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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 11:16:51 AM

 
 
 
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: Ben Metcalfe <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 11:02 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Ben Metcalfe
sfhac@dotben.co.uk

94123
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 11:16:33 AM

 
 
 
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: Joe Blubaugh <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:53 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Joe Blubaugh
joe.blubaugh@gmail.com

94110
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 11:16:16 AM

 
 
 
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: Benjamin Carter <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:23 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Benjamin Carter
benjamin.e.carter@gmail.com

94116
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES COMMUNITY LEARNING HUBS TO SUPPORT

DISTANCE LEARNING AND EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY CHILD AND YOUTH CARE FOR COVID-19 FRONTLINE
WORKERS

Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 11:09:07 AM
Attachments: 07.23.20 Community Learning Hubs.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, July 23, 2020 at 11:01 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES
COMMUNITY LEARNING HUBS TO SUPPORT DISTANCE LEARNING AND
EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY CHILD AND YOUTH CARE FOR COVID-19
FRONTLINE WORKERS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, July 23, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES COMMUNITY

LEARNING HUBS TO SUPPORT DISTANCE LEARNING AND
EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY CHILD AND YOUTH CARE

FOR COVID-19 FRONTLINE WORKERS
Community Learning Hubs will support approximately 5,000-6,000 children and youth in

San Francisco as distance learning begins this fall
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced that San Francisco will
transform facilities around the city into supervised Community Learning Hubs to support
distance learning for high need San Francisco Unified School District students starting this
fall. Additionally, the City will extend its emergency child and youth care program to support
families during COVID-19.
 
The Department of Children, Youth and Their Families (DCYF) will launch Community
Learning Hubs on September 14th at more than 40 sites across the city including recreation

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, July 23, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org  
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES COMMUNITY 


LEARNING HUBS TO SUPPORT DISTANCE LEARNING AND 
EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY CHILD AND YOUTH CARE 


FOR COVID-19 FRONTLINE WORKERS  
Community Learning Hubs will support approximately 5,000-6,000 children and youth in 


San Francisco as distance learning begins this fall 
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced that San Francisco will 
transform facilities around the city into supervised Community Learning Hubs to support 
distance learning for high need San Francisco Unified School District students starting this fall. 
Additionally, the City will extend its emergency child and youth care program to support 
families during COVID-19.  
 
The Department of Children, Youth and Their Families (DCYF) will launch Community 
Learning Hubs on September 14th at more than 40 sites across the city including recreation 
centers, branch libraries, cultural centers, and several community based organization sites, 
pending approval from local and state health officials. DCYF will partner with the San Francisco 
Recreation and Park Department (RPD), Public Library (SFPL), community-based agencies and 
other City departments to provide in-person support to students, while prioritizing children and 
youth with the highest need. The Community Learning Hubs are designed to support children 
and youth from low-income households; residents of HOPE SF, public housing, and single room 
occupancy hotels; youth experiencing homelessness; foster youth; and English Language 
Learners. 
 
“Many young people in San Francisco are struggling with being away from their friends and the 
support systems they have outside of their homes, and some students don’t have the space or 
resources to successfully participate in distance learning from home,” said Mayor Breed. “It will 
take a village to address the wide range of learning needs for our City’s children and youth 
during the COVID-19 pandemic, and the Community Learning Hubs will provide a much-
needed resource for our most vulnerable students. I want to thank DCYF, the Recreation and 
Park Department, the Library, and our community partners for coming together and creating this 
innovative solution so that students still get the support and education that they need.” 
 
The Hubs will provide full-day, in-person programming and will support children and youth’s 
access to technology for distance learning and provide additional enrichment programming 
including STEAM, literacy, and nature-based outdoor play and education. The Hubs will offer 
social-emotional support services, healthy meals and snacks, and recreation and physical 
activities. The Hubs will provide safe and digitally connected spaces within walking distance 
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from children’s homes that will be staffed by community based organization providers with 
strong track records of implementing high-quality and culturally competent programming.  
 
Community Learning Hubs will begin enrollment on August 15th and will continue until 
September 4th, 2020 using a centralized registration system. Enrollment will prioritize connecting 
high need children and youth to a Community Learning Hub in their neighborhood. DCYF will 
work closely with HOPE SF, the Human Services Agency and other City and School District 
partners to identify children and youth in need of support and focus to help them continue to 
learn and thrive. 
 
“Understanding the learning loss impacts and how best to support students’ social and emotional 
needs after the huge disruption of COVID-19 will be essential,” said Maria Su, DCYF Executive 
Director. “Our City’s children, youth and families are facing so much uncertainty and instability 
such as greater food insecurity, loss of family income and fear of catching the virus themselves. 
We are here to support our City’s children, youth and families by keeping them safe and 
connected while at home and in the community.” 
 
In addition, the San Francisco Recreation and Park Department will offer Emergency Child and 
Youth Care spaces at five recreation centers to serve the children of healthcare workers and City 
employees serving as Disaster Service Workers. Programming will begin August 31st at the Glen 
Park, Richmond, Sunset, Hamilton, and Potrero Hill recreation centers. Spots in the program will 
be invitation only and based on need, with priority given to families who enrolled in the program 
in the spring.  
 
In March, Mayor Breed announced the creation of the emergency youth and child care program, 
to support families during the COVID-19 pandemic. The emergency care program provides 
youth and child care for frontline employees who are working in San Francisco. Between March 
16th and June 5th, the emergency care program served 513 youth, operating up to 13 hours a day 
to serve the extended shifts of healthcare workers. Students received assistance with distance 
learning and enjoyed art, sports, and outdoor adventures with trained Rec and Park staff. Rec and 
Park staff worked closely with health officials to comply with each updated Health Order, 
including social distancing, masks, disinfection of surfaces, health screening and temperature 
taking. 
 
This summer, RPD, DCYF, and the Office of Early Care and Education have led the City’s effort 
to help families connect with child and youth care services and summer camp programs. Over 
1,300 youth have participated in the City’s summer camps, exploring nature, creativity and 
STEAM in neighborhoods around the City. Rec and Park prevented the spread of COVID-19 
through limiting camp capacity, restricting campers and staff to small cohorts, and by practicing 
enhanced cleaning and social distancing. 
 
“We are grateful to continue offering fun, safe, high quality care for children and peace of mind 
for parents by partnering with DCYF on Community Learning Hubs, as well as extending our 
Emergency Child and Youth Care program,” said Rec and Park General Manager Phil Ginsburg. 
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“Our recreation professionals have done an incredible job not only helping children access 
distance learning but meeting their needs for socialization, recreation, and loving care.”   
 
“San Francisco Public Library is ready to support families during this challenging time,” stated 
City Librarian Michael Lambert. “Libraries are sanctuaries of learning, and we look forward to 
welcoming students through our doors and doing our part to ensure a successful academic year.” 
 
The health, safety and continuity of learning for children and youth is one of San Francisco’s 
highest priorities. Emergency Child and Youth Care will continue to operate under existing 
Health Order guidance, while Community Learning Hubs will operate under updated health 
guidance and new Health Order currently under development by the Department of Public 
Health.  
 
In April, Mayor Breed announced a partnership between the City, School District, and nonprofit 
organizations to provide internet connectivity support students in San Francisco who lack home 
internet access, including the deployment of up to 25 WiFi “SuperSpots.” Since March 2020, 
SFUSD has distributed more than 13,000 Chromebooks and 3,500 hotspots, with a focus on 3rd 
to 12th grade students for distance learning. The City’s Department of Technology has connected 
more than 1,300 public housing units where students live to the internet through the Fiber to 
Housing program. The City plans to continue expanding Wifi access for low-income residents, 
with particular focus on students to support learning.  
 
Additionally, in partnership with the Human Rights Commission, the San Francisco Housing 
Authority, and HOPE SF community anchors, HOPE SF has distributed close to 500 laptops 
across all four housing sites. HOPE SF continues to work with partners to ensure students have 
access to the resources they need for distance learning. 
 
For more information on the City’s Emergency Child and Youth Care Programs and the 
Community Learning Hubs, visit dcyf.org/care. 
 
 


### 



https://dcyf.org/care





centers, branch libraries, cultural centers, and several community based organization sites,
pending approval from local and state health officials. DCYF will partner with the San
Francisco Recreation and Park Department (RPD), Public Library (SFPL), community-based
agencies and other City departments to provide in-person support to students, while
prioritizing children and youth with the highest need. The Community Learning Hubs are
designed to support children and youth from low-income households; residents of HOPE SF,
public housing, and single room occupancy hotels; youth experiencing homelessness; foster
youth; and English Language Learners.
 
“Many young people in San Francisco are struggling with being away from their friends and
the support systems they have outside of their homes, and some students don’t have the space
or resources to successfully participate in distance learning from home,” said Mayor Breed. “It
will take a village to address the wide range of learning needs for our City’s children and
youth during the COVID-19 pandemic, and the Community Learning Hubs will provide a
much-needed resource for our most vulnerable students. I want to thank DCYF, the Recreation
and Park Department, the Library, and our community partners for coming together and
creating this innovative solution so that students still get the support and education that they
need.”
 
The Hubs will provide full-day, in-person programming and will support children and youth’s
access to technology for distance learning and provide additional enrichment programming
including STEAM, literacy, and nature-based outdoor play and education. The Hubs will offer
social-emotional support services, healthy meals and snacks, and recreation and physical
activities. The Hubs will provide safe and digitally connected spaces within walking distance
from children’s homes that will be staffed by community based organization providers with
strong track records of implementing high-quality and culturally competent programming.
 
Community Learning Hubs will begin enrollment on August 15th and will continue until
September 4th, 2020 using a centralized registration system. Enrollment will prioritize
connecting high need children and youth to a Community Learning Hub in their
neighborhood. DCYF will work closely with HOPE SF, the Human Services Agency and
other City and School District partners to identify children and youth in need of support and
focus to help them continue to learn and thrive.
 
“Understanding the learning loss impacts and how best to support students’ social and
emotional needs after the huge disruption of COVID-19 will be essential,” said Maria Su,
DCYF Executive Director. “Our City’s children, youth and families are facing so much
uncertainty and instability such as greater food insecurity, loss of family income and fear of
catching the virus themselves. We are here to support our City’s children, youth and families
by keeping them safe and connected while at home and in the community.”
 
In addition, the San Francisco Recreation and Park Department will offer Emergency Child
and Youth Care spaces at five recreation centers to serve the children of healthcare workers
and City employees serving as Disaster Service Workers. Programming will begin August 31st

at the Glen Park, Richmond, Sunset, Hamilton, and Potrero Hill recreation centers. Spots in
the program will be invitation only and based on need, with priority given to families who
enrolled in the program in the spring.
 
In March, Mayor Breed announced the creation of the emergency youth and child care
program, to support families during the COVID-19 pandemic. The emergency care program



provides youth and child care for frontline employees who are working in San Francisco.
Between March 16th and June 5th, the emergency care program served 513 youth, operating up
to 13 hours a day to serve the extended shifts of healthcare workers. Students received
assistance with distance learning and enjoyed art, sports, and outdoor adventures with trained
Rec and Park staff. Rec and Park staff worked closely with health officials to comply with
each updated Health Order, including social distancing, masks, disinfection of surfaces, health
screening and temperature taking.
 
This summer, RPD, DCYF, and the Office of Early Care and Education have led the City’s
effort to help families connect with child and youth care services and summer camp programs.
Over 1,300 youth have participated in the City’s summer camps, exploring nature, creativity
and STEAM in neighborhoods around the City. Rec and Park prevented the spread of COVID-
19 through limiting camp capacity, restricting campers and staff to small cohorts, and by
practicing enhanced cleaning and social distancing.
 
“We are grateful to continue offering fun, safe, high quality care for children and peace of
mind for parents by partnering with DCYF on Community Learning Hubs, as well as
extending our Emergency Child and Youth Care program,” said Rec and Park General
Manager Phil Ginsburg. “Our recreation professionals have done an incredible job not only
helping children access distance learning but meeting their needs for socialization, recreation,
and loving care.”  
 
“San Francisco Public Library is ready to support families during this challenging time,”
stated City Librarian Michael Lambert. “Libraries are sanctuaries of learning, and we look
forward to welcoming students through our doors and doing our part to ensure a successful
academic year.”
 
The health, safety and continuity of learning for children and youth is one of San Francisco’s
highest priorities. Emergency Child and Youth Care will continue to operate under existing
Health Order guidance, while Community Learning Hubs will operate under updated health
guidance and new Health Order currently under development by the Department of Public
Health.
 
In April, Mayor Breed announced a partnership between the City, School District, and
nonprofit organizations to provide internet connectivity support students in San Francisco who
lack home internet access, including the deployment of up to 25 WiFi “SuperSpots.” Since
March 2020, SFUSD has distributed more than 13,000 Chromebooks and 3,500 hotspots, with
a focus on 3rd to 12th grade students for distance learning. The City’s Department of
Technology has connected more than 1,300 public housing units where students live to the
internet through the Fiber to Housing program. The City plans to continue expanding Wifi
access for low-income residents, with particular focus on students to support learning.
 
Additionally, in partnership with the Human Rights Commission, the San Francisco Housing
Authority, and HOPE SF community anchors, HOPE SF has distributed close to 500 laptops
across all four housing sites. HOPE SF continues to work with partners to ensure students
have access to the resources they need for distance learning.
 
For more information on the City’s Emergency Child and Youth Care Programs and the
Community Learning Hubs, visit dcyf.org/care.
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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); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: St. Ignatius Lights Project Support
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:25:28 AM
Attachments: SI Lights Support Emails 2 .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: "Ms. Nicole Harlan" <nharlan@siprep.org>
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 at 3:10 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: St. Ignatius Lights Project Support
 

 

Dear Commissioner Ionin,
 

Please accept these additional letters of support for the SI Lights project (Item 16,
SF Planning Agenda 7/23/20) written by supporters.  Thank you.
 

