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Jonas P. Ionin,
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On 7/23/20, 3:36 PM, "Lori Liederman" <lbliederman@gmail.com> wrote:

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

    Dear Commissioners and Staff,

    I called in to public comment this afternoon and although I was told that I was number 30 in the queue, I did not
get a chance to speak.

    I am therefore attaching my prepared remarks.

    Thank you for your consideration.
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My	  name	  is	  Lori	  Liederman,	  	  I	  live	  in	  the	  Inner	  Sunset.	  


	  


With	  a	  few	  exceptions,	  the	  bills	  before	  you	  are	  designed	  to	  preempt	  future	  planning	  and	  to	  


over-‐ride	  existing	  planning.	  	  Considered	  separately	  impacts	  range	  from	  negligible	  to	  extreme,	  


but	  considered	  together	  this	  is	  an	  ala-‐carte	  menu	  for	  developers.	  They	  get	  a	  variety	  of	  coupons	  


to	  pay	  less	  for	  a	  bigger	  feast.	  	  Their	  projects	  are	  streamlined	  forward	  while	  the	  public	  is	  


Streamlined	  out	  of	  participation	  in	  decisions	  that	  directly	  affect	  them	  and	  the	  environment.	  	  


These	  bills	  consistently	  treat	  the	  public,	  local	  governments	  including	  this	  Commission,	  and	  


democracy	  itself	  as	  enemies	  of	  progress	  which	  here	  is	  defined	  simply	  as	  development.	  


	  


“By	  right”	  is	  a	  simple	  concept.	  	  All	  rights	  to	  developers,	  no	  rights	  to	  the	  public.	  	  The	  very	  real	  


need	  for	  affordable	  housing	  is	  used	  time	  and	  again	  as	  a	  rationale	  to	  ease	  construction	  of	  market	  


rate	  housing.	  	  Tuesday’s	  Chronicle	  makes	  clear	  that	  while	  San	  Francisco	  has	  completed	  126%	  of	  


market	  rate	  goals	  to	  date,	  we	  have	  only	  completed	  21%	  of	  BMR	  goals.	  	  Yet,	  building	  more	  


market	  rate	  actually	  increases	  the	  need	  for	  affordable	  units,	  so	  these	  bills	  would	  widen	  the	  gap.	  


	  


Just	  a	  few	  specifics.	  	  Wiener’s	  SB-‐288.	  	  (quote)	  “STRIVES”	  to	  avoid	  demolition	  of	  affordable	  


housing	  and	  to	  prevent	  quote,	  “DIRECT	  DISPLACEMENT“	  	  	  Striving	  is	  not	  enough.	  	  This	  language	  


both	  anticipates	  demolitions	  and	  ignores	  indirect	  displacement.	  	  Yet,	  indirect	  displacement	  is	  a	  


widespread	  and	  ongoing	  catastrophe	  for	  low-‐income	  communities	  as	  neighborhoods	  are	  


gradually	  colonized	  and	  gentrified.	  	  	  


	  


SB-‐899	  would	  undo	  prior	  restrictions	  on	  demolition	  of	  residential	  units,	  that	  were	  included	  in	  


SB-‐35.	  	  This	  would	  erode	  prior	  promises	  for	  protection	  of	  current	  residents	  and	  communities	  on	  


behalf	  of	  new	  construction.	  


	  


Add	  to	  that	  SB-‐1085	  which	  actually	  reduces	  impact	  fees	  for	  developers	  while	  granting	  them	  


more	  concessions.	  


	  


None	  of	  these	  bills	  contain	  any	  value	  recapture	  for	  cities.	  


	  







COVID	  19	  has	  taught	  us	  who	  our	  essential	  workers	  are.	  	  Healthcare	  workers,	  grocery	  clerks,	  first	  


responders,	  teachers,	  childcare	  workers.	  	  All	  these	  folks	  are	  very	  low,	  or	  low	  to	  moderate	  


income.	  	  They	  can’t	  afford	  market	  rate.	  	  They	  can’t	  afford	  30%	  below	  market	  rate	  as	  proposed	  


in	  SB	  1085	  as	  a	  ploy	  to	  give	  developers	  more	  waivers	  with	  fewer	  fees.	  	  


	  


We	  cannot	  continue	  to	  subsidize	  the	  profit	  demands	  of	  speculators	  at	  the	  public’s	  expense.	  	  	  


Our	  legislators	  in	  Sacramento	  should	  be	  regulating	  developers	  not	  deregulating	  our	  


communities.	  






