Post will help us provide much-needed shelter and services to those who need it,” 


said Mayor Breed. “I want to thank Supervisor Peskin for his leadership on this Navigation 


Center and for working to build such strong community support for this project.” 


 


“From our Governor to our Mayor to the people of San Francisco, we all agree that homelessness 


is the great social challenge of our time,” said Supervisor Peskin. “When we meaningfully 


involve the community in the process of tackling the crisis, we all become invested in the 


outcomes. This Navigation Center and job training site will transform lives, and I’m looking 


forward to continuing to work with our broader Lower Nob Hill community to ensure its 


success.” 


 


The Navigation Center at 888 Post Street will fill a critical gap in the City’s homeless response 


system and help get young people off the street and on the path to housing. Over 1,000 


Transitional Age Youth are experiencing homelessness in San Francisco, and 83% of young 


people experiencing homelessness are unsheltered. The City currently has one 40-bed shelter 


dedicated to serving youth 18 to 24 years old. 


 


“Homelessness among young people has decreased in San Francisco as we have increased our 


investment. Having a place where young people can come indoors with peers, gain safety and 


access our system of care has been a long-held goal for our young people, HSH and our 


partners,” said Jeff Kositsky, Director, Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing. 
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The Board authorized the lease of the building for 20 years, with a base rent of $1.5 million. The 


City has the option of purchasing the building at any time from now until August 2022. The 


City’s Real Estate Division negotiated the terms of the lease with the property owners. 


Additionally, the City plans to sublease the ground floor of the building to Goodwill, which will 


offset some of the cost of the rent. 


 


In addition to providing shelter and wraparound services, the facility at 888 Post will house a job 


training program provided by Goodwill Industries, which Navigation Center guests may choose 


to access on the first floor of the building. 


 


The City hosted multiple community discussion about the project, including two large 


community input forums on January 9th and January 23rd. The input forums included 


representatives from the Mayor’s office, Supervisor Peskin’s office, the Department of 


Homelessness and Supportive Housing, Goodwill, and numerous neighbors and community 


stakeholders.  


 


On Thursday, February 27th, the Planning Commission will vote on the Conditional Use Permit 


for the Navigation Center.  


 


“Housing and employment are inextricably linked. The Goodwill Training and Career Center at 


888 Post Street will offer proven vocational programs and services, including critical digital skill 


building, to transitional age youth in our community,” said SF Goodwill President and CEO 


William Rogers. “As a nonprofit, our mission is to create second chances through training and 


the dignity of work. In partnership with the Mayor’s office, the Department of Homelessness and 


Supportive Housing and Supervisor Peskin’s office, we will work together to break the cycle of 


homelessness and chronic unemployment for some of the city’s most vulnerable populations.” 


 


“Music City is proud to support the TAY Navigation Center at 888 Post Street,” said Peter 


Jacobsen, General Manager, Music City Hit Factory. “Our organization has been inspired by the 


outpouring of support from the neighborhood and our community of musicians. The housing 


crisis is our city’s most critical issue. San Francisco must spare no effort in its commitment to 


finding impactful solutions. The statistics are clear that 18 to 24 year olds are not effectively 


served by general homeless rehabilitation services. The long vacant House of Fans building 


represents a rare opportunity to secure an optimal location and transform it into a beacon of hope 


for our underserved neighbors. We look forward to helping to foster the project and its clients in 


any way we can.” 


 


This January, Mayor Breed announced the next phase in the City’s efforts to address 


homelessness, with a goal to open at least 2,000 additional places for people experiencing 


homelessness over the next two years. These placements will include Permanent Supportive 


Housing, scattered-site supportive housing, master leased housing, behavioral health beds, and 


expanded shelter and drop-in center capacity. Mayor Breed’s initiative recognizes that housing is 


a core part of the Homeless Response System, and that in order to get people off the streets and 


into shelter, the City needs to focus on expanding Permanent Supportive Housing as well as 
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Rapid Rehousing, Housing Ladder and Problem Solving exits from homelessness to improve 


flow across the system and open up spaces in the shelter system. 


 


### 


 







shelter at 888 Post will help us provide much-needed shelter and services to those who need
it,” said Mayor Breed. “I want to thank Supervisor Peskin for his leadership on this Navigation
Center and for working to build such strong community support for this project.”
 
“From our Governor to our Mayor to the people of San Francisco, we all agree that
homelessness is the great social challenge of our time,” said Supervisor Peskin. “When we
meaningfully involve the community in the process of tackling the crisis, we all become
invested in the outcomes. This Navigation Center and job training site will transform lives,
and I’m looking forward to continuing to work with our broader Lower Nob Hill community
to ensure its success.”
 
The Navigation Center at 888 Post Street will fill a critical gap in the City’s homeless response
system and help get young people off the street and on the path to housing. Over 1,000
Transitional Age Youth are experiencing homelessness in San Francisco, and 83% of young
people experiencing homelessness are unsheltered. The City currently has one 40-bed shelter
dedicated to serving youth 18 to 24 years old.
 
“Homelessness among young people has decreased in San Francisco as we have increased our
investment. Having a place where young people can come indoors with peers, gain safety and
access our system of care has been a long-held goal for our young people, HSH and our
partners,” said Jeff Kositsky, Director, Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing.
 
The Board authorized the lease of the building for 20 years, with a base rent of $1.5 million.
The City has the option of purchasing the building at any time from now until August 2022.
The City’s Real Estate Division negotiated the terms of the lease with the property owners.
Additionally, the City plans to sublease the ground floor of the building to Goodwill, which
will offset some of the cost of the rent.
 
In addition to providing shelter and wraparound services, the facility at 888 Post will house a
job training program provided by Goodwill Industries, which Navigation Center guests may
choose to access on the first floor of the building.
 
The City hosted multiple community discussion about the project, including two large
community input forums on January 9th and January 23rd. The input forums included
representatives from the Mayor’s office, Supervisor Peskin’s office, the Department of
Homelessness and Supportive Housing, Goodwill, and numerous neighbors and community
stakeholders.
 
On Thursday, February 27th, the Planning Commission will vote on the Conditional Use
Permit for the Navigation Center.
 
“Housing and employment are inextricably linked. The Goodwill Training and Career Center
at 888 Post Street will offer proven vocational programs and services, including critical digital
skill building, to transitional age youth in our community,” said SF Goodwill President and
CEO William Rogers. “As a nonprofit, our mission is to create second chances through
training and the dignity of work. In partnership with the Mayor’s office, the Department of
Homelessness and Supportive Housing and Supervisor Peskin’s office, we will work together
to break the cycle of homelessness and chronic unemployment for some of the city’s most
vulnerable populations.”
 



“Music City is proud to support the TAY Navigation Center at 888 Post Street,” said Peter
Jacobsen, General Manager, Music City Hit Factory. “Our organization has been inspired by
the outpouring of support from the neighborhood and our community of musicians. The
housing crisis is our city’s most critical issue. San Francisco must spare no effort in its
commitment to finding impactful solutions. The statistics are clear that 18 to 24 year olds are
not effectively served by general homeless rehabilitation services. The long vacant House of
Fans building represents a rare opportunity to secure an optimal location and transform it into
a beacon of hope for our underserved neighbors. We look forward to helping to foster the
project and its clients in any way we can.”
 
This January, Mayor Breed announced the next phase in the City’s efforts to address
homelessness, with a goal to open at least 2,000 additional places for people experiencing
homelessness over the next two years. These placements will include Permanent Supportive
Housing, scattered-site supportive housing, master leased housing, behavioral health beds, and
expanded shelter and drop-in center capacity. Mayor Breed’s initiative recognizes that housing
is a core part of the Homeless Response System, and that in order to get people off the streets
and into shelter, the City needs to focus on expanding Permanent Supportive Housing as well
as Rapid Rehousing, Housing Ladder and Problem Solving exits from homelessness to
improve flow across the system and open up spaces in the shelter system.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Update for City Employees on Emergency Declaration for COVID-19 (novel coronavirus)
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:20:03 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: DHR Alert (HRD) <hrd.noreply@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 11:12 AM
Subject: Update for City Employees on Emergency Declaration for COVID-19 (novel coronavirus)
 
Dear City and County Employees:
 
Mayor London Breed has issued a declaration of a local emergency in San Francisco in response to
the global outbreak and spread of COVID-19 (novel coronavirus). This was a proactive step that will
allow the City to better prepare for the possibility of a local COVID-19 outbreak.
 
San Francisco has zero confirmed cases of COVID-19 (novel coronavirus). 
 
Disaster Service Workers
As you know, all City and County employees are designated by State law as Disaster Service Workers
(DSWs). This means that when the Mayor declares a local emergency, employees may be deployed
to different work sites than usual, or be asked to perform work duties or tasks that are different
from their regular work responsibilities.  No one will be assigned duties they are not qualified or
trained to perform.  If you have questions about the responsibilities of a DSW, please speak with
your department’s human resources team. 
 
Maintaining A Respectful Workplace
A person’s risk for COVID-19 depends on travel history, not on race, ethnicity or culture. 
Residents of the Bay Area remain at low risk of infection from COVID-19, unless they have recently
traveled to Mainland China, or have come in close contact with someone who was ill and recently
traveled in Mainland China.  As a reminder, City employees must abide by the Respect in the
Workplace policy, and treat colleagues and members of the public with courtesy and respect.
Discrimination of any kind is a violation of the City's Equal Employment Opportunity policies and will
not be tolerated.  
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Staying Healthy

We advise City employees to take the following steps to protect themselves and their families
from infection:

1.         Take preventive measures such as frequent hand washing with soap and water for at
least 20 seconds or use an alcohol-based sanitizer.

2.        Cover your coughs and sneezes, avoid touching your face.

3.         Stay home if you are sick.

4.         Get your flu shot to protect against flu or symptoms similar to COVID-19

5.        If you feel sick, please call your primary care physician or the nurse advice line.
Employees have sick leave available should they need to stay home due to illness.

a. Kaiser members: Contact the nurse advice line listed on your insurance card.
b. Blue Shield members: Contact your primary care physician listed on your insurance

card .
c. United Healthcare members: Contact your physician.

 

Stay up to date on this rapidly evolving situation by visiting www.sfdph.org or www.sf72.org. For
more information on Disaster Service Workers visit DHR's website: https://sfdhr.org/disaster-service-
workers 
 
Sincerely,
 
Micki Callahan
Human Resources Director
 
 

Department of Human Resources

               Connecting People with Purpose
 
 

* Please do not reply to this message. Replies to this message are routed to an unmonitored mailbox. 

 
 

http://www.sfdph.org/
http://www.sf72.org/
https://sfdhr.org/disaster-service-workers
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda;
Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES SAN FRANCISCO’S RIGHT TO RETURN

ORDINANCE
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:19:45 AM
Attachments: 02.26.20 Right to Return Signing.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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 11:26 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES SAN FRANCISCO’S RIGHT TO
RETURN ORDINANCE
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, February 26, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES SAN FRANCISCO’S

RIGHT TO RETURN ORDINANCE
Ordinance clarifies and expands the right of current and former HOPE SF residents to return

to a revitalized housing development or occupy a new affordable housing unit
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today celebrated the signing of San
Francisco’s Right to Return Ordinance. She was joined by Supervisor Shamann Walton,
HOPE SF leadership and residents, and community members at HOPE SF’s Potrero Hill
housing development. The ordinance was sponsored by Mayor Breed, Supervisor Walton, and
the other members of the Board of Supervisors. The ordinance went into effect January 19,
2020.
 
“The people who have lived in these neighborhoods for years should get to benefit from the
investments that we’ve made in our HOPE SF housing developments,” said Mayor Breed.
“For too long, public housing residents, including black San Franciscans who have been
historically displaced by redevelopment, have been pushed out of the city. This legislation
ensures that families can return to the neighborhoods that they call home and benefit from the
revitalization of their communities.”

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Wednesday, February 26, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED CELEBRATES SAN FRANCISCO’S 


RIGHT TO RETURN ORDINANCE 
Ordinance clarifies and expands the right of current and former HOPE SF residents to return to 


a revitalized housing development or occupy a new affordable housing unit 
 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today celebrated the signing of San Francisco’s 
Right to Return Ordinance. She was joined by Supervisor Shamann Walton, HOPE SF 
leadership and residents, and community members at HOPE SF’s Potrero Hill housing 
development. The ordinance was sponsored by Mayor Breed, Supervisor Walton, and the other 
members of the Board of Supervisors. The ordinance went into effect January 19, 2020. 
 
“The people who have lived in these neighborhoods for years should get to benefit from the 
investments that we’ve made in our HOPE SF housing developments,” said Mayor Breed. “For 
too long, public housing residents, including black San Franciscans who have been historically 
displaced by redevelopment, have been pushed out of the city. This legislation ensures that 
families can return to the neighborhoods that they call home and benefit from the revitalization 
of their communities.”  
 
“I am excited to push legislation that will offer an opportunity for many San Francisco residents 
to return to the City after being displaced,” said Supervisor Walton. “Many Hope SF residents 
will be given the right to return to their original neighborhoods and communities. I know that 
brining back neighborhood residents will help communities return to the vibrant diverse hubs 
they once were. This Right to Return legislation will help ensure that families can remain rooted 
in the neighborhoods and communities they helped build.” 
 
“Today we memorialize the repair of a broken promise to our residents,” said Theo Miller, 
HOPE SF Director. “After years of hard work, we stand together to not only make clear the legal 
right for our residents to live and thrive in their communities, but also the expanded right for 
their families and neighbors to return and continue to restore the neighborhoods from which they 
were pushed out.” 
 
The Right to Return legislation provides former HOPE SF residents with the right to return to 
their community. The legislation applies to former residents of HOPE SF sites at Hunters View, 
Alice Griffith, Sunnydale, and Potrero Hill and gives them a priority to return to a revitalized 
public housing replacement unit at the site from which they moved, once all current HOPE SF 
residents have had their chance to move in. Additionally, any current or former HOPE SF 
resident has highest priority to move into any newly opened affordable units in HOPE SF. 
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Existing law gives current HOPE SF public housing residents the right to a revitalized public 
housing replacement unit at a HOPE SF site, and this Right to Return legislation ensures HOPE 
SF residents who were temporarily relocated are entitled to the same protections, with the goal of 
reducing displacement and ensuring San Francisco residents can remain in the city. 
 
HOPE SF is a key element of the Mayor’s efforts to make San Francisco a more equitable city, 
by providing revitalized public housing in addition to investments in education, economic 
mobility, health, and safety. 
 
About HOPE SF 
San Francisco’s HOPE SF initiative is the nation’s first large-scale community development 
effort aimed at disrupting intergenerational poverty, reducing social isolation, and creating 
vibrant mixed-income communities without mass displacement. Two of the four sites––Alice 
Griffith and Hunters View––have completed their public housing transformation, with additional 
affordable and market-rate development remaining. Once completed, the re-envisioned Potrero 
Hill and Sunnydale communities will be mixed-income, service-enriched communities, 
affordable to more than 3,000 low-income and middle-class families, and developed according to 
the non-displacement principles of the Mayor’s HOPE SF initiative. 
 


### 
 







 
“I am excited to push legislation that will offer an opportunity for many San Francisco
residents to return to the City after being displaced,” said Supervisor Walton. “Many Hope SF
residents will be given the right to return to their original neighborhoods and communities. I
know that brining back neighborhood residents will help communities return to the vibrant
diverse hubs they once were. This Right to Return legislation will help ensure that families can
remain rooted in the neighborhoods and communities they helped build.”
 
“Today we memorialize the repair of a broken promise to our residents,” said Theo Miller,
HOPE SF Director. “After years of hard work, we stand together to not only make clear the
legal right for our residents to live and thrive in their communities, but also the expanded right
for their families and neighbors to return and continue to restore the neighborhoods from
which they were pushed out.”
 
The Right to Return legislation provides former HOPE SF residents with the right to return to
their community. The legislation applies to former residents of HOPE SF sites at Hunters
View, Alice Griffith, Sunnydale, and Potrero Hill and gives them a priority to return to a
revitalized public housing replacement unit at the site from which they moved, once all current
HOPE SF residents have had their chance to move in. Additionally, any current or former
HOPE SF resident has highest priority to move into any newly opened affordable units in
HOPE SF.
 
Existing law gives current HOPE SF public housing residents the right to a revitalized public
housing replacement unit at a HOPE SF site, and this Right to Return legislation ensures
HOPE SF residents who were temporarily relocated are entitled to the same protections, with
the goal of reducing displacement and ensuring San Francisco residents can remain in the city.
 
HOPE SF is a key element of the Mayor’s efforts to make San Francisco a more equitable city,
by providing revitalized public housing in addition to investments in education, economic
mobility, health, and safety.
 
About HOPE SF
San Francisco’s HOPE SF initiative is the nation’s first large-scale community development
effort aimed at disrupting intergenerational poverty, reducing social isolation, and creating
vibrant mixed-income communities without mass displacement. Two of the four sites––Alice
Griffith and Hunters View––have completed their public housing transformation, with
additional affordable and market-rate development remaining. Once completed, the re-
envisioned Potrero Hill and Sunnydale communities will be mixed-income, service-enriched
communities, affordable to more than 3,000 low-income and middle-class families, and
developed according to the non-displacement principles of the Mayor’s HOPE SF initiative.
 

###



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 421 Walnut
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:19:07 AM
Attachments: 421 Walnut Property.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: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 11:46 AM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: 421 Walnut
 
Please forward this  to the Commissioners
 
David Winslow 
Principal Architect
Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159
 

From: Gregory Rivers <GRivers@steelheadadvisors.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 11:41 AM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Cc: May, Christopher (CPC) <christopher.may@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: 421 Walnut
 
David
 
Here is the statement.
 
Thank you for forwarding it on to the commissioners.
 
Greg
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421 Walnut Property 
Planning Code Section 134 – Request for Variance Hearing 


 
 
 
I am a homeowner of property that is adjacent to the Applicant’s property and one of the 
closest of all the neighboring properties (Lot 69/78).  The following are my comments against 
the proposed variance application: 
 
Granting of the variance for this applicant will alter the living and financial conditions of many 
neighbors including me.  We will have less light, less views, more wind, less privacy and less real 
estate value if this variance is granted.   
 
The applicant states in the application “There is no other feasible location to expand on this 
parcel.”  When the applicant purchased the property 11+ years ago, it would not have been 
reasonable to assume obtaining a variance would be guaranteed.  Therefore, for them to 
suggest that they have a right to expand the parcel exceeds the investment backed expectation 
for this property.  And the extraordinary financial benefit the Applicant would realize will come 
at the expense of the neighborhood. 
 
Planning code section 134 was in place when I purchased my property (adjacent and closest to 
the applicant’s property) in 2001 - I relied on the code to preserve my peace and quiet 
existence and investment backed expectation.  It was not my expectation that the City would 
not enforce its building codes.    
 
