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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: DECLINE SUPPORT for San Francisco Supervisor Aaron Peskin’s amendments to SF Planning Code section

317, Tantamount to Demolition.
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 11:51:43 AM

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

From: Christian Dauer <chr@chrdauer.com>
Date: Thursday, May 7, 2020 at 11:50 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: DECLINE SUPPORT for San Francisco Supervisor Aaron Peskin’s amendments to SF
Planning Code section 317, Tantamount to Demolition.
 

 

Dear Mr. Ionin,
 I have send a version of the email below (edited per person) regarding Supervisor Peskin’s Section
317 amendments to:
Aaron Peskin Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org
Ahsha Safai Ahsha.Safai@sfgov.org
Dean Preston prestonstaff@sfgov.org
Rafael Mandelman  mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
District 1 Sandra.Fewer@sfgov.org
District 2 Catherine.Stefani@sfgov.org
District 4 marstaff@sfgov.org (Gordon Mar)
District 6 haneystaff@sfgov.org (Matt Haney)
District 7 Norman.Yee@sfgov.org (President of Board of Supes)
District 9 RonenStaff@sfgov.org (Hillary Ronen)
District 10 waltonstaff@sfgov.org (Shamann Walton)
Joel Koppel joel.koppel@sfgov.org (President of Planning Comm.)
Kathrin Moore kathrin.moore@sfgov.org (Vice President of Planning Comm.)
Sue Diamond sue.diamond@sfgov.org
Frank S. Fung frank.fung@sfgov.org
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Theresa Imperial theresa.imperial@sfgov.org
Milicent A. Johnson  milicent.johnson@sfgov.org
Thank you for your and your staff’s hard work!!
Sincerely,
 Christian Dauer
 
 
On May 7, 2020, at 11:33 AM, Christian Dauer <chr@chrdauer.com> wrote:
Dear XXX,
I urge you to fight and DECLINE SUPPORT for San Francisco Supervisor Aaron Peskin’s amendments to SF Planning Code section 317,
Tantamount to Demolition.

On Monday, May 4th at a meeting of the Board of Supervisors Land Use & Transportation Committee, Supervisor Peskin made last-
minute changes to Supervisor Rafael Mandelman’s legislation with additional amendments, in an attempt to circumvent public process
and review of his proposal by the Planning Commission and their staff. These amendments would change the Tantamount to Demolition
calculations, from an “and" to an ”or” of the removal language. In so doing, it transforms Section 317 into an entirely NEW and
significantly more restrictive Planning Code provision. 
The proposed amendment would make most rear additions, or most full vertical additions, “Demolition”. 

The city attorney duplicated Supervisor Mandelman’s legislation with the Supervisor Peskin’s added amendments, and the Land Use
committee voted to continue it to the Chair. It is possible/likely that this legislation will be heard in the next committee meeting this
coming Monday, May 11.

This change, if adopted would significantly burden the Conditional Use application process that is already cumbersome and
oversubscribed, and slow the creation, renovation, and improvement of housing in San Francisco.

The impacts of this legislation are:
      It adversely affects the smallest projects. A San Francisco family who wishes to build a simple rear addition will be required to submit and

attend a Conditional Use application and hearing. 
      It adds considerable time and expense to an already inordinately long and costly process. 
      It adds workload for Planning Staff and Commissioners to an already overburdened system in dealing with an increase in Conditional Use

authorization cases.  

      It does nothing to increase density or create additional affordable housing.

      A foundation replacement on a hillside would now need a Conditional Use hearing. 

      Rear horizontal additions that are three stories tall would require a Conditional Use hearing.  
Currently, the Planning Department is aware of issues with the existing Planning Code Demolition policy. The Planning Staff is currently is
working on making surgical and thoughtful changes to remedy these failing.  Supervisor Peskin’s political maneuvers will surely
complicate an already dysfunctional process and thwart forward thinking reform that serves the current and future needs of San
Francisco residents.
 
I am supportive of the Planning Department’s efforts in reforming the Demolition process that include exemptions from time consuming
and expensive processes and promote:  

      Life & health safety measures, including seismic upgrades.

      Building and neighborhood resilience 

      Sustainability and energy conservation 

      Increased unit density

      Rear horizontal additions to accommodate changing household needs. 

I urge you to DECLINE SUPPORT for Supervisor Peskin’s proposed changes to Section 317 (highlighted in yellow below).
 (2)   "Residential Demolition" shall mean any of the following:
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         (A)   Any work on a Residential Building for which the Department of Building Inspection determines that an application for a
demolition permit is required, or
         (B)   A major alteration of a Residential Building that proposes the Removal of more than 50% of the sum of the Front Facade and to
Rear Facade and also proposes or the Removal of more than 65% of the sum of all exterior walls, measured in lineal feet at the
foundation level, or 
         (C)   A major alteration of a Residential Building that proposes the Removal of more than 50% of the Vertical Envelope
Elements and or more than 50% of the Horizontal Elements of the existing building, as measured in square feet of actual surface area.
         (D)   The Planning Commission may reduce the above numerical elements of the criteria in Subsections (b)(2)(B) and (b)(2)(C), by up
to 20% of their values should it deem that adjustment is necessary to implement the intent of this Section 317, to conserve existing sound
housing and preserve affordable housing.
Sincerely,
 
Christian Dauer 
1597 Treat Avenue San Francisco, CA 94110 tel. 415.531.1466
 
 
 

 

https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/san_francisco/latest/sf_planning/0-0-0-22516#JD_317


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of Concern and attached photographs related to letter of concern for property at 3627 Divisadero

Street
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 9:58:45 AM
Attachments: Planning Department Letter of Concern 1_.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: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 at 7:49 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Letter of Concern and attached photographs related to letter of concern for
property at 3627 Divisadero Street
 
Jonas,
Please forward 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
 
The Planning Department is open for business during the Shelter in Place Order. Most of our staff
are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our Public Portal, where you can file new
applications, and our Property Information Map are available 24/7. The Planning Commission is
convening remotely and the public is encouraged to participate. The Board of Appeals and Board of
Supervisors are accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. All of our in-person services at
1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended until further notice. Click here for more information.
 
 

From: Dennehy, Cathi <Cathi.Dennehy@ucsf.edu> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 4:07 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<christopher.may@sfgov.org>
Cc: dinno@digipic.co
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Building Permit Application No. 2018.1227.9267

Pucko/Smith Residency at 3627 Divisadero Street

Date: 1/29/20



To: Christopher May 

Re:  Letter of Concern 



Dear Mr. May and Planning Department members,



My name is Cathi Dennehy and I am writing to you on behalf of the Dennehy family, my parents Lillian and David, myself and my husband Dinno Kovic.  My parents are the current home owners at 3615 and 3617 Divisadero Street and my husband and I manage the building for them and rent the middle flat.  I am a second-generation San Franciscan and a proud granddaughter of Emilia and Anthony Vitaly who immigrated to San Francisco in the 1930s and established roots here in the Marina.  My husband, Dinno and I have 2 children, who are proud third generation San Franciscans.  San Francisco is our long-standing home and we take pride in being active members of our church at St Vincent De Paul, our community through charitable outreach and through my work at UCSF School of Pharmacy, as an educator and caregiver.  



We have a deep love of San Francisco, its history of positive opportunity for immigrants like my grandparents and also for the design character of the historical Victorian homes, our home, our block and this neighborhood!  We expressed our concerns over the proposed plans for development at 3627 Divisadero to our neighbors Mickey Pucko and James  Smith when they presented their plans with their architect.



Specifically, we oppose the addition of the 4th story to this single family home.  It is not at all in keeping with the height of current single family homes on this block (I.e. there are no 4 story single family homes on this block, only three story).  The proposed design is more akin to the large apartment complexes at the block ends. Thus, it is a violation of the building code “Design the height and depth to be compatible with existing building scale at the street and design rooflines to be compatible with those found on surrounding buildings.” We have just 7 homes on our block and all are 3 stories tall with rooflines of similar height. If this plan is approved, this would create a visual behemoth in the center of the block, and it would permanently change the character of our block in a detrimental way. 



After the 1989 earthquake, the Divisadero block at Beach was a location very severely damaged with an entire apartment complex falling out into the street and fire and heavy destruction on the opposite corner.  We, like many homeowners on our block, had to move out for 1 year due to FEMA yellow tagging our home.  Our home and the neighboring single family home at 3621 Divisadero had foundational work done after the earthquake putting liquid cement into the soil to more concretely solidify the earth below the homes and prevent liquefaction. Having a taller 4 story structure in the middle of the block at 3627 creates the opportunity for more sway during an earthquake and this home did not do the liquid cement into the soil after the 1989 earthquake, so I worry about the fall risk of this additional story and what it could mean for our block in the next big earthquake, if approved as is with no foundational work planned.



The proposed design of the new home, removes the architectural charm of the pitched roof and arrow design, that is a historical feature that compliments the pitched roof feature found on our home and the pitched roof/arrow design feature found on other homes in the Marina that are identical to the 3627 Divisadero home design (e.g. some photos attached).  The newly proposed design removes this architectural feature but adds no new features to re-solidify its congruity or visual interest with the block.  If this feature is removed, I would recommend the addition of a Spanish tile element on the second story and third story and keeping a pitched roof element on either the second or third story that would tie into the other 5 homes that have Spanish tile roof designs on this block. Separately, I’ve attached some photos of buildings similar to 3627 property that have incorporated this element successfully. The city planning code states “Design the building architectural features to enhance the visual character of the neighborhood” and “Use architectural details to establish and define a building’s character and to visually unify a neighborhood.” 



The proposed design creates additional shade and privacy issues for our home because of the fourth story and the extreme number of deck areas in the plan.  The rear decks would all oversee our backyard and the front deck at the fourth level would oversee our third floor deck.  On the proposed plan, there are TWO street facing decks at the third and fourth story as well as THREE rear facing decks on the second, third and fourth story.  This is again, not congruent with the design of the block and other single family homes where the 4 properties with street facing decks have ONE street facing deck at the third level and ONE rear facing deck at the second or third story.  To protect privacy of neighbors and noise that can occur with exterior home areas, I am requesting elimination of the street facing fourth story deck and elimination of two of the three rear facing decks.  



On a final note, on the plan drawings of the “right north elevation”  on page A6 show set back measurements of the third and fourth story decks. These measurements seem to be in disagreement.  It appears that the 3’rd story deck is set back 5 feet from the flat portion of the front of the house, but the fourth story deck is set back 18 feet from the portion of the house that juts out from the second floor.  Shouldn’t this measurement for the fourth story set back be taken from the same area as the third story, (i.e. the flat portion of the front of the house)? 



We truly value the opportunity to voice our concerns and hope that some additional changes to the proposed plans can be made to create a more cohesive and beautified plan that benefits all homeowners.



Sincerely

Lillian Dennehy, David Dennehy, Cathi Dennehy and Dinno Kovic

Contact: cathi.dennehy@ucsf.edu

[bookmark: _GoBack]Phone: 415-793-7822



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

Subject: FW: Letter of Concern and attached photographs related to letter of concern for property
at 3627 Divisadero Street
 

 

 
 

From: Dennehy, Cathi 
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2020 6:04 PM
To: Christopher.May@sfgov.org
Cc: dinno@digipic.co
Subject: Letter of Concern and attached photographs related to letter of concern for property at
3627 Divisadero Street
 
 
Hi Mr. May and Mr. Winslow,  I was viewing the documents for the public hearing tomorrow in
relation to the third and fourth story additions to the property at 3627 Divisadero and did not see
my letter of concern in the attachments or any of the photos that I attached.     
 
Can you tell me why my letter wasn’t included as an attachment?   Did other homeowners like
myself submit letters of concern as it would be good to get a sense of the larger communities
concerns regarding this building project.  
 
If there is a way to include my letter and any other letters of concern, that would be greatly
appreciated.  I do see the two neighboring properties documents regarding the DR that was filed,
but no letters of concern.
 
Is there a ZOOM link for this meeting that will be sent to those who are concerned or do we just
logon to the SF planning meeting site and is the ZOOM link there?
 
Thanks very much,
Cathi Dennehy and Dinno Kovic
 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. May,
 
I’m attaching a letter of concern and related supportive documents specific to the building permit
plan submitted to you by 3627 Divisadero street.  Please contact me at this email or by phone if you
have any questions about the letter or the photographic  supportive documents.
 
The photos were all taken from homes in the Marina on Beach street, Lyon street , etc.   I did not
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include home addresses for these buildings, but if you would like them, I can record them and send
them to you. 
 
Thanks very much for your consideration,
Cathi Dennehy
 



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

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: Comments regarding project record number 2018-012648CUA
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 9:55:00 AM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is open for
business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our Public Portal, where you can
file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of
Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s
health, all of our in-person services at 1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

-----Original Message-----
From: Kai Ng <kai_ng@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2020 9:10 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Comments regarding project record number 2018-012648CUA

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

Hi:
As a neighbor of St. Ignatius College Prep, we have patiently dealt with traffic and parking issues in our
neighborhood during the weekend football games. The idea of holding games on weeknights when we return home
from work, having to deal with traffic, lack of parking, and unruly teens late at night, is completely inappropriate for
a residential neighborhood. We have young children, and the noise and light pollution are completely unacceptable
to us. There is no mitigation possible, so we oppose the project.

As well, this project provides no benefit whatsoever to the neighborhood, only to St. Ignatius. Especially in light of
the current pandemic where we can easily expect no sporting events such as football games for the next few years, it
also seems like a marginal benefit to St. Ignatius as well. Their funds would be better spent on improvements in
education, especially distance education.

In short, I have heard no convincing arguments that this planned project should proceed. It is of no benefit to the
neighborhood, or really to St. Ignatius.

Sincerely,
Kai Ng
2178 40th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116
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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: Kwiatkowska, Natalia (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: False blueprints 560 556 Scott street
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 9:53:00 AM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: adam winchester <adam7650@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 7:34 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: False blueprints 560 556 Scott street

Permit number. 202002194869
On Wed, May 6, 2020 at 4:05 PM adam winchester <adam7650@gmail.com> wrote:

On Wed, May 6, 2020 at 4:03 PM adam winchester <adam7650@gmail.com> wrote:

To whom it may concern
I am a tenant at 556 Scott St and it has come to my attention that the blueprints have been falsified-there is NOT a window accessing the backyard/side yard-there is a DOOR accessing it currently.This also acts as a fire escape/egress path out of the back and side of my unit as there is no escape from the rear of the building due to fencing.I believe this needs to be reviewed-some sort of fire escape/stairs need to be retained for access to the yard once it is excavated at the rear of garage.
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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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for DR request 804 22nd Street
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 9:44:25 AM
Attachments: 804 22nd Street DR Request 05.04.20.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: Kayleigh Henson <henson.kayleigh@gmail.com>
Date: Thursday, May 7, 2020 at 12:53 AM
To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)" <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, "Diamond, Susan (CPC)"
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)" <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, "Fung,
Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Ionin,
Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>,
"Giacomucci, Monica (CPC)" <Monica.Giacomucci@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for DR request 804 22nd Street
 

 

Mr. Koppel,
 
Attached please find my letter in support of a Design Review Request for 804 22nd street. I may not
be able to attend the entirety of the hearing tomorrow as I work tomorrow afternoon, but I do hope
the commission is able to read my comments in advance of the hearing and consider them. As their
next door neighbor, who literally shares a wall with their building, my unit as well as the upstairs unit
will be directly and permanently affected by the project as it is currently drawn. Your consideration
is appreciated.
 
Most Sincerely,
 
Kayleigh Henson

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

May 4, 2020





President Joel Koppel

San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

joel.koppel@sfgov.org



Re: 804 22nd Street – Case No. 2015-014170DRP. 

Discretionary Review Request





Dear Planning Commission Members:



My name is Kayleigh Henson and I have lived next door to 804-806 22nd Street for 22 years. I’m writing to you today to express my concerns about the project as proposed and to urge the commission to consider the extraordinary impact these changes will have on our entire block. For this reason, I wholly support the request for a DR. 



My neighbor to the rear, Annette Carrier, and her tenant, as well as myself and my upstairs neighbors at 810 22nd will bear the brunt of the reduction in both privacy and light, given our immediate and adjoining proximity to 804 22nd. However, given the layout of the backyards on our entire block of 22nd and wrapping around to both Tennessee and Minnesota Streets, the changes will affect a total of 11 properties, whose backyards all adjoin each other and for whom a buildout of this magnitude will permanently alter the neighborhood aesthetic. By way of reference, here is an aerial map of the backyards.



https://goo.gl/maps/ESGd9RkWSVwb7PAg7



I cannot stress to you enough just how anomalous these changes are to the existing block. Approval of this outsized and unnecessary project would be precedent setting. 



For Annette and her tenant on Tennessee Street, the erection of three massive decks that look directly into her windows would be an extraordinary invasion of privacy. It would also place people on the decks, within feet of their bedrooms and bathrooms, which seems untenable as currently designed. Respect must be shown for existing privacy and light, neither of which are adequately addressed in the plans as currently rendered. 



The lack of compliance with design guidelines is extensively laid out in the letter from Sarah Hoffman so I won’t repeat her concerns, however, the lack of code compliance, specifically the existing unpermitted deck is of grave concern to me, as these new plans use an illegally built addition as the basis to build even further. The plans as they stand would make the property even less compliant, as they are based on a footprint that violates building code. 



For myself at 808 22nd Street and my upstairs neighbors at 810 22nd Street, the increase in square footage for the commercial space below, by relocating the current downstairs residential dwelling to a higher floor will mean that the breezeway/egress along the west facing side of the building that adjoins my unit, portends a nightmare scenario for our building, whose bedrooms and bedroom windows are adjacent to the breezeway/egress. Currently, the commercial space has no access to the rear of the unit or the egress, only interior access from 22nd Street, and the only traffic along the egress is by the two tenants of the in-law unit and their dog. By giving access to the breezeway/egress to a commercial tenant, particularly with a new, larger, space, the increased noise and foot traffic will render my unit effectively unlivable. For example, if they were to rent to a restaurant, they wouldn’t accept deliveries through the front doors on 22nd street, they would be directed to the side access, directly below bedroom windows for both 808 and 810 22nd Street. The same would be true for garbage and waste. So instead of that breezeway/egress being used by just a few residential tenants, it would become the main thoroughfare for dozens upon dozens of employees and delivery drivers, none of whom will have any incentive to mitigate their noise, and who would have a legal right to use that space 15+ hours a day. Again, this would render the 6 bedrooms that abut that egress utterly unlivable and represents a complete shift in use from what it currently is. This is not a matter of merely reshuffling existing commercial/residential usage, this is an entirely new use of that space and the impact on the two flats at 808 and 810 22nd Street is immeasurable. Furthermore, the placement of doors and windows along that side of the building, as currently drawn, will directly impact privacy and noise for bedrooms and bathrooms on both floors of 808 + 810 22nd Street. 



I want to be clear that my concerns about the change in use of the commercial space and it’s access to the egress is not hyperbole but has been borne out by my experience during prior periods of construction as construction crews used that egress on a daily basis. I suffered through years of on and off again building with crews using the egress to move equipment and supplies. I had two different roommates move out as a result in the uptick in noise whenever they would begin construction again. To have that noise and traffic volume be made permanent by allowing commercial access to what is currently a quiet residential space is unimaginable.



Finally, my concern is not just for myself and my immediate neighbors but for the entire neighborhood. The building as proposed, both front and back will be entirely anomalous. It will not match the character of any other property on the street, it will be the only property with no backyard, the only property with multi-tiered decking, and the only property built to the lot line. Furthermore, I see that there are a number of letters of support for the project but I’d like to point out that none of their supporters will be directly impacted by the massive rear buildout and as such, I trust they won’t be weighted as heavily as those that the project directly affects. 


Given the extraordinary changes that they are asking for, I respectfully ask you, the Planning Department, who are the gatekeepers of both the building code and the historical integrity of our neighborhoods, to severely curtail the scope of this project. The massive changes they are proposing, once approved, cannot be undone. The only people that will benefit from these changes are the Peters/DeBoer family, yet 2 buildings will receive an immediate reduction of light and privacy and quiet enjoyment, and an entire block of residences and an entire historical neighborhood will be permanently diminished by the plans as they stand. 



Most Sincerely,





Kayleigh Henson

808 22nd Street



Cc: 

kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

sue.diamond@sfgov.org

milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

frank.fung@sfgov.org

theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

david.winslow@sfgov.org

monica.giacomucci@sfgov.org
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--
Kayleigh Henson
Dogpatch Financial
415.706.6860



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

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

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: S.I. Stadium Lights in Context
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 8:43:00 AM
Attachments: 200506 SI LIGHTS SITE X_SECTION 39TH AVE.pdf

200506 SI LIGHTS SITE X_SECTION 39TH_40TH AVES.pdf

 
 
 
Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-
mail. Our Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property
Information Map are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are
accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-
person services at 1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more
information.
 
 

From: Nina & Jay Manzo <nijaymanzo@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 4:33 PM
To: Marstaff (BOS) <marstaff@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: S.I. Stadium Lights in Context
 

 

Dear Planner Horn, Planning Commissioners and Supervisor Mar,
 
As a homeowner with a family and two children living near S.I., I want to tell you that I am
strongly opposed to the proposed stadium lights and cell antenna project.  I hope you
understand how distressing this proposal is for nearby residents, especially having it
reviewed during these difficult times in which we are already experiencing great stresses
and uncertainty.  To see the peacefulness of our homes threatened by this project is
extremely disturbing.   This project will be a massive visual blight to the
neighborhood, as well as impose so many additional nuisances (like traffic,
parking issues, light pollution, noise, litter, etc).  
 
I can't understand how the Planning Department or Commission could even consider this
project, as it doesn't meet the requirements of a Conditional Use Permit per the Zoning
Code.  Even in the recent community Zoom meeting hosted by S.I., there was no mention
of how this project would be desirable for, compatible with, or serve us non-S.I.-affiliated
residents here the neighborhood (see SF Planning Code Section 303(c)).

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org
mailto:Frank.Fung@sfgov.org
mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org
mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://aca-ccsf.accela.com/ccsf/Default.aspx
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
mailto:alec.longaway@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964
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As an architect I think often about the message that the built environment expresses. 
These grossly out-of-scale light poles and antennas, erected by Verizon (certainly at a
great profit in terms of rental income to S.I.) send the message that this private institution,
with very little neighborhood basis, values their own needs and profits far above the
interests of the surrounding community.  The significance of private organized sports and
cellular communications, as embodied in these massive towers, will be looming over all of
us in the area.  It will be seen and felt constantly from our front yards, our rear yards, our
decks, our living rooms, dining rooms and bedrooms.  The brilliant LED light-throw,
cheering crowds, and amplified announcements will reign over our family dinners and the
evening down-time we and all our neighbors want to enjoy at home.  And the 5G cell
antennas (with there as-yet-unknown health impacts) will be running constantly 24-hours a
day over the heads of all our neighborhood children.
 