Sincerely,
Nicole Harlan

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







��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10EI3E*T++WN9=VE47E1)MYG ���


)URP��0DULH�0XUSK\��PPXUSK\��#DRO�FRP!
'DWH��7XH��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\���������


WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů


�
s/���D�/>
�
ZH��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�D�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ�ZKR�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�IRU����\HDUV�����RI�WKRVH�\HDUV�LQ�WKH�RXWHU�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW��,�UDLVHG�WKUHH�FKLOGUHQ�LQ�WKH�RXWHU
6XQVHW�ZKR�DUH�SURXG�JUDGXDWHV�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\��DV�LV�WKHLU�IDWKHU��0\�FKLOGUHQ�DUH�QRZ�DGXOWV�DQG�KDYH�UHPDLQHG�OLYLQJ�ZLWKLQ�6DQ
)UDQFLVFR��RQH�VWLOO�LQ�WKH�RXWHU�6XQVHW��


$OO�WKUHH�RI�P\�FKLOGUHQ�ZHUH�DWKOHWHV�SDUWLFLSDWLQJ�LQ�VHYHUDO�VSRUWV�GXULQJ�WKHLU�\HDUV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV��,�ZDV�WKHLU�OR\DO�PRP�ZKR�WUDYHOHG�WR�YDULRXV�ILHOGV
DQG�FLWLHV�WR�VLW�LQ�PDQ\�VWDGLXPV�DQG�VFKRRO�J\PV�LQ�VXSSRUW�RI�P\�FKLOGUHQ��WKHLU�VSRUW�WHDPV��DQG�WKHLU�VFKRRO��,�DP�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�WKDW�6W��,JQDWLXV
EH�DOORZHG�WR�KDYH�QLJKW�OLJKWV�IRU�WKHLU�SOD\LQJ�ILHOG��7KLV�ZLOO�JLYH�WKH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�PRUH�RSWLRQV�DQG�WKH�DELOLW\�WR�FUHDWH�ODWHU�JDPH�VWDUW�WLPHV�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�/DZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�ZLWKLQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�DQG�FRPSHWH�ILHOG�VSRUWV��%\�DOORZLQJ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�EXLOG�QLJKW�OLJKWV�IRU
WKHLU�SOD\LQJ�ILHOG��WKLV�ZLOO�NHHS�WKH�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�RQ�RWKHU�ILHOGV��,Q�DGGLWLRQ��PRUH�VWXGHQWV
ZRXOG�EH�DEOH�WR�DWWHQG�WKHVH�HYHQWV�ZKHQ�KHOG�DW�QLJKW�DW�D�OLJKWHG�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�


7KH�VWXGHQWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�DUH�PHPEHUV�RI�D�VWURQJ�FRPPXQLW\�ZKR�OLYH�E\�WKH�EHOLHI�WKDW�WKH\�VKRXOG�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV�
:KHWKHU�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�DV�DQ�DWKOHWH�RU�LQ�WKH�VWDQGV�VXSSRUWLQJ�DV�VSHFWDWRUV��WKH�VWXGHQWV�H[KLELW�WKHLU�VWURQJ�VHQVH�RI�FRPPXQLW\�DQG�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKHLU
IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV��


3OHDVH��YRWH�<(6�WR�DOORZ�QLJKW�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�
0DULH�0XUSK\
����&RQVWLWXWLRQ�:D\
6R��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
PPXUSK\��#DRO�FRP



mailto:mmurphy54@aol.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:mmurphy54@aol.com





��������� 5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10EG.-WK3]-[)]/;N&;O9VIK ���


&ƌŽŵ͗�:ŽƐĞƉŚ��ŚĂŶ�фũŬůĐƐĨΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵх
^ĞŶƚ͗�tĞĚŶĞƐĚĂǇ͕ �DĂǇ�ϭϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϴ͗ϮϬ�WD
dŽ͗�ũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖ĨƌĂŶŬ͘ĨƵŶŐΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фĨƌĂŶ
ŽƌŐ�фĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ƐĞĐƌĞƚĂƌǇΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
�Đ͗�'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�ф'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗�ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�-RVHSK�FKDQ�UHVLGHQW�DW��������WK�$YHQXH�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�GLVWULFW�VLQFH�������0\�VRQ�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�+LJK�6FKRRO�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�IRU�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�ODWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�WLPH�DV�UHTXLUHG�E\�QHZ�&$�6WDWH�/DZ�VLJQHG�E\�*RYHUQRU
1HZVRP�
�
5HVHDUFK�VWXGLHV�E\�WKH�$PHULFDQ�$FDGHP\�RI�3HGLDWULFV�KDYH�FRQILUPHG�VWDUWLQJ�VFKRRO�ODWHU�LQ�WKH�PRUQLQJ�OHDGV�WR�EHWWHU�RYHUDOO�KHDOWK�DQG�VFKRRO�SHUIRUPDQFH���7KLV�ZLOO�EH�WKH�QHZ
QRUPDO�IRU�PRVW�&DOLIRUQLD�VFKRROV�
�
$QRWKHU�NH\�EHQHILW�RI�WKH�ILHOG�OLJKWV�ZLOO�EH�DOORZLQJ�NLGV�D�VDIH�RSWLRQ�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�FRPPXQLW\�EXLOGLQJ�)ULGD\�QLJKW�DWKOHWLF�JDPHV���7KHVH�ZLOO�EH�RQ�WKH�FDPSXV�ZLWK�VXSHUYLVLRQ�E\
IDFXOW\��SDUHQWV�DQG�VFKRRO�VHFXULW\�WR�PDNH�VXUH�WKH�NLGV�DUH�LQ�D�VDIH�DQG�RUJDQL]HG�HYHQW�
(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
-RVHSK�FKDQ



mailto:jklcsf@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19WOKZ+'F&)6Y]/IFZM&*11] ���


)URP��0ROO\�0F)DGGHQ��PPFIDGGHQ����#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϭϲ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�DŽůůǇ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ͕�ĂŶĚ�/Ζŵ�ĂŶ��ůƵŵŶĂ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ͕ �ĂƐ�ǁĞůů�ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ��ůƵŵŶŝ��ůĂƐƐ
ZĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟǀĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ��ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϰ͘�/Ζŵ�ĂůƐŽ�Ă�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ�ŽĨ�Ϯϰ
ǇĞĂƌƐ͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/Ĩ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ
ǁĞƌĞ�ŝŶ�ƉůĂĐĞ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�^͘/͕͘�/�ǁŽƵůĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƩĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞŵ�ŝŶ�ƐŽ�ŵĂŶǇ�ǁĂǇƐ͕�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŝƐ�ǁŚǇ�/
ƐƚƌŽŶŐůǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�


�Ɛ�Ă�ƚĞĂŵ�ŵĂŶŐĞƌ�ĨŽƌ�ŽƵƌ�&ƌĞƐŚŵĂŶ͕�:ƵŶŝŽƌ�sĂƌƐŝƚǇ͕ �ĂŶĚ�sĂƌƐŝƚǇ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ƚĞĂŵƐ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ϰ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�Ăƚ�^͘/͕͘�/�ƐƉĞŶƚ
ĐŽƵŶƚůĞƐƐ�ŶŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞͲ�ŵĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ǁĞƌĞ�ŚŝŶĚĞƌĞĚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�ĞĂƌůǇ�ƐƵŶƐĞƚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĨĂůů͘�DǇ�ĐŽůůĞĂŐƵĞƐ
ĂŶĚ�/�;Ăůů�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ǁŽŵĞŶͿ�ŚĂĚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ�ŽƵƌ�ũŽď�ŽĨ�ĂƐƐŝƐƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ĐůĞĂŶŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ĂŌĞƌ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂŬŝŶŐ�ƐƵƌĞ
Ăůů�ŽĨ�ŽƵƌ�ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁĂƐ�ůŽĐŬĞĚ�ĂǁĂǇ�ƐĂĨĞůǇ͘�hŶĨŽƌƚƵŶĂƚĞůǇ͕ �Ăůů�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŚĂĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĚŽŶĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĂƌŬ�ĂƐ�ǁĞ�ŚĂĚ�ŶŽ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�ŽƵƌ�ĮĞůĚ͘�EŽƚ�ŽŶůǇ�ǁĂƐ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŝŶĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚ͕�ďƵƚ�ĨƌĂŶŬůǇ͕ �ŝƚ�ǁĂƐ�ƐĐĂƌǇ�ĂƐ�Ă�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ǁŽŵĂŶ�ǁŚŽ�ƐƚĂŶĚƐ�Ăƚ�ϱΖϯ
ĂŶĚ�ŽŶůǇ�ϭϭϱ�ƉŽƵŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĂƐ�ŽŌĞŶ�ǁĂůŬŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ŵǇ�ĐĂƌ�Žƌ�ƚŽ�DƵŶŝ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĂƌŬ͘�dŚĂŶŬĨƵůůǇ͕ �ŽƵƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ
ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ�ǁĞƌĞ�ŬŝŶĚ�ĞŶŽƵŐŚ�ƚŽ�ůŽŽŬ�ŽƵƚ�ĨŽƌ�ŵǇƐĞůĨ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƚĞĂŵ�ŵĂŶĂŐĞƌƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĂůŬ�ƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŽƵƌ�ĐĂƌƐ͘��ůů�ŽĨ
ƚŚĞ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƚĂī�ĐĂŶ�ĨĞĞů�ƐĂĨĞ�Ăƚ�ŶŝŐŚƚ͕�ƚŚŽƵŐŚ͕�ŝĨ�ǇŽƵ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
DŽůůǇ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ
Ϯϲϱϱ�ϮϮŶĚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10J*9'=I)+-V=IY[Q]W'3USQ ���


)URP��-XOLHW�.QR[��NQR[�MXOLHW#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��0D\����������DW������
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�-XOLHW�.QR[�DQG�,�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ�������,�VWLOO�OLYH�LQ�WKH�FLW\
DQG�LW�EULQJV�PH�JUHDW�SULGH�WR�FRQWLQXH�WR�VXSSRUW�P\�DOPD�PDWHU�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH
PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW
WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG
DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ
WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH
WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH
DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ
FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
-XOLHW�.QR[
����:LOODUG�1�����6)�&$������
NQR[�MXOLHW#JPDLO�FRP
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Planning Commissioners: 
 
May 17th, 2020 
 
President Joel Koppel 
And Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
CC: Supervisor Gordon Mar – District 4f 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
My name is Rob Hickox and I am a fourth Generation San Franciscan. I have lived in the City my 
entire life. I have been a resident of the Sunset District for 35 years. I am an alumnus of Saint 
Ignatius and a parent of a Saint Ignatius grad.  
 
I have coached in the Sunset District for over 40 years from youth to adult. Over the years I 
have seen the benefits of fields and especially what lighted fields bring to the City. I worked 
with both Jim Lucey and Quinton Kopp on getting the West Sunset field (Jim Lucey Fields) build 
years ago. As a youth coach at Saint Gabriel School I saw the immediate positive impact the 
lights had on the South Sunset field (Soccer & Baseball) for the youth of the city. 
 
If you pass the lights, student will no longer have to stretch themselves to the point of their 
health and wellness. These lights will help the students manage family, school, sports and other 
activities. Time is a very important commodity these days and installation of  these lights will 
benefit all. 
 
I highly support and recommend the lights for Saint Ignatius field. I see it as a win, win for both 
the Sunset District and the City. Please vote YES! to the lights on the Saint Ignatius field and 
thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Rob Hickox 
1462 – 36th Avenue 
San Francisco CA 94122 
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19YWN6*.TFK:PI7YS%[45QIK ���


)URP��$QGUHL�7HUHELOR��DQGUHLWHUHELOR#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


:H�DUH�ZULWLQJ�WR�YRLFH�RXU�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�QHZ�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH
RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


:H�KDYH�EHHQ�UHVLGHQWV�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�GLVWULFW�RI�6DQ�IUDQFLVFR�VLQFH�������
:H�KDYH�WZR�GDXJKWHUV�ZKR�DWWHQG�6,��ERWK�RI�ZKRP�DUH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV��7KURXJK�WKHLU�SDUWLFLSDWLRQ�ZH�KDYH�FRPH�WR
DSSUHFLDWH�WKH�YDOXH�RI�RQ�FDPSXV�SUDFWLFHV�LQ�UHODWLRQ�WR�VWXGHQWV
�DFDGHPLFV��OLIH�EDODQFH��DQG�PHQWDO�KHDOWK�


,Q�DGGLWLRQ�SOHDVH�FRQVLGHU�WKH�PXOWLSOH�EHQHILWV�RI�EHWWHU�OLW�FDPSXV�ILHOGV�IRU�WKH�VDIHW\�DURXQG�WKH�VFKRRO��ZKLFK�LV�DQ
LPSRUWDQW�IDFWRU�IRU�XV�DV�RXU�GDXJKWHUV�VRPHWLPHV�ZDON�RU�ELNH�IURP�VFKRRO�DIWHU�GXVN�


)LQDOO\��WKH�WHDP�VSRUWV�DW�6,�DUH�DQ�LPSRUWDQW�SDUW�RI�OLIH�IRU�PDQ\�DOXPQL�DQG�WKHLU�SDUHQWV�ZKR�OLYH�LQ�WKH�QHERUKRRG��,�NQRZ
ZH�ZLOO�EH�DWWQGLQJ�JDPHV�ORQJ�DIWHU�RXU�GXJKWHUV�JUDGXDWH��


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH
LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR
SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�
'U��$QGUHL�7HUHELOR�DQG�'U��1LQD�%XEQRYD
�������VW�DYH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$


DQGUHLWHUHELOR#JPDLO�FRP
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19WOKZ*O1-9[F3MI'YI0W]O; ���


)URP��-RQDV�6DWXLWR��MVDWXLWR#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��0D\����������DW������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϭϴ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ŽŶĂƐ�^ĂƚƵŝƚŽ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ŽǁŶĞĚ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ƌĞĂ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ϮϬϬϮ͘��/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�^/�ĂůƵŵŶƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�/�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ŚĂǀĞ�Ă�ŶŝĞĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŶĞƉŚĞǁ�ǁŚŽ�ĂƩĞŶĚ�^/͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƚ�ƚŽ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŽ�Ăůů�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚͲĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ͘


tŝƚŚ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ͕�^/�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ĐĂŶ�ƐƚĂǇ�ƐĂĨĞůǇ�ŽŶ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ŝŶƐƚĞĂĚ�ŽĨ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĮĞůĚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�Žƌ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĐŝƟĞƐ�ƐƵĐŚ�ĂƐ�WĂĐŝĮĐĂ�ĂŶĚ��ĂůǇ��ŝƚǇ͘���ƵƫŶŐ�ĚŽǁŶ
ŽŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞů�ƟŵĞ�ǁŝůů�ĂůůŽǁ�ƚŚĞ�^/�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀŽƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƟŵĞ�ƚŽ�ƐƚƵĚǇŝŶŐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĐůĂƐƐĞƐ�Žƌ�ŐĞƚ�ŚŽŵĞ�ĞĂƌůŝĞƌ͘
�
>ŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�ŚĞůƉ�ƐŽůǀĞ�ƚŚĞ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐŚŽƌƚĂŐĞ�ƉƌŽďůĞŵ�ĨŽƌ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ĐůƵď�ƚĞĂŵƐ͕�ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�&Ăůů�ĂŶĚ�tŝŶƚĞƌ�ŵŽŶƚŚƐ�ǁŚĞŶ
ĚĂƌŬŶĞƐƐ�ĂƌƌŝǀĞƐ�ďǇ�ϱƉŵ͘��tŝƚŚ�^/�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ŽǁŶ�ĮĞůĚ͕�ƉƌĞĐŝŽƵƐ�ĞǀĞŶŝŶŐ�ĮĞůĚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ŽīĞƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐůƵď�ƚĞĂŵƐ�ǁŚŽ
ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŚĞŵ͘
���
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ
ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ
ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
:ŽŶĂƐ�^ĂƚƵŝƚŽ
ϭϮϱϱ�ϭϴƚŚ��ǀĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϮϮ
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From: Kevin <kklung@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: May 18, 2020 at 4:14:17 PM PDT 
To: kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, sue.diamond@sfgov.org 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
Subject: S.I. LIGHTS 


 
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
  
My name is Kevin Klung, I have lived on 30Th and Quintara for 62 years.  I am a Saint Ignatius 
Alumni. 
  
I¶m ZUiWing in VWURng VXSSRUW fRU Whe aSSURYal Rf lighWV aW SW. IgnaWiXV Field in RUdeU WR cUeaWe mRUe  
options for student-athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in  
accordance with CA State law. 
  
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I.  
to build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances  
to practice. 
  
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests  
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through  
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong  
feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
  
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Kevin G Klung 
2126 Quintara 
Kklung@sbcglobal.net 
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�2Q�7KH�0XUSK���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19YY0NJI)'+4]3%'11P9T=00 ���


�����������)RUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH����������
)URP��'DQLHO�/RSH]��GORSH]#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7XH��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�2Q�7KH�0XUSK
7R��1LFN�&RPLQRV��QFRPLQRV#VLSUHS�RUJ!