As for the efforts the Applicant has put forth in downsizing the original design from 2017 to the 
recently filed floor plan, the contemplated design will still cast more shadows in our back yards 
therefore limiting the “sunny time periods” of that space.  Our HOA spent considerable money 
landscaping and maintaining the back yard for two purposes – enhance the outdoor living 
experience of the homeowners and to maximize property value within the legal limits of the 
planning code.   The proposed design will alter our outdoor living experience and jeopardize the 
value created by this outdoor space. 
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
 
 







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

 
 

From: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 at 9:18 AM
To: Gregory Rivers <GRivers@steelheadadvisors.com>
Subject: RE: 421 Walnut
 
You may email a statement to me and I will forward it to the commissioners.
 
David Winslow 
Principal Architect
Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159
 

From: Gregory Rivers <GRivers@steelheadadvisors.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 8:26 AM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: 421 Walnut
 

 

David
 
Good morning.   Is there a way to submit electronically comments on the subject property’s building
permit application before the hearing tomorrow night?
 
Thank you
 
Greg
 

mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org
mailto:GRivers@steelheadadvisors.com
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Vermont Neighbors Request re: 780 KANSAS Project
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:18:57 AM
Attachments: VT Ltr 780 Kansas.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: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 11:50 AM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Vermont Neighbors Request re: 780 KANSAS Project
 
Please forward this letter to the Commissioners.
 
David Winslow 
Principal Architect
Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (415) 575-9159
 

From: Meg McKnight <mcknight.meg@gene.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 10:31 AM
To: Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC) <linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Cc: 'Andy Rodgers' <ardesign@att.net>; 'Mark Hampton' <markrhampton@gmail.com>; 'Gayle
Pigatto' <gayle.pigatto@gmail.com>
Subject: Vermont Neighbors Request re: 780 KANSAS Project
 

 

Dear Gayle and Mark (780 Kansas Sponsors),
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Re: 780 Kansas Street DR Hearing March 5, 2020             February 21, 2020 
  
Dear San Francisco Planning Commission, 
  
We live on the same block and back up to the 780 Kansas Street Project. We are adjacent neighbors and mid/upper 
block neighbors (all 700 Vermont St. East side) whom will be significantly impacted by the proposed vertical and 
horizontal expansion of 780 Kansas. We all share the mid-block space behind our Kansas/Vermont St. homes and 
are tremendously impacted by the depth, height and uses at the back sides of the much higher homes on Kansas 
(due to topography contrast of the street levels). 
  
Please know that as we offer these comments, we are in no way opposed to the Sponsors upgrading, renovating and 
improving the safety of their current living space. We only ask for modifications to the proposed outside deck 
spaces on the top 2 new floors: (1) the 253 sf deck at the back of the proposed new 4th  level (which only consists 
of a single, large party room/gathering space (approx. 320 sf) with a full length glass wall opening to the large rear 
deck) and (2) the 5th level roof deck 243 sf, built starting at the 40 foot height limit.  
  
These proposed new levels and 2 large decks will significantly tower over and look down into all of our gardens, 
bedrooms, and living spaces in the homes that back up to it on Vermont Street. The unnecessarily large party room 
and roof decks will create noise, light and privacy issues for our families at all times of night/day. The quiet peace 
and enjoyment of our modest homes and environment will be lost.   
  
We respectfully ask that:  


• The 4th level deck be setback 6 feet from the west side of the current proposal. 
This will help create additional space and privacy buffer from the people, noise and social activity coming 
from the glass party room and the deck. 


• The 5th level Roof Deck not be permitted.   
This would tower over ever every home on Vermont, which is already walled in due to the topography that 
sets Kansas at a much higher level. This would set a precedent in the immediate neighborhood, which is at 
the top of Kansas, further perpetuating a “Rush to the Top” for views, with other houses demanding 5th 
floor roof decks.  


  
These components are not consistent with the neighborhood fabric in scale and character, particularly at this 
location, and they will be detrimental to many of us, the adjacent rear area property neighbors and others 
on Kansas Street.  We underscore that our requests for reductions of these decks do not impact any proposed 
living spaces and would have no impact on the Requestors’ ability to expand, update and renovate their 
home.  However, these reductions will be important, positive steps towards reducing noise, impact on our 
peace and privacy, and help maintain the livability of our long-term home environments.    
   
 
Most Sincerely, Vermont Street Block Neighbors:                                                                                            
  
Anna Doyle           Meg McKnight (and Daniel Qualls)  
779 Vermont Street                   753 Vermont Street 
30 years                           14 years 


Officer, Vermont Neighbors Assn. 
 
Margaret Weir    John Oldfield                                           
785 Vermont Street                   739 Vermont Street   
35 years     48 years 
    Officer, Vermont Neighbors Assn. 
                                     







Thank you for taking time last Thursday to review your plans and the site with me to help me
(and the adjacent Vermont Street neighbors) to better determine your proposed project and the
potential impacts. Several of the families and adjacent neighbors whom previously submitted
comments of opposition discussed learnings and remain very concerned about significant
impacts that certain aspects of the project will have. During our meeting, I asked you to
consider modifications to lessen the everyday impact on neighbors behind you (west).  As a
follow-up, we respectfully submit the following specific requests (attached letter) which will
have no impact on your proposed expanded and renovated living spaces, but will help
minimize the detrimental impacts and make a significant difference to the lives of your
adjacent and mid-block neighbors.
 
Dear Linda and David (SF Planning Dept.),
 
We respectfully request that the attached letter be shared with the Planning Commission and
placed in the DR information packet for the March 5, 2020, planning commission meeting.
 
Thank you for your consideration and assistance,
 
Meg McKnight,
on behalf of the Vermont neighbors submitting the attached letter
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Theresa Imperial; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC);

Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1846 Grove (1821 Fulton) - Site Visit
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:16:55 AM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

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

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Troy Kashanipour <tk@tkworkshop.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 12:54 PM
To: Dito, Matthew (CPC) <matthew.dito@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore,
Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: sasha plotitsa <sasha@d-zin.com>; concannonconstruction <concannonconstruction@comcast.net>
Subject: 1846 Grove (1821 Fulton) - Site Visit

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

Dear Planning Commission President Koppel and Vice-President Moore,

Thank you for hearing our CU request for the project at 1846 Grove (1821 Fulton entry) last December. This case
was continued until the March 12th hearing.  This is for the flag lot site near the corner of Masonic and Fulton
accessed through a gate on Fulton.

We have been in on-going discussions with the neighbors and have made changes to the design to address neighbor
concerns. I remain hopeful that we can reach an agreement with many based on our modified project.

If any Commissioner wants to visit the site in person we can arrange a meeting to unlock the gate.  Please let me
know if this will be helpful and we can meet you there at a time that is convenient for you prior to March 12th. 
Planning staff are always welcome as well.

Best Regards,

Troy

--
Troy Kashanipour Architecture. LEED AP
2325 Third Street Suite 401
San Francisco CA, 94107
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phone/fax: 415.431.0869
cell: 415.290.8844
email: tk@tkworkshop.com



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Updegrave, Samantha (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Item 9 - 888 Post Street CU - Navigation Center
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:13:37 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Angulo, Sunny (BOS) <sunny.angulo@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 3:06 PM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC) <aaron.starr@sfgov.org>
Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Theresa Imperial <theresa@bishopsf.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC)
<frank.fung@sfgov.org>
Subject: Item 9 - 888 Post Street CU - Navigation Center
 
Good afternoon –
 
Please include Supervisor Peskin’s Resolution (Board File No. 190738) – [Urging the Department of
Real Estate to Pursue an Option to Lease or Purchase Parcel – 888 Post Street – Navigation Center] in
the Planning Case file 2019-023636CUA for consideration at tomorrow’s Planning Commission
hearing. In the event that our office is not able to offer testimony tomorrow, the Resolution offers
some background on the District Supervisor’s engagement in the site selection process and
commitment to public process and neighborhood engagement.
 
Thank you for your consideration of this item.
(Apologies for sending this to your non-sfgov email, Commissioner Imperial, I couldn’t find a
Commissioner email in the city address book.)
 
Best,
 
Sunny Angulo
Supervisor Aaron Peskin, Chief of Staff
Sunny.Angulo@sfgov.org
415.554.7451 DIRECT
415.554.7450 VOICE
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:samantha.updegrave@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=3997740&GUID=6778F601-DB79-4328-BA95-73D14265257D&Options=ID|Text|&Search=888+post
mailto:Sunny.Angulo@sfgov.org


District 3 Website
Sign up for our newsletter here!
 

https://sfbos.org/supervisor-peskin
https://fe3615707564077d701379.pub.s10.sfmc-content.com/jmzpnsbhaly


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Theresa Imperial
Cc: Campbell, Cathleen (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 552-554 Hill Street - Case No. 2019-000013
Date: Thursday, February 27, 2020 10:13:12 AM
Attachments: 552 & 554 Hill Street - Letters of Support (reduced).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: Robert Roddick <rtroddick@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2020 3:14 PM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: 552-554 Hill Street - Case No. 2019-000013
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
My name is Bob Roddick, and I’m the Applicant for this Conditional Use Authorization
application. I own 552-554 Hill Street, San Francisco and have lived there for most of my
life. My late wife’s family purchased the property from the original builder/owner in 1922 and
the family has lived here ever since.
 
I am a former San Francisco firefighter. I sustained serious spinal injuries in the line of duty
which are degenerative and life-limiting. After this injury ended my career as a firefighter I
became an estate planning attorney, and have practiced in Noe Valley since 1978. For over
twenty years, I served as President of the Noe Valley Merchants and Professional
Association and was on the San Francisco Council of District Merchants. I also helped form
the Noe Valley Association (Noe Valley’s Community Benefit District) and have served as
its chairperson since it began.
 
On the advice of my doctor, I applied for permits to install an elevator and reconfigure my
home to ensure that I would be able to continue living there as my spinal condition
progressed. (A copy of my doctor’s letter is attached as Exhibit A.) From December 2003

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:thrsimperial@gmail.com
mailto:Cathleen.Campbell@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



Meagan Fishell 
Edward Jones 
419024 Ih St  
San Francisco, CA 94114 


President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


August 6, 2018 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing in support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of 


Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. I have worked at 4190 20'  Street in Noe Valley for 9 


years. 


I have had the pleasure of working in partnership with Bob on the board of the Noe Valley 


Merchants and Professionals Association for 7 years as Vice President while Bob oversaw the 


organization as President. He has given tirelessly to our community and ensuring that San 


Francisco's oldest merchants association be run to the highest standards. In many ways, he was 


the eyes and legal voice and kept our ship afloat during choppy waters. Really, I wish we could 


keep Bob forever, but as time changes all things, Bob has decided to move to greener pastures. His first 


and only grandchild was born in September and he has been desperately trying to sell his home here in 


the city to give him the freedom to be closer to his joy in life, his granddaughter, Melissa. 


I was shocked to hear that due a misunderstanding (at most) that this man that has given so much 


to the community would be held back in his pursuits. Life is short and while I respect the laws as we 


have them stated, I feel its incumbent upon me to resist such red tape that keep a grandfather from 


selling his home in the pursuit of being closer to family. 


As I understand it, Bob completed renovations of his home to install an elevator and reconfigure 


the units, in order to accommodate his disability. At that time, the 552 unit was located at the bottom 


level of Bob's house, and had direct access to the street via a gate and path along the side of the house. 


The 554 unit was located on the top two floors of Bob's house, and accessed by the front steps. I have 


visited Bob's home periodically over the years. Most recently, I visited Bob in June 2018. 







The Planning Department is wrong to suggest that Bob undertook unpermitted work on his 


home, and I am dismayed that the City has wrongfully issued this violation. I respectfully 


request that the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal and end this. 


Any further delay in this grant keeps Bob away from what is more important in this world, that which is 


family. 


Kind regards, 


Meag"Fishell 
415-845-0452 







President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 San Francisco, CA 94103 


August 6, 2018 


Re:2 Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of Violation for his 
home at 552-554 Hill Street. I have lived at 4171 23rd  Street for 31 years and known Robert for 16 years. 


Bob has been a n active and generous supporter of all things in Noe Valley. For oh! too many years as President of 
the Noe Valley Merchants Association and for the 14 years as Chair of the Noe Valley Association (NVA), a 
Community Benefit District which he helped form in 2005. He volunteered to write and submit all the paperwork 
necessary to make the NVA a non-profit in the eyes of the Federal and State governments. He is an exceptional and 
fair-minded leader who like King Solomon knows how to walk the middle way when resolving conflicts in our 
community among merchants, property owners and residents. 


I am familiar with Bob's home at 552-554 Hill Street. He has held many board meetings at his home. I visited 552-
554 Hill Street August 2006, after Bob had completed renovations of his home to install an elevator and reconfigure 
the units, in order to accommodate his disability. At that time, the 552 Unit was located at the bottom level of Rob's 
house, and had direct access to the street via a gate and path along the side of the house. The 554 Unit was located 
on the top two floors of Bob's house and accessed by the front steps. I have visited Bob's home periodically over the 
years. Most recently, I visited Bob in April, 2016, when he was recovering from an illness. The unit configuration 
had not been altered since my visit in April, 2016. 


Bob has lived the majority of his life at 552-554 Hill Street. He is the child of undocumented immigrants who came 
to San Francisco to make a better life for themselves. Bob is a pillar of the community and has served San Francisco 
for decades, including as a firefighter and through his volunteer work advocating for local improvements within the 
commercial corridor of Noe Valley. 


In 2017, Bob received Certificates of Honor from the SF Board of Supervisors in special recognition of his long-
time leadership and service for community organizations. His law firm was also the Board of Supervisors' Small 
Business Week Honoree for District 8 in 2017. In 2015 and 2017 he received Certificates of Recognition from the 
California Legislature for his outstanding commitment to promoting and strengthening entrepreneurial relationships 
within the San Francisco community, supporting the growth of unity and innovation, and being a representative of 
San Francisco's small businesses. 


The Planning Department is wrong to suggest that Bob undertook unpermitted work on his home, and I am 
dismayed that the City has wrongfully issued this violation. I respectfully request that the Board of Appeals grant 
Bob's appeal. He is an outstanding citizen of this City and the residents of Noe Valley are very lucky and grateful to 
call him our neighbor and friend. 


Sincerely yours, 


Debra Niemann 
4171 23 d  
SF, CA 94114 



















































































CHERYL WONG-NG 
2975 Lane Drive 


Concord, CA  94518 


August 8, 2018 


President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA  94103 
 
Re:  Appeal No 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 
 
Dear President Fung, 
 
 I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick’s appeal of the Planning Department’s Notice of 
Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street.  I am a retired Federal manager.  My last position was 
with the U.S. Department of Defense. I was born in San Francisco and was a childhood friend of Bob’s 
late wife, Nancy.   We were best friends throughout our school years into college.  I was the maid of 
honor at Bob and Nancy’s wedding and I am Godmother to one of their daughters.  Since Nancy grew 
up in that home on Hill Street, I had countless occasions to visit that home over the years and stayed 
close to the family and extended families over the past 60 years. 
 
 I met Bob as soon as he started dating Nancy and have watched him go through all the  changes 
in his life from his college days thorough different jobs, including being a firefighter and working his 
way through law school to eventually becoming a successful attorney.  I have greatly admired him for 
his hard work, dedication to career and family and his extra efforts to support the public and 
community. He has been an outstanding and active member of various  
SF community organizations and has received many accolades and certificates of achievement. 
 
 I was able to watch the renovations Bob and Nancy made to their home over the years and 
marveled at how beautiful their home had become. They were meticulous in keeping records, making 
sure everything was done properly and according to code.  I know Bob, with his legal background, was 
insistent that everything be handled correctly.  I find it incredible that he could have overlooked one 
important permit in the renovation process.  I am quite certain that the remodeling was completed by 
2006.  There were incidents in my life as well as Nancy’s that help me recall that time period and my 
visits to the home.  I know that they did not do any more renovations after that time.  I respectfully ask 
the Board to consider this and grant Bob’s appeal of this incorrect violation citation.  I can supply more 
information if needed. 
 
Sincerely, 
Cheryl Wong-Ng 







SHIRLEY C. YAWITZ 
Attorney at Law 


2039 Taraval Street 
San Francisco, California 94116 


(415) 566-5122 


August 3, 2018 


FRANK FUNG, PRESIDENT 


BOARD OF APPEALS 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 304 
San Francisco, California 94103 


Re: ROBERT T. RODDICK 
552-554 Hill Street, San Francisco 


Dear President Fong: 


It has been my privilege and pleasure to know and work with Robert Roddick 
since he was one of my students in the corporate law class which I taught in 


the early 1970s. In addition, as a Probate Referee for the State of California, 


County of San Francisco, I have also dealt with him for many years. I have 
never known him to be anything but the most upright, ethical and competent 
person and practitioner of the law. 


It is my understanding that your action regarding the real property at 552-554 
Hill Street, San Francisco, is for violation of Section 317 of the San Francisco 


Planning Code which was enacted in 2008 whereas all of the remodelling on 


Mr. Roddicks home was performed pursuant to permit and prior to 2007. Con-


sequently, I am uncertain how Section 317 would apply to said remodeling. 


Under the circumstances and as a practicing attorney in the City of San Fran-


cisco for the past forty-five years, I would urge you and Board of Appeals to 
grant Mr. Roddicks appeal. 


Very truly yours, 


SHIRLEY C 


/s 







President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


Re: Appeal No. 18-055, 552-554 1-1111 Street 


Dear President Fung: 


My father, Robert T. Roddick, has been an active and outstanding member of 
the community, both in his native neighborhood of Noe Valley and in the City of San 
Francisco. 


In 2006 my father did renovations on the family home, which has been in the 
family for over 100 years and spanning four generations. The family home has 
always been and continues to be a two-unit structure with the addresses of 554 and 
552 Hill Street. These renovations made both necessary improvements to the home 
and redesigned some elements to make living easier for my father, who has an on-
going back injury he sustained while working as an SF firefighter. These 
improvements included installing an elevator for ease of carrying groceries and 
laundry, which would have been too difficult to manage on the stairs. The elevator is 
to avoid the impact from the daily use of the thirty stairs and to facilitate easier 
wheel chair access in the event that my father takes a turn for the worse. 


As a child my grandparents, who owned the house at the time, lived in the 
upper/main unit of 554, and my parents, siblings, and I lived in the lower unit of 
552. The two units had separate entrances from the street then, and they still do 
after the renovations. 


I lived in the home my entire childhood. I also lived in the home in the 
upper/main house of 554 Hill Street from late 2012 to 2015, and the home then and 
still does have two units, 554 and 552 Hill Street, both of which one can enter from 
the street. 