Please do not approve this unfortunate proposal!  Let's not see this neighborhood spoiled by
this.  So many other San Franciscans visit these few blocks when using the public facilities
at West Sunset Soccer and Baseball Fields, as well as the West Sunset Library, AP Giannini
(where one of my sons is a student), Sunset Elementary, and even the West Sunset
Community Garden (which we belong to).  They will be walking beneath these gargantuan
looming private towers which are so extremely out and character with the surrounding
neighborhood and larger Sunset District.  
 
Please see the attached drawings I prepared which show Verizon's poles and antennas
drawn to scale, and put into the neighborhood context.  Such drawings were not provided
by S.I., but I wanted to see the actual impact to our neighborhood, in terms of height, bulk,
and sight lines.  You can see how out of scale with the neighborhood the proposed
lights and antennas are.
 
Thank you for considering my concerns.
 
Sincerely,
Nina Manzo
 



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

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

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: Advance Submission for Project #2018-012648CUA - Saint Ignatius Stadium Lighting Project
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 8:43:00 AM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 5:24 PM
To: sisunset neighbors <sisunsetneighbors@hotmail.com>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Advance Submission for Project #2018-012648CUA - Saint Ignatius Stadium Lighting
Project
Materials received,
Thank you Deborah.
Jeff Horn, Senior Planner
Southwest Team, Current Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-6925 | Email: jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org |San Francisco Property Information Map
The Planning Department is open for business during the Shelter in Place Order. Most of our staff
are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our Public Portal, where you can file new
applications, and our Property Information Map are available 24/7. The Planning Commission is
convening remotely and the public is encouraged to participate. The Board of Appeals and Board of
Supervisors are accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. All of our in-person services at
1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended until further notice. Click here for more information.
I am working from home during this time and will be available through email.

From: sisunset neighbors <sisunsetneighbors@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 4:08 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>
Subject: Advance Submission for Project #2018-012648CUA - Saint Ignatius Stadium Lighting Project

The Saint Ignatius Neighborhood Association hereby submits the attached:
Advance Submission Materials for Project #2018-012648CUA - Saint Ignatius Stadium Lighting
Project.
This submittal is being filed more than eight (8) days prior to the currently scheduled May 14,
2020 Planning Commission Meeting, and in accordance with San Francisco Planning
Department procedures.
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Please confirm your receipt of this email.

Thank you
Deborah F. Brown, Secretary

Saint Ignatius Neighborhood Association



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

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

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1760 Ocean Avenue: Block / Lot: 3283 / 195
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 8:38:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: Shirley Lima <hello@shirleylima.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 7:39 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1760 Ocean Avenue: Block / Lot: 3283 / 195

Project: 1760 Ocean Avenue
Block/Lot: 3283 / 195

Record Number: 2019-016388CUA

Hi Planning Commission,

My name is Shirley Lima and I live in the Ocean Gardens Residential Condominiums
Project right above the proposed expansion of Fresenius Kidney Care (FKC) formerly
known as RAI Dialysis Care Center.

I oppose the granting of the conditional use for the expansion of the dialysis center to 1760
Ocean Avenue for the below reasons:

1. The business owners have never made any attempt to mitigate the traffic
situation outside their current location. I've yet to see any plans on how this
business plans to handle the increased traffic by expanding into 1760 Ocean
Avenue. In the current situation, the para-transit vans who pick up their patients
tend to double park on Ocean Avenue frequently, making it unsafe and difficult
for me to make a right turn onto the street I live on. What's even more surprising
is that the Conditional Use Permit request mentions, "Traffic will not change as
the space currently has a dedicated parking garage." There are two things
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wrong with this statement:

a. This parking garage has been available for use by patients in the current
location at 1738 Ocean Avenue, but the business owners have not
disclosed that the height of most para-transit vans will not fit into that
garage. For example, a typical para-transit model is the Ford E450 with a
height of 111" (9'1/4"). Unfortunately, the clearance for that garage is only
8'2". So what happens instead is that the vans pile up on the right lane of
Ocean Avenue, double parked, and if you are unlucky to get stuck in that
lane, you cannot get out because there is a Muni island to your left. I've
seen cars drive backwards on Ocean Avenue and then over the east end
of the island to get themselves out of the situation.

b. I don't see how Savely Healthcare Architects can assume that traffic will
remain the same on the right lane of Ocean Ave. and Dorado Terr. Where
is the traffic survey that will let residents know what it will be like with triple
the patients arriving at the intersection? Until this business makes a better
attempt at being a 'good neighbor', it doesn't seem sustainable for them to
be expanding in this neighborhood.

2. FKC doesn't serve the needs of the residents who shop on the Ocean Avenue
corridor. In fact, this business adds to the retail leakage in the neighborhood
because their customers are bused in from outside neighborhoods and then
leave to spend their dollars elsewhere. 1760 Ocean Avenue is reserved for a
retail space and should stay vacant until an appropriate retailer can move in. I
understand that getting vacancies filled is difficult, but should FKC move into the
1760 Ocean Ave, it could increase retail leakage for years to come.

For the reasons stated, I'm opposed to the expansion of the Fresenius Kidney Care. I
feel the business is better suited to a location where there is an open parking lot that
can serve their population. I've lived in the neighborhood since 2007 and it's changed
a lot; there are many more residential units (Avalon, Brighton Luxury Apartments,
future development at Balboa Park Reservoir) and therefore, more walkable retail
services are moving in (restaurants, grocery stores, hardware stores, etc). We should
work towards protecting what the neighborhood has become, a residential community
with retail services within walking distance.

Thanks in advance for your consideration,

Shirley Lima

18 Dorado Ter #8



San Francisco, CA. 94112

Enclosure
Photo of Garage Clearance at 1738 / 1760 Ocean Ave which shows clearance as 8'2":



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

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

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: Block / Lot 3283 / 195: 1760 Ocean Avenue
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 8:38:00 AM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: VIRGILIO DE JOYA <vdejoya@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 9:34 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: vdejoya@comcast.net; hellow@shirleylima.com
Subject: Block / Lot 3283 / 195: 1760 Ocean Avenue

From: Virgil de Joya
18 Dorado Terrace #3
San Francisco, CA 94112
To: SF Planning Department
Re: Block / Lot 3283 / 195: 1760 Ocean Avenue
Record # 2019-016388CUA
To Whom It May Concern:
Being a homeowner living directly above the dialysis Center with plans for the
expansion of this medical facility is quite troublesome for our neighborhood and
especially for me and my family.
This expansion will only create wreak havoc, and in turn, affect and change the
overall atmosphere of the neighborhood mainly due to traffic congestion, noise and
air pollution, traffic safety, parking issues, and the overall health and safety of every
individual living around the area.
Because of all my concerns stated above, I vehemently oppose the plan for the
expansion of the Dialysis Center.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: eliza nemser
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC);

Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC); CPC-Commissions Secretary
Subject: Objection to proposed construction at 1043-1045 Clayton
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 7:02:42 AM

 

Dear Planning Commissioners; Dear City Planner,

Per today’s agenda, Record Number 2018-014766CUA, I am writing in objection to the
planned construction at the aforementioned addresses. This project will substantially affect the
light, views, and quality of life for at least 5 properties on Belvedere Street, and the proposed
housing is out of proportion with the historic nature of the neighborhood. This will not create
affordable housing and will adversely impact the neighborhood.

Thank you,
Dr. Eliza Nemser

___________________
Eliza Nemser, PhD
(206) 399-2651
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Kayleigh Henson
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC)
Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa

(CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); CPC-Commissions Secretary; Winslow, David (CPC); Giacomucci, Monica (CPC)
Subject: Support for DR request 804 22nd Street
Date: Thursday, May 07, 2020 12:53:03 AM
Attachments: 804 22nd Street DR Request 05.04.20.docx

 

Mr. Koppel,

Attached please find my letter in support of a Design Review Request for 804 22nd street. I
may not be able to attend the entirety of the hearing tomorrow as I work tomorrow afternoon,
but I do hope the commission is able to read my comments in advance of the hearing and
consider them. As their next door neighbor, who literally shares a wall with their building, my
unit as well as the upstairs unit will be directly and permanently affected by the project as it is
currently drawn. Your consideration is appreciated.

Most Sincerely,

Kayleigh Henson

-- 
Kayleigh Henson
Dogpatch Financial
415.706.6860
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May 4, 2020





President Joel Koppel

San Francisco Planning Commission

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

joel.koppel@sfgov.org



Re: 804 22nd Street – Case No. 2015-014170DRP. 

Discretionary Review Request





Dear Planning Commission Members:



My name is Kayleigh Henson and I have lived next door to 804-806 22nd Street for 22 years. I’m writing to you today to express my concerns about the project as proposed and to urge the commission to consider the extraordinary impact these changes will have on our entire block. For this reason, I wholly support the request for a DR. 



My neighbor to the rear, Annette Carrier, and her tenant, as well as myself and my upstairs neighbors at 810 22nd will bear the brunt of the reduction in both privacy and light, given our immediate and adjoining proximity to 804 22nd. However, given the layout of the backyards on our entire block of 22nd and wrapping around to both Tennessee and Minnesota Streets, the changes will affect a total of 11 properties, whose backyards all adjoin each other and for whom a buildout of this magnitude will permanently alter the neighborhood aesthetic. By way of reference, here is an aerial map of the backyards.



https://goo.gl/maps/ESGd9RkWSVwb7PAg7



I cannot stress to you enough just how anomalous these changes are to the existing block. Approval of this outsized and unnecessary project would be precedent setting. 



For Annette and her tenant on Tennessee Street, the erection of three massive decks that look directly into her windows would be an extraordinary invasion of privacy. It would also place people on the decks, within feet of their bedrooms and bathrooms, which seems untenable as currently designed. Respect must be shown for existing privacy and light, neither of which are adequately addressed in the plans as currently rendered. 



The lack of compliance with design guidelines is extensively laid out in the letter from Sarah Hoffman so I won’t repeat her concerns, however, the lack of code compliance, specifically the existing unpermitted deck is of grave concern to me, as these new plans use an illegally built addition as the basis to build even further. The plans as they stand would make the property even less compliant, as they are based on a footprint that violates building code. 



For myself at 808 22nd Street and my upstairs neighbors at 810 22nd Street, the increase in square footage for the commercial space below, by relocating the current downstairs residential dwelling to a higher floor will mean that the breezeway/egress along the west facing side of the building that adjoins my unit, portends a nightmare scenario for our building, whose bedrooms and bedroom windows are adjacent to the breezeway/egress. Currently, the commercial space has no access to the rear of the unit or the egress, only interior access from 22nd Street, and the only traffic along the egress is by the two tenants of the in-law unit and their dog. By giving access to the breezeway/egress to a commercial tenant, particularly with a new, larger, space, the increased noise and foot traffic will render my unit effectively unlivable. For example, if they were to rent to a restaurant, they wouldn’t accept deliveries through the front doors on 22nd street, they would be directed to the side access, directly below bedroom windows for both 808 and 810 22nd Street. The same would be true for garbage and waste. So instead of that breezeway/egress being used by just a few residential tenants, it would become the main thoroughfare for dozens upon dozens of employees and delivery drivers, none of whom will have any incentive to mitigate their noise, and who would have a legal right to use that space 15+ hours a day. Again, this would render the 6 bedrooms that abut that egress utterly unlivable and represents a complete shift in use from what it currently is. This is not a matter of merely reshuffling existing commercial/residential usage, this is an entirely new use of that space and the impact on the two flats at 808 and 810 22nd Street is immeasurable. Furthermore, the placement of doors and windows along that side of the building, as currently drawn, will directly impact privacy and noise for bedrooms and bathrooms on both floors of 808 + 810 22nd Street. 



I want to be clear that my concerns about the change in use of the commercial space and it’s access to the egress is not hyperbole but has been borne out by my experience during prior periods of construction as construction crews used that egress on a daily basis. I suffered through years of on and off again building with crews using the egress to move equipment and supplies. I had two different roommates move out as a result in the uptick in noise whenever they would begin construction again. To have that noise and traffic volume be made permanent by allowing commercial access to what is currently a quiet residential space is unimaginable.



Finally, my concern is not just for myself and my immediate neighbors but for the entire neighborhood. The building as proposed, both front and back will be entirely anomalous. It will not match the character of any other property on the street, it will be the only property with no backyard, the only property with multi-tiered decking, and the only property built to the lot line. Furthermore, I see that there are a number of letters of support for the project but I’d like to point out that none of their supporters will be directly impacted by the massive rear buildout and as such, I trust they won’t be weighted as heavily as those that the project directly affects. 


Given the extraordinary changes that they are asking for, I respectfully ask you, the Planning Department, who are the gatekeepers of both the building code and the historical integrity of our neighborhoods, to severely curtail the scope of this project. The massive changes they are proposing, once approved, cannot be undone. The only people that will benefit from these changes are the Peters/DeBoer family, yet 2 buildings will receive an immediate reduction of light and privacy and quiet enjoyment, and an entire block of residences and an entire historical neighborhood will be permanently diminished by the plans as they stand. 



Most Sincerely,





Kayleigh Henson

808 22nd Street



Cc: 

kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

sue.diamond@sfgov.org

milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

frank.fung@sfgov.org

theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

david.winslow@sfgov.org

monica.giacomucci@sfgov.org
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Peter Bransten
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Subject: Fw: 1043 - 1045 Clayton Street; Record No. 2018-0147766CUA
Date: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 3:12:21 PM
Attachments: ATT00001.htm

ATT00002.htm
ATT00003.htm
ATT00004.htm
ATT00005.htm
ATT00006.htm
Proposed west facing side of new construction.pdf
ATT00007.htm

Hello:

I omitted to copy you on my email to the Commissioners and the Planner below.

Peter M. Bransten Cell: 415-269-0118

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Leela de Souza Bransten <leeladesouza@hotmail.com>
To: peter bransten <peter.bransten@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 6, 2020, 03:08:42 PM PDT
Subject: Fwd: 1043 - 1045 Clayton Street; Record No. 2018-0147766CUA

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: "peter.bransten@yahoo.com" <peter.bransten@yahoo.com>
Date: May 6, 2020 at 2:28:44 PM PDT
To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "kathrin.moore@sfgov.org"
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, "sue.diamond@sfgov.org" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>,
"frank.fung@sfgov.org" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "theresa.imperial@sfgov.org"
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "milicent.johnson@sfgov.org"
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, "sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org" <sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>
Cc: Leela de Souza Bransten <leeladesouza@hotmail.com>
Subject: 1043 - 1045 Clayton Street; Record No. 2018-0147766CUA



Dear Planning Commissioners and Ms. Jimenez:

This email concerns the Conditional Use Authorization dated
April 30, 2020 pertaining to the project located at 1043 – 1045
Clayton Street.

mailto:peter.bransten@yahoo.com
mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org



























ADJACENT BUILDING AT 1053-55 CLAYTON


ADJACENT BUILDING AT 1025 CLAYTON











For nearly fifteen years I have lived with my wife and daughter
in the home at 510 Belvedere St., the property immediately to
the west of the proposed project at 1043-1045 Clayton Street.

In concept, I am not opposed to the proposed increase in
density sought by the Conditional Use Authorization dated
April 30, 2020. I fully appreciate the need for more housing in
San Francisco.

I do, however, object to the Conditional Use Authorization to
the extent it is based on the design of the project as presented
in the Conditional Use Authorization.

My particular objection is to the proposed five stories of
massing –totalling over 50 feet -- at the rear of the proposed
project. The attached photos depict the current conditions of
the west facing side of the home currently existing on the
project site. The project design would create new living units at
ground level at the rear of the property (where there is now
planting) and add another nearly 30 feet of new structure
above the current roof line. The result will be imposing,
unsightly, excessively massive, and block light to my property
and the adjacent properties on Belvedere Street. Please
compare the attached photos of the west side of the current
home with the attached pdf, the architect’s rendering of the
west side of the proposed new structure.

It is my understanding that the proposed project is a “spec”
project. I have no objection to the project owners, “OBC, LLC
and TIBT, LLC” realizing a return on their investment, but they
should design the massing of the rear of the project to give
consideration and attention to me and other adjacent
neighbours immediately below the project on Belvedere
Street.

Finally, please be advised that in 2017, a very large tree on
the project site toppled over into my backyard. Photos of the
toppled tree are attached. Before any new construction on the
property is approved, I believe that soil conditions at the
project site must be carefully evaluated.



Thank you and please stay safe.

Peter M. Bransten

510 Belvedere St.

(415) 269-0118 (cell)



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES TENDERLOIN NEIGHBORHOOD SAFETY ASSESSMENT

AND PLAN FOR COVID-19
Date: Wednesday, May 06, 2020 11:48:31 AM
Attachments: 05.06.20 Tenderloin Neighborhood Safety Assessment and Plan.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>
Date: Wednesday, May 6, 2020 at 11:39 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES TENDERLOIN
NEIGHBORHOOD SAFETY ASSESSMENT AND PLAN FOR COVID-19
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, May 6, 2020
Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, dempress@sfgov.org 
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES TENDERLOIN

NEIGHBORHOOD SAFETY ASSESSMENT AND PLAN FOR
COVID-19

Block-by-block assessment identifies consistent challenges to guide the City’s response for
improving the conditions on the streets and ensuring the health and safety of all Tenderloin

residents.
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the release of the
Tenderloin Neighborhood Safety Assessment and Plan for COVID-19, a comprehensive report
of the current conditions in the Tenderloin and a block-by-block plan for addressing those
challenges. The Tenderloin Plan is part of the City’s broader efforts to address the public
health crisis in San Francisco and among people who are experiencing homelessness.
 

Since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, the Tenderloin has seen a significant
increase in unsheltered homelessness and a reduction in quality of life and safety for housed
and unhoused residents alike. Mayor Breed directed the Human Rights Commission (HRC) to
establish a citywide roundtable of stakeholders with a focus on low-income residents,
immigrants, African Americans and other communities to address the disparate impacts of the

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:dempress@sfgov.org
https://sf.gov/news/san-francisco-releases-tenderloin-neighborhood-safety-assessment-and-plan-covid-19
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Wednesday, May 6, 2020 
Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, dempress@sfgov.org   
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES TENDERLOIN 


NEIGHBORHOOD SAFETY ASSESSMENT AND PLAN FOR 
COVID-19 


Block-by-block assessment identifies consistent challenges to guide the City’s response for 
improving the conditions on the streets and ensuring the health and safety of all Tenderloin 


residents. 
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the release of the Tenderloin 
Neighborhood Safety Assessment and Plan for COVID-19, a comprehensive report of the current 
conditions in the Tenderloin and a block-by-block plan for addressing those challenges. The 
Tenderloin Plan is part of the City’s broader efforts to address the public health crisis in 
San Francisco and among people who are experiencing homelessness. 
 
Since the beginning of the COVID-19 pandemic, the Tenderloin has seen a significant increase 
in unsheltered homelessness and a reduction in quality of life and safety for housed and 
unhoused residents alike. Mayor Breed directed the Human Rights Commission (HRC) to 
establish a citywide roundtable of stakeholders with a focus on low-income residents, 
immigrants, African Americans and other communities to address the disparate impacts of the 
coronavirus. Tenderloin stakeholders joined the roundtable at the beginning of April to identify 
and escalate urgent needs to the Emergency Operations Center (EOC). The collaborative effort 
has led to the distribution of thousands of face coverings, meals, and technology equipment for 
youth distance learning to the Tenderloin neighborhood. 
 
In April, the HRC Tenderloin Community Roundtable facilitated the assembly of a team of 
representative City departments from the Healthy Streets Operations Center and community 
groups and stakeholders to design and implement a robust Tenderloin Neighborhood Needs 
Assessment. This assessment was conducted on the morning of April 28th and consisted of multi-
disciplinary teams walking each block of a segment of the Tenderloin, broken into six 
geographic zones. Each City department used a standardized survey tool to evaluate each block 
on a set of safety and quality of life parameters relevant to their respective departments. The 
report issued today compiles findings from these assessments and details a plan to address the 
issues facing the Tenderloin during the global COVID-19 pandemic. 
 
“We are committed to ensuring our most vulnerable neighbors are safe and have access to the 
resources they need to stay healthy during this public health crisis,” said Mayor Breed. “This 
plan was informed by an on-the-ground assessment of the current challenges in the Tenderloin 
and with input from the community, and our City employees and nonprofit partners who are out 
there every day interacting with and serving the people who are experiencing homelessness. By 
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implementing this plan, we can help improve health and safety of everyone living in the 
Tenderloin.”  
 
The Tenderloin Plan seeks to address and improve conditions in the neighborhood, with an initial 
focus on the 13 blocks in the Tenderloin that are most highly impacted. Implementation of the 
Plan will be iterative and informed by ongoing community input, with a goal of expanding to the 
other 36 blocks in the Tenderloin not specifically identified in the Plan. 
 
The Plan has eight main goals: 


1. Address encampments by offering safe sleeping alternatives to unsheltered individuals. 
2. Facilitate social distancing compliance by closing streets and limiting parking. 
3. Ensure that all residents, housed and unhoused, have safe passage and access to their 


homes and businesses. 
4. Improve access to hygiene stations, restrooms and garbage disposal for unhoused 


individuals. 
5. Address food and water insecurity for housed and unhoused residents alike. 
6. Increase police presence and activate community care ambassadors to mitigate public 


safety concerns. 
7. Increase health services in the neighborhood. 
8. Increased education and outreach to residents and businesses through a community care 


ambassador program. 
 
The City has begun implementing the recommendations in the plan, and is focusing first on the 
13 blocks with the highest needs. The City has already installed six drinking water fixtures in the 
Tenderloin—called manifolds—that attach to fire hydrants and allow for drinking water access. 
Starting the week of May 11, the City will activate a “Safe Sleeping Village” at the current 
Fulton Street Mall encampment, which will have on-site services and be operated by Urban 
Alchemy. 
 
A team of community care ambassadors will operate in the Tenderloin taking a measured block-
by-block approach to supporting neighboring community members in social distancing, 
accessing pertinent resources, and participate in light street cleaning 
 
The Tenderloin Plan is one of the ways the City is protecting the health of people experiencing 
homelessness. The City has moved 1,053 people experiencing homelessness into hotel rooms 
and has established 120 shelter-in-place RVs and trailers for people experiencing homelessness 
in District 10. The City has expanded meal delivery to existing encampments and has expanded 
the number of handwashing stations and staffed Pit Stops. There are now 49 24/7 staffed Pit 
Stops in San Francisco. 
 