1LFN�


+HUH
V�ZKDW�,�ZURWH�WR�WKH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�'DQ�/RSH]�DQG�,
P�RQH�RI�WKH�IRRWEDOO�FRDFKHV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�+LJK�6FKRRO�


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS
VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH
LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR
SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


'DQ�/RSH]
����6XQQ\GDOH�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�������
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��������� )ZG��):��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['FM1U;]SQN1=T6*S3&&-* ���


)URP��&RPWH��-DPHV�
6HQW��7XHVGD\��0D\���������������30
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��FRPPLVV
RUJ
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
+L��P\�QDPH�LV�-DPHV�&RPWH���,¶YH�EHHQ�OLYLQJ�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�IRU�ILYH�\HDUV�DQG�P\�FKLOG�DWWHQGV�6W��,JQDWLXV�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV
WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK
WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
-DPHV�&RPWH
�������UG�$YH
6)��&D������
-DPHV�&RPWH#XFVI�HGX
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6,���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19YWVW%-)'/=6G-PNMF0W[Y: ���


)URP��0DUN�&DUOLQ��PDUN�FDUOLQ����#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7XH��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6,
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


ϱͬϭϵͬϮϬϮϬ


WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů


s/���D�/>


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


,ĞůůŽ͕�ŵǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�DĂƌŬ��ĂƌůŝŶ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�WĂƌŬƐŝĚĞͬ^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ�;ϯϯǇƌƐ͘Ϳ��/�ĂƩĞŶĚĞĚ�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŝǀŝůĞŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂǇŝŶŐ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƐŽĐĐĞƌ�ǁŚŝůĞ�/�ĂƩĞŶĚĞĚ͘��dĞĂŵ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ǁĂƐ�Ă�ŚƵŐĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�
ŽĨ�ŵǇ�ƉĞƌƐŽŶĂů�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂŶĚ�/�ƚŚŝŶŬ��ƚŚĂƚ�^/�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ĂůůŽǁĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŝŶƐƚĂůů�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĮĞůĚ͘��


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘


dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘


WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


DĂƌŬ��ĂƌůŝŶ
Ϯϰϱϳ�ϮϭƐƚ��ǀĞ͕�^&����ϵϰϭϭϲ
DĂƌŬ͘ĐĂƌůŝŶϭϮϮϮΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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From: Gabe Manzanares <gabemanzanares@siprep.org> 
Date: May 9, 2020 at 5:08:47 PM PDT 
To: joel.koppel@sfgov.org, kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, sue.diamond@sfgov.org, frank.fu
ng@sfgov.org, theresa.imperial@sfgov.org, milicent.johnson@sfgov.org, jonas.ionin@s
fgov.org, commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
Subject: Re:  Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
 
I am a native San Franciscan, born and raised in the City, and 2010 graduate at St. Ignatius 
College Prep. Ever since I was a high school student there has been discussion of installing lights 
at S.I. Field. When I think back to my experience of not having lights, I have two strong 
memories - one, carpooling from campus to get to practice and often having to come back to 
campus after practice, only to get home 2-3 hours later than normal; two, traveling to off 
campus facilities and parking in areas where my car or others' were broken into. Obviously, 
these memories are strong due to their negative impacts on myself. 
 
 
In addition to avoiding unfortunate circumstances, like getting home later or a smashed car 
window, lights at S.I. Field will contribute to the overall well being of students; therefore, I am 
writing in strong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field in order to create more 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law. 
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Gabriel Manzanares 
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19[)3*FP+.ZGZ=YFN5%Y*&K: ���


)URP��-DFN�/XP��MDFNWOXP#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϮϬ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


/�Ăŵ�WĂƐƚŽƌ�:ĂĐŬ�>Ƶŵ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�:ĂŶƵĂƌǇ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϭ͘�/�Ăŵ�ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƚŚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚǁŽ�^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�;ƐŽŶ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϵ�ĂŶĚ�ĚĂƵŐŚƚĞƌ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϮϯͿ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ
ůĂǁ͘�dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
/�ĂůƐŽ�ĨĞĞů�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƵŶĐĞƌƚĂŝŶƚǇ�ŽĨ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƵƉĐŽŵŝŶŐ�ĨĂůů�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƚĞƌŵ͕�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŐŝǀĞ�ŵŽƌĞ
ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŇĞǆŝďůĞ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůŝŶŐ͘


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
:ĂĐŬ�>Ƶŵ
Ϯϰϯϱ�ϯϬƚŚ��ǀĞ͕�ϵϰϭϭϲ
ũĂĐŬƚůƵŵΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:jacktlum@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:jacktlum@gmail.com





��������� )ZG��6,�/LJKWLQJ�3URMHFW���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['OYSY[1Q3OT+0*:PFQ*E= ���


&ƌŽŵ͗�:ŽƐĞƉŚ�DĐ'ƵŝƌĞ�фũƉĂƵůŵĐŐƵŝƌĞΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵх
^ĞŶƚ͗�tĞĚŶĞƐĚĂǇ͕ �DĂǇ�ϮϬ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϭϮ͗Ϭϰ͗ϱϴ�WD
dŽ͗�ũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖ĨƌĂŶŬ͘ĨƵŶŐΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фĨƌĂŶ
ŽƌŐ�фĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ƐĞĐƌĞƚĂƌǇΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
�Đ͗�'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�ф'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗�^/�>ŝŐŚƟŶŐ�WƌŽũĞĐƚ
�
^ƵƉĞƌǀŝƐŽƌ�DĂƌ�ĂŶĚ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


�Ɛ�Ă�ŶĂƟǀĞ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐĂŶ͕�Ă�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ĂŐĞ�ϵ͕�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵŶƵƐ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉ�;�ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ΖϴϬͿ͕�ĂŶĚ�^&^h�ĂŶĚ�h�^&�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞ͕�/�ǁĂƐ�ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ůĞĂƌŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�^/�ŚŽƉĞƐ�ƚŽ
ŝŶƐƚĂůů�ůŝŐŚƟŶŐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚƐ͘�/�ĐĂŶ�ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�Ă�ĐŽŵƉůŝĐĂƚĞĚ�ŝƐƐƵĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ĐŽŵƉĞƟŶŐ�ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚƐ͗�ƚŚĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂƌĞ�ĐůĞĂƌͲĐƵƚ
ďƵƚ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�ǁĞŝŐŚĞĚ�ĂŐĂŝŶƐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŶĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƋƵĂůŝƚǇͲŽĨͲůŝĨĞ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĐůŽƐĞƐƚ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ͘�


EŽǁ�ƚŚĂƚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĐŽŵĞ�ĂǁĂƌĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƟŶŐ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů͕�/�Ăŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�/E�^hWWKZd�ŽĨ�^/ΖƐ�>ŝŐŚƟŶŐ�WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�dŚĞ�ƉůĂŶ�ŝƐ�ǁĞůůͲĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŵŝƟŐĂƚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐΖ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͘�


WůĞĂƐĞ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ĐĂƌĞĨƵůůǇ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂŶǇ�ƚŚŽƵŐŚƞƵů�ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ�^/�ŝƐ�ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ�ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƵƚƵƌĞ͕�ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ�ǁĂǇƐ�ƚŚĞǇ�ǁŝůů�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ůŝŐŚƚ
ƐƉŝůůĂŐĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĞǀĞŶŝŶŐ�ƐĞĐƵƌŝƚǇ͕ �ĐƌŽǁĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͘�/�ƐƵƐƉĞĐƚ�ǇŽƵ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĂƐ�ŝŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů�ĂƐ�/�Ăŵ͘�


/�ƐŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ�ŚŽƉĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĞǀĂůƵĂƟŽŶ�ǁŝůů�ƌĞƐƵůƚ�ŝŶ�ŚĂǀŝŶŐ�ůŝŐŚƚĞĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĮĞůĚƐ�Ăƚ�^/͘


ZĞƐƉĞĐƞƵůůǇ͕


:ŽƐĞƉŚ�DĐ'ƵŝƌĞ
ϭϱϳϴ�ϮϯƌĚ��ǀĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ
ũƉĂƵůŵĐŐƵŝƌĞΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:jpaulmcguire@hotmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:jpaulmcguire@hotmail.com





��������� )ZG��)Z��6XSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['Y:NWF.:0E0*%/7W)*K-% ���


)URP��7RQ\��KHQQHVV\FRQVWUXFW#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��)Z��6XSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��0U��0LFKDHO�7KRPDV��PWKRPDV#VLSUHS�RUJ!


6HQW�IURP�<DKRR�0DLO�IRU�L3KRQH


%HJLQ�IRUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH�


2Q�0RQGD\��0D\����������������30��7RQ\��KHQQHVV\FRQVWUXFW#\DKRR�FRP!�ZURWH�


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


0\�QDPH�LV�7RQ\�+HQQHVV\�DQG�ZH�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�VXQVHW�DUHD�VLQFH�������:H�KDYH
WZR�VRQV�ZKR�DWWHQGHG�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ������DQG������
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH
PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW
WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ
6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ
JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH
WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV
VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ
FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
7RQ\�+HQQHVV\
�������UG�$YH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
+HQQHVV\FRQVWUXFW#\DKRR�FRP



mailto:hennessyconstruct@yahoo.com

mailto:mthomas@siprep.org

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS

mailto:hennessyconstruct@yahoo.com

mailto:Hennessyconstruct@yahoo.com





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['FM13QY-=7J%KF[[S6JU/ ���


)URP��0U��7LP�&DUDKHU��WFDUDKHU#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�dŝŵ��ĂƌĂŚĞƌ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ĐŽĂĐŚŝŶŐ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ϮϬϬϮ͘�/�ŬŶŽǁ�ĮƌƐƚŚĂŶĚ�ŚŽǁ�
ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͕�ƚŚĞ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�/�ƵƌŐĞ�ǇŽƵ�ƚŽ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�
ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ͘


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨĂŵŝůŝĞƐ͘�/ƚ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�
ǁŝƚŚ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘


dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/ƚ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ�ŐƌĞĂƚĞƌ�ŇĞǆŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ�ƟŵĞ�ĂŶĚ�ďĂůĂŶĐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ăƚ�
ŚŽŵĞ͘


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘


WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


dŝŵ��ĂƌĂŚĞƌ
ϭϱϬϰ�'ŽůĚĞŶ�'ĂƚĞ��ǀĞ͕�^&����ϵϰϭϭϱ
ƚĐĂƌĂŚĞƌΛƐŝƉƌĞƉ͘ŽƌŐ
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��������� /LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��6)����QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19[))TUT'I+F[64KG511G*.K ���


:LOOLDP�0RRUH��ZDPRRUHLLL#JPDLO�FRP! �����30����KRXU�DJR�
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO��NDWKULQ�PRRUH��VXH�GLDPRQG��IUDQN�IXQJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ��MRQDV�LRQLQ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\��*RUGRQ�0DU��EFF��PH


0D\���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�:LOOLDP�0RRUH�DQG�P\�ZLIH�LV�)UDQFHVFD�)HOL]]DWWR�0RRUH��ZH�DUH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�UHVLGHQWV�ZKR�OLYH�ZLWKLQ�D�FRXSOH�EORFNV�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS��6DQWLDJR
6WUHHW��
,�FXUUHQWO\�KDYH�D�GDXJKWHU�WKDW�ZLOO�EH�D�VHQLRU�LQ�WKH�IDOO�DQG�D�VRRQ�WR�EH�IUHVKPDQ�GDXJKWHU��ERWK��ZLOGFDWV��RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�WR�\RX�LQ�DQ�HIIRUW�WR�VKRZ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��(YHQ�EHIRUH�P\�FKLOGUHQ�DWWHQGHG�WKLV�VFKRRO��,�IHOW�WKH�FDPDUDGHULH�RI�WKH�DWKOHWLF�SURJUDPV�
WKH�KHDOWKLQHVV�RI�H[WUDFXUULFXODU�DFWLYLWLHV�DQG�WKH��VXQVHW�VSLULW��H[FOXGHG�IURP�WKLV�ORFDWLRQ��:H�ZRXOG�RIWHQ�VLW�LQ�WKH�EDFN\DUG�RQ�ZHHNHQGV�DQG�OLVWHQ�WR�DQQRXQFHG�JDPHV��DQG
HYHQWV�EHOORZLQJ�IURP�WKH�FDPSXV��$GGLQJ�OLJKWV�ZLOO�RQO\�KHOS�FUHDWH�D�PRUH�FRPPXQDO�HQYLURQPHQW�DQG�LQVWLOO�KHDOWK\�FRPSHWLWLRQ��0RUHRYHU��WKH�DELOLW\�WR�LOOXPLQDWH�WKH�ILHOG�ZLOO
FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�EHWWHU�VFKHGXOH�IRU�VWXGHQWV�E\�SOD\LQJ�JDPHV�RU�DWWHQGLQJ�HYHQWV�LQ�WKH�HYHQLQJ��


)XUWKHUPRUH��,
G�UDWKHU�VHH�WKH�NLGV�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�EH�DEOH�WR�SOD\�DW�WKHLU�VFKRROV�RSSRVHG�WR�WUDYHOLQJ�ORQJ�GLVWDQFHV��,Q�WKLV�QHZ��SRVW�&RYLG��HQYLURQPHQW��KDYLQJ�D�GHVLJQDWHG
DUHD��FRQWUROOHG�E\�DQ�LQVWLWXWLRQ�ZH�FDQ�FRXQW�RQ�WR�EH�VRFLDOO\�UHVSRQVLEOH�LV�SDUDPRXQW�WRGD\�


)LQDOO\��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�DOZD\V�EHHQ�D�OHDUQLQJ�LQVWLWXWLRQ�WKDW�KDV�EURXJKW�WKH�EHVW�RXW�RI�\RXQJ�DGXOWV��7KH\�LQVWLOO�JLYLQJ�EDFN�WR�RWKHUV�DQG�KDYH�DOZD\V
WUHDWHG�WKH�UHVLGHQWV�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�ZLWK�JHQHURVLW\��LQWHJULW\�DQG�ZLWK�KXPLOLW\��7KH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DURXQG�WKHLU�ILHOG�ZLOO�RQO\�HQKDQFH�WKDW�RSSRVHG�WR�LPSHGLQJ�RQ�LW��0RVW
RI�WKH�OHVVRQV�WDXJKW�KDSSHQ�RQ�WKRVH�ILHOGV�WKURXJK�FRDFKLQJ��DQG�WHDP�EXLOGLQJ�HYHQWV��:KLOH�QRW�DOO�VWXGHQWV�SOD\�VSRUWV�DQG�QRW�HYHU\�VSRUW�LV�SOD\HG�RQ�WKHVH�ILHOGV��WKH�HYHQWV
WKDW�GR�KDSSHQ�WKHUH��DQG�WKH�IHZ�WKDW�KDSSHQ�LQ�WKH�HYHQLQJ�ZRXOG�RQO\�KHOS�WKRVH�DWWHQGHHV�IHHO�D�VWURQJHU�VHQVH�RI�FRPPXQLW\���HVSHFLDOO\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�FROOHDJXHV��IULHQGV�DQG
VWUDQJHUV��


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��ZH�DSSUHFLDWH�\RXU�OHDGHUVKLS�DQG�ZLOOLQJQHVV�WR�EH�RSHQ�WR�WKH�DGYDQWDJHV�WKLV�KDV�IRU�HYHU\RQH��ZKHQ�EURXJKW�RQ�UHVSRQVLEO\�
7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