Sincerely, 
Julie Lamb (née Roddick) 
JuUe' Lamb- 
August 6, 2018 







President Fung 


Board of Appeals 


1650 Mission Street, #304 


San Francisco, CA 94103 	 August 6, 2018 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


There are a series of accusations, many made by unknown parties, against my father Robert T. 


Roddick. I am writing to provide evidence in support of his appeal of the Planning Department's 


Notice of Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. Witnessing the emotional distress caused to 


this elderly man in his final years is not taken lightly. I am glad you have a chance to shield residents 


like him from the accusations and bias of a select few, who hide behind walls of anonymity. 


I lived at 552-554 Hill Street my entire childhood. Three of my grandparents lived with us because we 


value our elders. There are, and have always been, two separate units. There has always been an 


entrance to the lower unit through the alleyway. When I was thirteen, my father and I built an aviary 


in the garden. It is not, and never has been, a separate unit. It is only about 3 ft. wide by 8 ft. long so 


I don't know why the government entertains the notion of an unknown accuser that it was habitable, 


or promoted as such. It would frankly be an embarrassment to the City to give credence to 


accusations so fake. 


I continued to live at 552-554 Hill St. until 1997, when I transferred from City College of San Francisco 


to UC San Diego. I also lived there from 2001-2005 after obtaining my Masters in Student Affairs and 


Counseling. I visited the home frequently during all other times to this day. I work for the state 


currently. I witnessed the construction and the frequent successful efforts my father made to satisfy 


the permit requirements at the time to obtain a Certificate of Occupancy in 2006. The current 


ground floor unit the City approved has been in existence since then without change. 


Because my father is a disabled firefighter, his injury and age required him to complete renovations 


of his home to install an elevator and reconfigure the units. My father has lived the majority of his 


life at 552-554 Hill Street. At the time he married my mother, they were not in a financial position to 


go off and buy a brand new house, but rather they stayed with my mother's family to raise their 


children. His own father had worked as a longshoreman until he learned enough English and then got 


a job as a cook. His mother was a retail clerk. 


He has contributed to the greatness of this city. Through his small business practicing law, he has 


helped countless clients, neighbors, and strangers regardless of citizenship, sexual orientation, race, 


religion, or class. His involvement in the neighborhood through various events and beautification of 


the streetscape has brought economic solidarity and greater safety for all. 


In light of all this, and the evidence that the City already licitly and validly approved of the 


configuration, the Planning Department is wrong to insinuate now that my father undertook 


unpermitted work on his home. These alleged violations should be rescinded immediately. 


Accusations are not evidence, and bias is not proof. 


Truthfully, 


Daniel Roddick 







Sweet Home Estate Liquidation 
P.O. Box 2043 - Burlingame, CA 94011 


650-340-1833 or 415-255-5900 - Fax 650.340.1839 


Jordan Goodman - Member, Antique Appraisal Association of America 


August 4, 2018 


President Fong 


Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


I am writing to support Robert Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of 


Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. 


am an estate liouidator, liquidating persona! property, in San Francisco and the San Francisco 


Bay Area. I've known Bob for over 25 years, having liquidated many of his clients' homes in San 
Francisco. I've also worked with Bob when I was an Executor of a close friend's estate. Bob has 


always been extremely professional, while being both personable and knowledgeable. He has 


always been forthright and diligent, making sure that any estate in which he was involved was 


executed in the most proficient and straightforward manner as possible. 


I find it hard to believe that Bob would undertake unpermitted work on his property; I do not 
know the specifics, but there must be a mistake. I believe the City has wrongfully issued this 


violation and I respectfully request that the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal. 


Thank you in advance for your consideration. 







August 7, 2018 


President Fung 


Board of Appeals 


1650 Mission Street, #304 


San Francisco, California 94103 


Dear President Fung, 


It is my privilege to provide you with a testimonial on behalf of Robert Roddick. I have known Bob 


for more than 30 years in a variety of contexts and experiences. I deeply regret the circumstances 


under which I offer it. 


My introduction to Bob and his family was through his leadership and service to the community of St. 


Philip's Parish in Noe Valley. His years of guidance on the St. Philip Parish Council was invaluable to 


the continued relevance of the church in the community. His long-tenured leadership as Chair of the 


School Festival Committee was critical to the solvency of the school. 


Through his many years on the Board of the Noe Valley Merchants and Professionals Association, 


Bob Roddick continues to be an active, visible presence in the Noe Valley community. If I hadn't seen 


Bob in years, I would still manage to know what he was doing for the community and where he 


stood on the issues; he was regularly featured in the reporting of the Noe Valley Voice. Bob is a 


public figure and well-respected in the community and known as person to be trusted. He is always 


available to help. 


When my husband died, I asked Bob to work with me to create a Living Trust for my family. I had a 


thousand questions and concerns. He knew the law, he understood the concerns; he advised me 


with an extraordinary level of professional expertise and knowledge. I felt confident that my trust 


was done with great care and attention to detail. These are the qualities that define Bob Roddick's 


personal life and professional career. 


It is difficult and saddening to imagine that Bob is facing these circumstances when he has always 


exercised expert understanding and good judgment in everything he has accomplished for himself 


and others. I am hopeful the Board of Appeals can see the impropriety of these actions by the 


Planning Department. This action against him is most inappropriate. 


Sincerely yours, 


I.eAkj 


Karen Kelly 


426624 th  Street 


San Francisco, California 


415.824.0635 







Law Offices of A/Jan Schwartz 
275 Baltey S/reel 
Suiie 1300 
San Frarnisco, CA 94111 
TeL (415) 956-0712 
Fax: (415) 956-0727 
aio7@aoL corn 


August 4, 2018 


Re: Appeal No. 18-055 552-554 H'tj 


Dear President Fung.: 
I write in support of Robert Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department Notice of 


Violation concerning his longtime home at 552-554 Hill, Street, San Francisco. I have lived at 5934 
Fulton Street, San Francisco, for over 20 years. I have known Mr. Roddick for many years now. 


I consider Mr. Roddick to be a credit to San Francisco and a very community oriented 
person. Throughout the span I have known him I have witnessed him give without measure to 
such community causes as the support of local small business. 


I believe this appeal is well founded and just and that the treatment Mr. Roddick has 
received is very regrettable. I urge corrective action by the Board of Appeal. Thank you in 
advance, for this action. 


,.çcrY truly 


Ilan 


I ncl. 







President Fong 


Board of Appeals 


1650 Mission Street #304 


SF CA 94103 


8/4/18 


RE: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-54 Hill Street 


Dear President Fong, 


Please accept my letter as evidence of my one hundred percent total support for Robert Roddick's 


appeal in the matter of the Notice of Violation that has come before you. For the record, I have resided 


at my own home located at 767 Chenery Street in the City of San Francisco for over 30 years and I have 


had the pleasure of knowing Bob Roddick for more than 20 of those years. Moreover, during those 20 


years, I visited Bob's 552-54 Hill Street home dozens of times. Regarding the renovations in question, I 


clearly remember the spring/summer of 2006 when, due to Bob's disability, he had installed an elevator 


and reconfigured his home. Specifically speaking, at that time I recall number 552 Hill Street was the 


second unit located on the property's ground level (entered via street level door) and number 554 Hill 


Street was Bob and Nancy's owner's unit located above on the second and third levels of the property 


(entered via 2" level exterior stairs). Over the 12 years since then, I have visited Bob's home many times 


and there have been no changes to the afore-mentioned configuration. 


Lastly, I believe that in matters of integrity, it is important to note that Robert Roddick is a native San 


Franciscan, former SF Fire Fighter, successful San Francisco small business man, who has served his 


community as President of the Noe Valley Merchants, while maintaining memberships in the San 


Francisco Council of District Merchants and the Noe Valley Association. Clearly, the record shows that 


Robert Roddick is a man who can be taken at his word in all matters. 


Again, please accept my letter as one hundred percent support for Robert Roddick's appeal. 


Respectfully Submitted, 


Tim Hawko 







President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street 9304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


August, 5, 2018 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of 


Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. I have lived at 711 Old Canyon Road #124, Fremont. CA. 


94536 for 18 years, and known Robert for 56 years. 


Bob has lived the majority of his life at 5 52-554 Hill Street. He is the child of undocumented 


immigrants who came to San Francisco to make a better life for themselves. Bob is a pillar of the 


community and has served San Francisco for decades, including as a firefighter and through his 


volunteer work advocating for local small businesses. Despite an injury that occurred during his service 


as a city firefighter, he has continued to assist underrepresented families through his 40 years as an 


attorney. Bob has served as President of the Noe Valley Merchants and Professional Association, as a 


member of the San Francisco Council of District Merchants, and as chairperson of the Noe Valley 


Association (Noe Valley's Community Benefit District). 


In 2017, Bob received Certificates of Honor from the SF Board of Supervisors in special 


recognition of his long time leadership and service for community organizations. His law firm 


was also the Board of Supervisors' Small Business Week Honoree for District 8 in 2017. In 2015 


and 2017 he received Certificates of Recognition from the California Legislature for his 


outstanding commitment to promoting and strengthening entrepreneurial relationships within 


the San Francisco community, supporting the growth of unity and innovation, and being a 


representative of San Francisco's small businesses. 


The Planning Department is wrong to suggest that Bob undertook unpermitted work on his 


home, and I am dismayed that the City has wrongfully issued this violation. I respectfully 


request that the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal. 


Yours sincprely, 


4174j /7'P 	' 







President Fung 


Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 


San Francisco, CA 94103 


August 5, 2018 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of 
Violation for the permitted and approved work done on his home. I have known Bob professionally 


since 1996, and he has been a mentor to me for over 20 years. 
With my professional experience in design creating plans, construction as a general contractor, 


and holding an ICC CA State residential building inspector certification, I have known Bob to always and 


only do permitted work on his home and his office building. All of the work was inspected and approved 


by Code, and occupancy was given. 
Bob has always been active in the community and has donated countless hours giving back. 


Well known giving of his time to the Noe Valley Association, he has also helped at local schools, 


churches, and other nonprofits. He has helped many Firefighters and Police Officers and their families 


with Estate Planning and underreprented families. Further, Bob received Certificates of Honor from the 


SF Board of Supervisors in 2017 in recognition of his long time leadership and service to the community. 


I believe the Planning Department is wrong regarding the Notice of Violation. As the City 


Official, you are responsible for the actions taken by your staff in the past. Whatever mistakes the 
Planning Department believes that it or employees have made - since that seems to be what you are 
claiming - would have to be dismissed, and the permitted work "grandfathered in" under the 


circumstances. I respectfully request that the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal. 
Sincerely, 
Jeffrey M. Rigler 


Owner, Rigler Enterprises, Rigler Construction Co., S.F., CA. 







President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


8-3-18 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of 


Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. I have lived at [address] for [x] years, and known Robert 


for [x] years. 


Bob has lived the majority of his life at 552-554 Hill Street. He is the child of undocumented 


immigrants who came to San Francisco to make a better life for themselves. Bob is a pillar of the 


community and has served San Francisco for decades, including as a firefighter and through his 


volunteer work advocating for local small businesses. Despite an injury that occurred during his service 


as a city firefighter, he has continued to assist underrepresented families through his 40 years as an 


attorney. Bob has served as President of the Noe Valley Merchants and Professional Association, as a 


member of the San Francisco Council of District Merchants, and as chairperson of the Noe Valley 


Association (Noe Valley's Community Benefit District). 


In 2017, Bob received Certificates of Honor from the SF Board of Supervisors in special 


recognition of his long time leadership and service for community organizations. His law firm 


was also the Board of Supervisors' Small Business Week Honoree for District 8 in 2017. In 2015 


and 2017 he received Certificates of Recognition from the California Legislature for his 


outstanding commitment to promoting and strengthening entrepreneurial relationships within 


the San Francisco community, supporting the growth of unity and innovation, and being a 


representative of San Francisco's small businesses. 


The Planning Department is wrong to suggest that Bob undertook unpermitted work on his 


home, and I am dismayed that the City has wrongfully issued this violation. I respectfully 


request that the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal. 


Yours sincerely 


Bill Hoover 







NOE'S NEST BED & BREAKFAST 
1257 Guerrero Street 


San Francisco, CA 94110 
(415) 821-0723 NoesNest@ao1.com  


August 7, 2018 


President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's 


Notice of Violation for his home at 552 -554 Hill Street. I am a business owner and resident of 


Noe Valley. I've known Bob for over 40 years and am very familiar with his home, which is 


definitely a two unit building. There has always been a smaller unit located at the bottom of 


Bob's house and then a larger unit on the top two floors. Over the many years I've known Bob, 


I've visited him and his family at his home, which has always been structured as these two units 


as I've described. Additionally, in the past ten years (from 2008 through to 2018), I've been 


inside his home several times and have never witnessed any construction, nor has there been any 


change to the two unit configuration I described. 


I'm also a member of the Noe Valley Merchants and Professional Association in which 


Bob has served as the President for 2 terms, totaling over 20 years. As President, he sponsored 


many breakfast meetings at my place of business. Professionally and personally, Bob has 


dedicated himself to serving the Noe Valley community and advocating for local small 


businesses. Throughout the years, I've witnessed him and his law practice receive countless 


Certificates of Honor in recognition of his leadership and service from the San Francisco Board 


of Supervisors and various members of the California Legislature. 


I find the Planning Department's allegations against Bob to be not only ridiculous, but 


also an incredible waste of the valuable tax-payer resources in this city. I therefore request that 


the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal. 


Respec ily, 


~heilaAsh 
Proprietor of Noe's Nest Bed & Breakfast 







RAN NY VIQUEZ 


Notary Public Commission 2161753 


481 Church Street 


San Francisco, CA 94114 


atomicamediagmail.com  


415-504-5306 


President Fung 


Board of Appeals 


1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


August 4, 2018 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing to support Robert Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of 


Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. I have lived at 481 Church Street on and off throughout 


my life, and known him for more than ten years, before and after! worked at his law firm for 


several years. He is an outstanding citizen and a father figure to many like me. 


I am familiar with Mr Roddick's home at 552-554 Hill Street. F visited 552-554 Hill Street since 


the earlies 2000'S, after his family completed renovations of his home to install an elevator and 


reconfigure the units, in order to accommodate his disability. At that time, the 552 unit was located 


at the bottom level, and had direct access to the street via a gate and path along the side of the 


house. The 554  unit was located on the top two floors and accessed by the front steps. I have 


visited this house periodically over the years. Most recently, I visited Mr Roddick's home in 2016. 


The unit configuration had not been altered since my visit in 2006. 







Mr Roddick has lived the majority of his life at 552-554 Hill Street. He is the child of 


undocumented immigrants, who came to San Francisco to make a better life for themselves. He is a 


pillar of the community and has served San Francisco for decades, including as a firefighter and 


through his volunteer work advocating for local small businesses. Despite an injury that occurred 


during his service as a city firefighter, he has continued to assist underrepresented families through 


his 40 years as an attorney. 


He was the President of the Noe Valley Merchants and Professional Association, when I was 


the Secretary and Web Designer of the community non-profit. Together, we improved the Noe 


Valley Commercial Corridor, created a data base of all businesses, promoted and organized family 


oriented events and united the community. 


He also acted as a member of the San Francisco Council of District Merchants and as 


chairperson of the Noe Valley Association (Noe Valley's Community Benefit District). 


In 2017, Bob received Certificates of Honor from the SF Board of Supervisors in special 


recognition of his long time leadership and service for community organizations. His law firm 


was also the Board of Supervisors' Small Business Week Honoree for District 8 in 2017. In 2015 


and 2017, he received Certificates of Recognition from the California Legislature for his 


outstanding commitment to promoting and strengthening entrepreneurial relationships within 


the San Francisco community, supporting the growth of unity and innovation, and being a 


representative of San Francisco's small businesses. 


The Planning Department is wrong to suggest that Mr Roddick undertook unpermitted work 


on his home, and I am dismayed that the City has wrongfully issued this violation. I respectfully 


request that the Board of Appeals grant Mr Roddick's appeal. 


Yours sincerely, 


I V~k 







President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
August 8, 2018 
 
Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 
 
Dear President Fung, 
 
 I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of 


Violation for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. I have lived at 3756 20th Street for 4 years, and known 


Robert for 6 years. 


 Bob is generous with his time and talents to support the community. As a small business leader, 


he has helped preserve the ability for individuals to pursue their dreams of owning a business and 


compete on a level playing field. He is not the type of person to look for loopholes or circumvent 


building regulations for his own benefit. Whatever the mix-up may be, the planning department is 


mistaken in issuing the violation and it should be reversed.  


 Bob has lived the majority of his life at 552-554 Hill Street. He is the child of undocumented 


immigrants who came to San Francisco to make a better life for themselves. Bob is a pillar of the 


community and has served San Francisco for decades, including as a firefighter and through his 


volunteer work advocating for local small businesses. Despite an injury that occurred during his service 


as a city firefighter, he has continued to assist underrepresented families through his 40 years as an 


attorney. Bob has served as President of the Noe Valley Merchants and Professional Association, as a 


member of the San Francisco Council of District Merchants, and as chairperson of the Noe Valley 


Association (Noe Valley's Community Benefit District). 


 In 2017, Bob received Certificates of Honor from the SF Board of Supervisors in special 


recognition of his long time leadership and service for community organizations. His law firm 


was also the Board of Supervisors' Small Business Week Honoree for District 8 in 2017. In 2015 


and 2017 he received Certificates of Recognition from the California Legislature for his 


outstanding commitment to promoting and strengthening entrepreneurial relationships within 


the San Francisco community, supporting the growth of unity and innovation, and being a 


representative of San Francisco's small businesses. 







 The Planning Department is wrong to suggest that Bob undertook unpermitted work on his 


home, and I am dismayed that the City has wrongfully issued this violation. I respectfully 


request that the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal. 


 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 


 


 


 


 


Nipul Patel 


3756 20th Street 


San Francisco, CA 94110 







August 8, 2018 


President Fung 
Vice President Swig 
Commissioner Honda 
Commissioner Lazarus 
Commissioner Wilson 
Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


RE: Robert T. Roddick 
552-554 Hill Street 


Dear Members of the Board of Appeals, 


I write this letter of support for Robert T. Roddick, not only to attest to his strength of character and his 
many years of volunteered dedication to is community, but also because as a San Francisco legal 
professional, I'm embarrassed to hear of SF's Planning Department's lack of thoroughness about what 
appears to be a small misconception about his home that's now being blown out of proportion. 


I've known Mr. Roddick for over 8 years and have been in his 2 unit home numerous times over the 
years. At no time, did I ever see construction being done. I realize my letter is not the only one you're 
receiving that speaks to Mr. Roddick' s history of growing up in the city of San Francisco, working as an 
honored SF firefighter and then becoming an accomplished and respected attorney in Noe Valley. One 
cannot say enough as to the positive attributes he brings, personally and professionally, to this fine city 
by the Bay. So it causes me, and all who know him, great pause when we now witness the SF Planning 
Department making claims against him that are based on such faulty thinking and misunderstandings. 