The model of the Tenderloin Plan will be used to inform and create comprehensive plans for 
other neighborhoods down the road throughout the City heavily impacted by the ongoing public 
health crisis. 
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“The Tenderloin Plan is the direct result of a coordinated effort by multiple City-departments, 
Tenderloin residents and community non-profits coming together to protect our housed and 
unhoused neighbors alike,” said Jeff Kositsky, Manager of the Healthy Streets Operations 
Center. “The safety assessment will allow us to provide acute care to our vulnerable populations 
so they are safe and have access to the resources they need, while also maintaining the health and 
well-being of the surrounding neighborhood.” 
 
“How we address homelessness, addiction and mental health during this unprecedented global 
pandemic is of utmost importance. I am proud of the disaster service workers, service providers 
and community members who have worked tirelessly to develop solutions during this public 
health crisis,” said Mary Ellen Carroll, Executive Director, San Francisco Department of 
Emergency Management. “The Tenderloin Plan can serve as a model for how San Francisco 
promotes healthy streets as we learn to live with COVID-19 in our community.” 
 
“The creation and implementation of the Tenderloin Plan has been a community-driven process 
from start to finish,” said Sheryl Davis, Executive Director of the HRC. “We are thankful for the 
continued collaboration and open dialogue we have established with Tenderloin community 
stakeholders. This plan is a great start at addressing their urgent needs to make the neighborhood 
safer, healthier, and more livable for all.”  
 
“The housed and unhoused residents of the Tenderloin are uniquely impacted by the COVID-19 
crisis,” said Abigail Stewart-Kahn, Interim Director of the Department of Homelessness and 
Supportive Housing. “We are grateful for the leadership of Mayor Breed and the Emergency 
Operations Center in the development and implementation of the strategy.” 
 
“As a community leader, being a part of the Community Roundtable and the Tenderloin 
Subcommittee has allowed me to help our families and neighbors — housed and unhoused, 
business owners, and community agencies — with solving some of the issues being presented in 
the Tenderloin,” said Michael Vuong, Clubhouse Director for the Tenderloin Clubhouse of the 
Boys & Girls Clubs of San Francisco. “I, along with others in the community, have had an 
opportunity to have a voice, provide feedback, and hear directly from the City agencies who 
have participated in solving these issues. While we may not always agree and acknowledge 
there's more to do, it's important that the lines of communication stay open, and that is what has 
happened thanks to the leadership of Sheryl Davis and Suzy Loftus.” 
 
 


### 







coronavirus. Tenderloin stakeholders joined the roundtable at the beginning of April to
identify and escalate urgent needs to the Emergency Operations Center (EOC). The
collaborative effort has led to the distribution of thousands of face coverings, meals, and
technology equipment for youth distance learning to the Tenderloin neighborhood.

 

In April, the HRC Tenderloin Community Roundtable facilitated the assembly of a team of
representative City departments from the Healthy Streets Operations Center and community
groups and stakeholders to design and implement a robust Tenderloin Neighborhood Needs
Assessment. This assessment was conducted on the morning of April 28th and consisted of
multi-disciplinary teams walking each block of a segment of the Tenderloin, broken into six
geographic zones. Each City department used a standardized survey tool to evaluate each
block on a set of safety and quality of life parameters relevant to their respective departments.
The report issued today compiles findings from these assessments and details a plan to address
the issues facing the Tenderloin during the global COVID-19 pandemic.
 
“We are committed to ensuring our most vulnerable neighbors are safe and have access to the
resources they need to stay healthy during this public health crisis,” said Mayor Breed. “This
plan was informed by an on-the-ground assessment of the current challenges in the Tenderloin
and with input from the community, and our City employees and nonprofit partners who are
out there every day interacting with and serving the people who are experiencing
homelessness. By implementing this plan, we can help improve health and safety of everyone
living in the Tenderloin.”
 
The Tenderloin Plan seeks to address and improve conditions in the neighborhood, with an
initial focus on the 13 blocks in the Tenderloin that are most highly impacted. Implementation
of the Plan will be iterative and informed by ongoing community input, with a goal of
expanding to the other 36 blocks in the Tenderloin not specifically identified in the Plan.
 
The Plan has eight main goals:

1. Address encampments by offering safe sleeping alternatives to unsheltered individuals.
2. Facilitate social distancing compliance by closing streets and limiting parking.
3. Ensure that all residents, housed and unhoused, have safe passage and access to their

homes and businesses.
4. Improve access to hygiene stations, restrooms and garbage disposal for unhoused

individuals.
5. Address food and water insecurity for housed and unhoused residents alike.
6. Increase police presence and activate community care ambassadors to mitigate public

safety concerns.
7. Increase health services in the neighborhood.
8. Increased education and outreach to residents and businesses through a community care

ambassador program.
 
The City has begun implementing the recommendations in the plan, and is focusing first on
the 13 blocks with the highest needs. The City has already installed six drinking water fixtures
in the Tenderloin—called manifolds—that attach to fire hydrants and allow for drinking water
access. Starting the week of May 11, the City will activate a “Safe Sleeping Village” at the
current Fulton Street Mall encampment, which will have on-site services and be operated by
Urban Alchemy.



 
A team of community care ambassadors will operate in the Tenderloin taking a measured
block-by-block approach to supporting neighboring community members in social distancing,
accessing pertinent resources, and participate in light street cleaning
 
The Tenderloin Plan is one of the ways the City is protecting the health of people experiencing
homelessness. The City has moved 1,053 people experiencing homelessness into hotel rooms
and has established 120 shelter-in-place RVs and trailers for people experiencing
homelessness in District 10. The City has expanded meal delivery to existing encampments
and has expanded the number of handwashing stations and staffed Pit Stops. There are now 49
24/7 staffed Pit Stops in San Francisco.
 
The model of the Tenderloin Plan will be used to inform and create comprehensive plans for
other neighborhoods down the road throughout the City heavily impacted by the ongoing
public health crisis.
 
“The Tenderloin Plan is the direct result of a coordinated effort by multiple City-departments,
Tenderloin residents and community non-profits coming together to protect our housed and
unhoused neighbors alike,” said Jeff Kositsky, Manager of the Healthy Streets Operations
Center. “The safety assessment will allow us to provide acute care to our vulnerable
populations so they are safe and have access to the resources they need, while also maintaining
the health and well-being of the surrounding neighborhood.”
 
“How we address homelessness, addiction and mental health during this unprecedented global
pandemic is of utmost importance. I am proud of the disaster service workers, service
providers and community members who have worked tirelessly to develop solutions during
this public health crisis,” said Mary Ellen Carroll, Executive Director, San Francisco
Department of Emergency Management. “The Tenderloin Plan can serve as a model for how
San Francisco promotes healthy streets as we learn to live with COVID-19 in our
community.”
 
“The creation and implementation of the Tenderloin Plan has been a community-driven
process from start to finish,” said Sheryl Davis, Executive Director of the HRC. “We are
thankful for the continued collaboration and open dialogue we have established with
Tenderloin community stakeholders. This plan is a great start at addressing their urgent needs
to make the neighborhood safer, healthier, and more livable for all.”

 

“The housed and unhoused residents of the Tenderloin are uniquely impacted by the COVID-
19 crisis,” said Abigail Stewart-Kahn, Interim Director of the Department of Homelessness
and Supportive Housing. “We are grateful for the leadership of Mayor Breed and the
Emergency Operations Center in the development and implementation of the strategy.”

 
“As a community leader, being a part of the Community Roundtable and the Tenderloin
Subcommittee has allowed me to help our families and neighbors — housed and unhoused,
business owners, and community agencies — with solving some of the issues being presented
in the Tenderloin,” said Michael Vuong, Clubhouse Director for the Tenderloin Clubhouse of
the Boys & Girls Clubs of San Francisco. “I, along with others in the community, have had an
opportunity to have a voice, provide feedback, and hear directly from the City agencies who



have participated in solving these issues. While we may not always agree and acknowledge
there's more to do, it's important that the lines of communication stay open, and that is what
has happened thanks to the leadership of Sheryl Davis and Suzy Loftus.”
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1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
 

From: Nancy Wuerfel <nancenumber1@aol.com>
Reply-To: Nancy Wuerfel <nancenumber1@aol.com>
Date: Tuesday, May 5, 2020 at 4:37 PM
To: Aaron Hyland <aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com>, Diane Matsuda
<dianematsuda@hotmail.com>, "kate.black@sfgov.org" <kate.black@sfgov.org>, Chris Foley
<chris.foley@sfgov.org>, Richard Johns <RSEJohns@yahoo.com>, Jonathan Pearlman
<jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com>, "So, Lydia (CPC)" <lydia.so@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas
(CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Fung, Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org"
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, Kathrin Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)"
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>,
"sue.diamond@sfgov.orgjonas.ionin" <sue.diamond@sfgov.orgjonas.ionin>, "Board of
Supervisors, (BOS)" <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>, "Stefani, Catherine (BOS)"
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>, "Preston, Dean (BOS)" <dean.preston@sfgov.org>, "Mar,
Gordon (BOS)" <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>, "Haney, Matt (BOS)" <matt.haney@sfgov.org>,
"MandelmanStaff, [BOS]" <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>, "Walton, Shamann (BOS)"
<shamann.walton@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "Safai,
Ahsha (BOS)" <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>, "Ronen, Hillary" <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>, "Yee,
Norman (BOS)" <norman.yee@sfgov.org>, "Fewer, Sandra (BOS)" <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please Continue item 6 Annual Report at the May 6 HPC meeting
 

 

Commissioners:
 

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


I request that item 6 Certified Local Government Program (CLG) Annual Report be
continued and not approved that this time.  The reason for continuance is that this
2019 draft report is deficient because it does not include reference in the
"Summary of Local Preservation Programs" to the existence of the city's
Landmark Tree Program authorized by Public Works Code Article 16, Section
810, in the Administrative Code since 1995 and updated through to 2015. 
 
This program has landmarked over 20 trees in San Francisco, yet none of them
are listed as cultural and/or historic resources by Planning staff.  All landmarked
trees are designated as such by a Board of Supervisors ordinance.  The Board
considers the age, size, shape, species, location, historical association, visual
quality, and other contributions to the City's character, as set forth in Article 16
Section 810(f)(4)(A)-(E).  
 
Article 10 section 1004 (b) states  "Each such designating ordinance shall include
... a description of the particular features that should be preserved. Any such
designation shall be in furtherance of and in conformance with the purposes of
this Article 10 and the standards set forth herein. "  The Landmark Tree Program
complies with the requirement to describe the "particular features" that should be
preserved.
 
It is time that this failure to recognize the Landmark Tree Program as an integral
part of the city's historical resources must be corrected.  This oversight should be
mentioned on CLG page 18 along with  the actions Planning staff will take to
document the program and include landmarked trees in future preservation
activities and evaluations.
 
Thank you for considering a continuance for item 6 to discuss this issue.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Wuerfel
 

http://www.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=jumplink$jumplink_x=Advanced$jumplink_vpc=first$jumplink_xsl=querylink.xsl$jumplink_sel=title;path;content-type;home-title;item-bookmark$jumplink_d=california(publicworks)$jumplink_q=%5Bfield%20folio-destination-name:'810'%5D$jumplink_md=target-id=JD_810
http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll?f=jumplink$jumplink_x=Advanced$jumplink_vpc=first$jumplink_xsl=querylink.xsl$jumplink_sel=title;path;content-type;home-title;item-bookmark$jumplink_d=california(planning)$jumplink_q=%5Bfield%20folio-destination-name:%27Article%2010%27%5D$jumplink_md=target-id=JD_Article10
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From: Nancy Wuerfel <nancenumber1@aol.com>
Reply-To: Nancy Wuerfel <nancenumber1@aol.com>
Date: Tuesday, May 5, 2020 at 5:13 PM
To: Aaron Hyland <aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com>, Diane Matsuda
<dianematsuda@hotmail.com>, "kate.black@sfgov.org" <kate.black@sfgov.org>, Chris Foley
<chris.foley@sfgov.org>, Richard Johns <RSEJohns@yahoo.com>, Jonathan Pearlman
<jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com>, "So, Lydia (CPC)" <lydia.so@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas
(CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Fung, Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org"
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, Kathrin Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)"
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Diamond,
Susan (CPC)" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Board
of Supervisors, (BOS)" <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>, "Stefani, Catherine (BOS)"
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>, "Preston, Dean (BOS)" <dean.preston@sfgov.org>, "Mar,
Gordon (BOS)" <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>, "Haney, Matt (BOS)" <matt.haney@sfgov.org>,
"MandelmanStaff, [BOS]" <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>, "Walton, Shamann (BOS)"
<shamann.walton@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "Safai,
Ahsha (BOS)" <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>, "Ronen, Hillary" <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>, "Yee,
Norman (BOS)" <norman.yee@sfgov.org>, "Fewer, Sandra (BOS)" <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please continue item 7 SER at the May 6 HPC meeting
 

 

Commissioners:
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The standard environmental requirements, item 7, must be continued until the
coronavirus restrictions are lifted and the public can testify in person to the HPC. 
As currently written, this proposal is a blank check without any specifics named
that are the actual requirements to be used to justify a categorical exemption. 
This important discussion can wait until face to face meetings between
commissioners and the public are once again held at city hall.  There is no need to
rush into this controversial change to our CEQA review.
 
Thank you for considering a continuance,
 
Sincerely,
 

        Nancy Wuerfel
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Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES EXPANSION OF 24-HOUR PIT STOPS TO
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From: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Date: Tuesday, May 5, 2020 at 1:54 PM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES
EXPANSION OF 24-HOUR PIT STOPS TO INCREASE SANITATION DURING THE
COVID-19 PANDEMIC
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, May 5, 2020
Contact: Rachel Gordon, San Francisco Public Works; Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.org
 

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

24-HOUR PIT STOPS TO INCREASE SANITATION DURING
THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC

18 existing Pit Stops will now be open around the clock during the COVID-19 pandemic,
bringing the total number of staffed 24-hour restroom locations in the City to 49.

 
San Francisco, CA —Mayor London N. Breed and San Francisco Public Works today
announced that the City is vastly increasing the number of staffed Pit Stop public toilets that
will operate around the clock, seven days a week, in response to the COVID-19 pandemic.
 
The regular Pit Stop program in San Francisco has 24 locations throughout the City, three of
which have been operating 24 hours a day. Another 15 of these existing Pit Stops will
temporarily be open around the clock by the end of next week. Additionally, the City recently
deployed 37 temporary portable Pit Stop public toilets and sinks that are staffed 24/7 near
known encampment hot spots while the Stay Home Order is in effect.
 
In total, there now will be 49 staffed Pit Stop locations, with 67 toilets altogether, operating
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Tuesday, May 5, 2020 
Contact: Rachel Gordon, San Francisco Public Works; Rachel.Gordon@sfdpw.org 
 


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


24-HOUR PIT STOPS TO INCREASE SANITATION DURING 
THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC 


18 existing Pit Stops will now be open around the clock during the COVID-19 pandemic, 
bringing the total number of staffed 24-hour restroom locations in the City to 49. 


 
San Francisco, CA —Mayor London N. Breed and San Francisco Public Works today 
announced that the City is vastly increasing the number of staffed Pit Stop public toilets that will 
operate around the clock, seven days a week, in response to the COVID-19 pandemic.  
 
The regular Pit Stop program in San Francisco has 24 locations throughout the City, three of 
which have been operating 24 hours a day. Another 15 of these existing Pit Stops will 
temporarily be open around the clock by the end of next week. Additionally, the City recently 
deployed 37 temporary portable Pit Stop public toilets and sinks that are staffed 24/7 near known 
encampment hot spots while the Stay Home Order is in effect.  
 
In total, there now will be 49 staffed Pit Stop locations, with 67 toilets altogether, operating 24/7 
in San Francisco. 
 
“We have been pushing to open more staffed restrooms, including 24-hour facilities, in 
San Francisco, but this pandemic has really highlighted the urgent need for these facilities,” said 
Mayor Breed. “We’re moving as quickly as possible to bring homeless residents into hotels and 
other alternative housing sites during this pandemic, but we face real challenges now that we are 
unable to bring new clients into shelters due to the need to social distance. People living on the 
street need available facilities, and the fact that they are staffed helps to ensure that they remain 
open and operating.”   
 
Overall, the City has 136 staffed public toilets at 62 locations, when park bathrooms are factored 
in. That number exceeds United Nations emergency sanitation standards, which call for a ratio of 
one toilet for every 50 unsheltered residents. Now, as the City faces the unprecedented COVID-
19 crisis, making more restrooms available 24 hours per day will help meet demand. 
 
“We are committed to providing this critical service that offers San Francisco’s unhoused 
residents and others in need expanded access to staffed bathrooms that are clean and safe,” said 
Alaric Degrafinried, Acting Director of San Francisco Public Works, which manages the Pit Stop 
program. 
 







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 
 


 


The 24-hour Pit Stops already are available in the Tenderloin, Mission, South of Market, 
Bayview, Cathedral Hill, Haight, Richmond, Castro, and Civic Center neighborhoods. The 
expansion will add Mid-Market, Lower Polk, and The Embarcadero to the roster. 
 


### 







24/7 in San Francisco.
 
“We have been pushing to open more staffed restrooms, including 24-hour facilities, in
San Francisco, but this pandemic has really highlighted the urgent need for these facilities,”
said Mayor Breed. “We’re moving as quickly as possible to bring homeless residents into
hotels and other alternative housing sites during this pandemic, but we face real challenges
now that we are unable to bring new clients into shelters due to the need to social distance.
People living on the street need available facilities, and the fact that they are staffed helps to
ensure that they remain open and operating.” 
 
Overall, the City has 136 staffed public toilets at 62 locations, when park bathrooms are
factored in. That number exceeds United Nations emergency sanitation standards, which call
for a ratio of one toilet for every 50 unsheltered residents. Now, as the City faces the
unprecedented COVID-19 crisis, making more restrooms available 24 hours per day will help
meet demand.
 
“We are committed to providing this critical service that offers San Francisco’s unhoused
residents and others in need expanded access to staffed bathrooms that are clean and safe,”
said Alaric Degrafinried, Acting Director of San Francisco Public Works, which manages the
Pit Stop program.
 
The 24-hour Pit Stops already are available in the Tenderloin, Mission, South of Market,
Bayview, Cathedral Hill, Haight, Richmond, Castro, and Civic Center neighborhoods. The
expansion will add Mid-Market, Lower Polk, and The Embarcadero to the roster.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ruth Marks
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC);

Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
Cc: Witte, Bill; CPC-Commissions Secretary
Subject: Mercy Housing Support Letter for 98 Franklin
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2020 10:33:48 AM
Attachments: Mercy Housng Letter of Support_98 Franklin.pdf

 

Commission President Koppel and Commissioners,
 
Please find attached a letter of support from Mercy Housing for 98 Franklin.
 
Ruth Marks
Executive Assistant

      Mercy Housing California
      1256 Market Street San Francisco, CA 94102
      t|415.355.7122| mercyhousing.org/california
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Mercy Housing California 


1256 Market Street, San Francisco, California 94102     o | 415-355-7100   f | 415-355-7101 


2512 River Plaza Drive, Suite 200, Sacramento, California 95833    o | 916-414-4400  f | 916-414-4490  


1500 S. Grand Avenue, Suite 100, Los Angeles, California 90015      o | 213-743-5820  f | 213-743-5828     


TTY | 800-877-8973 or 711                                 mercyhousing.org/california 


Mercy Housing is sponsored by communities of Catholic Sisters 


 


 


May 5, 2020 


 


 


San Francisco Planning Commission 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 


San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


 


Dear Commission President Koppel and Commissioners, 


 


Mercy Housing is pleased to support the 98 Franklin Street Development, which will 


add much-needed housing to the Van Ness/Market HUB.    In partnership with Catholic 


Charities, Mercy Housing has been the longtime owner/manager of the neighboring 


Derek Silva Community which provides 68 apartments of affordable housing for people 


living with HIV/AIDS and is the largest residential AIDS housing facility in San Francisco.    


 


Mercy Housing is in favor of Related/ French American’s proposal to activate an 


underutilized surface parking lot with 345 mixed-income rental units – of which 25% 


will be on-site affordable.   We particularly appreciate that 98 Franklin will make design 


improvements to the public realm and pedestrian rights-of-way. It will provide 


welcome streetscape improvements to Oak and Lily Streets, with public art that suits 


the character of this vibrant neighborhood offering much-appreciated neighborhood-


amenities for our residents to enjoy. 


 


We look forward to welcoming 98 Franklin to the neighborhood and request your 


approval of the 98 Franklin Street development. 


 


 


 


Sincerely, 


 


Doug Shoemaker 


President, Mercy Housing California 


 







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

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

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1760 Ocean Avenue (2019-016388CUA) (closing 5/7/2020)
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2020 8:44:00 AM
Attachments: 1760 Ocean Avenue.docx

 
 
 
Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-
mail. Our Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property
Information Map are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are
accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-
person services at 1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more
information.
 
 

From: JKNagai <jkeinagai@att.net> 
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2020 4:18 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1760 Ocean Avenue (2019-016388CUA) (closing 5/7/2020)
 

 

Dear Commissions Secretary,

A request in connection with the proposed new occupancy at 1760 Ocean Avenue is hereby
submitted per attached.

Thank you.

JKN

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Jeffrey.Horn@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
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://aca-ccsf.accela.com/ccsf/Default.aspx
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
mailto:alec.longaway@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964

Date:		May 4, 2020



From		“JKN”,  a Dorado Terrace street resident



Re: 		Public Hearing on May7, 2020

       		Record No. 2019-016388CUA

       		On 1760 Ocean Avenue at Dorado Terrace 



We would like to welcome an Out-Patient Dialysis Center to occupy the now vacant 1760 Ocean Avenue, but on the condition that:

All patient vehicles are to be required to unload, wait and reload their patients within the Dorado Terrace garage next to the 1760 Ocean Avenue front entrance.

The garage requirement will solve the following traffic problems that the patient traffic for the RAI dialysis center (apparently, the same Fresenius operation) at 1738 Ocean Avenue is posing the Dorado Terrace residents and Ocean Avenue traffic through the 1700 Ocean block:

     (1)  Blocking foot traffic in 1700 block - 

Paratransit carriers park in the patient loading zone and stretch their wheelchair ramps all the way across the sidewalk to load or unload a patient, blocking the foot traffic completely. 