:LOOLDP�0RRUH�)UDQFHVFD�0RRUH
�����6DQWLDJR�6W���6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
ZDPRRUHLLL#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:wamooreiii@gmail.com





�������� 6,�/LJKWV�(PDLO�6XSSRUW���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�4JUF-+VENIPM1[/I['T&.VK/J-'F=WO7[UO ���


0D\���������


�


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO


DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


�


5H��/LJKWV�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


�


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��


+HOOR��P\�QDPH�LV�5HJDQ�6WXDUW�.LOOLRQ��DQG�,�PRYHG�WR�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�LQ�������,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH
6XQVHW�VLQFH�������,�DP�D�SHGLDWULFLDQ��DQG�FDQ¶W�WKLQN�RI�D�EHWWHU�DQG�KHDOWKLHU�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR
QHLJKERUKRRG�WR�UDLVH�RXU�FKLOGUHQ��0\�KXVEDQG�DQG�,�KDYH�SOD\HG�PXOWLSOH�VSRUWV�RXU�HQWLUH�OLYHV��DQG
ERWK�FRPSHWHG�DV�FROOHJH�DWKOHWHV��7KH�FORVH�SUR[LPLW\�WR�WKH�EHDFK��SDUNV��DQG�DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV�HQDEOH
XV�WR�FRQWLQXH�DQ�DFWLYH�OLIH�DV�D�IDPLO\��%HWWHU�\HW��PRVW�RI�P\�FKLOGUHQ¶V�VSRUWV�DFWLYLWLHV�FDQ�EH
SHUIRUPHG�LQ�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRG�


�


,�ZDV�LQLWLDOO\�DPELYDOHQW�WR�WKH�SODFHPHQW�RI�WXUI�ILHOGV�DQG�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�%HDFK�&KDOHW�)LHOGV��EXW�,
KDYH�VHHQ�KRZ�WKLV�IDFLOLW\�KDV�EURXJKW�OLIH�WR�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRG��0\�FKLOGUHQ�XVH�WKH�ILHOGV�OLNH�D
EDFN\DUG��,�WKLQN�WKH�LQFUHDVHG�XVH�RI�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV��6,��)LHOG�ZRXOG�RIIHU�WKH�VDPH�EHQHILWV��,�DP
ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�6,�)LHOG��7KLV�ZLOO�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�KLJK�
VFKRRO�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV��DQG�DOVR�DOORZ�6,�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&DOLIRUQLD
6WDWH�/DZ��$OORZLQJ�6,�WR�XVH�QLJKWWLPH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�IRU�DWKOHWLF
SUDFWLFHV�DQG�FRPSHWLWLRQV�


�


6,�KDV�D�KLVWRU\�RI�DFDGHPLF�DQG�DWKOHWLF�H[FHOOHQFH��,WV�-HVXLW�IRXQGDWLRQ�IRFXVHV�RQ�VHUYLFH�WR
RWKHUV��DQG�VRPH�RI�WKH�ILQHVW�SHRSOH�,�NQRZ�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KDYH�EHHQ�HGXFDWHG�WKHUH��,�NQRZ�WKDW
WKH�6,�FRPPXQLW\�ZLOO�RQO\�JURZ�VWURQJHU�E\�VSHQGLQJ�PRUH�WLPH�WRJHWKHU�DV�D�FRPPXQLW\�


�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6,�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


�


6LQFHUHO\�


�


5HJDQ�6WXDUW�.LOOLRQ��0'


�����*UHDW�+Z\��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������







��������� )ZG��3URSRVHG�OLJKWLQJ�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�3UHS��IRU�HYHQLQJ�DWKOHWLFV����QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19]0QFT:.-M10E]I;I5G-=O:"FRPSRVH 9S&T-5[UYT)PW-.'O6Q1./V;))P%4JT« ���


)URP��3DXO�(QJHO��FDUFLRIL����#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5H��3URSRVHG�OLJKWLQJ�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�3UHS��IRU�HYHQLQJ�DWKOHWLFV�
7R���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��


-XVW�ZULWLQJ�D�PHVVDJH�WR�YRLFH�P\�SHUVRQDO�DSSURYDO�RI�D�SURSRVDO�EURXJKW�WR�P\�DWWHQWLRQ�UHFHQWO\�E\�D�IHOORZ�,JQDWLDQ���$V
D�IDWKHU�RI�WZR�ER\V�FXUUHQWO\�LQ�D�JUHDW�JUDPPDU�VFKRRO�KHUH�LQ�WKH�FLW\��,�DP�DOZD\V�LQWHUHVWHG�LQ�DQ\�SODQV�WKDW�RSHQ�XS
QHZ��VDIHU�DYHQXHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�KDYH�D�FKDQFH�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�DWKOHWLF�SURJUDPV�
7KH�DYDLODELOLW\�IRU�HYHQLQJ�HYHQWV�ZLOO�OLNHO\�FUHDWH�QHZ�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�WKH�QRW�RQO\�WKH�VWXGHQWV��EXW�DOVR�SDUHQWV�
JUDQGSDUHQWV��DQG�RWKHUV�WR�FRPH�WRJHWKHU�LQ�D�ORFDO�VHWWLQJ�DQG�HQMR\�
7KDQNV�VR�PXFK�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�RQ�WKLV�PDWWHU�


6LQFHUHO\�


3DXO�(QJHO
�����*UHDW�+LJKZD\
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&$������
������������
&DUFLRIL����#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:carciofi4763@gmail.com

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Carciofi4763@gmail.com





��������� )ZG��9RWH�<HV�RQ�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�/LJKWV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19]14QO5[SQ=.-61UM)IJV*:"FRPSRVH 9S&T-5[UYT)PW-.'O6Q1./V;))P%4JT« ���


)URP��3KLOOLS�/RHIIOHU��SORHIIOHU���#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��9RWH�<HV�RQ�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�/LJKWV
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�3KLOOLS�/RHIIOHU�DQG�,�DP�D�JUDGXDWH�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS��F�R��������,�ZDV�ERUQ�DQG�UDLVHG�LQ
WKH�&LW\�DQG�WKH�RQO\�H[WHQGHG�SHULRG�RI�WLPH�,�VSHQW�DZD\�IURP�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�ZDV�WR�DWWHQG�8&�'DYLV�IRU
FROOHJH��0\�ILUVW�\HDU�RXW�RI�FROOHJH�,�FRPSOHWHG�D�\HDU�RI�VHUYLFH�DV�DQ�$OXPQL�9ROXQWHHU�&RUSV��$9&��PHPEHU
DW�6W��,JQDWLXV��VR�WKH�VFKRRO�GHILQLWHO\�KDV�D�VSHFLDO�SODFH�LQ�P\�KHDUW��


,
P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��7KH�ILHOG�LV�XVHG�E\�VHYHUDO
GLIIHUHQW�VSRUWV�DQG�FOXEV��$V�D�IRUPHU�FURVV�FRXQWU\�DQG�WUDFN�	�ILHOG�DWKOHWH�DQG�FRDFK�,�GHILQLWHO\�XVHG�WKH
WUDFN�D�IDLU�DPRXQW��7KH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�ZRXOG�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�DOO�VWXGHQWV�DQG�ZRXOG�DOORZ�6,�WR
LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ��


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VDIH�VSDFHV�IRU�NLGV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�WR�SOD\�VSRUWV�RXWGRRUV��DQG�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�ZLOO
NHHS�NLGV�LQ�D�VDIH�VSDFH�ZKHUH�WKH\�IHHO�FRPIRUWDEOH�DQG�DEOH�WR�HQJDJH�LQ�VSRUWV��


6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�KDV�RIIHUHG�%D\�$UHD�VWXGHQWV�WKH�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�JHW�D�JUHDW�DOO�DURXQG�HGXFDWLRQ��6WXGHQWV�OHDUQ
WR�OLYH�RXW�WKH�,JDQWLDQ�PRWWR���ZLWK�DQG�IRU�RWKHUV���7KLV�OHVVRQ�FDQ�EH�OHDUQHG�LQ�WKH�FODVVURRP��EXW�GHILQLWHO\
FRPHV�LQWR�SUDFWLFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG��6WXGHQWV�OHDUQ�WR�UHVSHFW�WKHLU�WHDPPDWHV��WKHLU�FRPSHWLWRUV��DQG�WKHPVHOYHV��


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�DOO�\RXU�ZRUN�DQG�SOHDVH�YRWH�<(6��RQ�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG��


6LQFHUHO\��


3KLOOLS�/RHIIOHU�
��
������WK�$YHQXH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
SORHIIOHU���#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:ploeffler055@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:ploeffler055@gmail.com





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:&J&*NUS%.Z11W-W6E/F.OI ���


)URP��5DFKHO�1RDFN��UDFKHOQRDFN#KRWPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ�PLOLFHQW�MR
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�ZĂĐŚĞů�tŚŝƚĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ŽǁŶĞĚ�Ă�ŚŽŵĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�KƵƚĞƌ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉĂƐƚ�ϵ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��DǇ�ƐŽŶ�ǁŝůů�ƐƚĂƌƚ�<ŝŶĚĞƌŐĂƌƚĞŶ�ŶĞǆƚ�ǇĞĂƌ�Ăƚ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐ�^ĐŽƩ�<ĞǇ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͕�ĂŶĚ�/
ůŽŽŬ�ĨŽƌǁĂƌĚ�ƚŽ�Śŝŵ�ŐƌŽǁŝŶŐ�ƵƉ�ŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ͘


/�ƌĞĐĞŶƚůǇ�ĨŽƵŶĚ�ŽƵƚ�ƚŚĂƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĚŽĞƐ�ŶŽƚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�ĨŽƌ�ĞǀĞŶŝŶŐ�ƐƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ĞǀĞŶƚƐ͕�ĞƚĐ͘���Ɛ�Ă�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞ�ŵǇƐĞůĨ�ŐƌŽǁŝŶŐ�ƵƉ�ŝŶ�tŝƐĐŽŶƐŝŶ͕�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ĨŽŶĚ
ŵĞŵŽƌŝĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂǇŝŶŐ�ŐĂŵĞƐ�ƵŶĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŵǇ�ǁŚŽůĞ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĐŚĞĞƌŝŶŐ�ƵƐ�ŽŶ͘��/�ǁŽƵůĚ�ůŽǀĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐĂŵĞ�ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ
ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘��dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
ZĂĐŚĞů�tŚŝƚĞ
ϭϲϯϬ�ϰϰƚŚ��ǀĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϮϮ
ƌĂĐŚĞůŶŽĂĐŬΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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��������� )ZG��6W��,JQDWLXV���/LJKWV�DW�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�VHDUFK�JLDQFDUOR�)0IFJ[Z+1:%9];E=][=]'/GJS'0:/V:7 ���


)URP��*LDQFDUOR�/RHIIOHU��JLDQFDUOR�ORHIIOHU#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��6W��,JQDWLXV���/LJKWV�DW�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


*RRG�$IWHUQRRQ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�0\�QDPH�LV�*LDQFDUOR�/RHIIOHU��,
YH�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�P\�HQWLUH�OLIH�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ��������,�ZDV�UDLVHG
LQ�WKH�5LFKPRQG�'LVWULFW��EXW�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�VLQFH��������


,
P�ZULWLQJ�WR�\RX�WRGD\�LQ�VXSSRUW�RI�DSSURYDO�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV
IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DV�ZHOO�DV�WR�DOORZ�IRU�WKH�VFKRRO�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�/DZ�


$V�\RX�NQRZ��WKHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���$OORZLQJ�6,�WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV
ZLOO�DOORZ�VWXGHQWV�WR�UHPDLQ�FORVHU�IRU�SUDFWLFH�DQG�QRW�IRUFH�WKHP�WR�WUDYHO�VLJQLILFDQW�GLVWDQFHV�MXVW�WR�EH�DEOH�WR�SUDFWLFH�


6W��,JQDWLXV�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�DQG�KDV�HQFRXUDJHG�VWXGHQWV�WR�VHUYH�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKHVH�LPSRUWDQW
OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WHDP�VSRUWV�DQG�WKH�VKDULQJ�RI�WKHVH�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���$�VHQVH�RI�FRPPXQLW\�DQG
WRJHWKHUQHVV�LV�HYHQ�LQVWLOOHG�ZLWK��IHOORZ�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�E\�VSHFWDWLQJ�DQG�HQFRXUDJLQJ�WKHLU�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG��7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


���
*LDQFDUOR



mailto:giancarlo.loeffler@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org





From: art howard <ahsp5@yahoo.com> 


Date: May 27, 2020 at 8:24:43 PM PDT 


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, jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 


Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 


Subject: Support for St. Ignatius Field Light 


 


 


05/25/2020 


 


President Joel Koppel 


and Honorable Commissioners 


San Francisco Planning Commission 


San Francisco City Hall 


 


Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


Dear Commissioners: 


 


My name in Art Howard, a San Francisco Sunset native resident and graduate of the class of 1983 from 
Saint Ignatius High School. I have lived in the Sunset most of my life and since 2005 I live on 47th Ave 
and Quintara, 7 blocks away from the football field.  


 


I grew up on 48th Ave between Kirkham and Lawton in front of the SF Ice Rink that was torn down in 
1991. I know what it is like to live next to a night time facility for for family and youth in the Sunset. I 
believe that facilities like this make the neighborhood safer and more vibrant for all. The Sunset used to 
be a neighborhood of youth activities and slowly over the years they have eroded away. I feel that 
anything to bring youth together day or night needs to be encouraged in our neighborhood. 


 


I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal foƌ lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe oƉƚionƐ 
for later school start time as required by new CA State Law signed by Governor Newsom. 







 


Research studies by the American Academy of Pediatrics have confirmed starting school later in the 
morning leads to better overall health and school performance.  This will be the new normal for most 
California schools.The lights will allow for practices in the Winter when the sun goes down at 5:00 p.m. 


 


Another key benefit of the field lights will be allowing kids a safe option to participate in community 
building Friday night athletic games.  These will be on the campus with supervision by faculty, parents 
and school security to make sure the kids are in a safe and organized event. 


Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by supporting their 
friends and fellow classmates. 


 


Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


Art Howard  


2131 47th Ave  


SF, CA  


94116 


ahsp5@yahoo.com 







��������� )ZG����QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:-5M:Y.=WN75V[7J]Y%&0-+ ���


�����������)RUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH����������
)URP��$VKOH\�7DP�
����DWDP��#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ��ƐŚůĞǇ͘�/�Ăŵ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ϮϬϮϬ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƟŶŐ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐΖ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ͘�/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ĨŽ
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ĂƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ďǇ�ŶĞǁ����^ƚĂƚĞ�>Ăǁ�ƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ďǇ�'ŽǀĞƌŶŽƌ�EĞǁƐŽŵ͘�ZĞƐĞĂƌĐŚ�ƐƚƵĚŝĞƐ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ��ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ��
WĞĚŝĂƚƌŝĐƐ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĐŽŶĮƌŵĞĚ�ƐƚĂƌƟŶŐ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ůĂƚĞƌ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŵŽƌŶŝŶŐ�ůĞĂĚƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞƩĞƌ�ŽǀĞƌĂůů�ŚĞĂůƚŚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĂŶĐĞ͘��dŚŝƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞǁ�ŶŽƌŵĂů�ĨŽƌ�ŵŽƐƚ��ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ�ƐĐŚŽŽ
ďĞŶĞĮƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�ŬŝĚƐ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ŝŶ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�&ƌŝĚĂǇ�ŶŝŐŚƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ�ŐĂŵĞƐ͘��dŚĞƐĞ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƵƉĞƌǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐĞĐƵƌŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŵĂŬĞ�ƐƵƌĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŬŝĚƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŝŶ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĞĚ�ĞǀĞŶƚ͘
�ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�ƐŚůĞǇ
ĂƚĂŵϮϬΛƐŝƉƌĞƉ͘ŽƌŐ
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:+-T+OKMMK)JO%QPY1=:9U1 ���


)URP��'HEELH�/\��O\GHEELH��#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��0LFKDHO�7KRPDV��PWKRPDV#VLSUHS�RUJ!��6DQG\�<LE��\LQJ\LE#\DKRR�FRP!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ��ĞďďŝĞ�>Ǉ�ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵŶŝ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƚƵŝƐ��ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϴ͘�/͛ǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĨŽƌ
ϮϬ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘�
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ
ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ
ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ
ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕ �
�
�ĞďďŝĞ�>Ǉ
ϭϯϯϰ�ϰϰƚŚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ͕�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕���
ůǇĚĞďďŝĞϮϯΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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Date		May	27th,	2020	
	
President	Joel	Koppel	
and	Honorable	Commissioners	
San	Francisco	Planning	Commission	
San	Francisco	City	Hall	
	
VIA	EMAIL	
 
Re: Our neighborhood support for Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
Over the past thirty years, I have lived in the Sunset and participated in numerous community 
activities within the neighborhood. I have been very impressed with how Saint Ignatius High 
School serves its students as well as kids all around the SF community during the school year 
and in the summer. Proudly, we are now a part of SI parents’ community with two children in 
SI.   
 