Additionally, I know I am not alone when considering the negative environmental impacts and senseless 
waste of materials that would result in the forcing of Mr. Roddick to deconstruct his beautiful family 
home back to a previous design that fails to provide him with the necessary means due to his disability 
for his personal use and enjoyment. I believe the Board of Appeals must grant Mr. Roddick's appeal 
because to do anything else would reveal a lack of forethought about the erroneous precedent being set 
for all long-time disabled home owners in San Francisco. 


Michel 1e'thechi1dfirst.org 
(415) 350-5334 







President Fung 
Board of Appeals 
1 650 Mission Street, #304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


August 7, 2018 


Re: Appeal No. 18-085, 552-554 Hill Street 


Dear President Fung, 


I am writing to support Robert (Bob) Roddick's appeal of the Planning Department's Notice of Violation 


for his home at 552-554 Hill Street. I have lived at 165 Seal Rock Drive in San Francisco for 20 years, and 


known Robert for 8 years. 


Bob has lived the majority of his life at 552-554 Hill Street. He is the child of undocumented immigrants 


who came to San Francisco to make a better life for themselves. Bob is a pillar of the community and has 


served San Francisco for decades, including as a firefighter and through his volunteer work advocating for local 


small businesses. Despite an injury that occurred during his service as a city firefighter, he has continued to 


assist underrepresented families through his 40 years as an attorney. Bob has served as President of the Noe 


Valley Merchants and Professional Association, as a member of the San Francisco Council of District 


Merchants, and as chairperson of the Noe Valley Association (Noe Valley's Community Benefit District). 


In 2017, Bob received Certificates of Honor from the SF Board of Supervisors in special 


recognition of his long time leadership and service for community organizations. His law firm 


was also the Board of Supervisors' Small Business Week Honoree for District 8 in 2017. In 2015 


and 2017 he received Certificates of Recognition from the California Legislature for his 


outstanding commitment to promoting and strengthening entrepreneurial relationships within 


the San Francisco community, supporting the growth of unity and innovation, and being a 


representative of San Francisco's small businesses. 


The Planning Department is wrong to suggest that Bob undertook unpermitted work on his home, and I 


am dismayed that the City has wrongfully issued this violation. I respectfully 


request that the Board of Appeals grant Bob's appeal. 


Yours si cerely, 


Sylvia Vientulis 
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through February 2006, my contractors renovated my home to install an elevator (the
“Project.”).
 
As part of the Project, the lower unit (552 Hill Street) was changed from two floors to one
floor. The upper unit (554 Hill Street) was changed from one floor to two floors. My
understanding is that the units were reconfigured in this way because the Code does not
allow an elevator to connect two separate units. At the time, § 317 of the Planning Code did
not exist, and no Conditional Use Authorization would have been required to reconfigure
the units in this way. My contractors were in charge of the permitting for the Project and
applied for all the permits related to the Project.
 
DBI issued a Certificate of Final Completion and Occupancy (the “CFC”) for the work on
March 29, 2006. (Attached as Exhibit B.) When the CFC was issued, there were two
kitchens at the property: one on the first floor serving 552 Hill Street; and one on the
second floor serving 554 Hill Street. All the interior renovations at my home, including the
unit reconfiguration, were inspected and signed off before the CFC was issued.
 
The City has said it cannot find a permit for the unit reconfiguration. However, electrical and
plumbing permits were issued and completed for the work to add a kitchen at the first floor.
(Attached as Exhibit C.) In October 2018, the District Electrical Inspector and Senior
Electrical Inspector Paul Ortiz inspected the lower unit and confirmed that the electrical
elements – including the kitchen wiring – were all installed prior to issuance of the CFC. I
believed that my contractors had obtained all the necessary permits and submitted correct
plans to the City.
 
Since the elevator was installed, I have continued to live at the upper unit of the property. I
rented the lower unit to tenants, and it is currently tenant-occupied. I have never evicted
tenants from this unit.
 
On March 28, 2018, I received a Notice of Enforcement (the “NOE”). In the NOE, the
Planning Department alleged that I had merged two units at the Subject Property and
added a “third smaller unit in the rear yard.” The alleged “unit” in the rear yard is a small,
2.5’ deep greenhouse, which is indicative of the absurdity of this enforcement case. 
 
There have always been two units at the property, and the reconfiguration of the units
occurred as part of the Project, prior to the CFC being issued. At every stage of the Project
I acted in good faith and in the belief that my contractors had obtained all necessary
permits and that the Project plans were correct. Although I disagree with the enforcement
action, I brought this application in a spirit of collaboration to try and resolve the issues
associated with the documentation of the Project.
 
Please see attached the letters of support from members of the community that were
previously filed with the Board of Appeals regarding this matter.
 
I respectfully request that the Planning Commission approve this Conditional Use
Authorization application, in order to document the full scope of work that occurred in 2003–
2006.
 
Very truly yours,



Bob Roddick
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan
Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF TRANSITIONAL HOUSING

FOR PREGNANT PEOPLE AND MOTHERS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS
Date: Monday, February 24, 2020 2:30:37 PM
Attachments: 02.24.20 Jelani House.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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2020 1:26 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF TRANSITIONAL
HOUSING FOR PREGNANT PEOPLE AND MOTHERS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, February 24, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF

TRANSITIONAL HOUSING FOR PREGNANT PEOPLE AND
MOTHERS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS

Jelani House in the Bayview will provide shelter for 17 people who are pregnant or recently
gave birth and are experiencing homelessness, and help clients find permanent housing

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the opening of Jelani
House, a unique transitional housing program for pregnant people and new mothers
experiencing homelessness. Mayor Breed was joined by Supervisor Shamann Walton, the
Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing, and the Homeless Prenatal Program for
a press conference and tour of the new facility. Jelani House is part of Mayor Breed’s
initiative to open 1,000 new shelter beds by the end of this year.
 
“Jelani House is more than a facility and more than beds. It will be a place of rejuvenation and
hope for our most vulnerable residents,” said Mayor Breed. “At Jelani House, guests can
transition into parenthood, bond with their new babies, heal, and move forward into housing
and a better life for themselves and their families.”
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Monday, February 24, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF 


TRANSITIONAL HOUSING FOR PREGNANT PEOPLE AND 
MOTHERS EXPERIENCING HOMELESSNESS 


Jelani House in the Bayview will provide shelter for 17 people who are pregnant or recently 
gave birth and are experiencing homelessness, and help clients find permanent housing 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the opening of Jelani House, a 
unique transitional housing program for pregnant people and new mothers experiencing 
homelessness. Mayor Breed was joined by Supervisor Shamann Walton, the Department of 
Homelessness and Supportive Housing, and the Homeless Prenatal Program for a press 
conference and tour of the new facility. Jelani House is part of Mayor Breed’s initiative to open 
1,000 new shelter beds by the end of this year. 
 
“Jelani House is more than a facility and more than beds. It will be a place of rejuvenation and 
hope for our most vulnerable residents,” said Mayor Breed. “At Jelani House, guests can 
transition into parenthood, bond with their new babies, heal, and move forward into housing and 
a better life for themselves and their families.” 
 
Jelani House is located in the Bayview, with 17 private rooms, a living room, community spaces, 
kitchen and dining area, and a deck and backyard. The City is leasing the building and the 
Homeless Prenatal Program (HPP) will operate it, providing clients with 24-hour support, 
including case management, health advocacy, prenatal education and parenting classes, therapy, 
and nutrition and cooking classes. Delivering Innovation in Supportive Housing (DISH) will 
provide technical assistance for HPP and Jelani House. 
 
The average intended length of stay for residents at Jelani is approximately six months. During 
that time, HPP will provide one-on-one assistance to clients to help them find permanent housing 
as soon as they are ready to leave Jelani House. 
 
HPP specializes in providing services to young families and homeless women with the belief that 
pregnancy is often a window of opportunity for families to work toward health and stability. 
Noting the varied challenges homeless, pregnant people often face, HPP uses an evidenced-
based, trauma-informed approach to family care. HPP operates a Housing Assistance Program, 
which serves over 300 families per year with housing case management; limited, short-term 
financial assistance; and workshops that help families obtain and retain safe housing. 
 
“This is a big win for expecting mothers and the community,” said Supervisor Walton. “Jelani 
House has always been a safe haven for new mothers and mothers with young children. Having 
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the Homeless Prenatal Program working with families at Jelani House is nothing short of 
incredible.” 
 
“People who are pregnant and experiencing homelessness are a very high priority,” said Jeff 
Kositsky, Director of the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing. “We are so 
grateful to everyone who made this incredibly important project come to life and that it will now 
become part of the many steps the City is taking to support people experiencing homelessness.” 
 
“HPP has always believed in the benefits of a two-generational, upstream approach that invests 
in families,” Martha Ryan, Founder and Executive Director, Homeless Prenatal Program. “I look 
forward to working together to make Jelani House a model for the nation that promotes healthy 
birth outcomes and ends family poverty and homelessness for good.”  
 
This January, Mayor Breed announced the next phase in the City’s efforts to address 
homelessness, with a goal to open at least 2,000 additional places for people experiencing 
homelessness over the next two years.  
 


### 







Jelani House is located in the Bayview, with 17 private rooms, a living room, community
spaces, kitchen and dining area, and a deck and backyard. The City is leasing the building and
the Homeless Prenatal Program (HPP) will operate it, providing clients with 24-hour support,
including case management, health advocacy, prenatal education and parenting classes,
therapy, and nutrition and cooking classes. Delivering Innovation in Supportive Housing
(DISH) will provide technical assistance for HPP and Jelani House.
 
The average intended length of stay for residents at Jelani is approximately six months. During
that time, HPP will provide one-on-one assistance to clients to help them find permanent
housing as soon as they are ready to leave Jelani House.
 
HPP specializes in providing services to young families and homeless women with the belief
that pregnancy is often a window of opportunity for families to work toward health and
stability. Noting the varied challenges homeless, pregnant people often face, HPP uses an
evidenced-based, trauma-informed approach to family care. HPP operates a Housing
Assistance Program, which serves over 300 families per year with housing case management;
limited, short-term financial assistance; and workshops that help families obtain and retain
safe housing.
 
“This is a big win for expecting mothers and the community,” said Supervisor Walton. “Jelani
House has always been a safe haven for new mothers and mothers with young children.
Having the Homeless Prenatal Program working with families at Jelani House is nothing short
of incredible.”
 
“People who are pregnant and experiencing homelessness are a very high priority,” said Jeff
Kositsky, Director of the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing. “We are so
grateful to everyone who made this incredibly important project come to life and that it will
now become part of the many steps the City is taking to support people experiencing
homelessness.”
 
“HPP has always believed in the benefits of a two-generational, upstream approach that
invests in families,” Martha Ryan, Founder and Executive Director, Homeless Prenatal
Program. “I look forward to working together to make Jelani House a model for the nation that
promotes healthy birth outcomes and ends family poverty and homelessness for good.”
 
This January, Mayor Breed announced the next phase in the City’s efforts to address
homelessness, with a goal to open at least 2,000 additional places for people experiencing
homelessness over the next two years.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Theresa Imperial
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 018-012576CUA - Grateful Dog
Date: Monday, February 24, 2020 12:51:33 PM
Attachments: scan.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: Michelle Wohl <michellewohl@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, February 24, 2020 12:45 PM
To: Melgar, Myrna (CPC) <myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@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>; Weissglass, David
(CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 018-012576CUA - Grateful Dog
 

 

Attached please find a letter from the owner of 3114 Laguna Street. Since the meeting was delayed,
I'm hoping there's still time to add this to the packet. If you look at the map, you can now see that
every single residential neighbor that surrounds the Grateful Dog's yard opposes their outdoor
permit.

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:thrsimperial@gmail.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Theresa Imperial; Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC);

Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - SENIOR MANAGERS; STACY, KATE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN

(CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT)
Subject: CPC Calendars for February 27, 2020
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 1:56:28 PM
Attachments: 20200227_cal.docx

20200227_cal.pdf
CPC Hearing Results 2020.docx
Advance Calendar - 20200227.xlsx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for February 27, 2020.
 
Enjoy the weekend,
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
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Notice of Hearing

&

Agenda





Commission Chambers, Room 400

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689



Thursday, February 27, 2020

1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Joel Koppel, President

Kathrin Moore, Vice President

Sue Diamond, Frank Fung, Theresa Imperial,

Milicent Johnson, 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:	Joel Koppel		Vice-President:	Kathrin Moore

		Commissioners:                	Sue Diamond, Frank Fung, Theresa Imperial,

			Milicent Johnson, 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.	2020-000052PCA	(V. FLORES: (415) 575-9173)

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL – Administrative and Planning Code Amendments to authorize the Planning Commission to standardize policies and conditions that avoid or lessen common environmental impacts of development projects, and create a program to apply those policies and conditions to development projects, as applicable, as standard environmental conditions of approval, in order to protect public health, safety, welfare and the environment while expediting environmental review for housing and other development projects; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and making findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare findings under Planning Code, Section 302.

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve

(Proposed for Continuance to March 19, 2020)



2a.	2018-011430CUA	(C. MAY: (415) 575-9087)

1776 GREEN STREET – north side of Green Street between Octavia and Gough Streets, Lot 006 in Assessor’s Block 0544 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1 and 303 to permit a two-story vertical addition and a change of use from an automobile repair garage to a residential building containing five new residential units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Conditional Use Authorization request is to exceed the principally permitted dwelling unit density limit for the respective zoning district. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 9, 2020)

Note: On November 7, 2019, after hearing and closing public comment; Continued to December 5, 2019 by a vote of +6 -0. On December 5, 2019, without hearing, continued to January 9, 2020 by a vote of +7 -0. On January 9, 2020, without hearing, continued to February 27, 2020 by a vote of +6 -0 (Richards absent).

(Proposed for Continuance to May 7, 2020)



2b.	2018-011430VAR	(C. MAY: (415) 575-9087)

1776 GREEN STREET – north side of Green Street between Octavia and Gough Streets, Lot 006 in Assessor’s Block 0544 (District 2) – Request for Variances from the front setback and rear yard requirements of Planning Code Sections 132 and 134, respectively, to permit a two-story vertical addition and a change of use from an automobile repair garage to a residential building containing five new residential units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 9, 2020)

(Proposed for Continuance to May 7, 2020)



3a.	2018-002825DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

[bookmark: _Hlk33004648]780 KANSAS STREET – west side of Kansas Street between 19th and 20th Streets; Lot 013A in Assessor’s Block 4074 (District 10) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 2018.0221.1876 for construction of a vertical and horizontal addition to create a fourth-floor sunroom with a roof deck above; enlarge the existing three floors; create roof decks at the second and fourth floors; add a garage at the ground floor; and remodel and reconfigure the interior of the existing two units within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The existing building is located within the required rear yard and the proposed addition would result in additional encroachment. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 23, 2020)

(Proposed for Indefinite Continuance)



3b.	2018-002825VAR	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

780 KANSAS STREET – west side of Kansas Street between 19th and 20th Streets, Lot 013A of Assessor’s Block 4074 (District 2) – Request for Variance from the Zoning Administrator to construct a vertical and horizontal addition on an existing two-dwelling unit building and to add a garage at the ground floor. The subject lot is irregularly shaped and is approximately 600 square feet smaller than the required minimum lot area of 2,500 square feet. The subject lot measures 25-feet wide and has an average lot depth of approximately 78 feet. The existing building is non-conforming in that it extends into the required rear yard and exceeds the permitted 12-foot projection and the proposed addition would result in additional encroachment (to 29 feet 7 inches to the rear property line). Planning Code Section 134 requires the subject property to maintain a rear yard of 36 feet 8 inches. Therefore, a rear yard variance is required. The subject property is located within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 23, 2020)

(Proposed for Indefinite Continuance)



4.	2018-014949DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

4428 23RD STREET – between Grandview and Hoffman Avenue; 011 in Assessor’s Block 2801 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.1212.8116 for the construction of a rear horizontal addition and 4th-story vertical addition, resulting in a height increase of 2’-6”, to an existing three-story single-family dwelling within a RH-2 (Residential-House-Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

WITHDRAWN





B.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



5.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for February 13, 2020



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.


C.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS



7.	Director’s Announcements



8.	Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic Preservation Commission

	

D.	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.



E. 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.	2019-023636CUA	(S. UPDEGRAVE: (415) 558-6612)

[bookmark: _Hlk32589545]888 POST STREET – northeast corner of Post and Hyde Streets, between Hyde and Leavenworth Streets, Lot 009 of Assessor’s Block 0300 (District 3) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 209.3 and 303 within a RC-4 (Residential Commercial, High Density) Zoning District and 130-E Height and Bulk District to change 8,880 square feet of ground-floor Retail Sales to an Institutional Use operated by Goodwill of San Francisco, San Mateo, and Marin ("Goodwill") on the ground floor for a donation center and job-training facility. The Project would also convert 21,300 square feet of Office and Auto Storage on the second and third levels to a Navigation Center for homeless transitional age youth operated by the San Francisco Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing ("HSH”), and includes construction of a new 500 square foot mezzanine-level entry and minor modifications to the building openings and façades. 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



10.	2017-003559ENV	(J. POLING: (415) 575-9072)

3700 CALIFORNIA STREET – area generally bounded by California Street to the south, Sacramento Street to the north, the west side of Cherry Street to the west, and the east side of Maple Street to the east; Lots 001, 052 & 053 of Assessor’s Block 1015, Lots 001-009 of Assessor’s Block 1016, and Lots 027 & 028 of Assessor’s Block 1017 (District 2) – Request for Certification of Final Environmental Impact Report. The project would include the change of use from an institutional use for the existing building at 401 Cherry Street; the demolition of five institutional use buildings (formerly DBA California Pacific Medical Center) and the construction of 31 new buildings ranging from four to eight stories and containing 264 new dwelling units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) and RM-2 (Residential – Mixed, Moderate Density) Zoning Districts and 40-X and 80-E Height and Bulk Districts.