     (2)  Congested patient loading zone, 1700 block – 

The patient vehicles load, unload, and wait for their patients for a long time. 



     (3)  Blocking the entire 1700 block – 

Whenever the loading zone is full per (2) above, an arriving patient carrier double parks to load or unload a patient.  Double parking forces the traffic to back out to the east end of the block and drive around the Muni streetcar island.



     (4)  Blue zone parking or double parking at Dorado Terrace corner – 

A patient carrier, after double parking and unloading a patient per (3) above crawls forward and turns to the right into the Dorado Terrace. The carrier then parks in the corner blue zone, or double parks right there, and waits for a long time for the patient.  



The vehicle, especially a wide paratransit van so parked either way blocks the view of a driver trying to turn into Dorado Terrace, making it very difficult to turn safely.



If all patient vehicles load, unload, and wait for their patients in the garage, these problems will all be eliminated.  The new out-patient operation at 1760 Ocean will undoubtedly increase the patient traffic and aggravate the current problems as described. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Please require all patient vehicles to use the garage.  Thank you for your consideration.  



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

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

(CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1760 Ocean Ave, SF - Public Hearing for expanding office space for RAI Dialysis Center
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2020 8:44:00 AM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: Ilona <sfydacha18@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2020 11:23 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1760 Ocean Ave, SF - Public Hearing for expanding office space for RAI Dialysis Center

To: SF Planning Department

Re: Block / Lot 3283 / 195: 1760 Ocean Avenue

Record Number: 2019-016388CUA

Hi,

My name is Ilona Chizhayeva.

I am a homeowner in the immediate vicinity of the dialysis center.

I oppose the expansion because of the current noise and traffic issues
associated with operating the clinic in our community. The proposed expansion
by some 15,000 square feet will make noise at inappropriate times much worse
and will increase traffic. In the current situation, the vans picking up their
patients tend to block completely right lane of traffic making unsafe and
difficult for me and other drivers to make a right turn onto the street we live on.
Drivers are often forced to make a right turn from the left lane because the right
lane is frequently blocked by vans picking up or unloading customers from the
dialysis center. In addition, an air cooling system for this office space is located
outside of the home owner association I live in and in a close proximity to my
unit. A few years back our residents complained to a SF Department of Public
Health about an excessive noice coming from this cooling system. The
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department ordered the owner to make improvements to the cooling system
but it took more than a year to make this property owner to make the updates.
I’m concern about excessive noice from the cooling system with the expanding
of the RAI Dialysis Center as well as an increased traffic. It does not look like a
good fit for the neighborhood.

Thank you.
Ilona Chizhayeva

18 Dorado Terrace, Unit 2
San Francisco,
CA 94112

Sent from my iPad



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposition to 804-806 22nd Street
Date: Tuesday, May 05, 2020 8:16:32 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: Ozzie Rohm <ozzierohm@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Monday, May 4, 2020 at 11:34 AM
To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)"
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, "Diamond, Susan (CPC)" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, "Johnson,
Milicent (CPC)" <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, "Fung, Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>,
Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>,
"Giacomucci, Monica (CPC)" <Monica.Giacomucci@sfgov.org>, Sfluc Info <info@sfluc.org>
Subject: Opposition to 804-806 22nd Street
 

 

President Koppel and Members of the Planning Commission:

I am writing to express my support for the DR requester’s opposition to the project at
804-806 22nd Street.

I came to know about this project last year when I was presenting Supervisor Peskin’s
proposed controls on residential demolitions and alterations at Dogpatch
Neighborhood Association. The ghastly scale of this project was shocking to
everyone who was present at this meeting.  

Over a year of negotiation with the Project Sponsor and the most pressing issue still
remains, namely, a new construction at zero lot line that will block the DR requester’s
light well entirely. The proposed project doesn’t comply with the Residential Design
Guidelines (RDG), which San Francisco Planning Code requires adherence to.
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On a block where every property other than the church on the corner is NOT
developed to zero lot line, why is this project allowed to leave NO room for the mid-
block open space? Why doesn’t this project respect the neighboring property’s light
well despite the specific guidelines provided by the RDG?

The DR requester has proposed a reasonable compromise that will result in less than
200 square feet of reduction from a proposed building of over 5,000 square feet. City
living in densely populated areas is all about striking a balance between one’s right to
expand their property and the neighbor’s right to enjoy theirs.  That is why I urge you
to take DR and require the project sponsor to make a small compromise by reducing
the horizontal expansion by 5 feet. This will respect the neighboring property’s light
well while providing a small mid-block open space that is a community amenity for all
neighbors in a densely populated area such as Dogpatch.

Sincerely,

Ozzie Rohm

Member of San Francisco Land Use Coalition
 



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

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2441 Mission St. 2020-001294cua
Date: Monday, May 04, 2020 3:35:00 PM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is open for
business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our Public Portal, where you can
file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of
Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s
health, all of our in-person services at 1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

-----Original Message-----
From: Margie Ramirez <maramirez@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2020 2:56 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2441 Mission St. 2020-001294cua

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

I am against authorizing the existing Medical Cannabis Dispensary be allowed to have smoking and vaporizing on
the first floor of their building We should not be promoting this behavior, but curtailing it. Seems like the more these
Cannabis dispensaries are allowed to take over empty buildings in the Mission, the more they want to extend more
privileges. I live at 21st and Capp and walk out of my building and can count 3 within 2 blocks. This seems to me
that we are being bombarded with these products and now that is not enough for them, now they also want to take it
even further.  When does it end?

I hope this “ask” will not be allowed. Your neighbor, who sees no need for this.

Margie Ramirez
Concerned
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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: Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1760 Ocean Avenue / Conditional Use
Date: Monday, May 04, 2020 3:35:00 PM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: David Blumenfeld <dblumenfeld9@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2020 12:07 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1760 Ocean Avenue / Conditional Use

To: Commissions Secretary and Jeffrey Horn,
Re: 1760 Ocean Avenue
Block/Lot 3283 / 195
Record Number: 2019-016388CUA
My name is David Blumenfeld, I live in the Ocean Gardens Residential project which is situated on
top of the current dialysis center. I am a board member and president of the Ocean Gardens
Homeowners Association.
I oppose the granting of the conditional use for the expansion of the dialysis center at the above
address for several reasons:
1. The Ocean Gardens residential project is over the commercial parcel at Ocean Gardens. The
residential and commercial parcels share the same air space parcel. While this is a proposal for
commercial property at ground level the neighborhood is very much residential except for the
ground level on the Ocean Avenue corridor.
2. The proposed expansion will probably at least triple the size of the dialysis center. This will
increase the current noise level when the expanded dialysis center becomes operational. Currently
the dialysis center opens for business around 4:30 a.m. when the para transit buses start delivering
patients. The steady flow of patients generally continues until about 9:00 p.m. six days a week from
Monday through Saturday. The para transit vans are especially noisy with their "safety" back-up
beepers, and often the drivers let their diesel engines idle while waiting to pick up patients from the
center. Taking what exists now and multiplying it by a factor of three would be very disconcerting if
the proposal was approved.
3. The traffic situation will get worse in the areas around the dialysis center. Right now, during
business hours the dialysis center pretty much blocks off one of the two travel lanes in the
westbound direction on Ocean Avenue. There is a small bulbout that allows for maybe two vans to
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park, which always seems to be full. Additionally, whether the bulbout has vans in it or not, many
vans simply park near the entrance to the center because the bulbout is closer to the Dorado
Terrace corner than the entrance to the dialysis center. Aside from the small bulbout there is no
street parking on Ocean Avenue between Faxon and Dorado because of the Muni Island in the
middle of westbound Ocean Avenue that extends all the way from Faxon to Dorado. If the project is
approved, patient volume in and out of the center will no doubt substantially increase and will
escalate the noise and traffic issues.
4. Traffic on Ocean Avenue has increased dramatically over the past few years due to the Avalon
Apartment complex which added about 160 units, a new apartment complex at the Muni loop by
City College, and the opening of the Whole Foods store. There are also recent additions of multi-unit
housing at Ocean and Brighton and Ocean and Miramar.
5. The dialysis center does not serve the neighborhood in general -- it is not a retail store. It serves a
specific population that mostly buses in for treatment at the center.
6. Construction Noise - I have lived in my home for more than 25 years and lived through about 3 or
4 demolitions and remodels for this site going all the way back to Blockbuster Video. Living over the
site in a concrete and steel structure is like an echo chamber during construction and every noise is
heard and felt. If the Planning Department does approve this project, I urge you to limit construction
hours to not before 7:00 a.m. and not later than 5:00 p.m. Also, please take into consideration the
current shelter in place order and the impact construction noise would have on residents in the
area.
I am not in favor of the expansion of the dialysis center. The Planning Department should protect our
neighborhood. This type of commercial enterprise does not belong in a predominantly residential
neighborhood with no separation, distance or buffer between it and the neighborhood at large. The
expansion of the dialysis center is not a positive step for the neighborhood.
Thank you for your consideration.
David I. Blumenfeld



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES UNIVERSAL COVID 19 TESTING FOR ALL

ESSENTIAL WORKERS IN SAN FRANCISCO
Date: Monday, May 04, 2020 11:12:35 AM
Attachments: 05.04.20 Expanded Testing_Essential Workers.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
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From: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Date: Monday, May 4, 2020 at 10:31 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES
UNIVERSAL COVID 19 TESTING FOR ALL ESSENTIAL WORKERS IN SAN
FRANCISCO
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, May 4, 2020
Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, 415-558-2712, dempress@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES UNIVERSAL

COVID‑19 TESTING FOR ALL ESSENTIAL WORKERS IN
SAN FRANCISCO

Anyone who must work during the Stay Home Order is eligible for free testing, with or without
symptoms.

 
San Francisco takes another step toward goal of universal access to testing.

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Director of Health Dr. Grant Colfax
today announced that all essential workers in San Francisco will now be eligible for COVID-
19 testing, regardless of symptoms or exposure. The expanded testing criteria is another step
toward the City’s goal of universal access to testing for all San Franciscans. The expansion to
asymptomatic essential workers is citywide and effective today, and applies to all testing
conducted at CityTestSF and the Department of Public Health (DPH) community test sites.
 
The new policy expands COVID-19 testing to include any essential workers, including health
care workers, first responders, grocery clerks, construction workers, drivers, childcare workers
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Monday, May 4, 2020 
Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, 415-558-2712, dempress@sfgov.org  
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES UNIVERSAL 


COVID-19 TESTING FOR ALL ESSENTIAL WORKERS IN 
SAN FRANCISCO  


Anyone who must work during the Stay Home Order is eligible for free testing, with or without 
symptoms. 


 
San Francisco takes another step toward goal of universal access to testing. 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Director of Health Dr. Grant Colfax today 
announced that all essential workers in San Francisco will now be eligible for COVID-19 testing, 
regardless of symptoms or exposure. The expanded testing criteria is another step toward the 
City’s goal of universal access to testing for all San Franciscans. The expansion to asymptomatic 
essential workers is citywide and effective today, and applies to all testing conducted at 
CityTestSF and the Department of Public Health (DPH) community test sites. 
 
The new policy expands COVID-19 testing to include any essential workers, including health 
care workers, first responders, grocery clerks, construction workers, drivers, childcare workers 
and others who continue to leave their homes each day to serve San Francisco during the Stay 
Home Order. These essential workers interact daily with other people and cannot easily maintain 
social distance by staying home. For these workers, they can decide when they want the test, but 
it is important for them to be tested immediately when they feel ill, or have symptoms consistent 
with COVID-19, or if they believe they have been exposed. No doctor’s note will be required, 
and the test is free.  
 
DPH recommends that all private providers in San Francisco extend testing to asymptomatic 
essential workers. Additionally, testing continues to be available for anyone living in 
San Francisco who either has one symptom or has been exposed to a confirmed case of COVID-
19. 
 
“San Francisco’s essential workers have kept our city going for months now during the pandemic 
response,” said Mayor Breed. “They continue to show up every day, often at great personal risk, 
and I am so grateful to them. Now that we have our testing program established and are certain 
that we can test everyone with symptoms, we want to extend to them the opportunity to get 
tested more easily—for peace of mind and to take action if needed to protect themselves and 
their families.” 
 
The expansion puts San Francisco squarely on the path to universal access to testing. Any person 
living in San Francisco is already eligible for testing if they have one COVID-19 symptom, such 
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as fever, cough, sore throat, or have been in contact with someone with confirmed COVID-19. 
The City also announced last Friday that all residents and workers in skilled nursing facilities in 
San Francisco will be required to be tested.   
 
“To achieve our goal of universal access, we have continually expanded testing, based on where 
the need is greatest, and the availability of resources,” said Dr. Colfax. “We focused first on 
people with symptoms – in outbreaks, vulnerable populations, case contact investigations and 
among essential workers. As the circle keeps widening, we now can test more people without 
symptoms, including close contacts, residents and staff of skilled nursing facilities and essential 
workers.” 
 
Essential workers can get tested for free at one of the two CityTestSF sites at the Embarcadero 
and in SoMa. These two sites have the capacity to test 1,500 people per day, and are operated in 
partnership with Color, Carbon Health, and One Medical. The Department of Public Health’s 
community test sites also are providing free tests at Southeast Health Center in the Bayview, 
Castro-Mission Health Center in the Castro, Maxine Hall Health Center in the Western Addition, 
and Zuckerberg San Francisco General Hospital in the Mission. Appointments for tests are still 
necessary at all sites in order to ensure social distancing and reduce the number of people waiting 
for a test at any given time. 
 
For more information about COVID-19 testing, contact your primary health care provider, call 
311, or visit SF.gov/GetTestedSF. 
 
“Given that the majority of transmissions of COVID-19 are likely originating from 
asymptomatic carriers, the broadening of criteria is an important step in achieving universal 
access to testing,” said Othman Laraki, Color CEO. “We hope that by identifying COVID-19 
infections early, CityTestSF can help keep essential workers and the public they serve safer from 
infection and accelerate the re-opening of the American economy.” 
 
San Francisco’s coronavirus response has consistently prioritized those who are most at risk, and 
the expanded testing strategy is no different. Essential workers can be at risk because of their job 
duties, or their own individual risk factors. For example, if the worker is over 60 or has 
underlying health conditions, or works with people over 60 or with underlying health conditions. 
Those workers and workers who are members of communities affected by health disparities, 
income inequality, and/or discrimination are urged to take advantage of the new testing 
opportunity. The City will be conducting outreach to essential workers in these priority groups to 
make sure they know about the availability of testing and how to get it. 
 
As the City works toward universal access to testing, the next steps will be testing in additional 
congregate settings, such as shelters. The City also will increase testing in geographic and 
cultural communities that are affected by disparities in the spread of the coronavirus. 
 
As important as testing is, it is just one piece of an overall approach to fight the coronavirus. It is 
just as crucial to prevent getting sick in the first place. That includes staying at home, physical 
distancing, covering your face when you are around other people, and frequent hand washing. 
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It is equally important to develop strong systems to respond to the pandemic, including a well-
prepared hospital system to handle a surge of cases, an effective contact tracing system to reduce 
spread and limit exposure, and sufficient supplies of personal protective equipment (PPE) for 
health care workers and patients. 
 
San Francisco began local COVID-19 testing in the Public Health Lab on March 2, 2020 and has 
been continually expanding testing capacity. As of today, 25,165 people in San Francisco have 
been tested, and an average of 9% have tested positive.  
 
Below are a few examples of the City’s testing expansion to date: 
 


• The City opened two CityTestSF sites for symptomatic frontline workers and essential 
workers as well as San Franciscans who are uninsured or have barriers to health care 
access. CityTestSF will now accept frontline workers and essential workers without 
symptoms, close contacts to confirmed COVID-19 cases without symptoms, and anyone 
living in the city with one symptom consistent with COVID-19.  


• DPH has opened test sites in the community at Zuckerberg San Francisco General 
Hospital, Castro-Mission Health Center, Southeast Health Center and Maxine Hall Health 
Center. In addition, DPH Jail Health Services tests all people coming into the jail who 
will be housed in jail. 


• DPH announced Friday, May 1 that all residents and staff working at the 21 skilled 
nursing facilities in San Francisco will be tested for the COVID-19 virus. 


• San Francisco now has 26 public and private testing sites across the city at UCSF, 
NEMS, One Medical, Kaiser, Sutter, Chinese Hospital, and Dignity Health. 


• The City is working with partners, such as UCSF and the Chan Zuckerberg Initiative, on 
COVID-19 testing. There is research underway that uses testing to help us learn more 
about the prevalence of the virus in the community.  


 
 


### 







and others who continue to leave their homes each day to serve San Francisco during the Stay
Home Order. These essential workers interact daily with other people and cannot easily
maintain social distance by staying home. For these workers, they can decide when they want
the test, but it is important for them to be tested immediately when they feel ill, or have
symptoms consistent with COVID-19, or if they believe they have been exposed. No doctor’s
note will be required, and the test is free.
 
DPH recommends that all private providers in San Francisco extend testing to asymptomatic
essential workers. Additionally, testing continues to be available for anyone living in
San Francisco who either has one symptom or has been exposed to a confirmed case of
COVID-19.
 
“San Francisco’s essential workers have kept our city going for months now during the
pandemic response,” said Mayor Breed. “They continue to show up every day, often at great
personal risk, and I am so grateful to them. Now that we have our testing program established
and are certain that we can test everyone with symptoms, we want to extend to them the
opportunity to get tested more easily—for peace of mind and to take action if needed to
protect themselves and their families.”
 
The expansion puts San Francisco squarely on the path to universal access to testing. Any
person living in San Francisco is already eligible for testing if they have one COVID-19
symptom, such as fever, cough, sore throat, or have been in contact with someone with
confirmed COVID-19. The City also announced last Friday that all residents and workers in
skilled nursing facilities in San Francisco will be required to be tested. 
 
“To achieve our goal of universal access, we have continually expanded testing, based on
where the need is greatest, and the availability of resources,” said Dr. Colfax. “We focused
first on people with symptoms – in outbreaks, vulnerable populations, case contact
investigations and among essential workers. As the circle keeps widening, we now can test
more people without symptoms, including close contacts, residents and staff of skilled nursing
facilities and essential workers.”
 
Essential workers can get tested for free at one of the two CityTestSF sites at the Embarcadero
and in SoMa. These two sites have the capacity to test 1,500 people per day, and are operated
in partnership with Color, Carbon Health, and One Medical. The Department of Public
Health’s community test sites also are providing free tests at Southeast Health Center in the
Bayview, Castro-Mission Health Center in the Castro, Maxine Hall Health Center in the
Western Addition, and Zuckerberg San Francisco General Hospital in the Mission.
Appointments for tests are still necessary at all sites in order to ensure social distancing and
reduce the number of people waiting for a test at any given time.
 
For more information about COVID-19 testing, contact your primary health care provider, call
311, or visit SF.gov/GetTestedSF.
 
“Given that the majority of transmissions of COVID-19 are likely originating from
asymptomatic carriers, the broadening of criteria is an important step in achieving universal
access to testing,” said Othman Laraki, Color CEO. “We hope that by identifying COVID-19
infections early, CityTestSF can help keep essential workers and the public they serve safer
from infection and accelerate the re-opening of the American economy.”
 

http://sf.gov/CityTestSF
https://sf.gov/GetTestedSF


San Francisco’s coronavirus response has consistently prioritized those who are most at risk,
and the expanded testing strategy is no different. Essential workers can be at risk because of
their job duties, or their own individual risk factors. For example, if the worker is over 60 or
has underlying health conditions, or works with people over 60 or with underlying health
conditions. Those workers and workers who are members of communities affected by health
disparities, income inequality, and/or discrimination are urged to take advantage of the new
testing opportunity. The City will be conducting outreach to essential workers in these priority
groups to make sure they know about the availability of testing and how to get it.
 
As the City works toward universal access to testing, the next steps will be testing in
additional congregate settings, such as shelters. The City also will increase testing in
geographic and cultural communities that are affected by disparities in the spread of the
coronavirus.
 
As important as testing is, it is just one piece of an overall approach to fight the coronavirus. It
is just as crucial to prevent getting sick in the first place. That includes staying at home,
physical distancing, covering your face when you are around other people, and frequent hand
washing.
 
It is equally important to develop strong systems to respond to the pandemic, including a well-
prepared hospital system to handle a surge of cases, an effective contact tracing system to
reduce spread and limit exposure, and sufficient supplies of personal protective equipment
(PPE) for health care workers and patients.
 
San Francisco began local COVID-19 testing in the Public Health Lab on March 2, 2020 and
has been continually expanding testing capacity. As of today, 25,165 people in San Francisco
have been tested, and an average of 9% have tested positive.
 
Below are a few examples of the City’s testing expansion to date:
 

The City opened two CityTestSF sites for symptomatic frontline workers and essential
workers as well as San Franciscans who are uninsured or have barriers to health care
access. CityTestSF will now accept frontline workers and essential workers without
symptoms, close contacts to confirmed COVID-19 cases without symptoms, and anyone
living in the city with one symptom consistent with COVID-19.
DPH has opened test sites in the community at Zuckerberg San Francisco General
Hospital, Castro-Mission Health Center, Southeast Health Center and Maxine Hall
Health Center. In addition, DPH Jail Health Services tests all people coming into the jail
who will be housed in jail.
DPH announced Friday, May 1 that all residents and staff working at the 21 skilled
nursing facilities in San Francisco will be tested for the COVID-19 virus.
San Francisco now has 26 public and private testing sites across the city at UCSF,
NEMS, One Medical, Kaiser, Sutter, Chinese Hospital, and Dignity Health.
The City is working with partners, such as UCSF and the Chan Zuckerberg Initiative, on
COVID-19 testing. There is research underway that uses testing to help us learn more
about the prevalence of the virus in the community.
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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: Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: Kathleen Dooley
Date: Monday, May 04, 2020 10:17:00 AM

 
 
 
Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
 
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-
mail. Our Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property
Information Map are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are
accepting appeals via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-
person services at 1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more
information.
 
 

From: Gina Baratta <ginahandbag@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:31 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Kathleen Dooley
 

 

To whom it may concern, I’m writing to you today to throw my full-fledged support to Kathleen Dooley and
her effort to bring a marijuana dispensary to North Beach. We’ve been living just off of Grant Street for
twenty years and we’ve seen Kathleen’s never ending passion for North Beach, it’s residents and it’s
small businesses.

 

I’ve witnessed her commitment to improve our neighborhood first-hand, picking up trash with her in the
daytime and going to neighborhood meetings with her in the evenings. So when I heard she was trying to
open up a marijuana dispensary in North Beach, I was not surprised—she is such an advocate for all of
us living here and knows that this is the kind of business that our colorful neighborhood needs to keep
current and thriving.