My husband, William, and I are writing to advocate for approval for lights at St. Ignatius Collge 
Prep. High School Field.  
 
When I walk by the fields during the fall and winter, I notice there are always fun activities for 
students and local youth with adult supervision. Recent studies by the Academy of Pediatrics 
indicated that starting school later in the morning leads to better health and school performance.  
 
Having enough lights in the field provides a safer environment and better clarity for student-
athletes and youth participants if school hours change to a later start or during Friday night 
community games.    
 
We hope that allowing SI to add lights in their field will promote even better community 
engagement for many years to come. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field, and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Charlene & Dr. William Quach 
2347 35th ave 
SF CA 94116 
 
Allsmiles2407@gmail.com 
	
	
	
	 	







��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:-5M9Q[QMWS]30;/)/KV:=% ���


�����2ULJLQDO�0HVVDJH�����
)URP��0LNH�0DW]D��PLNHPDW]D#\DKRR�FRP!
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQ
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��:HG��0D\���������������SP
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


0D\���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�0LNH�0DW]D���,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DOO�P\�OLIH�DQG�FXUUHQWO\�OLYH�LQ�WKH�3DUNVLGH�DW��������WK�$YH��ZKLFK�KDV�EHHQ�P\�KRPH�VLQFH������


,�DWWHQGHG�6W��,JQDWLXV�+LJK�6FKRRO�ZKHQ�LW�ZDV�ORFDWHG�RQ�6WDQ\DQ�6WUHHW��JUDGXDWLQJ�LQ��������,�KDYH�PDLQWDLQHG�P\�FRQQHFWLRQ�WR�WKH�VFKRRO�IRU�RYHU����\HDUV�DV�D�PHPEHU�RI�WKH
$OXPQL�$VVRFLDWLRQ�DQG�DV�D�SDUHQW��P\�VRQ��3DWULFN��JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ������


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


/DWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�GDWHV�ZLOO�FDXVH�VRPH�DIWHU�VFKRRO�RXWGRRU�DFWLYLWLHV�WR�H[WHQG�LQWR�WKH�HDUO\�HYHQLQJ���7KHVH�DFWLYLWLHV�ZLOO�UHTXLUH�RXWGRRU�OLJKWLQJ��HVSHFLDOO\�LQ�WKH�)DOO�DQG�:LQWHU
PRQWKV�


,�OLYH�QHDU�/LQFROQ�+LJK�6FKRRO��ZKLFK��OLNH�6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�HYHU\�RWKHU�&DOLIRUQLD�KLJK�VFKRRO��ZLOO�EH�DIIHFWHG�E\�WKH�FKDQJH�WR�ODWHU�VFKRRO�KRXUV���0\VHOI�DQG�P\�QHLJKERUV�QHDU�/LQFROQ
ZLOO�QR�GRXEW�QHHG�WR�DFFRPPRGDWH�IXWXUH�FKDQJHV�DW�/LQFROQ�+LJK�6FKRRO�VLPLODU�WR�WKRVH�SURSRVHG�E\�6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�IRU�PXFK�WKH�VDPH�UHDVRQV�


$OO�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KLJK�VFKRROV��SXEOLF�DQG�SULYDWH��ZLOO�QHHG�WR�VXSSRUW�KDYLQJ�DIWHU�VFKRRO�RXWGRRU�DFWLYLWLHV�VWDUWLQJ�ODWHU�DQG�H[WHQGLQJ�LQWR�WKH�HDUO\�HYHQLQJ�KRXUV���7KH\�DOO�ZLOO�ZDQW�WR
GR�WKLV�RQ�FDPSXV�DV�PXFK�DV�SRVVLEOH��DV�WKHUH�LV�D�VHYHUH�VKRUWDJH�RI�QHDUE\�DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV��DQG�WKH\�ZLOO�EH�UHOXFWDQW�WR�IRUFH�VWXGHQWV�WR�H[WHQG�DQ�DOUHDG\�ODWHU�GD\�E\�WUDYHOLQJ�WR�DQ
RII�FDPSXV�ORFDWLRQ���


7KH�FXUUHQW�6W��,JQDWLXV�OLJKWV�SURMHFW�PD\�EH�MXVW�WKH�ILUVW�RI�PRUH�WR�IROORZ�DV�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KLJK�VFKRROV�DGMXVW�WR�FRQIRUPLQJ�WKHLU�DFWLYLWLHV�WR�ODWHU�VFKRRO�KRXUV���:KLOH�QHLJKERUV
VKRXOG�EH�LQFOXGHG�LQ�WKH�SODQQLQJ�DQG�KDYH�LQSXW��WKHVH�SURMHFWV�GR�QRW�QHHG�WR�EH�=HUR�6XP�


1HZHU�OLJKWLQJ�WHFKQRORJLHV�QRZ�DOORZ�IRU�EHWWHU�OLJKW�IRFXVLQJ�DQG�OHVV�VSLOO�RYHU���2WKHU�PLWLJDWLQJ�IDFWRUV�OLNH�WUHHV�DQG�DGGLWLRQDO�ODQGVFDSLQJ�FDQ�EH�LQFOXGHG�LQ�VRPH�SURMHFWV���7KH
SURMHFW�DW�WKH�%HDFK�&KDOHW�VRFFHU�ILHOG�LV�RQH�UHFHQW�VXFFHVVIXO�H[DPSOH�����


6W��,JQDWLXV�WHDFKHV�WR�WKH�ZKROH�SHUVRQ��ZKLOH�HQFRXUDJLQJ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���$IWHU�VFKRRO�DWKOHWLF�WHDP�DFWLYLWLHV�SURYLGH�HVVHQWLDO�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFHV�ZRUNLQJ�WR�DFKLHYH�FRPPRQ
JRDOV�DQG�SURYLGH�LQFRPSDUDEOH�OLIHORQJ�OHVVRQV���6SHFWDWRUV�WR�DWKOHWLF�HYHQWV��IDPLO\�DQG�VWXGHQWV��GHYHORS�D�VHQVH�RI�YDOXDEOH�FRPPXQLW\�DQG�IHOORZ�IHHOLQJ��,W�LV�WKH�VDPH�IRU�DOO�RWKHU
KLJK�VFKRROV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


0LNH�0DW]D
�������WK�$YH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
PLNHPDW]D#\DKRR�FRP
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:-5USW1E1SSSW&;1+1V46*K ���


)URP��-HQQLIHU�0HQGR]D��MHQQ�PHQGR]D#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�JRY!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ĞŶŶŝĨĞƌ�DĞŶĚŽǌĂ͕�/�Ăŵ�ďŽƌŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉĂƐƚ�ϰϰ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��/�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ŝŶ�ϭϵϵϰ͘��/�ŚĂǀĞ�Ϯ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ŝŶ�ĞůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞǇ�ůŽǀĞ�ŐŽŝŶŐ�ďǇ�ŵŽŵΖƐ�ŚŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽƵůĚ
ůŽǀĞ�ƚŽ�ŽŶĞ�ĚĂǇ�ĂƩĞŶĚ�^/͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�:ĞŶŶŝĨĞƌ�DĞŶĚŽǌĂ
ϭϰϬϴ�ϯϴƚŚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ͕�^&�ϵϰϭϮϮ
ũĞŶŶ͘ŵĞŶĚŽǌĂΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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�������� 6XSSRUW�IRU�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"XL �	YLHZ EWRS	YHU ��J]NMGM]�QKM	PVJ ���PVJ�I��$�������������������	DWWLG ��� ���


.HYDQH�:RQJ��NHYDQHZRQJ#KRWPDLO�FRP! 7KX��0D\����������30
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO��NDWKULQ�PRRUH��VXH�GLDPRQG��IUDQN�IXQJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ��MRQDV�LRQLQ��FRPPLVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\��JRUGRQ�PDU


<RX�DUH�YLHZLQJ�DQ�DWWDFKHG�PHVVDJH��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO�FDQ
W�YHULI\�WKH�DXWKHQWLFLW\�RI�DWWDFKHG�PHVVDJHV�


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�ZDQWHG�WR�DGG�P\�YRLFH�WR�WKRVH�UHTXHVWLQJ�WKDW�\RX�YRWH�WR�DOORZ�WKH�OLJKWV�WR�EH�LQVWDOOHG�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�+LJK�6FKRRO�ILHOG��,�KDYH�EHHQ�D�KRPHRZQHU�UHVLGHQW�LQ�WKH
6XQVHW�GLVWULFW�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�IRU�RYHU����\HDUV�DQG�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�&LW\�IRU�RYHU�����\HDUV��0\�ROGHVW�FKLOG�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W�,JQDWLXV�IRXU�\HDUV�DJR��


7KH�WDONLQJ�SRLQWV�WKDW�,¶P�VXUH�\RX¶UH�UHSHDWHGO\�VHHLQJ�LQFOXGH�


7KHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�VXSSRUW�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�ODWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�WLPH�DV�UHTXLUHG�E\�QHZ�&$�6WDWH�/DZ�VLJQHG�E\�*RYHUQRU�1HZVRP�
5HVHDUFK�VWXGLHV�E\�WKH�$PHULFDQ�$FDGHP\�RI�3HGLDWULFV�KDYH�FRQILUPHG�VWDUWLQJ�VFKRRO�ODWHU�LQ�WKH�PRUQLQJ�OHDGV�WR�EHWWHU�RYHUDOO�KHDOWK�DQG�VFKRRO�SHUIRUPDQFH��7KLV�ZLOO�EH�WKH
QHZ�QRUPDO�IRU�PRVW�&DOLIRUQLD�VFKRROV�
7KHVH�ILHOG�OLJKWV�ZLOO�KHOS�SURYLGH�D�VDIH�RSWLRQ�IRU�NLGV�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�FRPPXQLW\�EXLOGLQJ�)ULGD\�QLJKW�DWKOHWLF�JDPHV�KHOG�RQ�FDPSXV�DQG�VXSHUYLVHG�E\�IDFXOW\��SDUHQWV��DQG
VFKRRO�VHFXULW\�


,¶P�VXUH�WKHUH�ZLOO�EH�FHUWDLQ�SHRSOH�ZKR�ZLOO�RSSRVH�WKHVH�OLJKWV�EDVHG�RQ�1,0%<LVP��2Q�WKDW�REMHFWLRQ��SOHDVH�FRQVLGHU�WKH�YDOXH�WR�WKH�������VWXGHQWV��DV�ZHOO�DV�IDFXOW\�DQG�VWDII��YHUVXV
WKH�VPDOO�QXPEHUV�RI�QHDUE\�UHVLGHQWV�WKDW�ZRXOG�REMHFW��$OVR��SOHDVH�QRWH�WKDW�WKH�VFKRRO�KDV�EHHQ�LQ�LWV�FXUUHQW�ORFDWLRQ�VLQFH�������*LYHQ�LWV����\HDU�SUHVHQFH�DW�LWV�FXUUHQW�VLWH��QHDUO\
HYHU\�QHLJKERU�ZRXOG�DOPRVW�FHUWDLQO\�KDYH�PRYHG�LQ�ZLWK�WKH�IXOO�NQRZOHGJH�WKDW�WKH\�ZHUH�PRYLQJ�LQWR�D�QHLJKERUKRRG�ZLWK�D�SURPLQHQW�VFKRRO�DQG�WKDW�VFKRRO�HYHQWV�DQG�VSRUWLQJ�DFWLYLWLHV
ZRXOG�EH�D�SDUW�RI�WKHLU�QHLJKERUKRRG�OLIH��
�
7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ��3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
.HYDQH�:RQJ
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
NHYDQHZRQJ#KRWPDLO�FRP



https://support.google.com/mail/answer/30719?hl=en%23attached_messages

mailto:kevanewong@hotmail.com





��������� )ZG��3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZOY0K6NMW1G=K9=5&*P[* ���


)URP���DQG\RXP#KRWPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�Ϯϴ͕ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ��ŶĚǇ�KƵŵ͕�ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƚŚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚǁŽ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ĂŝŶƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͘�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ
ĨŽƌ�ŽǀĞƌ�ϭϱ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŶĚ�ůŽǀĞ�ŽƵƌ�ŝŶĐůƵƐŝǀĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ͘�^/�ŚĂƐ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�Ă�ǀĞƌǇ�ƐĂĨĞ�ƉůĂĐĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŽƵƌ�ŬŝĚƐ�ƚŽ�ĞǆĞƌƚ
ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƐƚŽƌĞĚ�ĞŶĞƌŐǇ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĞ�ŶĞĞĚ�ŝƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŽƉĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞŵ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƟŵĞ�ƚŽ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�ĞǆƚĞŶĚĞĚ�ŚŽƵƌƐ͘�
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
�ŶĚǇ�KƵŵ�
Ϯϰϳϵ�ϯϳƚŚ��ǀĞ
^&����ϵϰϭϭϲ
�ŶĚǇŽƵŵΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:andyoum@hotmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Andyoum@hotmail.com





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZFI7[0;Y1)Y/1393]'4MV ���


)URP��+XPDQD�+DVDQD��KXPDQDKDVDQD#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�1DPH�LV�+XPDQD�DQG�,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�:HVW�6XQVHW�IRU����SOXV�\HDUV��$OWKRXJK�,�DP�QRW�DQ�DOXPQL�RI�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��,
IHHO�DV�LI�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�EH�EHQHILFLDO�LQ�D�PXOWLWXGH�RI�ZD\V��,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV
)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ��7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR
EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH
3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV�
0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG��(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV
VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D
VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


+XPDQD�+DVDQD



mailto:humanahasana@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZF6/3-S&.U51Z4WS17;:3 ���


)URP��0U��0LFKDHO�6KDXJKQHVV\��PVKDXJKQHVV\#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���RHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO�DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