Please note: The public hearing on the Draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for the Draft EIR ended on September 24, 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



11.	2017-003559CUA	(C. MAY: (415) 575-9087)

3700 CALIFORNIA STREET – area generally bounded by California Street to the south, Sacramento Street to the north, the west side of Cherry Street to the west, and the east side of Maple Street to the east; Lots 001, 052 & 053 of Assessor’s Block 1015, Lots 001-009 of Assessor’s Block 1016, and Lots 027 & 028 of Assessor’s Block 1017 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 253 to permit a building or structure exceeding 40 feet in height in a RH District and to permit a building or structure exceeding 50 feet in height in a RM District, for Planned Unit Development pursuant to Planning Code Section 304, with modifications to the rear yard, dwelling unit exposure, street frontage, moderation of building fronts and building height requirements of Planning Code Sections 134, 140, 144, 144.1, 260 and 261, to permit the change of use from an institutional use to a residential use for the existing building at 3698 California Street, the demolition of five institutional use buildings (formerly d.b.a. California Pacific Medical Center) and the construction of 31 new buildings ranging from three to seven stories and containing 264 new dwelling units and nine existing dwelling units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) and RM-2 (Residential – Mixed, Moderate Density) Zoning Districts and 40-X and 80-E Height and Bulk Districts. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



12.	2017-002964CUA	(S. UPDEGRAVE: (415) 558-6612)

1714 GRANT AVENUE – east side of Grant Avenue between Lombard and Greenwich Streets, Lot 024 of Assessor’s Block 0078 (District 3) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant Planning Code Section 249.49 and 303 to allow the addition of a one-car garage within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three-Family) Zoning District, Telegraph Hill – North Beach Residential Special Use District, and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  The Project would also align the front façade of the existing single-family residence with the adjacent buildings. The project would add 173 square feet to each of the existing three floors and a 724-square-foot garage level with parking for one car, space for bicycles, and a utility room, and excavate the rear yard and replace retaining wall in rear yard. The addition maintains the existing 40-foot structure height and adds a stair penthouse for access to a roof deck. 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.	2019-014842CUA	(M. DITO: (415) 575-9164)

1905 UNION STREET – south side of Union Street at corner of Laguna Street, Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 0542 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317, to legalize a Residential Conversion. The subject property is a three-story building with two residential flats and a commercial use on the ground floor. The project proposes to legalize the conversion of the second-floor dwelling unit to up to six commercial units. The property is located within the Union Street Neighborhood Commercial (NCD) 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



F. [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.



14a.	2017-012887DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

265 OAK STREET – between Gough and Octavia; Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 0838 (District 5) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application Nos. 2019.0618.3775 and 2019.0618.3782, proposing to demolish a one-story garage structure and construct a 4-story two- family home at the rear of a through-lot. The project also includes tenant improvements and reconfiguration of the existing ground floor unit to an existing 5-unit apartment building within the Hayes-NCT (Hayes-Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. Planning Code Section 134 requires a 30’ deep rear yard. The proposed building would encroach entirely into the rear yard; therefore, a variance is required to enable this construction. 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 

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 16, 2020)



14b.	2017-012887VAR	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

265 OAK STREET – south side of Oak Street between Gough and Octavia Streets; Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 0838 (District 5) – Request for Variance from Planning Code Sections 134, 135, and 140 to demolish a one-story garage structure and construct a 4-story two-family home at the rear of a through-lot within the Hayes-NCT (Hayes-Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The project also includes tenant improvements to the existing 5-unit apartment building and reconfiguration of the existing ground floor unit. The proposed building will be entirely within the rear yard, will not provide sufficient useable open space, and will eliminate Code-complying exposure from at least one dwelling unit. Therefore, a variance from the rear yard, residential open space, and dwelling unit exposure requirements is required.



[bookmark: _GoBack]15.	2017-010670DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

421 WALNUT STREET – between California and Sacramento; 002 in Assessor’s Block 1020 (District 2) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2017.0802.3659 for the construction of a one-story front and south side horizontal additions, as well as a second-floor vertical addition, to the existing one-story single-family dwelling within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve



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.



Proposition F

Under Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 1.127, no person or entity with a financial interest in a land use matter pending before the Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, Building Inspection Commission, Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure, Historic Preservation Commission, Planning Commission, Port Commission, or the Treasure Island Development Authority Board of Directors, may make a campaign contribution to a member of the Board of Supervisors, the Mayor, the City Attorney, or a candidate for any of those offices, from the date the land use matter commenced until 12 months after the board or commission has made a final decision or any appeal to another City agency from that decision has been resolved.  For more information about this restriction, visit sfethics.org.
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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 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.  



mailto:sotf@sfgov.org

http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine

http://www.sfgov.org/ethics

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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ROLL CALL:   
  President: Joel Koppel 


 Vice-President: Kathrin Moore 
  Commissioners:                 Sue Diamond, Frank Fung, Theresa Imperial, 
   Milicent Johnson, 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. 2020-000052PCA (V. FLORES: (415) 575-9173) 


STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL – Administrative and Planning 
Code Amendments to authorize the Planning Commission to standardize policies and 
conditions that avoid or lessen common environmental impacts of development projects, 
and create a program to apply those policies and conditions to development projects, as 
applicable, as standard environmental conditions of approval, in order to protect public 
health, safety, welfare and the environment while expediting environmental review for 
housing and other development projects; affirming the Planning Department’s 
determination under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and making findings 
of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code 
Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare findings under 
Planning Code, Section 302. 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve 
(Proposed for Continuance to March 19, 2020) 
 


2a. 2018-011430CUA (C. MAY: (415) 575-9087) 
1776 GREEN STREET – north side of Green Street between Octavia and Gough Streets, Lot 
006 in Assessor’s Block 0544 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization 
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1 and 303 to permit a two-story vertical addition 
and a change of use from an automobile repair garage to a residential building containing 
five new residential units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District 
and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Conditional Use Authorization request is to exceed 
the principally permitted dwelling unit density limit for the respective zoning district. This 
action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from Regular hearing on January 9, 2020) 
Note: On November 7, 2019, after hearing and closing public comment; Continued to 
December 5, 2019 by a vote of +6 -0. On December 5, 2019, without hearing, continued to 
January 9, 2020 by a vote of +7 -0. On January 9, 2020, without hearing, continued to 
February 27, 2020 by a vote of +6 -0 (Richards absent). 
(Proposed for Continuance to May 7, 2020) 
 


2b. 2018-011430VAR (C. MAY: (415) 575-9087) 
1776 GREEN STREET – north side of Green Street between Octavia and Gough Streets, Lot 
006 in Assessor’s Block 0544 (District 2) – Request for Variances from the front setback and 
rear yard requirements of Planning Code Sections 132 and 134, respectively, to permit a 



http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04
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two-story vertical addition and a change of use from an automobile repair garage to a 
residential building containing five new residential units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, 
Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 
(Continued from Regular hearing on January 9, 2020) 
(Proposed for Continuance to May 7, 2020) 
 


3a. 2018-002825DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 
780 KANSAS STREET – west side of Kansas Street between 19th and 20th Streets; Lot 013A in 
Assessor’s Block 4074 (District 10) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 
Application No. 2018.0221.1876 for construction of a vertical and horizontal addition to 
create a fourth-floor sunroom with a roof deck above; enlarge the existing three floors; 
create roof decks at the second and fourth floors; add a garage at the ground floor; and 
remodel and reconfigure the interior of the existing two units within a RM-1 (Residential-
Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The existing 
building is located within the required rear yard and the proposed addition would result in 
additional encroachment. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for 
the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications 
(Continued from Regular hearing on January 23, 2020) 
(Proposed for Indefinite Continuance) 
 


3b. 2018-002825VAR (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 
780 KANSAS STREET – west side of Kansas Street between 19th and 20th Streets, Lot 013A of 
Assessor’s Block 4074 (District 2) – Request for Variance from the Zoning Administrator to 
construct a vertical and horizontal addition on an existing two-dwelling unit building and 
to add a garage at the ground floor. The subject lot is irregularly shaped and is 
approximately 600 square feet smaller than the required minimum lot area of 2,500 square 
feet. The subject lot measures 25-feet wide and has an average lot depth of approximately 
78 feet. The existing building is non-conforming in that it extends into the required rear 
yard and exceeds the permitted 12-foot projection and the proposed addition would result 
in additional encroachment (to 29 feet 7 inches to the rear property line). Planning Code 
Section 134 requires the subject property to maintain a rear yard of 36 feet 8 inches. 
Therefore, a rear yard variance is required. The subject property is located within a RM-1 
(Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 
(Continued from Regular hearing on January 23, 2020) 
(Proposed for Indefinite Continuance) 


 
4. 2018-014949DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 


4428 23RD STREET – between Grandview and Hoffman Avenue; 011 in Assessor’s Block 
2801 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.1212.8116 for 
the construction of a rear horizontal addition and 4th-story vertical addition, resulting in a 
height increase of 2’-6”, to an existing three-story single-family dwelling within a RH-2 
(Residential-House-Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This 
action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 
WITHDRAWN 
 
 



http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04
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B. COMMISSION MATTERS  
 


5. Consideration of Adoption: 
• Draft Minutes for February 13, 2020 


 
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. 


 
C. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 


 
7. Director’s Announcements 
 
8. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic 


Preservation Commission 
  


D. 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. 


 
E. 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. 2019-023636CUA (S. UPDEGRAVE: (415) 558-6612) 


888 POST STREET – northeast corner of Post and Hyde Streets, between Hyde and 
Leavenworth Streets, Lot 009 of Assessor’s Block 0300 (District 3) – Request for a 
Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 209.3 and 303 within a 
RC-4 (Residential Commercial, High Density) Zoning District and 130-E Height and Bulk 
District to change 8,880 square feet of ground-floor Retail Sales to an Institutional Use 
operated by Goodwill of San Francisco, San Mateo, and Marin ("Goodwill") on the ground 
floor for a donation center and job-training facility. The Project would also convert 21,300 
square feet of Office and Auto Storage on the second and third levels to a Navigation 
Center for homeless transitional age youth operated by the San Francisco Department of 
Homelessness and Supportive Housing ("HSH”), and includes construction of a new 500 
square foot mezzanine-level entry and minor modifications to the building openings and 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/20200213_cal_min.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2019-023636CUA.pdf
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façades. 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 


 
10. 2017-003559ENV (J. POLING: (415) 575-9072) 


3700 CALIFORNIA STREET – area generally bounded by California Street to the south, 
Sacramento Street to the north, the west side of Cherry Street to the west, and the east 
side of Maple Street to the east; Lots 001, 052 & 053 of Assessor’s Block 1015, Lots 001-009 
of Assessor’s Block 1016, and Lots 027 & 028 of Assessor’s Block 1017 (District 2) – Request 
for Certification of Final Environmental Impact Report. The project would include the 
change of use from an institutional use for the existing building at 401 Cherry Street; the 
demolition of five institutional use buildings (formerly DBA California Pacific Medical 
Center) and the construction of 31 new buildings ranging from four to eight stories and 
containing 264 new dwelling units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) and RM-
2 (Residential – Mixed, Moderate Density) Zoning Districts and 40-X and 80-E Height and 
Bulk Districts. 
Please note: The public hearing on the Draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for 
the Draft EIR ended on September 24, 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 
 


11. 2017-003559CUA (C. MAY: (415) 575-9087) 
3700 CALIFORNIA STREET – area generally bounded by California Street to the south, 
Sacramento Street to the north, the west side of Cherry Street to the west, and the east 
side of Maple Street to the east; Lots 001, 052 & 053 of Assessor’s Block 1015, Lots 001-009 
of Assessor’s Block 1016, and Lots 027 & 028 of Assessor’s Block 1017 (District 2) – Request 
for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 253 to 
permit a building or structure exceeding 40 feet in height in a RH District and to permit a 
building or structure exceeding 50 feet in height in a RM District, for Planned Unit 
Development pursuant to Planning Code Section 304, with modifications to the rear yard, 
dwelling unit exposure, street frontage, moderation of building fronts and building height 
requirements of Planning Code Sections 134, 140, 144, 144.1, 260 and 261, to permit the 
change of use from an institutional use to a residential use for the existing building at 3698 
California Street, the demolition of five institutional use buildings (formerly d.b.a. 
California Pacific Medical Center) and the construction of 31 new buildings ranging from 
three to seven stories and containing 264 new dwelling units and nine existing dwelling 
units within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) and RM-2 (Residential – Mixed, 
Moderate Density) Zoning Districts and 40-X and 80-E Height and Bulk Districts. This action 
constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San 
Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


 
12. 2017-002964CUA (S. UPDEGRAVE: (415) 558-6612) 


1714 GRANT AVENUE – east side of Grant Avenue between Lombard and Greenwich 
Streets, Lot 024 of Assessor’s Block 0078 (District 3) – Request for Conditional Use 
Authorization, pursuant Planning Code Section 249.49 and 303 to allow the addition of a 
one-car garage within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three-Family) Zoning District, Telegraph 
Hill – North Beach Residential Special Use District, and 40-X Height and Bulk District.  The 



http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-003559CUAENV.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-003559CUAENV.pdf

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-002964CUA.pdf
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Project would also align the front façade of the existing single-family residence with the 
adjacent buildings. The project would add 173 square feet to each of the existing three 
floors and a 724-square-foot garage level with parking for one car, space for bicycles, and a 
utility room, and excavate the rear yard and replace retaining wall in rear yard. The 
addition maintains the existing 40-foot structure height and adds a stair penthouse for 
access to a roof deck. 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. 2019-014842CUA (M. DITO: (415) 575-9164) 


1905 UNION STREET – south side of Union Street at corner of Laguna Street, Lot 001 in 
Assessor’s Block 0542 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to 
Planning Code Sections 303 and 317, to legalize a Residential Conversion. The subject 
property is a three-story building with two residential flats and a commercial use on the 
ground floor. The project proposes to legalize the conversion of the second-floor dwelling 
unit to up to six commercial units. The property is located within the Union Street 
Neighborhood Commercial (NCD) 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 
 
F. 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. 


 
14a. 2017-012887DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 


265 OAK STREET – between Gough and Octavia; Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 0838 (District 
5) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application Nos. 2019.0618.3775 
and 2019.0618.3782, proposing to demolish a one-story garage structure and construct a 
4-story two- family home at the rear of a through-lot. The project also includes tenant 
improvements and reconfiguration of the existing ground floor unit to an existing 5-unit 
apartment building within the Hayes-NCT (Hayes-Neighborhood Commercial Transit) 
Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. Planning Code Section 134 requires a 30’ 
deep rear yard. The proposed building would encroach entirely into the rear yard; 
therefore, a variance is required to enable this construction. 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  
(Continued from Regular hearing on January 16, 2020) 
 


14b. 2017-012887VAR (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 
265 OAK STREET – south side of Oak Street between Gough and Octavia Streets; Lot 024 in 
Assessor’s Block 0838 (District 5) – Request for Variance from Planning Code Sections 134, 
135, and 140 to demolish a one-story garage structure and construct a 4-story two-family 
home at the rear of a through-lot within the Hayes-NCT (Hayes-Neighborhood Commercial 



http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2019-014842CUA.pdf

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-012887DRP.pdf

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-012887DRP.pdf
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Transit) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The project also includes tenant 
improvements to the existing 5-unit apartment building and reconfiguration of the 
existing ground floor unit. The proposed building will be entirely within the rear yard, will 
not provide sufficient useable open space, and will eliminate Code-complying exposure 
from at least one dwelling unit. Therefore, a variance from the rear yard, residential open 
space, and dwelling unit exposure requirements is required. 


 
15. 2017-010670DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 


421 WALNUT STREET – between California and Sacramento; 002 in Assessor’s Block 1020 
(District 2) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2017.0802.3659 for the 
construction of a one-story front and south side horizontal additions, as well as a second-
floor vertical addition, to the existing one-story single-family dwelling within a RM-1 
(Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This 
action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 


 
ADJOURNMENT  



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-010670DRP.pdf

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04
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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. 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. 



http://www.sfplanning.org/





San Francisco Planning Commission  Thursday, February 27, 2020 


 


Notice of Hearing & Agenda        Page 10 of 11 
 


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. 
 



mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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For more information regarding the Board of Appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.  For more 
information regarding the Board of Supervisors process, please contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184 or 
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org.  
 
An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a 100% Affordable Housing Bonus Program application may be made to the Board of 
Supervisors within 30 calendar days after the date of action by the Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions of Sections 
328(g)(5) and 308.1(b). Appeals must be submitted in person at the Board’s office at 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244. 
For further information about appeals to the Board of Supervisors, including current fees, contact the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors at (415) 554-5184.  
 
An appeal of the approval (or denial) of a building permit application issued (or denied) pursuant to a 100% Affordable Housing 
Bonus Program application by the Planning Commission or the Board of Supervisors may be made to the Board of Appeals within 
15 calendar days after the building permit is issued (or denied) by the Director of the Department of Building Inspection. Appeals 
must be submitted in person at the Board's office at 1650 Mission Street, 3rd Floor, Room 304. For further information about 
appeals to the Board of Appeals, including current fees, contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.  
 
Challenges 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, (1) the adoption or amendment of a general plan, (2) the 
adoption or amendment of a zoning ordinance, (3) the adoption or amendment of any regulation attached to a specific plan, (4) 
the adoption, amendment or modification of a development agreement, or (5) the approval of a variance, conditional-use 
authorization, or any permit, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing 
described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Planning Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing. 
 
CEQA Appeal Rights under Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code 
If the Commission’s action on a project constitutes the Approval Action for that project (as defined in S.F. Administrative Code 
Chapter 31, as amended, Board of Supervisors Ordinance Number 161-13), then the CEQA determination prepared in support of 
that Approval Action is thereafter subject to appeal within the time frame specified in S.F. Administrative Code Section 
31.16.  This appeal is separate from and in addition to an appeal of an action on a project.  Typically, an appeal must be filed 
within 30 calendar days of the Approval Action for a project that has received an exemption or negative declaration pursuant to 
CEQA.  For information on filing an appeal under Chapter 31, contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at City Hall, 1 Dr. 
Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102, or call (415) 554-5184.  If the Department’s Environmental Review 
Officer has deemed a project to be exempt from further environmental review, an exemption determination has been prepared 
and can be obtained on-line at http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3447. Under CEQA, in a later court challenge, a 
litigant may be limited to raising only those issues previously raised at a hearing on the project or in written correspondence 
delivered to the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Planning Department or other City board, commission or 
department at, or prior to, such hearing, or as part of the appeal hearing process on the CEQA decision. 
 
Protest of Fee or Exaction 
You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 imposed as a condition of approval in 
accordance with Government Code Section 66020.  The protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 
66020(a) and must be filed within 90 days of the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development 
referencing the challenged fee or exaction.  For purposes of Government Code Section 66020, the date of imposition of the fee 
shall be the date of the earliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject development.    
 
The Planning Commission’s approval or conditional approval of the development subject to the challenged fee or exaction as 
expressed in its Motion, Resolution, or Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator’s Variance Decision Letter will 
serve as Notice that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun. 
 
Proposition F 
Under Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 1.127, no person or entity with a financial interest in a land use 
matter pending before the Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, Building Inspection Commission, Commission on Community 
Investment and Infrastructure, Historic Preservation Commission, Planning Commission, Port Commission, or the Treasure Island 
Development Authority Board of Directors, may make a campaign contribution to a member of the Board of Supervisors, the 
Mayor, the City Attorney, or a candidate for any of those offices, from the date the land use matter commenced until 12 months 
after the board or commission has made a final decision or any appeal to another City agency from that decision has been 
resolved.  For more information about this restriction, visit sfethics.org. 
 