 

So in short, we and our neighbors would be delighted to have a marijuana dispensary in the
neighborhood and there’s nobody I would trust more to run it and keep it “North Beach” than Kathleen
Dooley.
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Gina and Mark Sweeney

8 Bob Kaufman Alley, North Beach
 
Gina Beretta
http://www.imdb.com/name/nm1322204/
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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: Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: Comments for the proposed rezoning amendment to the Market Octavia Plan.
Date: Monday, May 04, 2020 10:17:00 AM
Attachments: Planning Commissionv2.pdf

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: bob ryan <ryan_sanfran@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2020 10:25 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Haneystaff (BOS) <haneystaff@sfgov.org>; Langlois, Lily (CPC) <lily.langlois@sfgov.org>
Subject: Comments for the proposed rezoning amendment to the Market Octavia Plan.

Attached please find comments as per the subject topic. Please confirm your receipt
of this document. Thank you, Robert Rhine, 1025 Minna street, apt 5.
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MYRNA MELGAR, Commission President 
JOEL KOPPEL, Commission Vice-President 
RODNEY FONG, Commissioner 
RICH HILLIS, Commissioner 
MILICENT A. JOHNSON, Commissioner  
KATHRIN MOORE, Commissioner 
DENNIS RICHARDS, Commissioner 
John Rahaim, Director of Planning 


 
Subject: Objection to the Proposed Zoning Amendment to the Market Octavia Plan (M&O Plan)-Public Storage 
Parcel Height Increase Impacts to Adjacent Residential Area. 


Dear Members of the Commission, 


My name is Robert Rhine, I live at 1025 Minna Street, apt. 5.  


These letters are for the most part exercises in futility.  Why?  Residents of the west soma residential enclave 
(Lafayette, Minna and Natoma streets) were already involved in the original M&O Plan and at that time expressed 
concerns about very tall residential towers right next to us. We also provided comments for the Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR), and these comments are valid still.  But all of our concerns were ignored.  Now, with no 
outreach to our community, significant up-zoning in height of the Public Storage parcel from 120 feet to 250 feet is 
proposed (with potential for additional development density bonus from AB 744).  


When the original M&O plan was approved we accepted the Commission’s action, and were told future developers 
would work with us on their designs to mitigate our concerns. With the recent construction of the 1550 Mission 
Street project, this never happened, neighborhood concerns are seldom taken into account.  Now it seems we are 
being subjected to a bait and switch.  Think about how this appears to us. One wonders if this was part of the 
Planning Department’s original thinking, get 120 feet, let things settle down, then come back in a couple of years.  


Why do we care and why should you care?  Just as everyone else in the city, we want sun, to be free from street 
level hurricane force winds caused by these buildings (1550 Mission only made a bad situation worse- check out 
Lafayette street and Mission Street intersection in the afternoon), and from cars endlessly circling the alleys looking 
for a place to park contributing to already poor air quality.  Residential high rise projects provide little if any parking, 
yet some tenants still own cars and take ride share which increases area traffic. The alleys which comprise our area 
are viewed as short cuts to get to these buildings.  Try to see this through our eyes…would the Commission 
members please walk our area and see what this height means to the 500 residents living here. By the way, we 
previously invited you to join us and visit our area before the original O&M plan passed to see from ground level 
how adjacent highrise buildings will impact residents, however no one took us up on the offer.  


Why are we concerned?  Nowhere in our City are there such abrupt height changes allowed between parcels.  
Department Planners had told us the Fillmore Center is such an example.  No it is not. Personally I would take the 
Fillmore Center over what is being proposed now. The Fillmore Center tapered development heights for an area 
which was totally redeveloped.  The Fillmore Center project provided adequate distance between very tall and 
shorter buildings, those adjacent building at Fillmore are not nearly as short as in this case. Here the buildings are 
literally built to the parcel line, hardly any rear yards. In our case we are talking about 250 feet (plus a potential 
bonus) directly adjacent to 40 foot residential, where we live!  This truly is insane! We are sure you would not want 
it where you live so why are you forcing it on us? 


We are not NIMBY’s. On the contrary our area is planned to accommodate more density and more future residential 
units (including below market rate units) than almost any other part of the City.  Why then is the city changing the 
rules in the middle of this?  Do the department’s urban designers want a “balanced look”, to have a similarly tall 
building to balance the 1550 Mission high rise to create a “gateway” to Mission Street?  It makes us think so.  







There are other parcels in the M & O Plan that can handle additional development density without casting 500 
residents into a canyon of shadows, cold and windy days, and more traffic. We deserve a life quality just like 
everyone else living in the City. Besides, the west side of Van Ness affords opportunity for higher heights without 
impacts to existing residents.  When is enough, enough?  When is 120 feet in height not enough? Hey, why just 250 
feet, why not 450 feet like the 1500 Mission project?   I apologize for the sarcasm but in end, this is what we are left 
with.  As I stated at the beginning, writing this letter is an effort in futility and it seems that he old adage “might 
makes right” always applies when the City deals with powerless neighborhoods. Especially in west soma which 
seems to be the dumping ground for all thing and activities the city does not want in other districts.   


You, the members of the planning commission, bestow benefits and we reap the costs…all the costs.  We 
understand the concept of the greater good, but think about what your actions mean to the little guy…to the 500 
people living here. 


 


Robert Rhine 


Cc: Honorable Matt Haney, Supervisor, San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: Conditional Use Authorization for Phillip Lesser
Date: Monday, May 04, 2020 10:16:00 AM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: Don Norton <don@noevalleywineandspirits.com> 
Sent: Friday, May 01, 2020 1:34 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Conditional Use Authorization for Phillip Lesser

Hello,
I'd like to give my personal thumbs up to enabling Phillip Lesser to be allowed to open Mathnasium.
There is an obvious need in the community, and there are no other tutoring services in the corridor
that would be competing. There are many empty storefronts, and an educational business is a value-
added business that will improve foot traffic and safety in the corridor.
Best Regards,
Don Norton
Noe Valley Wine & Spirits
3821 24th St. @ Church St.
San Francisco, CA 94114
415.309.9502 cell
415.374.7249 shop
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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: Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel

(CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: FW: RAI Dialysis Center expansion project
Date: Monday, May 04, 2020 10:16:00 AM

Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
REDUCED CAPACITY DURING THE SHELTER IN PLACE ORDER -- The Planning Department is
open for business. Most of our staff are working from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our
Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our award-winning Property Information Map
are available 24/7. Similarly, the Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals
via e-mail despite office closures. To protect everyone’s health, all of our in-person services at 1650
and 1660 Mission Street are suspended, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions
are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more information.

From: Harrison Wang <wangharrison@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, May 03, 2020 7:15 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: RAI Dialysis Center expansion project

To: SF Planning Department
Re: Block / Lot 3283 / 195: 1760 Ocean Avenue
Record Number: 2019-016388CUA
I am a resident who lives above the RAI Dialysis Center. I oppose the expansion plan into 1760
Ocean Avenue as it will increase the number of car accidents and worsen the traffic problems
on Ocean Avenue that are caused by the illegally parked vans, shuttle buses, and individual
cars that are there to drop and pick up patients from RAI Dialysis Center.
On a daily basis, these vans, shuttle buses, and individual cars park illegally and block the right
lane of Ocean Avenue for quite a lengthy time. This forces drivers to make an extremely
dangerous right turn onto Dorado Terrace from the middle lane of Ocean Avenue (due to the
MUNI station divider). There are many pedestrians waiting for the MUNI tram, which
increases the chance of an accident even higher (which also may cause accidents to these
pedestrians). Sometimes when I asked the drivers behind these illegally parked vehicles not to
park on Ocean Avenue, they often ignore my ask and even return with obscene gestures and
languages.
Until there is a solution for a safer environment for the local residents, drivers, and the
pedestrians, either by the City of San Francisco or the RAI Dialysis Center (a drop-off land pick-
up solution that is not on the Ocean Avenue), it doesn't seem sustainable for the RAI Dialysis
Center to expand in this neighborhood.
Best Regards,
Harrison Wang
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Suzanne Markel-Fox
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC);

Johnson, Milicent (CPC); CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Benny Bleiman; matthew.chandler@sfgov.org
Subject: Support letter for project at 1650 Polk Street
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 3:56:26 PM
Attachments: DPCBD Letter of Support - 1650 Polk Street.pdf

 

President Koppel and Commissioners,

Please see the attached latter of support for this project from the Discover Polk Community
Benefit District Board and Executive Management. We firmly believe this project will be a
benefit to the community.

Kind regards,

Suzanne Markel-Fox
suzanne@discoverpolk.org
https://discoverpolk.org
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San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 
94103 
 
Re: Proposed Children Indoor Play Center – 1650 Polk St. — SUPPORT 
 
Commissioners and Staff, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Board of Directors of the Discover Polk Community Benefit District 
(DPCBD) for the proposed Children’s Indoor Play Center at 1650 Polk Street. DPCBD represents 
the area of Polk Street between California and Broadway Streets. The Board reviewed the 
merits of the project on the following criteria: Location, Public Realm Interface, Construction, 
Design, Operator, Support of the Mission of DPCBD, Community Support, Security Plan and 
determined that the project met the required benchmarks in all of the criteria. The motion to 
support the project passed the Board by a unanimous vote by the Board Members who were 
present.   
 
The Board especially wants to highlight that the owners of the proposed store are longtime 
members of the community and are the right team to serve this neighborhood. Furthermore, 
the Board believes that the Discover Polk community will be well served with more family and 
children focused commercial venues.  
 
We ask you to approve this project without delay. Please feel free to contact me with any 
questions. 
 
Best regards,  
 
 
 
Ben Bleiman 
DPCBD Executive Manager 







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - SENIOR MANAGERS; STACY, KATE (CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT);

JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)
Subject: CPC Calendars for May 7, 2020
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 2:35:45 PM
Attachments: 20200507_cal.docx

20200507_cal.pdf
Advance Calendar - 20200507.xlsx
CPC Hearing Results 2020.docx

Commissioners,
Congratulations on yet another successful remote hearing. I wanted to thank you for your patience
and perseverance through a rough start, to allow my staff to re-bridge the AT&T Conference line.
We believe this was a result of human error. Coupled with SFGovTV throwing us a curveball after our
hearing had already started, we were able to recover without incident for the remainder of the
hearing.
 
Attached are your Calendars for May 7, 2020. The larger items that were scheduled for this hearing
are being continued, resulting in a what may be a relatively short hearing.
 
Enjoy the fresh air and beautiful weather.
 
Cheers,
 
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





Remote Hearing

via video and teleconferencing



Thursday, May 7, 2020

1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Joel Koppel, President

Kathrin Moore, Vice President

Sue Diamond, Frank Fung, 

Theresa Imperial, Milicent Johnson



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: https://sfgovtv.org/planning 

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. 





Remote Access to Information and Participation 

[bookmark: _Hlk39232424]In accordance with Governor Newsom’s statewide order for all residents to Shelter-in-place - and the numerous preceding local and state proclamations, orders and supplemental directions - aggressive directives have been issued to slow down and reduce the spread of the COVID-19 virus. 



On April 3, 2020, the Planning Commission was authorized to resume their hearing schedule through the duration of the shelter-in-place remotely. Therefore, the Planning Commission meetings will be held via videoconferencing and allow for remote public comment. The Commission strongly encourages interested parties to submit their comments in writing, in advance of the hearing to commissions.secretary@sfgov.org. Visit the SFGovTV website (https://sfgovtv.org/planning) to stream the live meetings or watch on a local television station. 



Public Comment call-in: Toll-free number: 888-273-3658 / Access code: 3107452



The public comment call-in line number will also be provided on the Department’s webpage www.sfplanning.org and during the live SFGovTV broadcast.



As the COVID-19 emergency progresses, please visit the Planning website regularly to be updated on the current situation as it affects the hearing process and the Planning Commission.






ROLL CALL:		

[bookmark: _Hlk429617]		President:	Joel Koppel		Vice-President:	Kathrin Moore

		Commissioners:                	Sue Diamond, Frank Fung, 

			Theresa Imperial, Milicent Johnson



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.	2019-007111CUA	(X. LIANG: (415) 575-9182)

1400 17TH STREET – located on the north side of 17th Street between Connecticut Street and Arkansas Street; Lot 001A in Assessor’s Block 3952 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, 843.45, and 843.46, to establish an approximately 15,750 square-foot Formula Retail use (d.b.a. West Elm, a branch of Williams-Sonoma, Inc.) for a furniture showroom and retail store in a vacant one-story building within a UMU (Urban Mixed Use) Zoning District and 48-X Height and Bulk District. The Project includes interior and exterior improvements, including a green wall on 17th Street facade, new windows, and a gate for the off-street customer loading area. The Project will also help improve the City’s public realm by adding a large bulb out with sidewalk landscaping and street furniture at the northwest intersection of 17th and Connecticut Streets and providing new street trees and lighting on sidewalks. There will be no expansion of the existing building. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Proposed for Continuance to June 18, 2020)



2.	2018-002124CUA	(C. ALEXANDER: (415) 575-8724)

[bookmark: _Hlk26969746][bookmark: _Hlk39135538][bookmark: _Hlk29296238]54 04TH STREET – west side of 4th Street and between Market and Mission Streets; Lot 034 in Assessor’s Block 3705 (District 13) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization for hotel use pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2 and 303. The Project proposes a conversion of the 68 vacant residential hotel rooms (SROs) to tourist use. The subject property (Mosser Hotel) currently contains 81 residential hotel rooms and 87 tourist hotel rooms for a total of 168 rooms within a C-3-R (Downtown-Retail) Zoning District and 160-S Height and Bulk District. 13 tenants currently reside in the 81 residential hotel rooms, with 68 of them vacant. None of the existing tenants are proposed to be evicted. The Project Sponsor proposes to satisfy the one-for-one residential room replacement required by Administrative Code Section 41.13(a)(4) and (a)(5) by paying an in-lieu fee “to a public entity or nonprofit organization, which will use the funds to construct comparable units, an amount at least equal to 80% of the cost of construction of an equal number of comparable units plus site acquisition costs.” This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 

(Continued from Canceled hearing on March 12, 2020)

(Proposed for Continuance to June 18, 2020)



3.	2019-016388CUA	(J. HORN: (415) 575-6925)

1760 OCEAN AVENUE – located on the northeast side of the intersection of Ocean Avenue and Dorado Terrace Street; Lot 195 in Assessor’s Block 3283 (District 7) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 755, to establish Out-Patient Dialysis Center (DBA Fresenius Kidney Care), a Health Services (Retail Sales and Service) use within a currently vacant 15,100 square foot tenant space most recently used as an Formula Retail Pharmacy Use. The subject property is located within the Ocean Avenue Neighborhood Commercial Transit (NCT) District, Balboa Park Area Plan and 45-X Height and Bulk District. There will be no expansion or exterior modification of the existing building. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Proposed for Continuance to June 25, 2020)

[bookmark: _Hlk39138038]

4.	2018-001662DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

2476 DIAMOND STREET – between Moreland and Moffit Streets; 032 in Assessor’s Block 6700 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2019.1205.8713 to legalize and modify rear yard retaining walls and fencing structures located within the required rear yard of a single-family home under construction within a RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

(Proposed for Continuance to June 25, 2020)



B.	CONSENT CALENDAR 



All matters listed hereunder constitute a Consent Calendar, are considered to be routine by the Planning Commission, and may be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the Commission.  There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the Commission, the public, or staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the Consent Calendar and considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing



5.	2018-014766CUA	(S. JIMENEZ: (415) 575-9187)

1043-1045 CLAYTON STREET – west side of Clayton Street at the intersection of Ashbury Street, Lots 131, 132, and 133 in Assessor’s Block 1279 (District 5) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to alter and demolish portions of an existing two-unit residential building that spans across three separate parcels and construct two additional residential buildings for a total of three buildings within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 



6.	2019-022072CUA	(C. FEENEY: (415) 575-9174)

855 BRANNAN STREET – southeast side of Brannan Street between 7th and 8th Streets, Lots 011-014 of Assessor’s Block 3783 (District 9) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, and 843.46, to establish a formula retail, retail-sales and service use (d.b.a. Trek Bicycle) in a vacant ground floor tenant space (measuring 2,818 square feet) in a newly-constructed six-story, mixed-use building within a UMU (Urban Mixed use) Zoning District and 68-X Height and Bulk District. The project includes no expansion of the existing building envelope or storefront modifications. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



7.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for April 23, 2020



8.	Commission Comments/Questions

· Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to the Commissioner(s).

· Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of the Planning Commission.


D.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS



9.	Director’s Announcements



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

	

E.	GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT 



At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items.  With respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the item is reached in the meeting.  Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to three minutes. When the number of speakers exceed the 15-minute limit, General Public Comment may be moved to the end of the Agenda.



F. REGULAR CALENDAR  



The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal.  Please be advised that the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.




[bookmark: _GoBack]

G. [bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: OLE_LINK1]DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR  



The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project.  Please be advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors.



[bookmark: _Hlk38909712]11.	2015-014170DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

804 22ND STREET – between Tennessee and Minnesota Streets; 010 in Assessor’s Block 4107 (District 10) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.0813.7232 for the construction of a one-story horizontal addition at the rear to expand the first-story commercial space and a one-story vertical addition (approximately 1,250 square feet) to create a new third floor with a roof deck above within a NCT-2 (Neighborhood Commercial, Transit - 2) Zoning District and 45-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications

(Continued from Regular hearing on April 30, 2020)



12.	2018-017375DRP-02	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

3627 DIVISADERO STREET – between Beach and North Point Streets; 001E in Assessor’s Block 0919 (District 2) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.1227.9267 to construct a one-story horizontal and a 3rd and 4th story vertical addition to an existing 2-story, single-family dwelling including façade alterations and front and rear roof decks within a RH-3 (Residential House, Three-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 



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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Commission Hearing Broadcasts: 
Live stream: https://sfgovtv.org/planning  


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. 
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https://sfgovtv.org/planning
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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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Remote Access to Information and Participation  
In accordance with Governor Newsom’s statewide order for all residents to Shelter-in-place - 
and the numerous preceding local and state proclamations, orders and supplemental directions 
- aggressive directives have been issued to slow down and reduce the spread of the COVID-19 
virus.  
 
On April 3, 2020, the Planning Commission was authorized to resume their hearing schedule 
through the duration of the shelter-in-place remotely. Therefore, the Planning Commission 
meetings will be held via videoconferencing and allow for remote public comment. The 
Commission strongly encourages interested parties to submit their comments in writing, in 
advance of the hearing to commissions.secretary@sfgov.org. Visit the SFGovTV website 
(https://sfgovtv.org/planning) to stream the live meetings or watch on a local television station.  
 
Public Comment call-in: Toll-free number: 888-273-3658 / Access code: 3107452 
 
The public comment call-in line number will also be provided on the Department’s webpage 
www.sfplanning.org and during the live SFGovTV broadcast. 
 
As the COVID-19 emergency progresses, please visit the Planning website regularly to be 
updated on the current situation as it affects the hearing process and the Planning Commission. 


 
  



mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

https://sfgovtv.org/planning

http://www.sfplanning.org/
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ROLL CALL:   
  President: Joel Koppel 


 Vice-President: Kathrin Moore 
  Commissioners:                 Sue Diamond, Frank Fung,  
   Theresa Imperial, Milicent Johnson 
 
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. 2019-007111CUA (X. LIANG: (415) 575-9182) 


1400 17TH STREET – located on the north side of 17th Street between Connecticut Street 
and Arkansas Street; Lot 001A in Assessor’s Block 3952 (District 10) – Request for 
Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, 843.45, and 
843.46, to establish an approximately 15,750 square-foot Formula Retail use (d.b.a. West 
Elm, a branch of Williams-Sonoma, Inc.) for a furniture showroom and retail store in a 
vacant one-story building within a UMU (Urban Mixed Use) Zoning District and 48-X 
Height and Bulk District. The Project includes interior and exterior improvements, 
including a green wall on 17th Street facade, new windows, and a gate for the off-street 
customer loading area. The Project will also help improve the City’s public realm by adding 
a large bulb out with sidewalk landscaping and street furniture at the northwest 
intersection of 17th and Connecticut Streets and providing new street trees and lighting on 
sidewalks. There will be no expansion of the existing building. This action constitutes the 
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions 
(Proposed for Continuance to June 18, 2020) 


 
2. 2018-002124CUA (C. ALEXANDER: (415) 575-8724) 


54 04TH STREET – west side of 4th Street and between Market and Mission Streets; Lot 034 
in Assessor’s Block 3705 (District 13) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization for 
hotel use pursuant to Planning Code Sections 210.2 and 303. The Project proposes a 
conversion of the 68 vacant residential hotel rooms (SROs) to tourist use. The subject 
property (Mosser Hotel) currently contains 81 residential hotel rooms and 87 tourist hotel 
rooms for a total of 168 rooms within a C-3-R (Downtown-Retail) Zoning District and 160-S 
Height and Bulk District. 13 tenants currently reside in the 81 residential hotel rooms, with 
68 of them vacant. None of the existing tenants are proposed to be evicted. The Project 
Sponsor proposes to satisfy the one-for-one residential room replacement required by 
Administrative Code Section 41.13(a)(4) and (a)(5) by paying an in-lieu fee “to a public 
entity or nonprofit organization, which will use the funds to construct comparable units, 
an amount at least equal to 80% of the cost of construction of an equal number of 
comparable units plus site acquisition costs.” This action constitutes the Approval Action 
for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code 
Section 31.04(h).  
(Continued from Canceled hearing on March 12, 2020) 
(Proposed for Continuance to June 18, 2020) 
 



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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3. 2019-016388CUA (J. HORN: (415) 575-6925) 
1760 OCEAN AVENUE – located on the northeast side of the intersection of Ocean Avenue 
and Dorado Terrace Street; Lot 195 in Assessor’s Block 3283 (District 7) – Request for 
Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 755, to 
establish Out-Patient Dialysis Center (DBA Fresenius Kidney Care), a Health Services (Retail 
Sales and Service) use within a currently vacant 15,100 square foot tenant space most 
recently used as an Formula Retail Pharmacy Use. The subject property is located within 
the Ocean Avenue Neighborhood Commercial Transit (NCT) District, Balboa Park Area Plan 
and 45-X Height and Bulk District. There will be no expansion or exterior modification of 
the existing building. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the 
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions 
(Proposed for Continuance to June 25, 2020) 
 


4. 2018-001662DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 
2476 DIAMOND STREET – between Moreland and Moffit Streets; 032 in Assessor’s Block 
6700 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2019.1205.8713 to 
legalize and modify rear yard retaining walls and fencing structures located within the 
required rear yard of a single-family home under construction within a RH-1 (Residential 
House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action 
constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San 
Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 
(Proposed for Continuance to June 25, 2020) 


 
B. CONSENT CALENDAR  


 
All matters listed hereunder constitute a Consent Calendar, are considered to be routine by the 
Planning Commission, and may be acted upon by a single roll call vote of the Commission.  There 
will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the Commission, the public, or 
staff so requests, in which event the matter shall be removed from the Consent Calendar and 
considered as a separate item at this or a future hearing 


 
5. 2018-014766CUA (S. JIMENEZ: (415) 575-9187) 


1043-1045 CLAYTON STREET – west side of Clayton Street at the intersection of Ashbury 
Street, Lots 131, 132, and 133 in Assessor’s Block 1279 (District 5) – Request for Conditional 
Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to alter and demolish 
portions of an existing two-unit residential building that spans across three separate 
parcels and construct two additional residential buildings for a total of three buildings 
within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk 
District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of 
CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions  
 


6. 2019-022072CUA (C. FEENEY: (415) 575-9174) 
855 BRANNAN STREET – southeast side of Brannan Street between 7th and 8th Streets, Lots 
011-014 of Assessor’s Block 3783 (District 9) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization 
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, and 843.46, to establish a formula retail, 
retail-sales and service use (d.b.a. Trek Bicycle) in a vacant ground floor tenant space 



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

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2018-014766CUA.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/2019-022072CUA.pdf
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(measuring 2,818 square feet) in a newly-constructed six-story, mixed-use building within 
a UMU (Urban Mixed use) Zoning District and 68-X Height and Bulk District. The project 
includes no expansion of the existing building envelope or storefront modifications. This 
action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant 
to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


 
C. COMMISSION MATTERS  
 


7. Consideration of Adoption: 
• Draft Minutes for April 23, 2020 


 
8. Commission Comments/Questions 


• Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may 
make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to 
the Commissioner(s). 


• Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take 
action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that 
could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of 
the Planning Commission. 


 
D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 


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


Preservation Commission 
  


E. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT  
 


At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public 
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items.  With 
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the 
item is reached in the meeting.  Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to 
three minutes. When the number of speakers exceed the 15-minute limit, General Public Comment 
may be moved to the end of the Agenda. 


 
F. REGULAR CALENDAR   


 
The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; followed by the project 
sponsor team; followed by public comment for and against the proposal.  Please be advised that 
the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, 
expediters, and/or other advisors. 


  



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/20200423_cal_min.pdf
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G. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR   
 


The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; 
followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed 
by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project.  Please be 
advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or 
their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors. 


 
11. 2015-014170DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 


804 22ND STREET – between Tennessee and Minnesota Streets; 010 in Assessor’s Block 4107 
(District 10) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.0813.7232 for the 
construction of a one-story horizontal addition at the rear to expand the first-story 
commercial space and a one-story vertical addition (approximately 1,250 square feet) to 
create a new third floor with a roof deck above within a NCT-2 (Neighborhood Commercial, 
Transit - 2) Zoning District and 45-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the 
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications 
(Continued from Regular hearing on April 30, 2020) 


 
12. 2018-017375DRP-02 (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 


3627 DIVISADERO STREET – between Beach and North Point Streets; 001E in Assessor’s 
Block 0919 (District 2) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 
2018.1227.9267 to construct a one-story horizontal and a 3rd and 4th story vertical addition 
to an existing 2-story, single-family dwelling including façade alterations and front and 
rear roof decks within a RH-3 (Residential House, Three-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  


 
ADJOURNMENT  



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2015-014170DRP.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/2018.017375DRP-02.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/
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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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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.



				May 7, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-002124CUA 		54 4th St 				fr: 12/19; 1/16; 2/6; 3/12		Alexander

						conversion of residential hotel rooms to tourist hotel 		to: 6/18

		2019-016388CUA 		1760 Ocean Avenue				to: 6/25		Horn

						New health service (Dialysis Center)

		2018-001662DRP		2476 DIAMOND ST				to: 6/25		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2020-001411PCA		100% Affordable Housing and Educator Housing Streamlining Program				to: 7/16		Merlone

						Yee - Planning Code Amendment

		2020-003036PCA  		100% Affordable Housing and Educator Housing Streamlining Program				to: 7/16		Merlone

						Fewer - Planning Code Amendment

		2018-014766CUA		1043-1045 Clayton Street				CONSENT		Jimenez

						tantamount to demo of an existing two-unit bldg

		2019-022072CUA		855 Brannan Street				CONSENT		Feeney

						formula retail CUA for a bike shop

		2015-014170DRP		804 22ND ST				fr: 4/2; 4/30		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-017375DRP-02		3627 DIVISADERO ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 14, 2020 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-012648CUA 		2001 37th Avenue				CONSENT		Horn

						SI Sports Field Light Standards

		2020-003039PCA 		Arts Activities and Social Service or Philanthropic Facilities as Temporary Uses						Merlone

						Planning Code Amendment

		2015-002604ENX-02		667 Folsom St, 120 Hawthorne St, 126 Hawthorne St						Westhoff

						amend the conditions of approval to extend performance period of three years

		2015-000940ENV		The Hub Plan, 30 Van Ness Avenue Project, 98 Franklin Street, and Hub Housing Sustainability District (HSD)				fr: 4/2; 4/30		Callagy

						FEIR

		2015-004568ENV		10 South Van Ness Avenue 				fr: 4/2; 4/30		Schuett

						FEIR

		2015-000940E		Market Octavia Plan Amendment				fr: 4/2; 4/30		Langlois

						CEQA Findings

				Market Octavia Plan Amendment				fr: 3/12; 4/23; 4/30		Langlois

						Adoption

		2019-000494DNXCUAVAR		555 Howard Street						Foster

						Downtown Project Authorization, CUA for Hotel Use, Variance

		2019-007154CUAVAR		4333 26th Street						Horn

						Residential Demolition and New Construction

		2018-005918DRP-02		254 ROOSEVELT WAY						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-000528DRP-04		440-448 WALLER						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 21, 2020 -  Joint w/Rec&Park

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				30 Van Ness Project

				May 21, 2020 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-016668CUA		585 Howard Street 				CONSENT		Updegrave

						CUA to allow office on the ground floor 

		2019-013418CUA		526 Columbus Avenue				CONSENT		Updegrave

						CUA to allow full-service restaurant in the North Beach NCD

		2020-001384CUA		1650 Polk Street				CONSENT		Chandler

						Grocery to Entertainment and Restaurant with indoor children playground 

		2020-003090CUA		1299 Sanchez St				CONSENT		Pantoja

						full-service restaurant (d.b.a. “Noe Valley Coffee”)

		2020-000052PCA 		Standard Environmental Conditions of Approval 				fr: 2/27; 3/19; 4/2; 4/30		Flores

						Adoption		to: 7/30

		2020-003041PCA 		Conditional Use Review and Approval Process 						Sanchez

						Planning Code Amendment

		2016-003164GPA 		Health Care Services Master Plan				fr: 3/12; 3/19; 3/26; 4/9; 4/23		Nickolopoulos

						Initiate GP Amendments

		2014.1441GPR 		Mission Bay South 						Snyder

						General Plan Amendments enabling GSW Hotel

		2010.0515CWP 		Potrero Hope SF  						Snyder

						Block B related DCG Amendments

		2020-000215CUA    		4118 21st Street						Hicks

						demolition new construction of 2 units

		2017-011214CUA		9 Apollo Street 				fr: 1/23; 4/2		Kwiatkawska

						CUA to remove a UDU

		2018-008397CUAVAR		2005 17th Street				fr: 4/2		Durandet

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

		2019-005176CUA		722 Steiner Street				fr: 4/16		Ferguson

						Dwelling unit merger

		2020-001294CUA		2441 Mission Street						Christensen

						amend M-19776 to allow on-site smoking at existing Medical Cannabis Dispensary

		2017-009796DRPVAR		1088 HOWARD ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-014211DRP		667 MISSISSIPPI ST				fr: 2/6; 3/19; 3/26; 4/9; 4/23		Christensen

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-014214DRP		457 MARIPOSA ST				fr: 4/16; 4/23		Christensen

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-020151DRP-03		486 DUNCAN ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				May 28, 2020 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2018-012576CUA		1769 Lombard St				fr: 1/16; 2/13; 3/5; 4/23		Weissglass

						1-year update on the CUA approved last year for the Kennel Use		to: 6/25

		2019-020527CUA		2675 Geary Blvd				CONSENT		May

						formula retail - ATT Wireless

		2019-020831CUA 		1117 Irving Street 				CONSENT		Wilborn

						existing foot-chair massage to become a Massage Establishment 

		2020-000200CUA 		1240 09th Street 				CONSENT		Wilborn

						existing Outdoor Activity Area

		2019-004110CUA		2675 Geary Blvd				CONSENT		May

						Whole Foods formula retail 

		2018-007883ENV		Balboa Reservoir						Poling

						Certification

		2018-007883GPA		Balboa Reservoir General Plan Amendment						Hong

						Adoption

		2019-019985CUA		755 Stanyan Street/670 Kezar Drive						Chandler

						C.U.A to install Wireless Telecommunications Facilities on existing light poles

		2019-021795CUA		650 Frederick Street 						Chandler

						C.U.A to install Wireless Telecommunications Facilities on existing light poles

		2019-016969DRMVAR		4326-4336 Irving Street						Weissglass

						Staff-Initiated DR

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

						Public Initiated DR

		2018-015239DRP		1222 FUNSTON AVE						Winslow

				  		Public-Initiated DR

		2018-012442DRP		436 TEHAMA STREET						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				June 4, 2020 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2020-002262CUA		3200 California Street				CB3P		Weissglass

						Formula Retail case for a Limited Restaurant

		2019-017877CUA		2 Geneva Street				CONSENT		Weissglass

						Macro Wireless facility 

		2019-015984CUA		590 2nd Avenue 				CONSENT		Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility 

		2020-002347CWP		UCSF Parnassus Heights Campus Plan 						Switzky

						Informational

		2016-014802DNX		98 Franklin Street						Perry

						Entitlements

		2015-004568PRJ		10 South Van Ness Avenue 						Perry

						Entitlements

		2018-015790CUA		342 22nd Ave						Young

						demolish a two-unit building and construct a new four-unit building

		2019-000634DRPVAR		876 Elizabeth Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2020-000909DRP		3591 20th Street						Giacomucci

						vacant design professional office to limited restaurant

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

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-015993DRP-02		762 DUNCAN ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				June 11, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2007.0604		1145 Mission Street						Hoagland

						New 25 DU building

		2019-000013CUA		552-554 Hill Street				fr: 3/5; 4/30		Campbell

						Legalization of Dwelling Unit Merger & Relocation

		2018-012065CUA		5500 Mission Street				fr: 4/30		Hoagland

						New construction RCFE and Group Housing

		2019-003900DRPVAR		1526 MASONIC AVE				fr: 1/23; 3/5; 4/23		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-011031DRP-03		219-223 MISSOURI ST				fr: 11/14; 2/6; 3/19; 4/30		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-013959DRP		178 SEACLIFF AVE				fr: 4/30		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				June 18, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2020-001942CUA		1699 Van Ness Avenue				CONSENT		Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility 

		2018-002124CUA 		54 4th St 				fr: 12/19; 1/16; 2/6; 3/12; 5/7		Alexander

						conversion of residential hotel rooms to tourist hotel 

		2018-001088CUA		4211 26th St				fr: 2/20; 4/2; 4/30		Pantoja

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

		2019-007111CUA		1400 17th St						Liang

						Formula Retail  (d.b.a  West Elm)

		2019-017867CUA		1566 - 1568 Haight Street						Young

						legalize the merger of two commercial spaces

		2017-015039DRP		350-352 SAN JOSE AVE				fr: 3/12; 3/19; 3/26; 4/16		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-009964DRPVAR		526 LOMBARD 				fr: 3/12; 4/23		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-014433DRP-02		3640 21ST ST						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				June 25, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-004557ENV		550 O’Farrell Street						McKellar

						Draft EIR 

		2018-012576CUA		1769 Lombard St				fr: 1/16; 2/13; 3/5; 4/23; 5/28		Weissglass

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

		2019-016388CUA 		1760 Ocean Avenue				fr: 5/7		Horn

						New health service (Dialysis Center)

		2018-013422DRP		1926 DIVISADERO ST				fr: 4/2; 4/30		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-001662DRP		2476 DIAMOND ST				fr: 4/30		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-013272DRP		3074 Pacific Avenue				fr: 4/30		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				July 2, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				July 9, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				July 16, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2020-001411PCA		100% Affordable Housing and Educator Housing Streamlining Program				fr: 5/7		Merlone

						Yee - Planning Code Amendment

		2020-003036PCA  		100% Affordable Housing and Educator Housing Streamlining Program				fr: 5/7		Merlone

						Fewer - Planning Code Amendment

		2018-004047CWP-02 		Housing Inventory Report						Ambati

						Informational

				July 23, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				Hazardous Materials				fr: 3/5; 3/19; 3/26; 4/9; 4/30		Sheyner

						Informational

				July 30, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2020-000052PCA 		Standard Environmental Conditions of Approval 				fr: 2/27; 3/19; 4/2; 4/30; 5/21		Flores

						Adoption

				August 6, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 13, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 20, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				August 27, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner
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To:             Staff

From:       Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:            Hearing Results

          

NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20699

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 0693

                  

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



    April 30, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-014170DRP

		804 22nd Street

		Winslow

		Continued to May 7, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940ENV

		The HUB Plan, 30 Van Ness Avenue Project, 98 Franklin Street Project, and HUB Housing Sustainability District

		Callagy

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940ENV

		Market Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940GPA

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the General Plan

		Langlois

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940PCA-01

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the  Planning Code

		Langlois

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940MAP

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the Zoning Map

		Langlois

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940PCA-02

		HUB Housing Sustainability District – Adoption of Amendments to the Business and Tax Regulations Code and the Planning Code 

		Langlois

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940CWP-02

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of the Implementation Program

		Langlois

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project

		Schuett

		Continued to May 14, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Requirements [BF TBD]

		Flores

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Requirements – Air Quality

		Pollak

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-000013CUA

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-000013VAR

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		Acting ZA Continued to June 11, 2020

		



		

		2018-011031DRP-03

		219-223 Missouri Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013959DRP

		178 Seacliff Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-001088CUA

		4211 26th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-013422DRP

		1926 Divisadero Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-013272DRP

		3074 Pacific Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		

		Hazardous Materials Management Procedures

		Sheyner

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-001318CUA

		3813 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0



		

		2018-012065CUA

		5500 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-012065VAR

		5500 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Acting ZA Continued to June 11, 2020

		



		M-20691

		2019-020999CUA

		150 Waverly Place

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20692

		2020-002490CUA

		333 Valencia Street

		Samonsky

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20693

		2019-021940CUA

		545 Francisco Street

		Hughen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20694

		2019-019628CUA

		1888 Clement Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20695

		2019-021378CUA

		4092 18th Street

		Hughen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 16, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		M-20696

		2019-004021CUA

		1331-1335 Grant Avenue

		Hicks

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as amended, prohibiting any expansion to the adjacent space and no cross-use between operators.

		+6 -0



		M-20697

		2018-008661ENX

		701 Harrison Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended, mandating the Project Sponsor to work with neighborhood organizations to incorporate the Cultural Heritage District into the program of the development.

		+6 -0



		M-20698

		2018-008661OFA

		701 Harrison Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions as amended, mandating the Project Sponsor to work with neighborhood organizations to incorporate the Cultural Heritage District into the program of the development.

		+6 -0





  

   April 23, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-009964DRP

		526 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-009964VAR

		526 Lombard Street

		Fahey

		Acting ZA Continued to June 18, 2020

		



		

		2019-014211DRP

		667 Mississippi Street

		Christensen

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-014214DRP

		457 Mariposa Street

		Christensen

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2016-003164GPA

		Health Care Services Master Plan

		Nickolopoulos

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-012576CUA

		1769 Lombard Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to May 28, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-014251DRP-02

		2001 Chestnut Street

		Dito

		Continued to June 4, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-000634VAR

		876 Elizabeth Street

		Campbell

		Acting ZA Continued to June 4, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-003900DRP

		1526 Masonic Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 9, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		R-20687

		2018-001443MAP

		M-1 and M-2 Rezoning

		Sanchez

		Approved as amended by Staff

		+6 -0



		R-20688

		2020-002487PCA

		Urban Mixed-Use District - Office Uses

		Sanchez

		Approved with Staff modifications, including a grandfathering clause establishing the effective date as the date of introduction.

		+6 -0



		R-20689

		2020-003035PCA

		Conditional Use Authorizations Demonstrably Unaffordable Housing [Board File No. 200142]

		Merlone

		Approved with Staff modifications

		+5 -1 (Fung against)



		M-20690

		2019-021215CUA

		3751A 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		2020-000215CUA

		4118 21st Street

		Hicks

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to May 21, 2020

		+5 -1 (Koppel against)



		DRA-691

		2017-010281DRP-02

		236 El Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with conditions:

1. Provide a similar setback on east side of third floor as proposed for the west; and

2. Provide a planted privacy screen no higher than four to five feet.

		+6 -0



		DRA-692

		2018-013511DRP

		350 Liberty Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with conditions, to provide a 13’ setback (increased from 10’).

		+6 -0





  

  April 16, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-002487PCA

		Urban Mixed-Use District - Office Uses

		Sanchez

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-014214DRP

		457 Mariposa Street

		Christensen

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-001318CUA

		3813 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-005176CUA

		722 Steiner Street

		Ferguson

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-002545DRP-03

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to May 28, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-001455CUA

		1750 Wawona Street

		Campbell

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0



		

		2017-015039DRP

		350-352 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-009796DRP

		1088 Howard Street

		Winslow

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-009796VAR

		1088 Howard Street

		Giacomucci

		Acting ZA Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		R-20682

		2020-002054PCA

		Reauthorization and Extension of Fee Waiver - Legalization of Unauthorized Dwelling Units [BF TBD]

		Flores

		Approved

		+6 -0



		M-20683

		2018-011717CUA

		1369 Sanchez Street

		Cisneros

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as amended reducing the roof deck 50% and modifying the spiral stair, per Com. Moore.

		+6 -0



		M-20684

		2015-004827ENV

		Alameda Creek Recapture Project

		Kern

		Certified

		+6 -0



		

		2017-014833ENV

		469 Stevenson Street Project

		Delumo

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20685

		2018-011991CUA

		93-97 Leland Avenue

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. Adding a finding related to rent stabilization and existing tenant option to re-occupy;

2.  Recognizing ground floor flexibility of retail or ADU or expansion of existing residential units; and 

3. Compliance with ground floor design guidelines.

		+6 -0



		M-20686

		2016-004478CUA

		589 Texas Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions as amended allowing a third unit, by adding an ADU.

		+6 -0







  April 9, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-001443MAP

		M-1 and M-2 Rezoning

		Sanchez

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-021215CUA

		3751A 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-014251DRP-02

		2001 Chestnut Street

		Dito

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-010281DRP-02

		236 El Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-013511DRP

		350 Liberty Street

		Winslow

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-014211DRP

		667 Mississippi Street

		Christensen

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2016-008561CWP

		Housing Affordability Strategies

		Pappas

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		

		Hazardous Materials Management Procedures

		Sheyner

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-020999CUA

		150 Waverly Place

		Lindsay

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2016-003164GPA

		Health Care Services Master Plan

		Nickolopoulos

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		M-20678

		2018-006299CUA

		378 8th Avenue

		Ajello

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+4 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 27, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 5, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		2018-007883CWP

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

M-20679

		2018-007883GPA

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Initiated and Scheduled a Hearing on or after April 30, 2020

		+6 -0



		M-20680

		2016-006860IKA

		65 Ocean Avenue

		Flores

		Approved

		+6 -0



		





M-20681

		2018-011441CUA

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		As amended to include a Fire Safety Condition, for any significant change to return to the CPC.