,�DP�D�OLIH�ORQJ�6XQVHW�UHVLGHQW�DQG�UHWLUHG�ODVW�\HDU�DIWHU�WHDFKLQJ�IRU����\HDUV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��0\�WKUHH�DGXOW�FKLOGUHQ
SOD\HG�VSRUWV�IRU�$3�*LDQQLQL�DQG�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV���,�ZDWFKHG�WKH�-LP�/XFH\�VRFFHU�ILHOGV�EHLQJ�FRQVWUXFWHG�IURP�P\�FODVVURRP
ZLQGRZ�DQG�XVHG�WR�ZDWFK�EDVHEDOO��VRIWEDOO��VRFFHU�DQG�ODFURVVH�JDPHV�DW�:HVW�6XQVHW�ZKHQ�6,�FRXOG�VWLOO�XVH�&LW\�ILHOGV��,
FRDFKHG�9LNLQJ�VRFFHU�WHDPV�WKDW�SUDFWLFHG�DQG�SOD\HG�DW�:HVW�6XQVHW��LQFOXGLQJ�WKH�OLJKWHG�VRIWEDOO�ILHOGV�GXULQJ�WKH
HYHQLQJV�ZLWK�HDUO\�VXQVHWV�


,�UHPHPEHU�ZKHQ�WKH�&LW\�UHIXVHG�WR�DOORZ�WKH�VRFFHU�ILHOGV�WR�EH�OLJKWHG�DIWHU�WKH�QHLJKERUV�REMHFWHG��,
P�QRW�VXUH�KRZ�PDQ\
RI�\RX�UHPHPEHU�WKDW�SDUW�RI�WKH�FDXVH�RI�WKH�REMHFWLRQ�ZDV�LQ�UHVSRQVH�WR�WKH�&LW\
V�JUDQWLQJ�SHUPLVVLRQ�IRU�DGXOW�OHDJXH
JDPHV�RQ�ZHHNHQGV�ZKLOH�QRW�DUUDQJLQJ�IRU�WKH�UHVWURRP�IDFLOLWLHV�WR�EH�RSHQHG�


6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�LV�D�JRRG�QHLJKERU�DQG�ZRUNV�GLOLJHQWO\�WR�SURYLGH�UHFUHDWLRQDO�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�WR�KXQGUHGV�RI�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�
FXUUHQWO\�DUUDQJLQJ�WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ�IRU�KXQGUHGV�RI�DWKOHWHV�WR�3DFLILFD�IRU�SUDFWLFH�DQG�FRPSHWLWLRQ��$W�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��DWKOHWLFV
DUH�FRQVLGHUHG�FR�FXUULFXODU��QRW�H[WUD�FXUULFXODU��/HVVRQV�RI�FRPPLWPHQW��GLVFLSOLQH��VHUYLFH�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�DUH�OHDUQHG�RQ
DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV�DV�PXFK�DV�LQ�FODVVURRPV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
6LQFHUHO\��
0LFKDHO


���
5HOLJLRXV�6WXGLHV���UHWLUHG
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
PVKDXJKQHVV\#VLSUHS�RUJ


�����/D�3OD\D�6WUHHW
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�������



mailto:mshaughnessy@siprep.org

mailto:oel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

https://www.google.com/maps/search/2001+37th+Avenue+San+Francisco,+CA+94116?entry=gmail&source=g

https://www.google.com/maps/search/2001+37th+Avenue+San+Francisco,+CA+94116?entry=gmail&source=g

mailto:mshaughnessy@siprep.org

https://www.google.com/maps/search/1374+La+Playa+Street+San+Francisco,+CA,+94122?entry=gmail&source=g

https://www.google.com/maps/search/1374+La+Playa+Street+San+Francisco,+CA,+94122?entry=gmail&source=g





��������� )ZG��$OXPQD�3DUNVLGH�5HVLGHQW�LQ�6XSSRUW�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZY39)OO7K-05Q4461/S'Y ���


)URP��1LFROH�7ULHUZHLOHU��QWULHU��#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��$OXPQD�3DUNVLGH�5HVLGHQW�LQ�6XSSRUW�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�EŝĐŽůĞ�dƌŝĞƌǁĞŝůĞƌ͕ �ĂŶĚ�/�ǁĂƐ�ďŽƌŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚͬWĂƌŬƐŝĚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ
&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͘�/�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�^/�ŝŶ�ϮϬϭϭ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƟůů�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ůŝǀĞ�ŝŶ�KƵƚĞƌ�WĂƌŬƐŝĚĞ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
^ƉŽƌƚƐ�ǁĞƌĞ�ĂŶ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂů�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ŵǇ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ�Ăƚ�^/͕�ĞŶƌŝĐŚŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ƐŽĐŝĂů�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƚĞĂĐŚŝŶŐ�ŵĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĐƌƵĐŝĂů
ƟŵĞ�ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ�ƐŬŝůůƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĞĂƐĞĚ�ŵǇ�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ŝŶƚŽ�ĐŽůůĞŐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĐĂƌƌŝĞĚ�ŽǀĞƌ�ŝŶƚŽ�ŵǇ�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů�ůŝĨĞ͘�/�ƵƌŐĞ
ǇŽƵ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂŶǇ�ǁĂǇƐ�ŝŶ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐƐ�ďĞŶĞĮƚƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂĐĂĚĞŵŝĐ�ŝŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶƐ͕
ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ŚĂǀŝŶŐ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ŽŶ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ͘


dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^/�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ
ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
��
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


EŝĐŽůĞ�dƌŝĞƌǁĞŝůĞƌ
Ϯϲϲϲ�ϰϬƚŚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ
ŶƚƌŝĞƌϵϯΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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��������� )ZG��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZY391VM;ZF5PE*1QEUP-- ���


)URP���EREWLVFK#DRO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\��������
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
0\�ZLIH�DQG�,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�IRU����\HDUV��2XU�VRQ�DQG�GDXJKWHU�DUH�ERWK�DOXPQL�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV��/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ
ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ
ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ
ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ
ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


0U��	�0UV��5REHUW�*��7LVFKHU
�����2UWHJD�6WUHHW
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������


EREWLVFK#DRO�FRP
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�������� )ZG��/LJKW�DW�67��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JE3]6F=:7PKMT5PO&M+K=V[ ���


)URP��6DP�)RQJ��VFI����#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��6DW��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKW�DW�67��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĂƚĞ
�ϱͬϯϬͬϮϬϮϬ
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
�DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�^Ăŵ�&ŽŶŐ͘�/�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĨŽƌ�ϰϴ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŵǇ�ƐŽŶ�ǁĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�^/͘�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ĨŽƌ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ůĂƚĞƌ
ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ĂƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ďǇ�ŶĞǁ����^ƚĂƚĞ�>Ăǁ�ƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ďǇ�'ŽǀĞƌŶŽƌ�EĞǁƐŽŵ͘
�
ZĞƐĞĂƌĐŚ�ƐƚƵĚŝĞƐ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ��ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ��ĐĂĚĞŵǇ�ŽĨ�WĞĚŝĂƚƌŝĐƐ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĐŽŶĮƌŵĞĚ�ƐƚĂƌƟŶŐ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ůĂƚĞƌ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŵŽƌŶŝŶŐ
ůĞĂĚƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞƩĞƌ�ŽǀĞƌĂůů�ŚĞĂůƚŚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĂŶĐĞ͘��dŚŝƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞǁ�ŶŽƌŵĂů�ĨŽƌ�ŵŽƐƚ��ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ�ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ͘
�
�ŶŽƚŚĞƌ�ŬĞǇ�ďĞŶĞĮƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�ŬŝĚƐ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ŝŶ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ
ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�&ƌŝĚĂǇ�ŶŝŐŚƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ�ŐĂŵĞƐ͘��dŚĞƐĞ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƵƉĞƌǀŝƐŝŽŶ�ďǇ�ĨĂĐƵůƚǇ͕ �ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ
ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐĞĐƵƌŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŵĂŬĞ�ƐƵƌĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŬŝĚƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŝŶ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĞĚ�ĞǀĞŶƚ͘
�ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ
ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
^Ăŵ��͘�&ŽŶŐ
ϮϱϮϮ�ϮϴƚŚ��ǀĞ͕�^&
ƐĐĨϮϱϮϮΛǇĂŚŽŽ͘ĐŽŵ
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From: Albert Lam <albertlam@yahoo.com> 
Date: June 1, 2020 at 1:28:32 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>, "milcent.johnson@sfgov.org" 
<milcent.johnson@sfgov.org>, "commissions.secretary@sfgov.org" 
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>, "jonas.ionin@sfgov.org" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org> 
Cc: "gordon.mar@sfgov.org" <gordon.mar@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Please Support Saint Ignatius Lights for the benefit of our community 


 


June 1, 2020 


President Joel Koppel 


and Honorable Commissioners 


San Francisco Planning Commission 


San Francisco City Hall 


  


Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


Dear Commissioners: 


I am Albert Lam and I been part of this community for over 30 years. I am proud that my son attended 
Saint Ignatius and be part of this great academic institution. 


I¶m ZUiWing in VWURng VXSSRUW fRU aSSURYal fRU lighWV aW SW. IgnaWiXV Field in RUdeU WR cUeaWe mRUe 


options for later school start time as required by new CA State Law signed by Governor 


Newsom. 


Research studies by the American Academy of Pediatrics have confirmed starting school later in 


the morning leads to better overall health and school performance. This will be the new 


normal for most California schools. 


Another key benefit of the field lights will be allowing kids a safe option to participate in 


community building Friday night athletic games. These will be on the campus with supervision 


by faculty, parents and school security to make sure the kids are in a safe and organized event. 
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Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by 


supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 


Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 


  


Regards 


Albert Lam 


415-250-1920 


AlbertLam@yahoo.com 



mailto:AlbertLam@yahoo.com





�������� )ZG��(PDLO�/HWWHU�RI�6XSSRUW�WR�6)�SODQQLQJ�FRPPLVVLRQHUV���/LJKWLQJ�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�+�6����QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3U«


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JGM'6/6&9-4=/]4=/-I9-*K"FRPSRVH 'PZQ:U5O4+9I7:=6O7TMWTJGK4-F0O6T« ���


)URP��(OLDV�*XWLHUUH]��VIZLQGVXUIHU#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��(PDLO�/HWWHU�RI�6XSSRUW�WR�6)�SODQQLQJ�FRPPLVVLRQHUV���/LJKWLQJ�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�+�6�
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
&F��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!


-XQH��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�IRU�DOPRVW����\HDUV��DQG�LQ�WKDW�WLPH�,�KDYH�EHHQ�DEOH�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DQG�HQMR\�DOO�WKH�UHFUHDWLRQDO�DFWLYLWLHV�DIIRUGHG�WR�WKH�FLW\
V�UHVLGHQWV��
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR
V�FOLPDWH�DOORZV�IRU�NLGV�DQG�DGXOWV�WR�SDUWDNH�LQ�VSRUWV�DOO�\HDU�URXQG�ZLWK�WKH�RQO\�GUDZEDFN��EHVLGHV�WKH�IRJ��EHLQJ�WKH�ODFN�RI�OLJKWLQJ�LQ�WKH�HYHQLQJV���
$V�D�ER\�JURZLQJ�XS�LQ�WKH�5LFKPRQG�'LVWULFW��,�SDUWLFLSDWHG�LQ�WHDP�VSRUWV�WKURXJKRXW�WKH�VFKRRO�\HDU�DQG�VXPPHU��SOD\LQJ�XQWLO�IRUFHG�WR�FDOO�LW�D�GD\�DW�GXVN���1RZ�DV�D
���\HDU�UHVLGHQW�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�DQG�SDUHQW�RI�D�KLJK�VFKRROHU�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS���,�DP�KDSS\�WR�NQRZ�WKDW�WKH�VFKRRO�LV�FRQVLGHULQJ�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI
OLJKWLQJ�DW�LW
V�ILHOGV���7KLV�ZLOO�EHQHILW�P\�VRQ�DQG�VRPH�RI�P\�QHLJKERU
V�NLGV�DV�WKH\�ZLOO�EH�DEOH�WR�SOD\�ORQJHU�DQG�LQ�VDIHU�FRQGLWLRQV�XQGHU�OLJKWV�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D
ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ
WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG
IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
(VWHEDQ�(OLDV�*XWLHUUH]
�������WK�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&$������
VIZLQGVXUIHU#\DKRR�FRP



mailto:sfwindsurfer@yahoo.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:sfwindsurfer@yahoo.com





From: guo ning huang <ejhuang11@gmail.com> 


Date: June 1, 2020 at 8:32:17 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>, 
"jonas.ionin@sfgov.org" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "commissions.secretary@sfgov.org" 
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 


Cc: "Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org" <Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org> 


Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


 


Dear Commissioners, 


 


I am Eric Huang, I have been living in the Sunset district/San Francisco for more than 20 years.  I am a 
parent of a student who is currently attending St. Ignatius.  


 


I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵppoƌƚ foƌ appƌoǀal foƌ lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo create more options 
for later school start time as required by new CA State Law signed by Governor Newsom. Research 
studies by the American Academy of Pediatrics have confirmed starting school later in the morning leads 
to better overall health and school performance. This will be the new normal for most California schools. 
Another key benefit of the field lights will be allowing kids a safe option to participate in community 
building Friday night athletic games. These will be on the campus with supervision by faculty, parents 
and school security to make sure the kids are in a safe and organized event. Even the students who 
participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow 
classmates. Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration.  


 


 


Sincerely,    


 


Eric Huang 


1363 26th Ave, 


San Francisco 


email: ejhuang11@gmail.com 
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF;UKGP1YGE=1)'QG)-U*MT ���


)URP��-DPHV�%\UQH�
6HQW��0RQGD\��-XQH���������������$0
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�DP�D�QDWLYH�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���,�DWWHQGHG�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��&ODVV�RI�������0\�IRXU�FKLOGUHQ�DOVR�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV���,�KDYH�OLYHG�D�IHZ�EORFNV�IURP�6,�IRU�WKH�ODVW����\HDUV�
�
,�DP�ZULWLQJ�WR�\RX�WR�HQFRXUDJH�\RX�WR�YRWH�IRU�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���$OORZLQJ�OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOORZ�SUDFWLFHV�WR�JR�RQ�ORQJHU��6WXGHQWV��HVSHFLDOO\�IUHVKPHQ��ZLOO
KDYH�D�JUHDWHU�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�PHHW�WKHLU�QHZ�FODVVPDWHV���7KLV�LV�HVSHFLDOO\�LPSRUWDQW�GXULQJ�WKHVH�WUDQVIRUPDWLYH�\HDUV��
�
6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�LQWHJUDO�SDUW�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�VLQFH�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�*ROG�5XVK���3OHDVH�DOORZ�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�WR�DGDSW�WR�FKDQJLQJ�WLPHV��3OHDVH�YRWH�IRU�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW
,JQDWLXV�
�
9HU\�WUXO\�\RXUV
�
-DPHV�0�%\UQH
�
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�������� )ZG��6W�,JQDWLXV������������&8$���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF;UMNZZV9%0'Q.+[YM0T]M ���


)URP��FRQGRFRQVXOWDQWV#\DKRR�FRP��FRQGRFRQVXOWDQWV#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��6W�,JQDWLXV������������&8$
7R��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!