 



mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
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To:             Staff

From:       Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:            Hearing Results

          

[bookmark: _GoBack]NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20670

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 0688

                  

DRA = Discretionary Review Action; M = Motion; R = Resolution



February 20, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-001088CUA

		4211 26th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to April 2, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-000503DRP-03

		2452 Green Street

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-020682CUA

		2087 Union Street

		Wilborn

		Withdrawn

		



		M-20659

		2019-004211CUA

		3829 24th Street

		Fahey

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 6, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20660

		2020-000083PCA

		Ocean Avenue Lot Mergers, Neighborhood Notice and Zoning Controls

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications as amended to include flexible retail and having considered notification.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20661

		2020-000084PCAMAP

		Bayview Industrial Triangle Zoning Update

		Tong

		Approved recommending consideration for the Bayview Plaza site.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20662

		2020-000585PCAMAP

		Bayview Industrial Triangle Zoning Cannabis Restricted Use District

		Tong

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20663

		2007.0168CUA-02

		Hunters View Hope SF Development Project

		Snyder

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20664

		2007.0168SHD-03

		Hunters View Hope SF Development Project

		Snyder

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20665

		2012.1384ENX

		One Vassar

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions with corrections submitted by Staff

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20666

		2012.1384OFA

		One Vassar

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions with corrections submitted by Staff

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20667

		2012.1384CUA

		One Vassar

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions with corrections submitted by Staff

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2012.1384VAR

		One Vassar

		Jardines

		ZA closed public comment and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2009.3461CWP

		Area Plan Implementation Update and Inter-Department Plan Implementation Committee (IPIC) Report

		Snyder

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20668

		2017-005154CUA

		1300 Columbus Avenue

		Fahey

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20669

		2019-014039CUA

		1735 Polk Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions to include a prohibition of on-site consumption (C license).

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		DRA-685

		2018-010655DRP-03

		2169 26th Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications to include:

1. Match the lightwell by 75%; and

2. No roof deck on front unoccupied portion.

		+5 -1 (Koppel against; Richards absent)



		DRA-686

		2019-000650DRP-02

		617 Sanchez Street

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved as proposed

		+4 -2 (Imperial, Moore against; Richards absent)



		DRA-687

		2018-007763DRP-05

		66 Mountain Spring Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications to include:

1. Eliminate west property line windows at the upper two floors;

2. Notch the building on the northwest side at the upper two floors; and

3. Reduce the roof deck (ten feet from side walls and an additional five feet from the front).

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







February 13, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-004211CUA

		3829 24th Street

		Fahey

		Continued to February 20, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2015-004109CUA-02

		333 12th Street

		Jardines

		Continued to March 5, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-006860IKA

		65 Ocean Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to April 2, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-012576CUA

		1769 Lombard Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to March 5, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-010281DRP-02

		236 El Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Continued to March 12, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20650

		2019-020852CUA

		1100 Taraval Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 30, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20651

		2019-023608CRV

		FY 2020-2022 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20652

		2018-001443PCAMAP

		M-1 And M-2 Rezoning

		Sánchez

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after March 12, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20653

		2015-000940GPA

		Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after March 12, 2020

		+5 -1 (Imperial against; Richards absent)



		R-20654

		2015-000940PCA

		Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after March 12, 2020

		+5 -1 (Imperial against; Richards absent)



		R-20655

		2015-000940PCA

		Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after March 12, 2020

		+5 -1 (Imperial against; Richards absent)



		R-20656

		2015-000940MAP

		Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after March 12, 2020

		+5 -1 (Imperial against; Richards absent)



		M-20657

		2018-011249CUA

		1567 California Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20658

		2019-015067CUA

		968 Valencia Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-014251DRP-02

		2001 Chestnut Street

		Dito

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 12, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-684

		2018-007012DRP

		134 Hearst Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications:

1. Work with staff on creating the rear most portion of the ADU habitable; and

2. Provide a three-foot setback on the east side.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)







February 6, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-001455CUA

		1750 Wawona Street

		Campbell

		Continued to March 5, 2020

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-002124CUA

		54 04th Street

		Alexander

		Continued to March 12, 2020

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-011717CUA

		1369 Sanchez Street

		Cisneros

		Continued to March 19, 2020

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-006446CUA

		428 27th Street

		Pantoja

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2018-011031DRP-03

		219-223 Missouri Street

		Winslow

		Continued to March 19, 2020

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20647

		2019-016911CUA

		855 Brannan Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 23, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20648

		2014-001272DVA-02

		Pier 70 Mixed Use Development

		Christensen

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20649

		2018-013139CUA

		271 Granada Avenue

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-014039CUA

		1735 Polk Street

		Hicks

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to February 20, 2020 with direction from the Commission.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-682

		2019-014893DRP-02

		152 Geary Street

		Christensen

		Took DR and Approved with Conditions, including an update presentation one-year from date of operation.

		+5 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-014211DRP

		667 Mississippi Street

		Christensen

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 19, 2020 with direction from the Commission.

		+4 -1 (Koppel against; Richards absent)



		DRA-683

		2018-011022DRP

		2651 Octavia Street

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR and Approved

		+4 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)







January 30, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-010655DRP-03

		2169 26th Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to February 20, 2020

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2014.0243DRP-02

		3927-3931 19th Street

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2015-004109CUA-02

		333 12th Street

		Jardines

		Continued to February 13, 2020

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20629

		2019-013168CUA

		153 Kearny Street

		Updegrave

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20630

		2019-017349CUA

		2266 Union Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20631

		2019-017082CUA

		1610 Post Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20632

		2019-006316CUA

		645 Irving Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 16, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted as Amended

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		R-20633

		2019-020940PCA

		Residential Occupancy – Intermediate Length Occupancy

		Sanchez

		Approved with Modifications as amended to include excluding Non-profits, 501(c)3, and C4 organizations to the Planning Code Amendment for clarity.

		+4 -0 (Diamond recused; Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20634

		2019-017311CND

		901-911 Union Street

		Fahey

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		R-20635

		2017-011878ENV

		Potrero Power Station

		Schuett

		Certified

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20636

		2017-011878ENV

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		Adopted Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		R-20637

		2017-011878GPA

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		R-20638

		2017-011878PCA

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		Approved as Amended

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		R-20639

		2017-011878MAP

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		Approved as Amended

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20640

		2017-011878DVA

		Potrero Power Station

		Francis

		Approved as Amended

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20641

		2013.0689CUA

		2 Henry Adams Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20642

		2013.1593B

		2 Henry Adams Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2012.1384

		One Vassar Avenue

		Jardines

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20643

		2018-011904CUA

		1420 Taraval Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include an overall height reduction of two and a half feet (six inches from each residential level and one-foot from the commercial).

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20644

		2018-015058CUA

		2555 Diamond Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions as amended for Staff and Sponsor to work with BUF regarding preserving the street tree.

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20645

		2019-016568CUA

		2255 Judah Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions as amended and corrected.

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		M-20646

		2019-001694CUA

		1500 Mission Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions as amended with conditions volunteered by the Sponsor.

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		DRA-680

		2018-014127DRP

		2643 31st Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications:

1. Reduce the mass at the rear; and

2. Review of the parapet at the front

with guidance from Staff.

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)



		DRA-681

		2019-013041DRP

		41 Kronquist Court

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications:

1. Relocate side stair to the rear; and 

2. Provide a privacy planter outside the railing.

		+4 -0 (Melgar, Johnson, Richards absent)







January 23, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-004109CUA-02

		333 12th Street

		Jardines

		Continued to January 30, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-017311CND

		901 Union Street

		Fahey

		Continued to January 30, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-002825DRP

		780 Kansas Street

		Winslow

		Continued to February 27, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-002825VAR

		780 Kansas Street

		Winslow

		Acting ZA Continued to February 27, 2020

		



		

		2019-000650DRP-02

		617 Sanchez Street

		Winslow

		Continued to February 20, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20624

		2019-016849CND

		1630 Clay Street

		Fahey

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Diamond, Moore recused; Richards absent)



		M-20625

		2019-006042CUA

		1560 Wallace Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 9, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted as amended

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20626

		2019-017957PCA

		Geary-Masonic Special Use District [BF 191002]

		Flores

		Approved as proposed, encouraging the Supervisor to pursue additional legislation to earmark the fees within the District or immediate vicinity.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-011214CUA

		9 Apollo Street

		Kwiatkowska

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 2, 2020, with direction from the CPC.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20627

		2019-015062CUA

		500 Laguna Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions as amended to require a new hearing for on-site consumption.

		+5 -1 (Fung against; Richards absent)



		M-20628

		2019-016523CUA

		313 Ivy Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-679

		2019-005361DRM

		49 Kearny Street

		Hicks

		No DR, Approved as proposed

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-003900DRP

		1526 Masonic Avenue

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to March 5, 2020, with direction from the CPC.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-023608CRV

		FY 2020-2022 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 16, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-002124CUA

		54 04th Street

		Alexander

		Continued to February 6, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-001455CUA

		1750 Wawona Street

		Campbell

		Continued to February 6, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-012576CUA

		1769 Lombard Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to February 13, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2016-006860IKA

		65 Ocean Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to February 13, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-012887DRP

		265 Oak Street

		Winslow

		Continued to February 27, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2017-005154CUA

		1300 Columbus Avenue

		Fahey

		Continued to February 20, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Election of Officers

		Ionin

		Koppel – President

Moore - Vice

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20621

		2009.0159DNX-02

		1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”)

		Perry

		After being pulled off Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20622

		2009.0159CUA-02

		1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”)

		Perry

		After being pulled off Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2019-022891VAR

		1540 Market Street (aka “One Oak”)

		Perry

		After being pulled off Consent; ZA Closed public comment and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2019-020940PCA

		Residential Occupancy – Intermediate Length Occupancy

		Sanchez

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to January 30, 2020

		+5 -0 (Diamond recused; Richards absent)



		M-20623

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Conditions of Approval

		Bintliff

		Initiated and scheduled a hearing on or after February 27, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-003614OTH

		Office of Cannabis

		Christensen

		None - Informational

		



		

		1996.0016CWP

		Commerce and Industry Inventory 2018

		Qi

		None - Informational

		



		

		2019-001694CUA

		1500 Mission Street

		Weissglass

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to January 30, 2020

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		DRA-677

		2018-010941DRP

		2028-2030 Leavenworth Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff modifications

		+5 -0 (Johnson, Richards absent)



		

		2018-010941VAR

		2028-2030 Leavenworth Street

		Winslow

		ZA Closed public comment and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		DRA-678

		2019-005400DRP-02

		166 Parker Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff modifications and to continue working with Staff on roof deck designs to mitigate privacy impacts.

		+4 -0 (Diamond recused; Johnson, Richards absent)







January 9, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.0689CUA

		2 Henry Adams

		Giacomucci

		Continued to January 30, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2013.1593B

		2 Henry Adams

		Giacomucci

		Continued to January 30, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-011430CUA

		1776 Green Street

		May

		Continued to February 27, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-011430VAR

		1776 Green Street

		May

		Acting ZA Continued to February 27, 2020

		



		M-20609

		2019-014257CUA

		401 Potrero Avenue

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 12, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 19, 2019 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 19, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20610

		2019-012131CUA

		1099 Dolores Street

		Campbell

		After being pulled off Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20611

		2019-022569PCAMAP

		Establishing Geary Blvd Neighborhood Commercial District [Board File No. 191260]

		Merlone

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Diamond recused; Richards absent)



		R-20612

		2019-022569PCAMAP

		Establishing Remaining Eleven Named Neighborhood Commercial Districts [Board File No. 191260]

		Merlone

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		

		SB 330: Housing Crisis Act of 2019

		Bintliff

		None - Informational

		



		

		2019-023145CWP

		Sustainable City Framework

		Fisher

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-004827ENV

		SFPUC Alameda Creek Recapture Project

		Kern

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20613

		2016-013312GPA

		542-550 Howard Street (“Transbay Parcel F”) Mixed-Use Project

		Foster

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		R-20614

		2016-013312PCAMAP

		542-550 Howard Street (“Transbay Parcel F”) Mixed-Use Project

		Foster

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20615

		2016-013312SHD

		542-550 Howard Street (“Transbay Parcel F”) Mixed-Use Project

		Foster

		Adopted Findings

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		M-20616

		2016-013312DNX

		542-550 Howard Street (“Transbay Parcel F”) Mixed-Use Project

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20617

		2016-013312OFA

		542-550 Howard Street (“Transbay Parcel F”) Mixed-Use Project

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20618

		2016-013312CUA

		542-550 Howard Street (“Transbay Parcel F”) Mixed-Use Project

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20619

		2019-020070CUA

		2100 Market Street

		Horn

		Approved with standard Conditions and findings read into the record.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20620

		2017-002545ENV

		2417 Green Street

		Poling

		Upheld PMND

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Richards absent)



		

		2017-002545DRP-03

		2417 Green Street

		May

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 16, 2020 with direction:

1. Redesign with sensitivity to the adjacent historic resource;

2. Limit excavation to the extent that the additional parking and ADU may be eliminated; and 

3. Adhere to the Cow Hollow Design Guidelines.

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-003023DRP-02

		2727 Vallejo Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-676

		2017-014666DRP

		743 Vermont Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+5 -0 (Melgar, Richards absent)
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Advance



				To:		Planning Commission

				From:		Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

				Re:		Advance Calendar

						All items and dates are tentative and subject to change.



				February 27, 2020 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-002825DRP		780 KANSAS ST				fr: 1/23		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR		to: 3/5

		2020-000052PCA 		Standard Environmental Conditions of Approval 				to: 3/19		Flores

						Adoption

		2018-011430CUAVAR		1776 Green St				fr: 11/7; 12/5; 1/9		May

						TBD		to: 5/7

		2018-014949DRP		4428 23rd STREET				Withdrawn		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				Housing Affordability Strategies 						Pappas

						Informational

		2017-003559ENV		3700 California St						Poling

						Certification

		2017-003559PRJ		3700 California St						May

						Project Approvals

		2017-002964CUA		1714 Grant Avenue						Updegrave

						CUA to allow the addition of a garage; addition to existing single-family residence 

		2019-014842CUA 		1905 Union Street 						Dito

						residential conversion to commercial

		2019-023636CUA		888 Post Street						Updegrave

						Institutional Use (Goodwill) and Navigation Center

		2017-012887DRPVAR		265 OAK ST				fr: 12/5; 1/16		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-010670DRPVAR		421 WALNUT Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 5, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-017837PRJ		1812-1816 Green Street				to: 3/12		Wilborn

						CUA Residential Merger

		2019-015579CUA 		99 Missouri Street 				CONSENT		Jardines

						Use size CUA for Blu Dot Design and Manufacturing

		2019-022530CUA		2 West Portal				CONSENT		Hicks

						CUA change of use to health service use

		2019-022105CND		18 Turk Murphy Lane				CONSENT		Fahey

						condominium conversion 

				Hazardous Materials						Sheyner

						Informational

		2015-004109CUA-02 		333 12th Street 				fr: 1/23; 1/30; 2/13		Jardines

						change of use from a previously approved residential project to student housing

		2019-001455CUAVAR		1750 Wawona Street				fr: 1/16; 2/6		Campbell

						CUA Tantamount to Demolition During Construction

		2019-000013CUA		552-554 Hill Street						Campbell

						Legalization of Dwelling Unit Merger & Relocation

		2018-012576CUA		1769 Lombard St				fr: 1/16; 2/13		Weissglass

						1-year update on the CUA approved last year for the Kennel Use

		2018-002825DRPVAR		780 KANSAS ST				fr: 1/23; 2/27		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-003900DRP		1526 MASONIC AVE				fr: 1/23		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-013012DRP-02		621 11TH AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-007931DRP-02		2630 DIVISADERO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 12, 2020 - Joint w/DPH

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				Health Care Services Master Plan						Nickolopoulos

						Adoption

		2016-016100ENV		SFPUC’s Southern Skyline Boulevard Ridge Trail Extension Project						Johnston

						DEIR

				March 12, 2020 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Diamond - OUT				Continuance(s)		Planner

				Market Octavia Plan Amendment						Langlois

						Adoption

		2018-002124CUA 		54 4th St 				fr: 12/19; 1/16; 2/6		Alexander

						conversion of residential hotel rooms to tourist hotel 

		2018-011441CUAVAR 		1846 Grove Street				fr: 11/7; 12/12		Dito

						new construction of five dwelling units 

		2019-017837PRJ		1812-1816 Green Street				fr: 3/5		Wilborn

						CUA Residential Merger

		2018-006299CUA		378 8th Ave						Ajello

						Demo SFD / New construction 2-units

		2019-014251DRP-02		2001 CHESTNUT ST				fr: 2/13		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-010281DRP		236 EL CAMINO DEL MAR				fr: 2/13		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-013511DRP		350 LIBERTY ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-015039DRP		350-352 SAN JOSE AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-009964DRP		526 LOMBARD 						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 19, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-020999CUA		150 Waverly Place 				CONSENT		Lindsay

						existing restaurant use (d.b.a The Spicy Shrimp) to operate as a restaurant

		2020-000052PCA 		Standard Environmental Conditions of Approval 				fr: 2/27		Flores

						Adoption

				100% Affordable Housing and Educator Housing Streamlining Program						Merlone

						Planning Code Amendment

				Balboa Reservoir General Plan Amendment						Hong

						Initiation 

		2018-004047CWP-02 		Housing Inventory Report						Ambati

						Informational

		2018-011717CUA 		1369 Sanchez Street				fr: 10/24; 12/19; 2/6		Cisneros

						Demo per PC Section 317

		2019-021215CUA		3751A 24th St						Pantoja

						Cannabis Retail

		2019-014211DRP		667 MISSISSIPPI ST				fr: 2/6		Christensen

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-011031DRP-03		219-223 MISSOURI ST				fr: 11/14; 2/6		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-002243DRP		439 HILL ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 26, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner



				April 2, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-019628CUA 		1888 Clement Street 				CONSENT		Wilborn

						Formula Retail Educational Institution (d.b.a. Kumon)

		2015-000940ENV		The Hub Area Plan 						Callagy

						FEIR

		2015-004568ENV		10 South Van Ness Avenue 						Schuett

						FEIR

		2015-004568PRJ		10 South Van Ness Avenue 						Perry

						Entitlements

		2016-006860IKA		65 Ocean Av				fr: 10/24; 12/12; 1/16; 2/13		Flores

						In-Kind Agreement

		2018-008661ENXOFA		701 Harrison Street 						Jardines

						seven-story, mixed-use office building with 8,407 sf of Retail and 49,801 sf of Office Space

		2018-001088CUA		4211 26th St				fr: 2/20		Pantoja

						demolition of a UDU and SFH and the construction of a new SFH with an ADU

		2017-011214CUA		9 Apollo Street 				fr: 1/23		Kwiatkawska

						CUA to remove a UDU

		2018-008397CUAVAR		2005 17th Street						Durandet

						remove an unauthorized dwelling unit and variance for deck and stair in required rear yard.