		+6 -0



		

		2018-011441VAR

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		Acting ZA, Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2018-011717CUA

		1369 Sanchez Street

		Cisneros

		Continued to April 16, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-015039DRP

		350-352 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to April 16, 2020

		+6 -0







  April 2, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-004582CUA

		2817 Pine Street

		Ajello

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2016-006860IKA

		65 Ocean Avenue

		Flores

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940E

		Market Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940GPA

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the General Plan

		Langlois

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940PCA-01

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the  Planning Code

		Langlois

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940MAP

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the Zoning Map

		Langlois

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940PCA-02

		HUB Housing Sustainability District – Adoption of Amendments to the Business and Tax Regulations Code and the Planning Code

		Langlois

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940ENV

		The HUB Plan, 30 Van Ness Avenue Project, 98 Franklin Street Project, And HUB Housing Sustainability District

		Callagy

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project

		Schuett

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2019-004021CUA

		1331-1335 Grant Avenue

		Hicks

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2019-019628CUA

		1888 Clement Street

		Wilborn

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2019-021378CUA

		4092 18th Street

		Hughen

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Requirements [BF TBD]

		Flores

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Requirements – Air Quality

		Pollak

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2018-001088CUA

		4211 26th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2018-013422DRP

		1926 Divisadero Street

		Winslow

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2015-014170DRP

		804 22nd Street

		Winslow

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2017-011214CUA

		9 Apollo Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		



		

		2018-008397CUA

		2005 17th Street

		Durandet

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		



		

		2018-008397VAR

		2005 17th Street

		Durandet

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		







March 26, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-002243DRP

		439 Hill Street

		Winslow

		WITHDRAWN

		



		

		2019-020999CUA

		150 Waverly Place

		Lindsay

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-001443MAP

		M-1 and M-2 Rezoning

		Sanchez

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-007883CWP

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-007883GPA

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2016-003164GPA

		Health Care Services Master Plan

		Nickolopoulos

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		

		Hazardous Materials Management Procedures

		Sheyner

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2016-008561CWP

		Housing Affordability Strategies

		Pappas

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-011717CUA

		1369 Sanchez Street

		Cisneros

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2019-021215CUA

		3751A 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-006299CUA

		378 8th Avenue

		Ajello

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-011441CUA

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-011441VAR

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2019-014251DRP-02

		2001 Chestnut Street

		Dito

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2017-010281DRP-02

		236 El Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2019-014211DRP

		667 Mississippi Street

		Christensen

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-013511DRP

		350 Liberty Street

		Winslow

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		



		

		2017-015039DRP

		350-352 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to April 9, 2020

		







March 19, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-020999CUA

		150 Waverly Place

		Lindsay

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-001443MAP

		M-1 And M-2 Rezoning

		Sanchez

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-007883CWP

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-007883GPA

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2016-003164GPA

		Health Care Services Master Plan

		Nickolopoulos

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		

		Hazardous Materials Management Procedures

		Sheyner

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2016-008561CWP

		Housing Affordability Strategies

		Pappas

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-011717CUA

		1369 Sanchez Street

		Cisneros

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2019-021215CUA

		3751A 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-006299CUA

		378 8th Avenue

		Ajello

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-011441CUA

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-011441VAR

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2019-014251DRP-02

		2001 Chestnut Street

		Dito

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2017-010281DRP-02

		236 El Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2019-014211DRP

		667 Mississippi Street

		Christensen

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2019-002243DRP

		439 Hill Street 

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2018-013511DRP

		350 Liberty Street

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		



		

		2017-015039DRP

		350-352 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to March 26, 2020

		







  March 12, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-000940GPA

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the General Plan

		Langlois

		Without hearing, continued to April 2, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940PCA-01

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the  Planning Code

		Langlois

		Without hearing, continued to April 2, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940MAP

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of Amendments to the Zoning Map

		Langlois

		Without hearing, continued to April 2, 2020

		



		

		2015-000940PCA-02

		HUB Housing Sustainability District – Adoption of Amendments to the Business and Tax Regulations Code and the Planning Code

		Langlois

		Without hearing, continued to April 2, 2020

		



		

		2017-009964DRP

		526 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to April 23, 2020

		



		

		2017-009964VAR

		526 Lombard Street

		Fahey

		Without hearing, continued to April 23, 2020

		



		

		2018-002124CUA

		54 04th Street

		Alexander

		Without hearing, continued to May 7, 2020

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 27, 2020

		Ionin

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2016-003164GPA

		Health Care Services Master Plan

		Nickolopoulos

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2016-008561CWP

		Housing Affordability Strategies

		Pappas

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2018-011441CUA

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2018-011441VAR

		1846 Grove Street

		Dito

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2018-006299CUA

		378 8th Avenue

		Ajello

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2019-014251DRP-02

		2001 Chestnut Street

		Dito

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2017-010281DRP-02

		236 El Camino Del Mar

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2018-013511DRP

		350 Liberty Street

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		



		

		2017-015039DRP

		350-352 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Without hearing, continued to March 19, 2020

		







March 5, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-001455CUA

		1750 Wawona Street

		Campbell

		Continued to April 16, 2020

		+6 -0 



		

		2019-003900DRP

		1526 Masonic Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to April 23, 2020

		+6 -0 



		

		2019-017837PRJ

		1812-1816 Green Street

		Wilborn

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 



		

		2015-004109CUA-02

		333 12th Street

		Jardines

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Hazardous Materials Management Procedures

		Sheyner

		Continued to March 19,2020

		+6 -0 



		

		2019-000013CUA

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		Continued to April 30, 2020

		+6 -0 



		

		2019-000013VAR

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		ZA Continued to April 30, 2020

		



		

		2018-002825DRP

		780 Kansas Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2018-002825VAR

		780 Kansas Street

		Winslow

		ZA Continued to March 25, 2020

		



		M-20675

		2019-015579CUA

		99 Missouri Street

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 



		M-20676

		2019-022530CUA

		2 West Portal Avenue

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 20, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		49 South Van Ness Avenue – Permit Center Project

		Whitehouse/ Silva

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-012576CUA

		1769 Lombard Street

		Weissglass

		After hearing and closing PC; Continued to April 23, 2020 for the Sponsor to adhere to original conditions of approval.

		+6 -0



		DRA-689

		2019-013012DRP-02

		621 11th Avenue

		               Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0



		DRA-690

		2017-007931DRP-02

		2630 Divisadero Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications:

1. Reduce the roof deck as diagramed by Staff; and 

2. Notch the third floor as recommended by Staff.

		+6 -0







February 27, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Conditions of Approval

		Flores

		Continued to March 19,2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-011430CUA

		1776 Green Street

		May

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-011430VAR

		1776 Green Street

		May

		Acting ZA Continued Indefinitely

		



		

		2018-002825DRP

		780 Kansas Street

		Winslow

		Continued to March 5, 2020

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		

		2018-002825VAR

		780 Kansas Street

		Winslow

		Acting ZA Continued to March 5, 2020

		



		

		2018-014949DRP

		4428 23rd Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 13, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted as corrected

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20670

		2019-023636CUA

		888 Post Street

		Updegrave

		Approved with Conditions as Corrected

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20671

		2017-003559ENV

		3700 California Street

		Poling

		Certified

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20677

		2017-003559ENV

		3700 California Street

		May

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20672

		2017-003559CUA

		3700 California Street

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20673

		2017-002964CUA

		1714 Grant Avenue

		Updegrave

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		M-20674

		2019-014842CUA

		1905 Union Street

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Richards absent)



		DRA-688

		2017-012887DRP

		265 Oak Street

		Winslow

		No DR Approved as proposed

		+5 -1 (Imperial against; Richards absent)



		

		2017-012887VAR

		265 Oak Street

		Winslow

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		2017-010670DRP

		421 Walnut Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		







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

		3859 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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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: FORMAL PROTEST!!! REQUEST TO REMOVE FROM CONSENT CALENDAR - Item No. 17, Grant Ave Cannabis

Dispensary
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 12:09:25 PM

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

From: Daniel Macchiarini <danny1mac@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Friday, May 1, 2020 at 12:07 PM
To: Stan Hayes <stanhayes1967@gmail.com>
Cc: "brendan@hallinan-law.com" <brendan@hallinan-law.com>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)"
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "Hepner, Lee
(BOS)" <lee.hepner@sfgov.org>, kathleendooley58 <kathleendooley58@gmail.com>, Maryo
Mogannam <maryo@sfcdma.org>, Fady Zoubi <ffzoubinbba@gmail.com>, Ida Zoubi
<caffeida@yahoo.com>, Richard Azzolino <Sotto.mare@outlook.com>, al ribaya
<albertadolforibaya@gmail.com>, Lynnet Spiegel <lynnet@jeffreyspets.com>, John Duggan
<johnaduggan@originaljoes.com>, "zccustomercare@gmail.com"
<zccustomercare@gmail.com>, Romalyn Schmaltz <romalynschmaltz@gmail.com>,
"andy.katz@thd.org" <andy.katz@thd.org>, Judy Irving <films@pelicanmedia.org>, n shan
<nshan@mindspring.com>
Subject: FORMAL PROTEST!!! REQUEST TO REMOVE FROM CONSENT CALENDAR - Item No.
17, Grant Ave Cannabis Dispensary
 

 

Ciao Stan,
 

As a long time merchant member of THD and supported of your residential
organization, I must formally protest your action as president of THD in sending a
letter to the SF Planning Commission in the name of our organization seemingly
attempting to obstruct the permit to establish a Cannabis Dispensary 1335 Grant

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


Ave.  I say this because;
1.)  The objections raised in your letter are and were already stated in the permit
plan as submitted by North Beach Barbary Coast, member NBBA, to the SF Planning
Commission rendering a full hearing before that Board moot over these issues;
2.)  You sent the letter only one day before the hearing knowing that with just one
objection registered to SF Planning Commission it would be removed from the
Consent Calendar and extended into a full hearing before that board.  You send this
letter after we, you and me, personally discussed this issue over 2 months ago in a
face to face meeting at Cafe Trieste and had seeming agreement about helping to
facilitate this establishment to fill a vacant storefront on Grant Ave which had
existed for over two years and knowing that NB Barbary Coast was struggling to
achieve this permit with the SF city permit process structure for all that time and
more!;
3.)  Within the full CU hearing yesterday, you nor anyone from THD Board spoke to
the supposed concerns you stated in your letter and those concerns could have
easily been aired long before this hearing with either Kathie Dooley, member THD
and our NBBA community rep. on this issue, or myself in my capacity as President of
NBBA.
These combined facts render your letter to the SF Planning Commission in this
matter unprincipled, unacceptable and a breach of trust with both NBBA and me
personally.
It will take massive community support to bring back small business and to recover
our commercial district from the economic disaster that the CV pandemic crisis has
brought down on North Beach in the months to come.  We will need to have
mutual support, trust and not obstructionist underhanded actions to achieve the
normalization of commerce here again. A major part of this will require that permits
be expedited for existing small businesses to evolve as well as new ones to be
established in a way that does not break the zoning structure of our unique
dynamic commercial district but allows for them to be reestablished, established
and, hopefully, thrive. 
I look forward to THD Board and your positive response in the future on matters
that facilitate the survivability of our NB Small Business Community.
Thank You,
Dan Macchiarini
President



NBBA

SF Legacy Business in our 72 year
  

On Apr 29, 2020, at 12:16 PM, Stan Hayes <stanhayes1967@gmail.com> wrote:
 
President Koppel, Vice-President Moore, and Commissioners,
 
On behalf of the Telegraph Hill Dwellers, we request that the Planning
Commission remove from the Consent Calendar the above-referenced Item
No. 17 (2019-004021CUA) to discuss the addition of several important
approval conditions.
 
Please see our attached letter for additional details.
 
In our letter, we offer two conditions of our support for the establishment of a
cannabis retail use at 1335 Grant Avenue:
 

1.  That the cannabis retail use at 1335 Grant Avenue shall not be expanded into
the adjacent (adjoining) space at 1331 Grant Avenue, which shall be, and
remain, an independent, non-cannabis related retail use.
 
2.  That a Traffic Control Plan for the cannabis retail use at 1335 Grant Avenue
shall be developed and implemented.

 
We urge that you include the above conditions of approval in the Conditional Use
Authorization (CUA).  
 
Regards,
 
Stan Hayes
 
President
Telegraph Hill Dwellers
<THD Ltr_Dispensary_FINAL 4-29-20.pdf>

 

mailto:stanhayes1967@gmail.com


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** CITY LAUNCHES REQUIRED COVID-19 TESTING FOR ALL RESIDENTS AND STAFF

AT SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 10:39:00 AM
Attachments: 05.01.20 Skilled Nursing Facility Testing.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>
Date: Friday, May 1, 2020 at 10:01 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** CITY LAUNCHES REQUIRED COVID-19 TESTING
FOR ALL RESIDENTS AND STAFF AT SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, May 1, 2020
Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, 415-558-2712, dempress@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
CITY LAUNCHES REQUIRED COVID-19 TESTING FOR ALL

RESIDENTS AND STAFF AT SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES
Expanded testing focuses on vulnerable populations and settings that have seen highest
mortality rates nationally; lessons of Laguna Honda outbreak inform plan for all Skilled

Nursing Facilities in San Francisco
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Director of Health Dr. Grant Colfax
today announced the next phase in the City’s expansion of coronavirus testing that will focus
on and protect San Francisco’s most vulnerable populations during the ongoing pandemic. The
new directive will require all residents and staff working at the 21 skilled nursing facilities
(SNFs) in San Francisco be tested for the COVID-19 virus. The City will begin testing all
residents and staff at SNFs next week, with a goal of creating a two-week testing cycle after
the first round of tests are completed. 
 
Universal testing is one of a series of resources that the Department of Public Health (DPH) is
providing to the City’s SNFs. DPH resources for SNFs include guidance on the prevention and
management of COVID-19 in long-term care facilities as well as a new set of protocols on
outbreak preparedness and response. The testing program and these resources build on the
lessons learned from the swift response to the outbreak at Laguna Honda, and the expert

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:dempress@sfgov.org
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Friday, May 1, 2020 
Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, 415-558-2712, dempress@sfgov.org  
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
CITY LAUNCHES REQUIRED COVID-19 TESTING FOR ALL 


RESIDENTS AND STAFF AT SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES 
Expanded testing focuses on vulnerable populations and settings that have seen highest mortality 


rates nationally; lessons of Laguna Honda outbreak inform plan for all Skilled Nursing 
Facilities in San Francisco 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Director of Health Dr. Grant Colfax today 
announced the next phase in the City’s expansion of coronavirus testing that will focus on and 
protect San Francisco’s most vulnerable populations during the ongoing pandemic. The new 
directive will require all residents and staff working at the 21 skilled nursing facilities (SNFs) in 
San Francisco be tested for the COVID-19 virus. The City will begin testing all residents and 
staff at SNFs next week, with a goal of creating a two-week testing cycle after the first round of 
tests are completed.   
 
Universal testing is one of a series of resources that the Department of Public Health (DPH) is 
providing to the City’s SNFs. DPH resources for SNFs include guidance on the prevention and 
management of COVID-19 in long-term care facilities as well as a new set of protocols on 
outbreak preparedness and response. The testing program and these resources build on the 
lessons learned from the swift response to the outbreak at Laguna Honda, and the expert support 
and guidance from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and the California 
Department of Public Health. 
 
The SNF testing program will be detailed in an upcoming Health Order. It is consistent with new 
testing guidelines issued by the California Department of Public Health that include screening of 
asymptomatic residents and workers of congregate living facilities such as skilled nursing 
facilities. 
 
“Since this public health emergency began, protecting vulnerable populations living in skilled 
nursing facilities has been one of our top priorities,” said Mayor Breed. “We responded quickly 
to the outbreak at Laguna Honda, and we’ve learned a lot during our ongoing response that can 
help the other skilled nursing facilities in the city. Complete testing of staff and residents in all of 
San Francisco’s skilled nursing facilities is the next step in our commitment to vulnerable 
populations and universal access to testing.”  
 
“Our vision is to have universal access to testing for all in San Francisco,” said Dr. Colfax. “To 
get there, we have continually expanded testing, based on where the need is greatest, and the 
availability of resources. We have focused first on mitigating outbreaks, protecting vulnerable 
populations, following case contact investigations and testing of frontline workers. As we have 
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made progress in those areas, we grew to test everyone with symptoms, and we are expanding 
again. Testing asymptomatic residents and staff of skilled nursing facilities is a decisive move to 
protect these most vulnerable people, and their care givers, who are at high risk of an outbreak.” 
 
Skilled Nursing Facilities are among the top priorities in the City’s efforts to mitigate and 
respond to COVID-19 outbreaks. There are 21 SNFs in San Francisco, including Laguna Honda 
Hospital, a SNF unit at Zuckerberg San Francisco General Hospital, and the VA Hospital. All 
SNFs serve some of San Francisco’s most vulnerable populations including older adults and 
residents with underlying health conditions. Additionally, the congregate nature of these 
facilities means residents are living near each other and have extensive casual and close contact 
with fellow inhabitants and facility staff. Once introduced into a facility, COVID-19 can spread 
rapidly, and residents are at high risk of becoming seriously ill, or even dying, if they become 
sick. Early on, the City issued a Health Order restricting all non-essential visitors from skilled 
nursing facilities in order to protect the residents and staff from exposure. 
 
As the City works toward its goal of universal testing access, the next step will be testing people 
without symptoms, starting with residents and staff of all SNFs. The City will continue to add 
other congregate settings, such as shelters. The City will also test asymptomatic health care 
workers, frontline workers and essential workers. Lastly, the City will continue conducting 
testing in geographic and cultural communities that are affected by disparities in the spread of 
the coronavirus. 
 
As long as COVID-19 is circulating in the community, residents and staff of skilled nursing 
facilities remain at risk. Testing determines on a certain date who is COVID-19 positive and 
allows SNFs to immediately implement protocols, including isolation and quarantine, screening, 
testing and infection control procedures. Surveillance and monitoring remain central to 
containing the coronavirus and are not replaced by this new testing program. 
 
Although testing is a critical tool to find and confirm asymptomatic COVID-19 positive cases, it 
is just one aspect of being prepared and able to respond. DPH has created a new set of outbreak 
protocols in a “tool kit” for SNFs that offers an array of strategies to mitigate outbreaks and 
transmission. Testing is one piece of a larger strategy that also includes prevention, such as 
social distancing, frequent hand washing, appropriate use of personal protective equipment, and 
other recommended precautions. 
 
The first round of complete SNF testing will take approximately one month and will primarily be 
administered by DPH staff. Testing starts on Monday, May 4th at Laguna Honda Hospital. 
During the first round of citywide testing, DPH will train personnel at other facilities as needed 
so that they can begin administering the tests on their own. Once all facilities have been tested, 
the goal is to establish a regular testing cycle about every two weeks, based on what is currently 
known about the virus’s incubation period. Testing science and technology is rapidly evolving 
and will continue to inform our response and testing strategy. As more information becomes 
available about the virus, the testing schedule may adjust.  
 



https://www.sfdph.org/dph/alerts/files/OrderExcludingVisitorstoSNFs-OrderC19-03-03102020.pdf
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San Francisco began local COVID-19 testing in the Public Health Lab on March 2, 2020, and 
has been continually expanding testing capacity. As of today, 20,433 people in San Francisco 
have been tested, and an average of 9% have tested positive.  
 
Below are a few examples of the City’s testing expansion to date: 
 


• The City opened two CityTestSF sites for health care workers, frontline workers, 
essential workers and other San Franciscans with symptoms. 


• DPH has opened test sites in the community at Zuckerberg San Francisco General 
Hospital, Castro-Mission Health Center, Southeast Health Center and Maxine Hall Health 
Center. In addition, DPH Jail Health Services tests all people coming into the jail who 
will be housed in jail. 


• Those DPH test sites are part of a growing capability including 26 testing sites across the 
city, at UCSF, NEMS, One Medical, Kaiser, Sutter, Chinese Hospital, and Dignity 
Health. 


• The City is working with partners, such as UCSF and the Chan Zuckerberg Initiative, on 
COVID-19 testing. There is research underway that uses testing to help us learn more 
about the prevalence of the virus in the community.  


 
### 



https://sf.gov/CityTestSF





support and guidance from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention and the California
Department of Public Health.
 
The SNF testing program will be detailed in an upcoming Health Order. It is consistent with
new testing guidelines issued by the California Department of Public Health that include
screening of asymptomatic residents and workers of congregate living facilities such as skilled
nursing facilities.
 
“Since this public health emergency began, protecting vulnerable populations living in skilled
nursing facilities has been one of our top priorities,” said Mayor Breed. “We responded
quickly to the outbreak at Laguna Honda, and we’ve learned a lot during our ongoing response
that can help the other skilled nursing facilities in the city. Complete testing of staff and
residents in all of San Francisco’s skilled nursing facilities is the next step in our commitment
to vulnerable populations and universal access to testing.”
 
“Our vision is to have universal access to testing for all in San Francisco,” said Dr. Colfax.
“To get there, we have continually expanded testing, based on where the need is greatest, and
the availability of resources. We have focused first on mitigating outbreaks, protecting
vulnerable populations, following case contact investigations and testing of frontline workers.
As we have made progress in those areas, we grew to test everyone with symptoms, and we
are expanding again. Testing asymptomatic residents and staff of skilled nursing facilities is a
decisive move to protect these most vulnerable people, and their care givers, who are at high
risk of an outbreak.”
 
Skilled Nursing Facilities are among the top priorities in the City’s efforts to mitigate and
respond to COVID-19 outbreaks. There are 21 SNFs in San Francisco, including Laguna
Honda Hospital, a SNF unit at Zuckerberg San Francisco General Hospital, and the VA
Hospital. All SNFs serve some of San Francisco’s most vulnerable populations including older
adults and residents with underlying health conditions. Additionally, the congregate nature of
these facilities means residents are living near each other and have extensive casual and close
contact with fellow inhabitants and facility staff. Once introduced into a facility, COVID-19
can spread rapidly, and residents are at high risk of becoming seriously ill, or even dying, if
they become sick. Early on, the City issued a Health Order restricting all non-essential visitors
from skilled nursing facilities in order to protect the residents and staff from exposure.
 
As the City works toward its goal of universal testing access, the next step will be testing
people without symptoms, starting with residents and staff of all SNFs. The City will continue
to add other congregate settings, such as shelters. The City will also test asymptomatic health
care workers, frontline workers and essential workers. Lastly, the City will continue
conducting testing in geographic and cultural communities that are affected by disparities in
the spread of the coronavirus.
 
As long as COVID-19 is circulating in the community, residents and staff of skilled nursing
facilities remain at risk. Testing determines on a certain date who is COVID-19 positive and
allows SNFs to immediately implement protocols, including isolation and quarantine,
screening, testing and infection control procedures. Surveillance and monitoring remain
central to containing the coronavirus and are not replaced by this new testing program.
 
Although testing is a critical tool to find and confirm asymptomatic COVID-19 positive cases,
it is just one aspect of being prepared and able to respond. DPH has created a new set of

https://www.sfdph.org/dph/alerts/files/OrderExcludingVisitorstoSNFs-OrderC19-03-03102020.pdf


outbreak protocols in a “tool kit” for SNFs that offers an array of strategies to mitigate
outbreaks and transmission. Testing is one piece of a larger strategy that also includes
prevention, such as social distancing, frequent hand washing, appropriate use of personal
protective equipment, and other recommended precautions.
 
The first round of complete SNF testing will take approximately one month and will primarily
be administered by DPH staff. Testing starts on Monday, May 4th at Laguna Honda Hospital.
During the first round of citywide testing, DPH will train personnel at other facilities as
needed so that they can begin administering the tests on their own. Once all facilities have
been tested, the goal is to establish a regular testing cycle about every two weeks, based on
what is currently known about the virus’s incubation period. Testing science and technology is
rapidly evolving and will continue to inform our response and testing strategy. As more
information becomes available about the virus, the testing schedule may adjust.
 
San Francisco began local COVID-19 testing in the Public Health Lab on March 2, 2020, and
has been continually expanding testing capacity. As of today, 20,433 people in San Francisco
have been tested, and an average of 9% have tested positive.
 
Below are a few examples of the City’s testing expansion to date:
 

The City opened two CityTestSF sites for health care workers, frontline workers,
essential workers and other San Franciscans with symptoms.
DPH has opened test sites in the community at Zuckerberg San Francisco General
Hospital, Castro-Mission Health Center, Southeast Health Center and Maxine Hall
Health Center. In addition, DPH Jail Health Services tests all people coming into the jail
who will be housed in jail.
Those DPH test sites are part of a growing capability including 26 testing sites across
the city, at UCSF, NEMS, One Medical, Kaiser, Sutter, Chinese Hospital, and Dignity
Health.
The City is working with partners, such as UCSF and the Chan Zuckerberg Initiative, on
COVID-19 testing. There is research underway that uses testing to help us learn more
about the prevalence of the virus in the community.