		2018-005918DRP-02		254 ROOSEVELT WAY						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-013422DRP		1926 DIVISADERO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-017309DRP		 2447 FRANCISCO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2015-014170DRP		804 22ND ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				April 9, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				April 16, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-020831CUA 		1117 Irving Street 				CONSENT		Wilborn

						existing foot-chair massage to become a Massage Establishment 

		2017-014833ENV 		469 Stevenson Street 						Delumo

						Draft Environmental Impact Report 

		2018-011991CUA		93-95 &97 Leland Ave						Liang

						Demo two dwelling units and construct a mixed-use building

		2019-005176CUA		722 Steiner Street						Ferguson

						Dwelling unit merger

		2016-004478CUA		589 Texas Street						Giacomucci

						TBD

		2017-002545DRP		2417 Green St 				fr: 7/11; 9/19; 11/14; 1/9		May

						Public Initiated DR

		2019-014214DRP		457 MARIPOSA ST						Christensen

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-013272DRP		3074 Pacific Avenue						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-009796DRP		1088 HOWARD ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				April 23, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-012648CUA 		2001 37th Avenue						Horn

						SI Sports Field Light Standards

		2018-012065CUA		5500 Mission Street						Hoagland

						New construction RCFE and Group Housing

		2019-000634DRP-02		876  ELIZABETH						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				April 30, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2020-000200CUA 		1240 09th Street 				CONSENT		Wilborn

						existing Outdoor Activity Area

				Balboa Reservoir 						Poling

						Certification

		2020-002347CWP		UCSF Parnassus Heights Campus Plan 						Switzky

						Informational

		2017-013959DRP		178 SEACLIFF AVE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 7, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-011430CUAVAR		1776 Green St				fr: 11/7; 12/5; 1/9; 2/27		May

						TBD

		2018-017375DRP-02		3627 DIVISADERO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-017512DRP		112 DELANO AVENUE						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-001662DRP		2476 DIAMOND ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 14, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-000494DNXCUAVAR		555 Howard Street						Foster

						Downtown Project Authorization, CUA for Hotel Use, Variance

		2018-000528DRP-04		440-448 WALLER						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 21, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				May 28, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				June 4, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-012611DRP-03		2101-2103 VALLEJO ST.						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				June 11, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				April 2, 2020 -  Joint w/Rec&Park

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Prop F, Nuru, Reservoir
Date: Tuesday, February 18, 2020 10:52:59 AM
Attachments: 2020-2-6 Prop F-Chron, Reservoir.docx

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: aj <ajahjah@att.net> 
Sent: Saturday, February 15, 2020 3:33 AM
To: BRCAC (ECN) <brcac@sfgov.org>; Amy O'Hair <sunnyside.balboa.reservoir@gmail.com>; Michael
Ahrens <mikeahrens5@gmail.com>; Maurice Rivers <jumpstreet1983@gmail.com>;
bd@brigittedavila.com; rmuehlbauer@live.com; Howard Chung <hnchung@yahoo.com>;
marktang.cac@gmail.com; Christine Godinez <cgodinez@lwhs.org>; Jon Winston
<jon.winston.brcac@outlook.com>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Hood, Donna
(PUC) <DHood@sfwater.org>; Shaw, Linda (MYR) <lshaw@ccsf.edu>; Shanell Williams
<swilliams@ccsf.edu>; Tom Temprano <ttemprano@ccsf.edu>; Brigitte Davila <bdavila@ccsf.edu>;
Ivy Lee <ivylee@ccsf.edu>; Alex Randolph <alexrandolph@ccsf.edu>; J. Rizzo <jrizzo@ccsf.edu>;
Thea Selby <tselby@ccsf.edu>; studenttrustee@mail.ccsf.edu; Mark Rocha <mrocha@ccsf.edu>;
Leslie Milloy <lmilloy@ccsf.edu>; Marian Lam <mlam@ccsf.edu>
Cc: Yee, Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>; Low, Jen (BOS) <jen.low@sfgov.org>; Lam, Jenny
(MYR) <jenny.h.lam@sfgov.org>; Joe Fitzgerald Rodriguez <joe@sfmediaco.com>; Laura Waxmann
<lwaxmann@sfmediaco.com>; dfracassa@sfchronicle.com; roland.li@sfchronicle.com;
jdineen@sfchronicle.com
Subject: Re: Prop F, Nuru, Reservoir
 

 

BRCAC, BOT, Planning Commission, PUC, BOS:
 
Examiner's Joe Fitzgerald Rodriquez did an analysis of the latest on Nuru.
 
In view of the latest revelations regarding Mayor Breed's acceptance of a gift from a
subordinate and in view of the appointment of developer-friendly Hillis as Planning
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BRCAC, BOT, Planning Commission, PUC, BOS:  

DPW’s Nuru alerted his superior in the City bureaucracy, City Administrator Naomi Kelly, about the FBI’s corruption investigation.  By doing so, Nuru took the bullet so that those in higher positions could evade being targeted in the corruption investigation.

Today’s 2/6/2020 Chronicle has an article entitled “Suit Seeks to gut SF political ad measure” by Dominic Francasa.  The article states:  “A handful of prominent San Francisco political operatives are seeking to gut a ballot measure voters overwhelmingly passed last year that pulls back the curtain on who’s paying for campaign advertisements.”  

Todd David, a prominent backer of the Balboa Reservoir Project, is quoted in the article opposing Prop F which requires disclosure of financial backers in election campaigns: 

“The additional disclosure requirements strike me as being illegal,” said Todd David, the group’s principal officer and executive director of the Housing Action Coalition, an organization closely aligned with the mayor’s office. “I’m very concerned that this limits the ability of campaigns, particularly small campaigns to communicate.”

 What this Todd David quote really means is that Housing Action Coalition’s façade of being representative of the citizenry would be stripped away by disclosure that HAC is financially backed by big money developers.  Prop F requirements would show that HAC is in reality a front group that actually represents the interests of big money developers.

From the very beginning of the Balboa Reservoir public engagement process, the Reservoir Project has fundamentally been a done-deal.  Planning Dept, PUC, and OEWD have confidently procedurally set up the ducks-in-a row with the CAC process, with the Balboa Park Area TDM, with the Fiscal Responsibility & Feasibility Report, and with the Planning Dept’s biased SEIR which takes liberty to misinterpret the Balboa Park Station Program EIR.  

The environmental review process requires that Planning Dept provide Responses to Comments (RTC).  Planning Dept will publish the RTC’s soon to fulfill the requirement.  Unfortunately, there appears to be no requirement that Planning Dept provide valid, well-argued, and fact/evidence-based responses.  Much of the Planning Dept RTC’s consist of mere restatements and re-assertions already contained in the SEIR.  

Planning Dept’s FEIR (draft SEIR + RTC) fail the adequacy standard required for EIR’s.

The corruption that the FBI was looking for via Nuru, likely existed in the behind-closed doors planning for the Reservoir Project by OEWD, Planning, and PUC.

[bookmark: _GoBack]I urge BRCAC, BOT, Planning Commission, PUC, and BOS to stop enabling, or at least question, possible corruption in the Reservoir Project steamroller to privatize public land.

Submitted on 2/6/2020:

Alvin Ja, District 7 resident



Director, I wish to resubmit the following submission.  Please take in under serious
advisement:
 
On Thursday, February 6, 2020, 03:02:37 PM PST, aj <ajahjah@att.net> wrote:
 
 

BRCAC, BOT, Planning Commission, PUC, BOS: 

DPW’s Nuru alerted his superior in the City bureaucracy, City Administrator Naomi
Kelly, about the FBI’s corruption investigation.  By doing so, Nuru took the bullet so
that those in higher positions could evade being targeted in the corruption
investigation.

Today’s 2/6/2020 Chronicle has an article entitled “Suit Seeks to gut SF political ad
measure” by Dominic Francasa.  The article states:  “A handful of prominent San Francisco
political operatives are seeking to gut a ballot measure voters overwhelmingly passed last year that pulls
back the curtain on who’s paying for campaign advertisements.” 

Todd David, a prominent backer of the Balboa Reservoir Project, is quoted in the
article opposing Prop F which requires disclosure of financial backers in election
campaigns:

“The additional disclosure requirements strike me as being illegal,” said Todd David, the group’s
principal officer and executive director of the Housing Action Coalition, an organization closely
aligned with the mayor’s office. “I’m very concerned that this limits the ability of campaigns,
particularly small campaigns to communicate.”

 What this Todd David quote really means is that Housing Action Coalition’s façade of
being representative of the citizenry would be stripped away by disclosure that HAC is
financially backed by big money developers.  Prop F requirements would show that
HAC is in reality a front group that actually represents the interests of big money
developers.

From the very beginning of the Balboa Reservoir public engagement process, the
Reservoir Project has fundamentally been a done-deal.  Planning Dept, PUC, and
OEWD have confidently procedurally set up the ducks-in-a row with the CAC process,
with the Balboa Park Area TDM, with the Fiscal Responsibility & Feasibility Report,
and with the Planning Dept’s biased SEIR which takes liberty to misinterpret the
Balboa Park Station Program EIR. 

The environmental review process requires that Planning Dept provide Responses to
Comments (RTC).  Planning Dept will publish the RTC’s soon to fulfill the
requirement.  Unfortunately, there appears to be no requirement that Planning Dept
provide valid, well-argued, and fact/evidence-based responses.  Much of the Planning
Dept RTC’s consist of mere restatements and re-assertions already contained in the
SEIR. 

Planning Dept’s FEIR (draft SEIR + RTC) fail the adequacy standard required for
EIR’s.

The corruption that the FBI was looking for via Nuru, likely existed in the behind-
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closed doors planning for the Reservoir Project by OEWD, Planning, and PUC.

I urge BRCAC, BOT, Planning Commission, PUC, and BOS to stop enabling, or at
least question, possible corruption in the Reservoir Project steamroller to privatize
public land.

Submitted on 2/6/2020:

Alvin Ja, District 7 resident
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: CPC Results for February 13, 2020
Date: Friday, February 14, 2020 12:08:50 PM

CPC Hearing Results 2020
To:             Staff
From:       Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs
Re:            Hearing Results

          
NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20659

 
NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 0685
                 
DRA = Discretionary Review Action; M = Motion; R = Resolution
 
February 13, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

Action No. Case No.
 
 Planner Action Vote

 2019-004211CUA 3829 24th Street Fahey
Continued to February 20,
2020 +6 -0 (Richards absent)

 2015-004109CUA-02 333 12th Street Jardines
Continued to March 5,
2020 +6 -0 (Richards absent)

 2016-006860IKA 65 Ocean Avenue Flores Continued to April 2, 2020 +6 -0 (Richards absent)

 2018-012576CUA 1769 Lombard Street Weissglass
Continued to March 5,
2020 +6 -0 (Richards absent)

 2017-010281DRP-02 236 El Camino Del Mar Winslow
Continued to March 12,
2020 +6 -0 (Richards absent)

M-20650 2019-020852CUA 1100 Taraval Street Weissglass Approved with Conditions +6 -0 (Richards absent)

  
Draft Minutes for January 30,
2020 Ionin Adopted +6 -0 (Richards absent)

R-20651 2019-023608CRV

FY 2020-2022 Proposed
Department Budget and Work
Program Landis Approved +6 -0 (Richards absent)

R-20652 2018-001443PCAMAP M-1 And M-2 Rezoning Sánchez

Initiated and Scheduled a
hearing on or after March
12, 2020 +6 -0 (Richards absent)

R-20653 2015-000940GPA
Market and Octavia Area Plan
Amendment Langlois

Initiated and Scheduled a
hearing on or after March
12, 2020

+5 -1 (Imperial against;
Richards absent)

R-20654 2015-000940PCA
Market and Octavia Area Plan
Amendment Langlois

Initiated and Scheduled a
hearing on or after March
12, 2020

+5 -1 (Imperial against;
Richards absent)

R-20655 2015-000940PCA
Market and Octavia Area Plan
Amendment Langlois

Initiated and Scheduled a
hearing on or after March
12, 2020

+5 -1 (Imperial against;
Richards absent)

R-20656 2015-000940MAP
Market and Octavia Area Plan
Amendment Langlois

Initiated and Scheduled a
hearing on or after March
12, 2020

+5 -1 (Imperial against;
Richards absent)

M-20657 2018-011249CUA 1567 California Street Perry Approved with Conditions +6 -0 (Richards absent)
M-20658 2019-015067CUA 968 Valencia Street Giacomucci Approved with Conditions +6 -0 (Richards absent)

After hearing and closing
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 2019-014251DRP-02 2001 Chestnut Street Dito

public comment;
Continued to March 12,
2020 +6 -0 (Richards absent)

DRA-684 2018-007012DRP 134 Hearst Avenue Winslow

Took DR and Approved
with modifications:
1. Work with staff on

creating the rear most
portion of the ADU
habitable; and

2. Provide a three-foot
setback on the east
side.

+6 -0 (Richards absent)
 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Letter - 2 West Portal
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 2:44:24 PM
Attachments: 2020 2-21 One Medical Letter Signed.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: Sharon Cox <cox@plintharch.com> 
Sent: Friday, February 21, 2020 2:32 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Hicks, Bridget (CPC)
<Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Letter - 2 West Portal
 

 

 Attached is a support letter from The Greater West Portal Neighborhood Association for a One
Medical at 2 West Portal - CU application # 2019-022530CUA. It is scheduled for public hearing on
March 5th. Please include this letter in the file.
Thank you.
Best regards,
Sharon
Sharon Cox AIA
plinth architecture •  urban design •  interiors
58 West Portal Ave #328
San Francisco CA 94127
415 260-6889
www.plintharch.com
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposition to 2169 26th Avenue Project
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 11:04:58 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Chris Dumont <ddumont212@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 8:20 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; thrsimperial@gmail.com; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Opposition to 2169 26th Avenue Project
 

 

Dear Commissioners,

I'm writing to oppose the project at 2169 26th Avenue. As a long time
resident of the Sunset District, I find it very distressing that projects
of this size are being allowed.  They are totally out of character with
the neighborhood and don’t add anything to the aesthetics of the
area. While we understand that more housing is needed in San
Francisco, these almost 4000 square foot homes are being built for the
owner’s family members:  they will NOT add to the housing supply and
they definitely don’t represent anything affordable.

Multiple attempts have been made to negotiate with the owner, but
he is a developer from Los Angeles and doesn’t care for the Sunset
District or San Francisco. He is only focused on square footage and
profit. He hasn’t been forthcoming with information or alternatives
that might lessen the impact of his project to neighbors.  Architects
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have reviewed his plans and have stated that they scream
“DEVELOPMENT!”, not a carefully planned home for his sons or family.
The owner was renting rooms out through AIRBNB, further alienating
neighbors and proving that his motive is strictly profit.

We encourage the commission to take Discretionary Review, adopt the
recommendations proposed by RDAT, modify this project to eliminate
the rear extensions, decks, and balconies, and direct the project
sponsor to honor the modifications he proposed regarding the front set
back of the building and flipping of the bay to allow light to the
neighboring balcony.

Thanks,

Chris Dumont



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposition to 2169 26th Avenue Project
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 11:04:52 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Katie Kobayashi <kt.kobay@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 8:23 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; thrsimperial@gmail.com; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Opposition to 2169 26th Avenue Project
 

 

Dear Commissioners,

I'm writing to oppose the project at 2169 26th Avenue. As a long time resident
of the Sunset District, I find it very distressing that projects of this size are
being allowed.  They are totally out of character with the neighborhood and
don’t add anything to the aesthetics of the area. While we understand that more
housing is needed in San Francisco, these almost 4000 square foot homes are
being built for the owner’s family members:  they will NOT add to the housing
supply and they definitely don’t represent anything affordable.

Multiple attempts have been made to negotiate with the owner, but he is a
developer from Los Angeles and doesn’t care for the Sunset District or San
Francisco. He is only focused on square footage and profit. He hasn’t been
forthcoming with information or alternatives that might lessen the impact of his
project to neighbors.  Architects have reviewed his plans and have stated that
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they scream “DEVELOPMENT!”, not a carefully planned home for his sons or
family. The owner was renting rooms out through AIRBNB, further alienating
neighbors and proving that his motive is strictly profit.

We encourage the commission to take Discretionary Review, adopt the
recommendations proposed by RDAT, modify this project to eliminate the rear
extensions, decks, and balconies, and direct the project sponsor to honor the
modifications he proposed regarding the front set back of the building and
flipping of the bay to allow light to the neighboring balcony.

Thanks,

Katie Kobayashi



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2169 26th Avenue
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 11:04:31 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: ron@cityforestsf.com <ron@cityforestsf.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 10:16 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; thrsimperial@gmail.com; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2169 26th Avenue
 

 

 
Dear Commissioners,

I'm writing to oppose the project at 2169 26th Avenue. As a long time
resident of the Sunset District, I find it very distressing that projects
of this size are being allowed.  They are totally out of character with
the neighborhood and don’t add anything to the aesthetics of the
area. While we understand that more housing is needed in San
Francisco, these almost 4000 square foot homes are being built for the
owner’s family members:  they will NOT add to the housing supply and
they definitely don’t represent anything affordable.

Multiple attempts have been made to negotiate with the owner, but
he is a developer from Los Angeles and doesn’t care for the Sunset
District or San Francisco. He is only focused on square footage and
profit. He hasn’t been forthcoming with information or alternatives
that might lessen the impact of his project to neighbors.  Architects
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have reviewed his plans and have stated that they scream
“DEVELOPMENT!”, not a carefully planned home for his sons or family.
The owner was renting rooms out through AIRBNB, further alienating
neighbors and proving that his motive is strictly profit.

We encourage the commission to take Discretionary Review, adopt the
recommendations proposed by RDAT, modify this project to eliminate
the rear extensions, decks, and balconies, and direct the project
sponsor to honor the modifications he proposed regarding the front set
back of the building and flipping of the bay to allow light to the
neighboring balcony.

Thanks,

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Ron Dumont | ron@cityforestsf.com | 415.317.2134
City Forest Lodge and Catering |www.cityforestsf.com
----------------------------------------------------------------------
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Theresa Imperial
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Planning Case No. 2020-000084PCA/MAP - File No. 2000086 - Objection to Proposed Bayview Industrial

Triangle Zoning Update
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 11:04:06 AM
Attachments: 2020.02.20 Planning Commission LTR_Fallon.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: Julie Du <julie@zfplaw.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 12:29 PM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC)
<dennis.richards@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Tong, Reanna (CPC) <reanna.tong@sfgov.org>; Ryan Patterson
<ryan@zfplaw.com>
Subject: Planning Case No. 2020-000084PCA/MAP - File No. 2000086 - Objection to Proposed
Bayview Industrial Triangle Zoning Update
 

 

Good afternoon President Koppel & Commissioners:
 
Please find attached letter objecting the proposed rezoning of the Bayview Industrial Triangle.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Du
Administrative Assistant
Zacks, Freedman & Patterson, PC
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (415) 956-8100
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February 20, 2020 


VIA HAND DELIVERY AND EMAIL 


President Joel Koppel 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


Re:  Bayview Industrial Triangle Zoning Update 
Planning Case No. 2020-000084PCA/MAP 
File No. 2000086 


Dear President Koppel and Honorable Members of the Planning Commission: 


Our office represents Bobby Fallon, the owner of 3830 Third Street, San Francisco (block/lot 
5235/003). Mr. Fallon, along with numerous owners of property within the project area, 
strenuously objects to the proposed rezoning of the Bayview Industrial Triangle. The project 
includes imposing Production, Distribution and Repair (“PDR”) on many parcels in the district, 
including Mr. Fallon’s Property, which will lose its ability to build direly needed housing as a 
result. Mr. Fallon opposes the above-captioned project, inter alia, on the grounds that the 
Planning Department’s certification of a categorical exemption for the project violates the 
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) and the Housing Crisis Act of 2019 (“SB 330,” 
Gov. Code §66300).  


As an initial matter, the Executive Summary for the February 20, 2020 hearing states that only 
one parcel, Mr. Fallon’s, would lose housing capacity as a result of the rezoning, costing the City 
64 potential residential units. Under the BIT plan, this parcel is designated as “light industrial 
commercial,” which allows housing above the ground floor. The underlying zoning for this lot is 
M-1, which allows housing as a conditional use. The project would rezone Mr. Fallon’s property
to PDR-1G, which does not allow housing.


The proposed amendment also lists a total of 46 M-1 parcels that would undergo the same zoning 
change, but fails to address the resultant loss of housing.  The Staff Report incorrectly uses the 
BIT plan as the baseline to assess the loss of potential housing under this proposal, rather than 
the underlying M-1 zoning district, to which the lots will revert when the BIT plan expires in 
June 2020. The correct baseline is the underlying zoning district for these lots, which allows 
residential development as a conditional use (notwithstanding that the BIT plan currently does 
not permit residential development on these lots). Changing the underlying zoning of these lots 
to PDR-1G represents the loss of some 1,233 potential residential units, according to planning 
consultant Kate McGee of KM Planning Strategy, whose letter is included in the Executive 
Summary. (Attached.) 


On February 12, 2020, the Planning Department issued an erroneous Categorical Exemption for 
the project. This determination waves away CEQA with a project description that characterizes 
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the rezoning as “largely procedural and housekeeping measures.” The central purpose of CEQA 
is to ensure that all potential environmental impacts of a project are disclosed and analyzed. For 
this to occur, a correct and complete description of a project, including the baseline conditions, is 
of utmost importance. An “accurate, stable and finite project description is the sine qua non of an 
informative and legally sufficient” CEQA document. (County of Inyo v. City of Los Angeles 
(1977) 71 Cal.App.3d 185, 199.) By contrast, an “unstable project description draws a red 
herring across the path of public input.” (Id. at pp. 197–198.) If the full extent of a project is not 
disclosed, or if there is no stable project description, it is impossible for the public to assess its 
impacts. Here, the Project description is substantially inaccurate.  


Moreover, a project is only exempt from CEQA review if “it can be seen with certainty that there 
is no possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment.” 
This project seeks to shift more than 1,200 units of residential capacity out of the Bayview 
Industrial Triangle. This is especially significant in light of the recent Muni T-Line that was 
placed just feet from the affected parcels. Barring the City’s sudden desire to impose zoning that 
mandates industrial use and industrial use only, it is all but certain that housing developments 
would be built in this area. A change of this magnitude unquestionably requires CEQA review, 
as it will shift development patterns and the locations of resulting significant impacts, inter alia, 
traffic, blight, public service needs, and businesses catering to residential vs. industrial uses.  


In addition to violating the letter and spirit of CEQA, this project has also purported to comply 
with the Housing Crisis Act without actually meeting its stringent requirements. SB 330 states 
that no parcel may be downzoned such that residential housing can no longer be built on the 
land. Though there is a carve-out in the law for a “concurrent” rezoning that results in no net loss 
of housing capacity, the Executive Summary states that the project is in compliance with the SB 
330 because the project is concurrent with the Potrero Power Station upzoning. However, the 
Planning Commission approved this project, and recommended that the Board of Supervisors 
upzone the site, at its January 30 meeting. The Board of Supervisors will take this matter up via a 
separate ordinance (File No. 200039) on an unknown date in the future. This is not “concurrent.”  


This is more than a pedantic distinction or procedural technicality. The state legislature directed 
that SB 330 “be broadly construed so as to maximize the development of housing within this 
state.” (Gov. Code §66300(f)(2).) A broad interpretation means that any upzoning must be part 
of the same downzoning action. SB 330 does not allow a city to create a pot of upzoning credits 
to be doled out among other properties to be downzoned. While the Potrero Power Station 
upzoning laudably creates some 2,600 housing units for the City, this does not allow the City to 
now use those units as credits to keep its housing capacity unchanged. Such a reading of an 
ancillary clause would impermissibly use a technicality to subvert the overarching intent of the 
law: to rapidly increase housing stock to ameliorate California’s housing crisis.  


Mr. Fallon is prepared to file suit to invalidate the rezoning of his property. 
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Very truly yours,  
                                                                        
 
ZACKS, FREEDMAN & PATTERSON, PC 
 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Ryan J. Patterson 
 
Encl. 







January 22, 2020 


To: Joy Navarrete, SF Planning via email 
From: Kate McGee, KM Planning Strategy 


Re: Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review 
Case No.: 2020-000084ENV 
Project Address: Bayview Industrial Triangle Rezoning and Cannabis Restrict Use District 


This letter is made in response to the Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review 
(“Project”) for the Bayview Industrial Triangle Rezoning and Cannabis Restricted Use District 
(“BIT”). Comments regarding the potential environmental effect of the project are as follows: 


Development Capacity 
To analyze the potential indirect physical effects of a regulatory program such as what’s 
proposed in the Project, it is necessary to develop a set of reasonable assumptions concerning the 
future physical development that could be constructed under the proposed Project. Typically, 
when determining development capacity for a particular area, one reviews the existing and 
proposed zoning, identifies specific sites with realistic potential as development sites, and 
accommodates for known entitled and reasonably foreseeable projects.1  


The existing allowable height limit for all parcels off Third Street (“Area”) in the Redevelopment 
Plan is 40’. Because the existing underlying height limit is 65’, the Project does not include a 
Height and Bulk Map Amendment. However, the removal of the Redevelopment Plan allows for 
more development capacity than what is currently permitted.  


Is the Planning Department’s review of the Project going to incorporate the increased 
development capacity associated with the removal of the Redevelopment Plan and the 
additional permitted height? 


Growth Forecasts 
Plan Bay Area considers the need for growth in Priority Development Areas (“PDAs”) to 
leverage existing infrastructure to minimize development in our green fields and maximize 
growth in transit-rich communities. This strategy helps to lower vehicle miles traveled and 
greenhouse gases2. The Project resides in a PDA and is therefore considered an area for focused 


1 Central SoMa Plan: Comments and Response Document 
2 https://abag.ca.gov/our-work/land-use/pda-priority-development-areas 







growth. Consistent with the goals of the PDA, growth (increased housing allocation) is directed 
to locations where the transit system can be utilized more efficiently, where workers can be 
better connected to jobs, and where residents can access high-quality services.  


The Project seeks to prohibit residential and commercial development except right on  
Third Street through the implementation of PDR zoning, whereas the current underlying M-1 
zoning permits residential uses with conditional use authorization. The Project seeks not to 
accommodate forecasted growth in a part of the city that is easily accessible by transit, thereby 
potentially contributing to an increase in greenhouse gas emissions by requiring development to 
occur in less-transit-accessible locations. 


What is the relationship between the development capacity of the Project and the citywide 
growth allocation, derived from ABAG and MTC regional projections?  


What is the growth forecast for this area and how does the proposal to eliminate housing 
potential effect these forecasts and associated funding for improvements to the Project 
area? 


What is the employment forecast for the area and how does the proposed PDR-1-G zoning 
district limit or meet employment projections? 


Housing 
SB 330 Housing Crisis Act of 2019 
SB 330 (Cal. Gov’t Code Section 66300) prohibits the city from rezoning actions or imposing 
new development standards that would reduce the zoned capacity for housing. The existing M-1 
zoning district allows for residential development.  The proposal to change the zoning in the 
Area to PDR-1-G prohibits housing, in violation of SB 330. 


What is the number of units being analyzed as part of the Project under current M-1 
zoning and how does the proposal to prohibit housing in most of the area comply with 
SB330? 


State or Local density bonus programs 
The conversion of M-1 zoning to PDR-1-G eliminates the opportunity to use State or Local 
density bonus programs such as the State Density Bonus Program, HOME-SF, and the San 
Francisco ‘Density Done Right’ program. As a result, the proposal to rezone the area could result 
in fewer affordable units that what would be currently permitted.  


Does the environmental review compare the relative impacts of these two scenarios on the 
environment? (current zoning and affordable housing potential and proposed zoning in the 
Area with no affordable housing potential) 


PDR Uses – aesthetics, parking, loading, manufacturing and air quality  
The BIT is bordered by residential and neighborhood commercials uses on all sides except for 
the southeast wastewater treatment plant, which is undergoing a $1.3 billion renovation expected 
to be completed in 2024 and has a focus on improving air quality. The Project is required to 







disclose the off-site physical environmental impacts that could result under the proposed Plan 
from intense industrial development of the area.  


If PDR uses are only allowed in the Area, how will ‘PDR’ be reviewed with regard to 
aesthetics, transportation, parking, loading and air quality? 


Community Alternative to the Project 
In a letter dated January 14, 2020, stakeholders of the BIT requested more flexible zoning, 
including incorporating commercial, R&D, and housing uses as permitted uses for the Area, 
allowing for PDR uses on the ground floor in the proposed NCT-3 zoning district, and generally 
increasing the number of housing units permitted in the area and employment density.  


Based on our assumptions detailed in the attached, the total housing potential along Third Street 
is 339 units. Given the lot configuration of many of these parcels (narrow and less than 3,000 
square feet), it is expected that new construction would build to 50’ in height and not to the 
maximum 65’ height limit, further reducing potential housing capacity by approximately 20% 
(271 units). However, lot configuration changes in parcels located off of Third Street and many 
parcels can provide housing projects that trigger affordable housing requirements thereby 
increasing not only the number of housing units, but the number of affordable units, in total to 
approximately 1,572 units. At a 20% affordable housing rate, not accounting for State or Local 
density bonus programs, the Community Alternative has the capacity to provide for over 300 
units of affordable housing. Stakeholders agree to a 1:1 replacement of existing PDR therefore, 
in addition to the housing potential, the approximately 200,000 square feet of existing PDR space 
within the subject area would remain.  


The request for flexible zoning seeks to enhance feasibility for the creation of PDR, housing, 
retail, commercial and R&D space. We assume you are analyzing 1,500,000 square feet of PDR 
space. We request that the analysis include other uses such as retail, commercial, and R&D space 
as well as 1,572 residential units. 


What is the additional analysis that is needed to study the requests of the stakeholders? 


What is the process to include these requests into the environmental review process for the 
Project? 
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Block Lot Lot Size


Rear Yard 


Allocation


Gross Building 


SQFT per Floor


Bldg 


Circulation


Net Usable 


SQFT


Average Unit 


size


Units per 


floor # of Floors


Total Unit 


Bldg 


Count


5242 21 2,396          0.75 1,797                       0.8 1,438             750 2 5 10


22 2,624          0.75 1,968                       0.8 1,574             750 2 5 10


23 2,848          0.75 2,136                       0.8 1,709             750 2 5 11


24 3,075          0.75 2,306                       0.8 1,845             750 2 5 12


42 11,633        0.75 8,725                       0.8 6,980             750 9 5 47


5253 29 2,439          0.75 1,829                       0.8 1,463             750 2 5 10


30 2,667          0.75 2,000                       0.8 1,600             750 2 5 0


31 2,894          0.75 2,171                       0.8 1,736             750 2 5 12


32 3,121          0.75 2,341                       0.8 1,873             750 2 5 12


33 2,128          0.75 1,596                       0.8 1,277             750 2 5 9


34 2,391          0.75 1,793                       0.8 1,435             750 2 5 10


8 5,263          0.75 3,947                       0.8 3,158             750 4 5 21


5260 32 0.75 -                           0.8 -                 750 0 5 0


34 3,110          0.75 2,333                       0.8 1,866             750 2 5 12


35 2,156          0.75 1,617                       0.8 1,294             750 2 5 9


36 2,387          0.75 1,790                       0.8 1,432             750 2 5 10


5272 045 / 048 0.75 -                           0.8 -                 750 0 5 85


5279 1 3,750          0.75 2,813                       0.8 2,250             750 3 5 15


2 1,875          0.75 1,406                       0.8 1,125             750 2 5 8


3 1,873          0.75 1,405                       0.8 1,124             750 1 5 7


4 7,496          0.75 5,622                       0.8 4,498             750 6 5 30


5260 1 0.75 -                           0.8 -                 750 0 5 0


53 339


3rd Street Housing Potential







Block Lot Lot Size


Rear Yard 


Allocation


Gross Building 


SQFT per Floor


Bldg 


Circulation


Net Usable 


SQFT


Average Unit 


size


Units per 


floor # of Floors


Total Unit 


Bldg 


Count


5235 3 16,271        0.75 12,203                    0.8 9,763             750 13 5 65


5242 20 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


5242 16 10,000        0.75 7,500                       0.8 6,000             750 8 5 40


15 15,000        0.75 11,250                    0.8 9,000             750 12 5 60


5253 9 10,000        0.75 7,500                       0.8 6,000             750 8 5 40


13 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


15 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


16 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


17 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


18 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


20 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


39 15,000        0.75 11,250                    0.8 9,000             750 12 5 60


28 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


5260 4 14,997        0.75 11,248                    0.8 8,998             750 12 5 60


10 22,498        0.75 16,874                    0.8 13,499           750 18 5 90


19 11,796        0.75 8,847                       0.8 7,078             750 9 5 47


37 9,997          0.75 7,498                       0.8 5,998             750 8 5 40


38 5,693          0.75 4,270                       0.8 3,416             750 5 5 23


30 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


31 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


5272 11 7,050          0.75 5,288                       0.8 4,230             750 6 5 28


14 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


15 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


16 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


17 9,997          0.75 7,498                       0.8 5,998             750 8 5 40


18 14,997        0.75 11,248                    0.8 8,998             750 12 5 60


19 19,998        0.75 14,999                    0.8 11,999           750 16 5 80


20 19,994        0.75 14,996                    0.8 11,996           750 16 5 80


43 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


44 10,000        0.75 7,500                       0.8 6,000             750 8 5 40


5279 48 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


49 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


45 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


44 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


43 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


42 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


41 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


39 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


37 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


36 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


35 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


34 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


33 2,495          0.75 1,871                       0.8 1,497             750 2 5 10


51 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


54 5,000          0.75 3,750                       0.8 3,000             750 4 5 20


53 2,500          0.75 1,875                       0.8 1,500             750 2 5 10


247 1233


Parcels Not Fronting 3rd Street


Housing Unit Count Potential











Facsimile: (415) 288-9755
www.zfplaw.com
 
This communication and its contents may contain confidential and/or privileged material for the sole
use of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies. Unless expressly stated,
nothing in this communication should be regarded as tax advice.
 

http://www.zfplaw.com/


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of support
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 11:02:48 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Chris Vance <vance13@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 12:58 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Hicks, Bridget (CPC)
<Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: Letter of support
 

 

 
See attached letter of support. Thanks
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Chris Fogarty <foggdogg1176@yahoo.com>
Date: Thu, Feb 20, 2020 at 12:44 PM
Subject: Letter of support
To: <vance13@gmail.com>

Sent from my iPhone
--
 
 
Chris Vance

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:foggdogg1176@yahoo.com
mailto:vance13@gmail.com


Managing Partner

415.640.3756 cell
415.520.0757 fax
districtsf.com
districtoak.com
districtsj.com

http://www.districtsf.com/
http://www.districtoak.com/
http://www.districtsj.com/


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Cc: Son, Chanbory (CPC); Jardines, Esmeralda (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 657 Harrison project
Date: Friday, February 21, 2020 11:02:11 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Kevin Wilkins <kevincwilkins@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2020 3:12 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 657 Harrison project
 

 

To the Planning Commission, 
 
I express my support for the 657 Harrison project. We need more housing, we need more places for
people to live, we need more affordable housing, especially close to mass transit. 
High-quality projects with in-built affordable housing like the 657 Harrison project are exactly what
San Francisco needs.
 
Best. 
 
Kevin Wilkins

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:Esmeralda.Jardines@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


BROOKS WALKER III

15 ARGUELLO STREET

SAN FRANCISCO, CA

94118 .r~. y~fc

~~L.s~l V G.~

DEB Z 0 BOZO
February 14, 2020

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
Attn: Christopher May, project planner

RE: Support for 3700 California Street project
Planning Dept. Case No. 2017-003559CUA/ENV
Planning Commission Hearing Date: February 27, 2020

Dear Planning Commissioners:

CITY &COUNTY OF S.F.
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

CPC/HPC

am writing this letter to express my support for the proposed TMG Partners project at 3700 California
Street, on the now closed CPMC hospital site. I am a third generation San Franciscan and have grown up
in this neighborhood. My kids were born at Children's Hospital, as was I and my siblings. After the
announcement of the hospital's closing, I have been closely following the design process of Sutter
Health, the developer, and their design team headed up by Robert A.M. Stern architects. As a practicing
architect with my own firm Walker Warner Architects, I have been very impressed with the level of care
taken by the team in addressing neighborhood concerns throughout the process and with the overall
high quality of design of the proposed project.

The proposed project at 3700 California will replace an eyesore of now vacant buildings in our
neighborhood with an elegant, high-quality housing project with adequate parking below grade, and a
variety of homes that will appeal to families and residents of all ages. Reflecting the input of current
neighboring residents, it will make a major positive contribution to the neighborhood. The proposed
new designs, landscaping, trees, wider sidewalks, below grade parking and hundreds of units of housing
are a welcome addition to our neighborhood. We hope that the redevelopment of the site can begin as
soon as possible so that the shuttered buildings do not create an attractive nuisance.

Please vote to approve this project in a timely fashion.

Sincerely,

Brooks Walker I I I