 
###
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES SAN FRANCISCO ARTISTS AND

ORGANIZATIONS HAVE RECEIVED $1.5 MILLION IN FIRST ROUND OF GRANTS
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 9:31:47 AM
Attachments: 04.30.20 Arts and Artists Relief Fund.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>
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 at 10:36 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES SAN
FRANCISCO ARTISTS AND ORGANIZATIONS HAVE RECEIVED $1.5 MILLION IN
FIRST ROUND OF GRANTS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, April 30, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES SAN FRANCISCO

ARTISTS AND ORGANIZATIONS HAVE RECEIVED
$1.5 MILLION IN FIRST ROUND OF GRANTS

The Arts and Artists Relief Fund’s rapid response of financial support to the arts community
provides help for those most vulnerable due to loss of income from the COVID-19 pandemic.

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the City’s Arts and Artists
Relief Fund has made its first round of grants and loans, providing $1.5 million in much-
needed financial support for the local arts sector struggling from substantial income loss due to
COVID-19. Mayor Breed launched the Arts and Artists Relief Fund on March 23rd.
 
Through a partnership with the Center for Cultural Innovation (CCI), 527 individual artists
and 65 arts organizations received a total of $1.5 million to be used for their most urgent
financial needs. Funding was prioritized for individuals and organizations from historically
underserved communities, including black, indigenous, immigrant, and trans people, as well as
people with disabilities.
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, April 30, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org  
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES SAN FRANCISCO 


ARTISTS AND ORGANIZATIONS HAVE RECEIVED 
$1.5 MILLION IN FIRST ROUND OF GRANTS 


The Arts and Artists Relief Fund’s rapid response of financial support to the arts community 
provides help for those most vulnerable due to loss of income from the COVID-19 pandemic. 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the City’s Arts and Artists 
Relief Fund has made its first round of grants and loans, providing $1.5 million in much-needed 
financial support for the local arts sector struggling from substantial income loss due to 
COVID-19. Mayor Breed launched the Arts and Artists Relief Fund on March 23rd.  
 
Through a partnership with the Center for Cultural Innovation (CCI), 527 individual artists and 
65 arts organizations received a total of $1.5 million to be used for their most urgent financial 
needs. Funding was prioritized for individuals and organizations from historically underserved 
communities, including black, indigenous, immigrant, and trans people, as well as people with 
disabilities.  
 
In response to the significant need demonstrated by the first round of the CCI grant applications, 
Mayor Breed announced today the City is investing an additional $250,000 in the Fund. This 
additional funding will focus specifically on helping individual artists. 
 
“We provided these grants and loans to offer some financial relief for the arts community during 
this challenging time,” said Mayor Breed. “Our artists and arts and culture organizations will be 
instrumental in our City’s recovery efforts. With this additional investment, we continue to 
support the creativity, flexibility, and innovation that artists bring to our city, which will be 
pivotal as we move forward and get through this crisis together.” 
 
In addition to the $1.5 million in from the Arts and Artists Relief Fund, $1 million was made 
available to arts and culture nonprofits through a partnership with Northern California 
Grantmakers’ Arts Loan Fund. To date, five San Francisco arts organizations received loans 
totaling nearly $215,000 that will help them remain solvent. Currently, 12 additional arts 
organizations’ applications, with a total request of more than $425,000, are in process and are 
slated to be reviewed in the upcoming weeks.  
 
“The rapid response and the breadth of support for diverse artists and organizations is a 
testament to how much we value our arts and culture sector,” said Rebekah Krell, Acting 
Director of Cultural Affairs. “We are proud to invest these funds in our community to ensure 
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artists and cultural workers will continue to play a meaningful role in San Francisco’s response 
and recovery.”   
 
Author and interdisciplinary artist grant recipient Niloufar Talebi stated, “I thank Mayor Breed 
and all the funders who, recognizing the essential role of artists and nonprofits in our city, took 
expedient action to care for our community as we face uncertainty and loss. I hope that local 
philanthropists continue to build on this fund so that many more of our city’s artists and 
colleagues are seen through during these unprecedented times when the public turns to art to 
nourish their souls.” 
 
“Frameline are very appreciative of the support from Mayor London Breed, The City of 
San Francisco, and Northern California Grantmakers,” said James Woolley, Frameline Executive 
Director. “This loan gives Frameline a lifeline to keep paying staff and expenses during a time of 
crisis during which many of our usual sources of income have evaporated. With City support we 
look forward to returning to our home at the Castro Theatre when it is safe to do so.” 
   
“Our San Francisco nonprofit arts ecosystem, besides being a source of inspiration, connection 
and transformation for individuals and for communities, is a billion-dollar industry employing 
nearly 40,000 full-time employees,” said Matthew Goudeau, Director of Grants for the Arts. 
“These relief funds are quickly infusing cash into our local economy, supporting the most 
vulnerable during this unprecedented time of financial and health challenges.”  
 
The Mayor is hopeful these additional dollars will continue to inspire private contributions to the 
Arts Relief Program. The City’s contributions have been the catalyst for additional support from 
the private philanthropy sector, including generous support from the John and Marcia Goldman 
Foundation, Walter and Elise Haas Fund, Koret Foundation, Nion McEvoy and Leslie Berriman, 
David & Lucile Packard Foundation, Kenneth Rainin Foundation, Phyllis C. Wattis Foundation, 
and the Zellerbach Family Foundation. 
 
“San Francisco is a cultural beacon thanks to the inspiring, provocative power of the arts and the 
artists who make up the fabric of our community,” said Nion McEvoy, President and Founder of 
the McEvoy Foundation for the Arts. “During this global pandemic and future recovery, we will 
need the arts more than ever to help us unite, heal and make meaning out of what has 
happened. I’m proud to help San Francisco’s community of artists stay resilient during this crisis 
by giving to the City’s Arts & Artists Relief Fund.” 
 


• To donate to the San Francisco Arts & Artists Relief Fund:  
https://ncg.org/arts-loan-fund-emergency-covid-19-loans  
https://www.cciarts.org/donate.html 


• To apply for the next round of grant funding: 
https://www.cciarts.org/EmergencyRelief.htm 


• To apply for an arts loan:  
www.artsloanfund.org/covid-19-emergency 


• To find additional arts resources: 



https://ncg.org/arts-loan-fund-emergency-covid-19-loans

https://www.cciarts.org/donate.html

https://www.cciarts.org/EmergencyRelief.htm

http://www.artsloanfund.org/covid-19-emergency
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In response to the significant need demonstrated by the first round of the CCI grant
applications, Mayor Breed announced today the City is investing an additional $250,000 in the
Fund. This additional funding will focus specifically on helping individual artists.
 
“We provided these grants and loans to offer some financial relief for the arts community
during this challenging time,” said Mayor Breed. “Our artists and arts and culture
organizations will be instrumental in our City’s recovery efforts. With this additional
investment, we continue to support the creativity, flexibility, and innovation that artists bring
to our city, which will be pivotal as we move forward and get through this crisis together.”
 
In addition to the $1.5 million in from the Arts and Artists Relief Fund, $1 million was made
available to arts and culture nonprofits through a partnership with Northern California
Grantmakers’ Arts Loan Fund. To date, five San Francisco arts organizations received loans
totaling nearly $215,000 that will help them remain solvent. Currently, 12 additional arts
organizations’ applications, with a total request of more than $425,000, are in process and are
slated to be reviewed in the upcoming weeks.
 
“The rapid response and the breadth of support for diverse artists and organizations is a
testament to how much we value our arts and culture sector,” said Rebekah Krell, Acting
Director of Cultural Affairs. “We are proud to invest these funds in our community to ensure
artists and cultural workers will continue to play a meaningful role in San Francisco’s
response and recovery.” 
 
Author and interdisciplinary artist grant recipient Niloufar Talebi stated, “I thank Mayor Breed
and all the funders who, recognizing the essential role of artists and nonprofits in our city, took
expedient action to care for our community as we face uncertainty and loss. I hope that local
philanthropists continue to build on this fund so that many more of our city’s artists and
colleagues are seen through during these unprecedented times when the public turns to art to
nourish their souls.”
 
“Frameline are very appreciative of the support from Mayor London Breed, The City of
San Francisco, and Northern California Grantmakers,” said James Woolley, Frameline
Executive Director. “This loan gives Frameline a lifeline to keep paying staff and expenses
during a time of crisis during which many of our usual sources of income have evaporated.
With City support we look forward to returning to our home at the Castro Theatre when it is
safe to do so.”
 
“Our San Francisco nonprofit arts ecosystem, besides being a source of inspiration, connection
and transformation for individuals and for communities, is a billion-dollar industry employing
nearly 40,000 full-time employees,” said Matthew Goudeau, Director of Grants for the Arts.
“These relief funds are quickly infusing cash into our local economy, supporting the most
vulnerable during this unprecedented time of financial and health challenges.”
 
The Mayor is hopeful these additional dollars will continue to inspire private contributions to
the Arts Relief Program. The City’s contributions have been the catalyst for additional support
from the private philanthropy sector, including generous support from the John and Marcia
Goldman Foundation, Walter and Elise Haas Fund, Koret Foundation, Nion McEvoy and
Leslie Berriman, David & Lucile Packard Foundation, Kenneth Rainin Foundation, Phyllis C.
Wattis Foundation, and the Zellerbach Family Foundation.
 



“San Francisco is a cultural beacon thanks to the inspiring, provocative power of the arts and
the artists who make up the fabric of our community,” said Nion McEvoy, President and
Founder of the McEvoy Foundation for the Arts. “During this global pandemic and future
recovery, we will need the arts more than ever to help us unite, heal and make meaning out of
what has happened. I’m proud to help San Francisco’s community of artists stay resilient
during this crisis by giving to the City’s Arts & Artists Relief Fund.”
 

To donate to the San Francisco Arts & Artists Relief Fund:
https://ncg.org/arts-loan-fund-emergency-covid-19-loans
https://www.cciarts.org/donate.html

To apply for the next round of grant funding:
https://www.cciarts.org/EmergencyRelief.htm

To apply for an arts loan:
www.artsloanfund.org/covid-19-emergency

To find additional arts resources:
www.sfartscommission.org/content/other-resources

 
 

###
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Poling, Jeanie (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Reservoir EIR Transit Delay Re: RTC
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 9:30:09 AM

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

From: aj <ajahjah@att.net>
Reply-To: aj <ajahjah@att.net>
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 at 11:03 AM
To: Jeanie Poling <jeanie.poling@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>,
CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org"
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)" <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, Theresa
Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Diamond, Susan (CPC)" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>,
"Fung, Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)"
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, James Hsue <james.hsue@gmail.com>
Cc: Cat Carter <cat@sftransitriders.org>, tselby <tselby@ccsf.edu>, Robert Feinbaum
<bobf@att.net>, Jean Barish <jeanbbarish@hotmail.com>, SNA BRC <sna-
brc@googlegroups.com>, "Supawanich, Paul (MYR)" <paul.supawanich@sfgov.org>
Subject: Reservoir EIR Transit Delay Re: RTC
 
Thanks, Jeanie.
 
QUESTION:  Before basically dismissing my transit delay comments, weren't your analysts
interested in understanding transit delay from a MUNI Operations standpoint (vs. a Planners
standpoint)?!
 
Did they even bother to talk to any of the Operators taking their layovers at City College
Terminal?  How about the Inspectors who deal with line management?
 
It's obvious to me that the Planners' operational knowledge is limited when they conflate
"stops" with "timepoints."
 
Also, Planning Dept understanding of "substantial evidence" is faulty:

I had presented an analysis of 43 delay from timepoint to timepoint based on Kittelson

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:jeanie.poling@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/


data.  My analysis apparently was dismissed as lacking "substantial evidence."  Yet
because my analysis (based on your own Kitttelson data and official SFMTA schedules)
was unfavorable to your less-than-significant determination, the SEIR has been revised
to conveniently eliminate the City College Terminal to BP Station segment from EIR
analysis of the 43's 7-minute running time timepoint-to-timepoint (Monterey /Gennessee
to Balboa tPark Station) segment.
I had challenged the SEIR's misuse of the City Charter's 4-minute late standard for
scheduled timepoints as your Significance Criterion for Transit Delay.  The RTC refers
to the Planning Dept's Transit Impact Assessment Guidelines as "substantial evidence"
to justify using 4-minute delay as the threshhold of significance.  In a careful reading of
the TIA Guidelines, the 4-minute transit delay standard is simply an assertion,
containing not even a shred of evidence that would support the assertion.  Using
common sense, how could a 4 minute delay within a 7-minute running time route
segment be objectively considered "less-than-significant"?!

An EIR is supposed to be an objective analysis.  However, actually it's similar to the run-up to
the Iraq War:  The facts were being fixed around the policy.
 
Sincerely,
Alvin Ja
 
 
On Thursday, April 30, 2020, 8:25:52 AM PDT, Poling, Jeanie (CPC) <jeanie.poling@sfgov.org> wrote:
 
 

Hi Alvin,

 

You’ll receive a copy by Fedex tomorrow.It was s

 

Thanks,

Jeanie Poling, Senior Environmental Planner

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9072 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 

The Planning Department is open for business during the Shelter in Place Order. Most of our staff are working
from home and we’re available by e-mail. Our Public Portal, where you can file new applications, and our Property
Information Map are available 24/7. The Planning Commission is convening remotely and the public is encouraged
to participate. The Board of Appeals and Board of Supervisors are accepting appeals via e-mail despite office
closures. All of our in-person services at 1650 and 1660 Mission Street are suspended until further notice. Click
here for more information.

 

 

http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://aca-ccsf.accela.com/ccsf/Default.aspx
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19#permit-anchor-7
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964


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

 

From: aj <ajahjah@att.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2020 4:23 PM
To: Poling, Jeanie (CPC) <jeanie.poling@sfgov.org>
Subject: RTC

 

 

 Hi Jeanie,

 

Please send me a hard copy of RTC.

 

Thanks,

Alvin Ja

546 Flood Ave

SF, CA  94112

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Today’s Proposed Continuance of hearing on 3074 Pacific Ave. Planning Department Case No. 2017-

013272DRP
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 9:29:16 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: "M. Brett Gladstone" <BGladstone@g3mh.com>
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 at 12:22 PM
To: LRSussmanlaw <lrsussmanlaw@gmail.com>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org"
<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>,
Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)"
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Corey Teague <corey.teague@sfgov.org>, "May, Christopher (CPC)"
<christopher.may@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Ryan Patterson
<ryan@zfplaw.com>, LRSussmanlaw <lrsussmanlaw@gmail.com>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Today’s Proposed Continuance of hearing on 3074 Pacific Ave. Planning Department
Case No. 2017-013272DRP
 

 

Dear President Koppel and Commissioners,
 
I represent property owners Tim and Natasha Monahan.   We
do not oppose a continuance but suggest that the continuance
be to May 21 and not June 25.    My client sent in their first

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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application to the Planning Department early in 2017 and it
has taken over three years to get to this point.     I note that
your Regular Calendar shows that the continuances to June 25
are mostly cases where applications went in during the year
2018.    My clients feels that because their applications went in
at the start of 2017,   their hearing date should be a month
earlier than the 2018 cases scheduled to be heard on June 25.
 
You have received an opponent’s request that two months is
needed for settlement discussions to be completed.  They
have been ongoing for weeks,   drafts have circulated,  and
there is plenty of time between now and May 21 for those
talks to be completed.
 
Again,   we  respectfully request May 21, 2020.
 
Brett Gladstone
 
From: LRSussmanlaw <lrsussmanlaw@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:57 AM
To: joel.koppel@sfgov.org; kathrin.moore@sfgov.org; sue.diamond@sfgov.org;
frank.fung@sfgov.org; theresa.imperial@sfgov.org; milicent.johnson@sfgov.org;
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
Cc: corey.teague@sfgov.org; 'May, Christopher (CPC)' <christopher.may@sfgov.org>; M. Brett
Gladstone <BGladstone@g3mh.com>
Subject: Planning Department Case No. 2017-013272DRP
 
Dear Mr. Koppel and Commissioners:
 
Please see the attached letter in support of the proposed continuance of the hearing on the
Discretionary Review Request in the above referenced matter on calendar for a hearing today.
 
 
Larry



 
Lawrence R. Sussman
Law Office of Lawrence R. Sussman
423 Washington St., Ste. 200
San Francisco, CA  94111
Tel:   415-788-7000
Fax:  415-296-0999 
lrsussmanlaw@gmail.com
ls@sheppardlaw.com
 
Confidential Communication:
This electronic mail message and any attachments are intended solely for ADDRESSEE(S) named, and may contain
information that is privileged, confidential, private and precluded from discovery and/or disclosure under applicable law. If
you are not an intended recipient, or the employee, agent responsible for delivering this e-mail to the intended recipient,
please note and understand that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you
received this electronic mail in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply to this message and entirely delete this e-
mail and all attachments. Thank you.
 
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
 
 
 

mailto:lrsussmanlaw@gmail.com
mailto:ls@sheppardlaw.com


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Continuance calendar - correction
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 9:28:51 AM

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

From: Ryan Patterson <ryan@zfplaw.com>
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 at 1:40 PM
To: LRSussmanlaw <lrsussmanlaw@gmail.com>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org"
<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>,
Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)"
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Corey Teague <corey.teague@sfgov.org>, "May, Christopher (CPC)"
<christopher.may@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, LRSussmanlaw
<lrsussmanlaw@gmail.com>, "M. Brett Gladstone" <BGladstone@g3mh.com>, "Winslow,
David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Continuance calendar - correction
 

 

Dear Commissioners:
 
Further to my comments by phone, a quick correction: my client on items 7a&b hopes to participate
in person on the continuance date, after the shelter-in-place order is scheduled to end.
 
Thank you,
 
Ryan J. Patterson
Zacks, Freedman & Patterson, PC
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94104

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


Telephone: (415) 956-8100
Facsimile: (415) 288-9755
Email: ryan@zfplaw.com
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.
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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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: File 2020-000052PCA, Standard Environmental Requirements (SER), Code Amendments - Request for

continuance until at least one month after the end of the stay-at-home order
Date: Friday, May 01, 2020 9:28:25 AM
Attachments: SER Ordinance - SPEAK - 4-30-20.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: SFPaRC <sfparc@earthlink.net>
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 at 2:34 PM
To: "Fung, Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, Kathrin Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>,
"Johnson, Milicent (CPC)" <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, Theresa Imperial
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Diamond, Susan (CPC)" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, Aaron
Hyland <aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com>, Diane Matsuda <dianematsuda@hotmail.com>,
"kate.black@sfgov.org" <kate.black@sfgov.org>, Chris Foley <chris.foley@sfgov.org>,
Richard Johns <RSEJohns@yahoo.com>, Jonathan Pearlman
<jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com>, "So, Lydia (CPC)" <lydia.so@sfgov.org>, "Ionin,
Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Board of Supervisors, (BOS)"
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>, "Stefani, Catherine (BOS)"
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>, "Preston, Dean (BOS)" <dean.preston@sfgov.org>, "Mar,
Gordon (BOS)" <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>, "Haney, Matt (BOS)" <matt.haney@sfgov.org>,
"MandelmanStaff, [BOS]" <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>, "Walton, Shamann (BOS)"
<shamann.walton@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "Safai,
Ahsha (BOS)" <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>, "Ronen, Hillary" <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>, "Yee,
Norman (BOS)" <norman.yee@sfgov.org>, "Fewer, Sandra (BOS)"
<sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>
Cc: 'aeboken' <aeboken@gmail.com>
Subject: File 2020-000052PCA, Standard Environmental Requirements (SER), Code
Amendments - Request for continuance until at least one month after the end of the stay-at-
home order
 

 

SPEAK SUNSET PARKSIDE EDUCATION AND ACTION COMMITTEE
1329 7th Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94122-2507 (415) 976-4816
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SPEAK SUNSET PARKSIDE EDUCATION AND ACTION COMMITTEE 


1329 7th Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94122-2507 (415) 976-4816 


 
  


 


April 30, 2020 


  


San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission 


Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Subject:   File 2020-000052PCA, Standard Environmental Requirements (SER), Code 


Amendments - Request for continuance until at least one month after the end of the stay-at-


home order 


 


Commission President Aaron Jon Hyland, 


 


As a community organization committed to public input and transparency in government, SPEAK 


is very concerned about the proposed Standard Environmental Requirements (SER) Ordinance 


and the fact that the Historic Preservation Commission is planning to hear and possibly vote on 


this ordinance during the shelter-in-place order. 


 


This is not the time to implement such a sweeping change to the CEQA process in San Francisco.  


Our residents are deeply concerned about the coronavirus and have to deal daily with the 


impacts on their families.  In particular, many frontline responders - including doctors, nurses, 


emergency room workers as well as food service workers and delivery people - are working long 


hours to save lives and trying to keep everyone fed and housed.   They are not able to 


participate in this discussion.  And yet the proposed change will affect them. 


 


SPEAK urges the Historic Preservation Commission to continue any consideration of and vote on 


the proposed SER ordinance until at least one month after the shelter-in-place orders for San 


Francisco have been lifted, so that the public can gather in person, and discuss and weigh in on 


the proposed SER ordinance  in an informed and effective manner. 


    


Sincerely, 


 


Eileen Boken 
Eileen Boken, President 


 


cc:          Historic Preservation Commissioners 


               Planning Commissioners  


               Board of Supervisors 


 


  







 
April 30, 2020
San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
 
Subject:   File 2020-000052PCA, Standard Environmental Requirements (SER), Code Amendments -
Request for continuance until at least one month after the end of the stay-at-home order
 
Commission President Aaron Jon Hyland,
 
As a community organization committed to public input and transparency in government, SPEAK is
very concerned about the proposed Standard Environmental Requirements (SER) Ordinance and the
fact that the Historic Preservation Commission is planning to hear and possibly vote on this
ordinance during the shelter-in-place order.
 
This is not the time to implement such a sweeping change to the CEQA process in San Francisco. 
Our residents are deeply concerned about the coronavirus and have to deal daily with the impacts
on their families.  In particular, many frontline responders - including doctors, nurses, emergency
room workers as well as food service workers and delivery people - are working long hours to save
lives and trying to keep everyone fed and housed.   They are not able to participate in this
discussion.  And yet the proposed change will affect them.
 
SPEAK urges the Historic Preservation Commission to continue any consideration of and vote on the
proposed SER ordinance until at least one month after the shelter-in-place orders for San Francisco
have been lifted, so that the public can gather in person, and discuss and weigh in on the proposed
SER ordinance  in an informed and effective manner.
  
Sincerely,

 
Eileen Boken
Eileen Boken, President
 
cc:          Historic Preservation Commissioners
               Planning Commissioners
               Board of Supervisors
 
 