,ŝ�&ƌĂŶŬ͕
dŚŝƐ�ŝƐ�>ĞŽ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ͘�/�ŚŽƉĞ�ǇŽƵ�ĂƌĞ�ǁĞůů�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ĐƌĂǌǇ�ƟŵĞƐ͘�/�ŚŽƉĞ�ƚŽ�ƐĞĞ�ǇŽƵ�ƐŽŽŶ͘
/�Ăŵ�ĂƐŬŝŶŐ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ĨŽƌ�^ƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�;^/Ϳ��ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ĮĞůĚ͕�ĐŽŵŝŶŐ�ďĞĨŽƌĞ�ƚŚĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ�ŽŶ�:ƵŶĞ�ϭϭƚŚ͘
/�ǁĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�^/�Ζϴϯ
,ŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�Ă�ƚƌĂĚŝƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��dŚĞ��ƌƵĐĞ�DĂŚŽŶĞǇ�ŐĂŵĞ�ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ�^/�ĂŶĚ�^ĂĐƌĞĚ�,ĞĂƌƚ�;^,Ϳ�ŶĂŵĞĚ�ĂŌĞƌ�Ϯ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�^,
ĂŶĚ�^/�ǁŚŽ�ĚŝĞĚ�ŝŶ�ttϮ͘


�ĞĂĐŚ��ŚĂůĞƚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ƌĞƚƌŽĮƚĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ďĞĞŶ�Ă�ŚĂǀĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƚŚĞůĞƟĐƐ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ�ǁŚĞŶ�ƐƵŶůŝŐŚƚ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘


/�ŚŽƉĞ�ǇŽƵ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽƉĞ�ƚŽ�ƐĞĞ�ǇŽƵ�ƐŽŽŶ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŐŽůĨ�ĐŽƵƌƐĞ͘�
�
^ƚĂǇ�^ĂĨĞ͕
�>ĞŽ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ


6HQW�IURP�<DKRR�0DLO�RQ�$QGURLG
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWLQJ�3URMHFW�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDWRU\���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF=I*[UM4)G-.N)QUQZ5.VZ ���


)URP��0DUN�'HOXFFKL��PDUNGHOXFFKL#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW������
6XEMHFW��/LJKWLQJ�3URMHFW�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDWRU\
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�DP�ZULWLQJ�DVNLQJ�IRU�\RX�WR�VXSSRUW�WR�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\¶V�UHTXHVW�WR
LQVWDOO�OLJKWV�RQ�6W��,JQDWLXV
�DWKOHWLF�ILHOG��7KLV�SURMHFW�ZLOO�JUHDWO\�EHQHILW�WKH�VWXGHQWV�E\
DOORZLQJ�WKHP�WR�QRW�EH�FRQVWUDLQHG�E\�WLPH��DOORZLQJ�WKH�KLJK�VFKRRO�WR�EHWWHU�PHHW�WKH
QHHGV�RI�WKH�VWXGHQWV�DQG�WR�EXLOG�D�JUHDWHU�VHQVH�RI�FRPPXQLW\��7KDW�LV�ZKDW�-HVXLW
HGXFDWLRQ�LV�DOO�DERXW��FDULQJ�IRU�DOO�WKH�QHHGV�RI�WKH�VWXGHQWV��ZKDW�WKH�-HVXLWV�FDOO�FXUD
SHUVRQDOLV�


$OWKRXJK�WKH�VFKRRO�KDV�FKDQJHG�LQ�WKH����\HDUV�VLQFH�P\�JUDGXDWLRQ�IURP�6,��ZKDW
KDVQ¶W�FKDQJHG�LV�WKH�LGHD�RI�FXUD�SHUVRQDOLV��7KLV�OLJKWLQJ�SURMHFW�ZLOO�KHOS�WKH�VWXGHQWV
UHPDLQ�RQ�FDPSXV�DQG�GHYHORS�DQG�EXLOG�WKRVH�WUDQVIHUDEOH�OLIH�VNLOOV�WKDW�,�OHDUQHG�RQ
WKH�FDPSXV�WKURXJK�P\�FODVVHV��FOXEV��SOD\V��OLWXUJLHV�DQG�VSRUWV��7KHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�EULQJ
WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�FRPPXQLW\�WRJHWKHU�DQG�SURYLGH�DGGLWLRQDO�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�WKH�VWXGHQWV
RQ�WKH�FDPSXV�


,�HQFRXUDJH�\RX�WR�FRQVLGHU�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�FRPPXQLW\�RI�VWXGHQWV��SDUHQWV��DOXPQL�DQG
IULHQGV�DQG�YRWH�LQ�IDYRU�RI�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�SURMHFW�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV��7KLV�SURMHFW�ZLOO�JUHDWO\
EHQHILW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�FRPPXQLW\�LQ�SURYLGLQJ�FXUD�SHUVRQDOLV�IRU�JHQHUDWLRQV�RI
VWXGHQWV��7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


0DUN�'HOXFFKL��3K�'�
PDUNGHOXFFKL#\DKRR�FRP
�������QG�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&$�������
��������������
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF=/1)JZ&VN*1JV0Z;Y%[IM"FRPSRVH QHZ ���


)URP��-RQGRQRYDQ��3LD��MRQGRQRYDQSL#VHDWWOHX�HGX!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�
�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ�
�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�3LD�-RQGRQRYDQ��,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�P\�ZKROH�OLIH�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6,�WZR�WHDUV�DJR�LQ�������0\
JUDQGIDWKHU��XQFOH��DQG�EURWKHU�DWWHQGHG�6,�DV�ZHOO�VR�LW�LV�LPSRUWDQW�WR�P\�IDPLO\��
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ��7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR
SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ
WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH
WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV��0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ
WKH�ILHOG��(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG
IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV��


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ��


6LQFHUHO\��


3LD�-RQGRQRYDQ
�������VW��$YH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR
MRQGRQRYDQSL#VHDWWOHX�HGX



mailto:jondonovanpi@seattleu.edu

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:jondonovanpi@seattleu.edu





�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF;UKGYGE%7;G:EQ/;P0K-* ���


)URP��0DXUHHQ�2
5LRUGDQ�/XQG\��RULRUGDQPDLUH���#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϯϭ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
��
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
KƵƌ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ�ŚĂƐ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�WĂƌŬƐŝĚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƚŚĂŶ�ϯϬ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ʹ�Ϯϱ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ũƵƐƚ
ƚŚƌĞĞ�ďůŽĐŬƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�WƌĞƉ͘�KƵƌ�ƚŚƌĞĞ�ĂĚƵůƚ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ƚŽ�ǁŽƌŬ�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂůůǇ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ��ĂǇ��ƌĞĂ͕�ƚǁŽ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĞĚŝĐĂů�ĮĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƌŽŶƚ
ůŝŶĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƉĂŶĚĞŵŝĐ͕�ƚŚĞ�ƚŚŝƌĚ�Ă�ŚŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƚĞĂĐŚĞƌ͘ �DǇ�ŚƵƐďĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�/�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ
Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽƵŶĚĂƟŽŶ�ŽŶ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ƚŚĞǇ�ďƵŝůƚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ͘�KŶ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƟŶŐ
ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͕�ƚŚĞǇ�ǁĞƌĞ�ƌĞĂĚǇ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵŵŝƚ�ƚŽ�ƵŶŝǀĞƌƐŝƚǇ͖�ĂŶĚ�ŽŶ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƟŶŐ�ƵŶŝǀĞƌƐŝƚǇ�ǁŝƚŚ
ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ�ĚŝƐƟŶĐƟŽŶƐ͕�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ŽŶ�ĐĂƌĞĞƌƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĂŶĚ�ĞŶŚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƋƵĂůŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ůŝĨĞ�ĨŽƌ�Ăůů�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ŶĂƟǀĞ�ĐŝƚǇ͘��dŚĞ�ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĞĚƵĐĂƚĞĚ�Ăƚ�Ă�:ĞƐƵŝƚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ�Ă�ŵĂũŽƌ�ĮŶĂŶĐŝĂů
ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƵƐ͕�ĂŶ�ŝŵŵŝŐƌĂŶƚ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ͘��tĞ�ǁŝůů�ĂůǁĂǇƐ�ďĞ�ƚŚĂŶŬĨƵů�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ�ǁĞ�ŵĂĚĞ�ŝŶ
ƐĞŶĚŝŶŐ�ŽƵƌ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ƚŽ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ǁĞ�ǁŝƐŚ�ƚŽ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ŝŶ�ŝƚƐ�ĞīŽƌƚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ƚŽ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŝƚƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ƉŽƉƵůĂƟŽŶ͘
�
DǇ�ŚƵƐďĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�/�ĂƌĞ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ
ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ
ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ
ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ
ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
DĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽŵĞŶ�ĞĚƵĐĂƚĞĚ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ůĞĂĚĞƌƐŚŝƉ�ŝŶ�Ăůů�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ŽĨ�ůŝĨĞ
ŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐŝƚǇ͘�dŚĞǇ�ĂƌĞ�ĨƌŽŶƚͲƌƵŶŶĞƌƐ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ĐĂƌĞĞƌƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ŝŶ�ŶŽŶƉƌŽĮƚ�ĂŶĚ�ǀŽůƵŶƚĞĞƌ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ
ǁŚĞƌĞǀĞƌ�ƚŚĞǇ�ƐĞƩůĞ͘�/ŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ŝŶ�ƚĞĂŵƉůĂǇ͕ �ŝŶ�ƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĞĚ�ĐŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ͕�ĂŶĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƚĞƉƉŝŶŐ�ƵƉ
ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂƚĞ�ǁŚĞŶ�ŶĞĞĚĞĚ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘��^ƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ
ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ĂůŽŶŐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨĂŵŝůŝĞƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ
ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘�dŚŝƐ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŚĞƐŝŽŶ�ŶĞĞĚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƵƌ�ĐŝƚǇ�ŶŽǁ�ŝŶ�ƟŵĞ�ŽĨ�ĐƌŝƐŝƐ͘
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�ǀĞƌǇ�ĞīŽƌƚ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ�ƚŽ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƵƌƐƵŝƚ�ŽĨ
ĐŽŵŵŽŶ�ŐŽĂůƐ͘�tŚĞƌĞ�ďĞƩĞƌ�ƚŽ�ŶĂƚƵƌĂůůǇ�ŶƵƌƚƵƌĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŐƌŽǁƚŚ�ƚŚĂŶ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĮĞůĚ͍
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ͕�ǇĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ
ĂŶĚ�ůĞĂĚĞƌƐŚŝƉ�ŝŶ�ŽƵƌ�ǇŽƵƚŚ͖�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
^ĞĂŵƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�DĂƵƌĞĞŶ�>ƵŶĚǇ
Ϯϭϳϰ�ϯϯƌĚ��ǀĞ͘
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
KƌŝŽƌĚĂŶŵĂŝƌĞϱϮϰΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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)URP��+XJK�'RQRKRH��KXJK�D�GRQRKRH#JPDLO�FRP!
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�
�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ�
�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��7XHVGD\��-XQH�������������������30�3'7
6XEMHFW��5H��,QVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�5HVSRQVLEOH�8VH�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG


-XQH��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
-RHO�.RSSHO��3UHVLGHQW
.DWKULQ�0RRUH
6XH�'LDPRQG
)UDQN�6��)XQJ
7KHUHVD�,PSHULDO
0LOLFHQW�$��-RKQVRQ
-RQDV�,RQLQ��&OHUN�
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�D�VHYHQ�GHFDGH�UHVLGHQW�DQG�QDWLYH�VRQ�RI�WKH�6XQVHW���0\�IDPLO\�KDV�URRWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�GDWLQJ�IURP�WKH
����
V���:H�KDYH�QXPHURXV�JHQHUDWLRQV�RI�JUDGXDWHV�DQG�DWKOHWHV�ZKR�DWWHQGHG�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�LQWR�FDUHHUV�RI
HGXFDWLRQ��PHGLFLQH��SXEOLF�VHUYLFH��DWKOHWLFV��EXVLQHVV��ODZ�DQG�PLQLVWU\�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�WKH�SHRSOH�RI�6DQ
)UDQFLVFR�IURP�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\���,�KDYH�VHUYHG�DV�DQ�$VVLVWDQW�'LVWULFW�$WWRUQH\�D\�<*&�
<RXWK�&RXQVHOORU��<RXWK�%DVNHWEDOO��6RFFHU�DQG�%DVHEDOO�&RDFK�DQG�/HJDO�DQG�$WKOHWLF�&OXE�%RDUG�2IILFHU�DQG
FDQ�VWURQJO\�DWWHVW�WR�WKH�YDOXH�RI�DWKOHWLFV�LQ�\RXQJ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQV
�SRVLWLYH�GHYHORSPHQW�DQG�UHODWLRQVKLSV
LQ�WKHLU�OLYHV�


,�MRLQ�ZLWK�WKH�PDQ\�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�QHLJKERUV��IULHQGV�DQG�VXSSRUWHUV�RI�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�WR�YRLFH�P\�VWURQJ
VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�UHVSRQVLEOH�XVH�RI�QLJKW�LOOXPLQDWLRQ�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG�DW�WKH�6W�
,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�FDPSXV���7KHVH�OLJKWV�DUH�HQJLQHHUHG�WR�PLQLPDOO\�DIIHFW�WKH�SHDFH�DQG�DPELDQFH
RI�WKH�QHDUE\�UHVLGHQWLDO�QHLJKERUKRRG���7KH�SODQQHG�OLJKWV�ZLOO�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR
WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ���7KH�SURMHFW�ZLOO�DOLJQ
ZLWK�WKH�UHTXLUHPHQWV�DQG�OLPLWDWLRQV�SHUWLQHQW�WR�WKH�V\VWHPV�WKDW�KDYH�EHHQ�DOORZHG�DQG�KDYH�SURYHQ�WR�EH�DV
PLQLPDOO\�LQWUXVLYH�DQG�VXFFHVVIXO�DW�.H]DU�6WDGLXP�DQG�%HDFK�&KDOHW�6RFFHU�)LHOGV���


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KLJK�VFKRRO�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�KDYH�HVWDEOLVKHG�D�WUDGLWLRQDO�RI�H[FHOOHQFH�DQG�DFFRPSOLVKPHQW�
LQFOXGLQJ�6WDWH�DQG�1DWLRQDO�&KDPSLRQVKLSV�LQ�IRRWEDOO���7KH�:&$/�LV�D�KLJKO\�UHVSHFWHG�DQG�FRPSHWLWLYH
OHDJXH�WKURXJKRXW�1RUWKHUQ�&DOLIRUQLD��7KH�6W��,JQDWLXV
�VSRUWV�SURJUDP�KDV�SURGXFHG�LQQXPHUDEOH
DFFRPSOLVKHG�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�OHDGHUV���7KHUH�DUH�WRR�IHZ�DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV�LQ�6DQ
)UDQFLVFR��3HUPLWWLQJ�6�,��WR�LQVWDOO�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�DQG�UHGXFH�WUDYHO�WR
SUDFWLFH�DQG�FRPSHWH���7KH�ILHOG�ZLOO�DOVR�EH�D�ZHOFRPLQJ�YHQXH�IRU�IDPLOLHV�DQG�SURYLGH�LQVSLUDWLRQ�IRU�FKLOGUHQ
DVSLULQJ�WR�KLJK�VFKRRO�H[FHOOHQFH�


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�WKDW�LQVWLOOV�D�GHHS�FRPPLWPHQW�RI
VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV�LQ�LWV�GLYHUVH�DQG�WDOHQWHG�VWXGHQWV��0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JGMJEQQ]/Z=57U-WU:=1QQ'"FRPSRVH 'PZQ:U5O4+9I7:=6O7TMWTJGK4-F0O6T7« ���


H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�DWKOHWLF�ILHOG��7KH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJHU�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\
UHVSRQVLELOLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6���WR�DOORZ�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�UHVSRQVLEOH�XVH�RI�OLJKWV�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV
&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�


9HU\�WUXO\�\RXUV�


+XJK�$��'RQRKRH
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�����������
KXJK�D�GRQRKRH#JPDLO�FRP


FF��+RQRUDEOH�*RUGRQ�0DU���6XSHUYLVRU���'LVWULFW��
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�������� )Z��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&:13+3GWPGY]Z7E5Z.I7M ���


)URP��*LQD�5DPLUH]��JLQD����#JPDLO�FRP!
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��7KXUVGD\��-XQH�������������������$0�3'7
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


:ƵŶĞ�ϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
��
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


�DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�'ĞŽƌŐŝŶĂ�Z�ZĂŵŝƌĞǌ͕�/�ůŝǀĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͘�DǇ�ƐŽŶ͕�'ĞŽƌŐĞ�ZĂŵŝƌĞǌ͕�ĂƩĞŶĚƐ
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͕�ŚĞ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�Ă�^ŽƉŚŽŵŽƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƉůĂǇƐ�&ŽŽƚďĂůů͘��Ɛ�Ă�ƉĂƌĞŶƚ�/Ζŵ�ĞǆƚƌĞŵĞůǇ�ŝŶ�ĨĂǀŽƌ�ŽĨ�ŐĞƫŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƌŝŐŚƚ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�Ă�ǁĞůů�ĞƋƵŝƉƉĞĚ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƉůĂǇ�ŝŶ�Ăůů
ƐĞĂƐŽŶƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǇĞĂƌ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&JMG)=J96UP9/Y3M0K1*; ���


)URP��:DOWHU�1LFROVRQ��ZDOWHU�QLFROVRQ#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�tĂůƚĞƌ�EŝĐŽůƐŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵŶƵƐ�ŽĨ�^ĂŝŶƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉ�;^/Ϳ͕�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϲ͘�/�ǁĂƐ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ
ŚĞƌĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕�ǁĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�^ĂŝŶƚ��ĞĐŝůŝĂ�^ĐŚŽŽů�ĨŽƌ�ŐƌĂĚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͕�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽŶĞƐƚůǇ�ĐŽƵůĚ
ŶŽƚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĂƐŬĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ďĞƩĞƌ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŐƌŽǁ�ƵƉ�ŝŶ͘�/�ůŽǀĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽƵůĚ�ŽŶůǇ�ĂĚǀŽĐĂƚĞ�ĨŽƌ
ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ŝƚƐ�ďĞƐƚ�ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚ͘�tŝƚŚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝŶ�ŵŝŶĚ͕�/�ďĞůŝĞǀĞ�^/�ĨŽƐƚĞƌƐ�ŝŶĐƌĞĚŝďůĞ�ǀĂůƵĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉƌŽŵŽƚĞƐ
ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͕�ĐƌĞĂƟŶŐ�ŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ�ŽĨ�ŝŶƚĞůůŝŐĞŶƚ͕�ŽƉĞŶ�ŵŝŶĚĞĚ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵƉĂƐƐŝŽŶĂƚĞ�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ŵĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽŵĞŶ͘


KŶĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǁĂǇƐ�^/�ŝƐ�ďĞƐƚ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ĚŽ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝƐ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ŝƚƐ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚĞĂŵƐ͘��ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ
ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘�/�ǁĂƐ�Ă�ƌŽǁĞƌ
Ăƚ�^/�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĂƐ�ĨŽƌƚƵŶĂƚĞ�ĞŶŽƵŐŚ�ƚŽ�ĂůǁĂǇƐ�ŚĂǀĞ�>ĂŬĞ�DĞƌĐĞĚ�Ăƚ�ŽƵƌ�ĚŝƐƉŽƐĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͕
ďƵƚ�ƵŶĨŽƌƚƵŶĂƚĞůǇ�ŶŽƚ�ĞǀĞƌǇ�ƚĞĂŵ�ŚĂƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͘�dŚĞ�ĂďŝůŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�ƐƵĸĐŝĞŶƚ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�Ă�ŶĞĂƌďǇ
ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŵĂŬĞƐ�ůŝĨĞ�ƐŽ�ŵƵĐŚ�ĞĂƐŝĞƌ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ͕�ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ůĞƐƐ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁƐ�^/�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ
ĨŽƐƚĞƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ŝƚ�ŚĂƐ�ǁŽƌŬĞĚ�ƐŽ�ŚĂƌĚ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉ͘�
�
dŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ�/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ
ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͕�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŵĂŶǇ
ůŽǁ�ŝŶĐŽŵĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐĂŶŶŽƚ�ĂīŽƌĚ�ƚŽ�ĚŽ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
tĂůƚĞƌ�EŝĐŽůƐŽŶ
ϮϱϬϳ�ϮϯƌĚ��ǀĞ͘�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕���
ǁĂůƚĞƌ͘ ŶŝĐŽůƐŽŶΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:walter.nicolson@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:walter.nicolson@gmail.com





�������� /LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&:6Y+M:-Q4*35QGNY=YU0 ���


$GDP�+DQGORV �����$0����PLQXWHV�DJR�
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO��NDWKULQ�PRRUH��VXH�GLDPRQG��IUDQN�IXQJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ��MRQDV�LRQLQ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\��*RUGRQ�0DU��EFF��PH


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�$GDP�+DQGORV�DQG�,�DP�D��WK�JHQHUDWLRQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ��D�WKLUG�JHQHUDWLRQ�6W��,JQDWLXV�DOXPQXV�DQG�D�IRUPHU�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�:LOGFDW�IRRWEDOO�DQG�WUDFN�WHDPV��,�JUHZ
XS�LQ�,QJOHVLGH�7HUUDFH��KDYH�ZRUNHG�GRZQWRZQ�DV�DQ�DFFRXQWDQW�VLQFH�P\�FROOHJH�JUDGXDWLRQ�LQ������DQG�LQ�������,�EHFDPH�D�KRPHRZQHU�LQ�'LVWULFW����MXVW�WZR�EORFNV�IURP�6�,�


,
P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�IRU�PDQ\�UHDVRQV�EXW�NQRZ�WKDW�DOO�RI�WKHP�DUH�FHQWHUHG�RQ�RQH�FRPPRQ�WKHPH��LPSURYLQJ�WKH�H[SHULHQFH
IRU�WKH�VWXGHQWV�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�RI�6�,��


6�,��KDV�FRPH�VR�IDU�LQ�LWV�RIIHULQJV�WR�VWXGHQWV�VLQFH�,�JUDGXDWHG�LQ������DQG�SDUW�RI�WKLV�KDV�EHHQ�WKH�H[SDQVLRQ�RI�LWV�VSRUWV�SURJUDPV��7KH\�KDYH�EHHQ�XVLQJ�RII�FDPSXV�ILHOGV�DQG
KROGLQJ�SUDFWLFHV�LQ�WKH�HDUO\�PRUQLQJ�EHIRUH�VFKRRO�VLQFH�,�DWWHQGHG��6SRUWLQJ�HYHQWV�WKDW�DUH�KHOG�RQ�FDPSXV�RIWHQ�VWDUW�LQ�WKH�HDUO\�DIWHUQRRQ�WR�HQVXUH�WKH\�HQG�SULRU�WR�VXQVHW�
OHDGLQJ�WR�PLVVHG�FODVV�WLPH�IRU�WKH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV��7KHUH�LV�D�VLPSOH�DQVZHU��ZKLFK�LV�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�RQ�WKH�PDLQ�ILHOG�ZKLFK�ZLOO�OHDG�WR�PRUH�VOHHS�DQG�DGHTXDWH�SUDFWLFH
DQG�JDPH�WLPH�IRU�DOO��7KLV�ZLOO�DOVR�VWUHQJWKHQ�RXU�FRPPXQLW\�E\�KDYLQJ�PRUH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�WR�FRPH�WRJHWKHU�WR�VXSSRUW�LWV�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�


:H�DOO�NQRZ�WKDW�WKLV�KDV�EHHQ�D�ORQJ�DQG�ZHOO�WKRXJKW�RXW�SURFHVV��7KH�OHDGHUV�RI�6�,��KDYH�GRQH�WKHLU�KRPHZRUN�DQG�DUH�ORRNLQJ�WR�LPSOHPHQW�VWDWH�RI�WKH�DUW�WHFKQRORJ\�ZLWKLQ
WKHLU�OLJKWLQJ�WR�HQVXUH�LW�LV�QRW�GLVUXSWLYH�WR�WKHLU�QHLJKERUV��6�,��KDV�DOZD\V�KDG�D�JRRG�UHODWLRQVKLS�ZLWK�LWV�QHLJKERUV�DQG�EHHQ�DFWLYH�LQ�VHUYLQJ�LWV�FRPPXQLW\���


2Q�D�PRUH�SHUVRQDO�QRWH��DV�D�IRUPHU�IRRWEDOO�SOD\HU��WKHUH�ZDV�QRWKLQJ�,�ORRNHG�IRUZDUG�WR�PRUH�WKDQ�D�)ULGD\�QLJKW�JDPH�XQGHU�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�.H]DU��7KHVH�JDPHV�FDUULHG�PXFK
PRUH�H[FLWHPHQW�ZKLFK�ZDV�HYLGHQFHG�E\�WKH�LQFUHDVH�LQ�DWWHQGDQFH�DQG�VXSSRUW�IURP�RXU�VWXGHQWV�DQG�WKH�FRPPXQLW\�DV�D�ZKROH��7KH�RQO\�WKLQJ�WKDW�FRXOG�KDYH�WRSSHG�WKLV
H[SHULHQFH�ZRXOG�KDYH�EHHQ�UHSOLFDWLQJ�WKLV�HQYLURQPHQW�DQG�DOORZLQJ�WKH�WHDP�WR�EDQG�WRJHWKHU�WR�GHIHQG�WKHLU�RZQ�KRPH�ILHOG�ZLWK�SULGH��7KHVH�VWXGHQWV�DQG�WKHLU�FRPPXQLW\
GHVHUYH�WKH�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�H[SHULHQFH�ZKDW�QR�RWKHU�SOD\HU�LQ�WKH����\HDU�KLVWRU\�RI�WKLV�FDPSXV�KDV��


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�LV�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ��ZKHWKHU�LQ�SUHSDUDWLRQ�IRU�WHVWV��EDWWOHV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�RU�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�DQG�MXVWLFH�IRU�RWKHUV��,�KDYH�OHDUQHG�PRUH�WKDQ
,�VRPHWLPHV�UHDOL]H�GXULQJ�P\�WLPH�DW�6�,��EXW�VR�PDQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�ZHUH�OHDUQHG�IURP�P\�WHDPPDWHV�DQG�FRDFKHV��ZKLFK�LV�ZK\�WKH�DWKOHWLFV�SURJUDPV�DQG�SURSHU�ILHOG�WLPH�LV
VR�YLWDO�WR�WKH�VWXGHQWV��


6LQFH�,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�'LVWULFW����RQH�ZD\�,�KDYH�VXSSRUWHG�6W��,JQDWLXV�LV�WKURXJK�DQ�DWKOHWLF�VSRQVRU�SDVV�DQG�,�KDYH�DWWHQGHG�PDQ\�HYHQWV�RQ�FDPSXV�ZLWK�P\�IDPLO\��,�KRSH�WR�EH
DEOH�WR�FRQWLQXH�WR�GR�WKLV�DV�P\�FKLOGUHQ�JURZ�XS�DQG�RQH�GD\��H[SHULHQFH�WKH�SULGH�RI�ZDWFKLQJ�WKHP�GHIHQG�WKH�VDPH�ILHOG�,�RQFH�GLG���XQGHU�WKH�OLJKWV�


,�LPSORUH�\RX�WR�SOHDVH�YRWH�<HV�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


$GDP�+DQGORV
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
DGDP�KDQGORV#JPDLO�FRP
������������
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From: Chris and Lilly Angelopoulos <CLASangelopoulos@hotmail.com> 


Date: May 29, 2020 at 15:20:18 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>, 


"jonas.ionin@sfgov.org" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "commissions.secretary@sfgov.org" 


<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 


Cc: "Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org" <Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org> 


Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


 


Dear Commissioners, 


         My name is Chris Angelopoulos. I am born and raised in the Sunset District of San Francisco and 


attended St. Ignatius Class of '88 and still reside and do business here in the City with my family. My 


oldest daughter graduated from SI in 2018, and I have a son and daughter still at SI. My son is entering 


his Senior year of Wildcat Football. I am a strong supporter of the lights at J.B. Murphy field and feel that 


it would enhance the experience for both the students and parents at SI. SI is a place that teaches its 


students so much, and many of those lessons are taught through the sport programs that students 


participate in. Lights will allow for students to not have to travel far for certain games and practices and 


allows for a better experience all around. I appreciate your time and ask that you please vote yes for the 


lights on the Saint Ignatius field. 


 


Thank You, 


Chris Angelopoulos 







From: Bernadette <bernadettehyl@hotmail.com> 


Date: June 5, 2020 at 11:27:59 AM PDT 


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, jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 


Cc: gordan.mar@sfgov.org 


Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


June 5, 2020 


President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 


VIA EMAIL 


Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


Dear Commissioners: 


Hi my my name is Bernadette Hyland class of 96 


I͛m a San FƌanciƐco naƚiǀe͘ 


I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe oƉƚionƐ 
for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in accordance to CA 
State law. 


There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to build 
these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances to practice. 


 St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests and get 
good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through the shared 
experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of 
community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 


Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 


 


  


 


Sincerely, 


 


Bernadette Hyland  
1801 38th Ave San Francisco, CA 94122 







From: Elise Corin <elisesecretarial@gmail.com> 
Date: June 5, 2020 at 9:59:15 AM PDT 
To: "Ow, Milton" <Milton.Ow@cbnorcal.com> 
Subject: Re:  Lights for Saint Ignatius College Preparatory 
 
 
My letter has been sent: 
 
To the Commissioners: 
 
I have lived in the Sunset district for 65 years. I am not a parent of a student at that school, however I 
am a neighborhood supporter of events and improvements that benefit our district and families that live 
within. 
 
I am writing in support for the approval for lights at St. Ignatius 
 Field in order to create more options for later school start time, as required by new CA State Law signed 
by Governor Newsom.  
 
The American Academy of Pediatrics research has confirmed starting 
 school later in the morning leads to better overall health and school performance. This will be the new 
normal for most California schools.  
 
Another key benefit of the field lights will allow children 
 a safe option to participate in their community building Friday night athletic games. These will be on the 
campus with supervision by faculty, parents and school security to make sure there is safety in organized 
events. The school is funding this improvement 
 100% on their own, which makes it even more attractive to approve their improvement request. 
 
I also believe this improvement makes a good standard for other 
 schools in San Francisco to follow.  
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank 
 you for your consideration.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 







�������� 3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&:9%][%7+UT]*I4TSIU-/ ���


.DWKOHHQ�&DURXED ������$0����PLQXWHV�DJR�
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#V


-XQH��������


�3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO


DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


�5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�.DWKOHHQ�&DURXED�DQG�,�DP�D��VW�JHQHUDWLRQ��QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ���,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�VXQVHW�GLVWULFW�IRU�RYHU����\HDUV���0\�VRQ�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ�����
DQG�ZDV�DFWLYHO\�LQYROYHG�LQ�WKHLU�DWKOHWLFV�SURJUDP���,�KDYH�PDQ\�PHPRULHV�RI�DWWHQGLQJ�IRRWEDOO�JDPHV�DW�6,���,�DOVR�KDYH�WZR�JUDQGGDXJKWHUV�ZKR�DUH�FXUUHQWO\�HQUROOHG�LQ
VFKRRO�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�ZKR�DUH�ORRNLQJ�IRUZDUG�WR�DWWHQGLQJ�6,�


,W�LV�VR�LPSRUWDQW�WR�KDYH�D�VSDFH�ZKHUH�VWXGHQWV�FDQ�VDIHO\�JHW�WRJHWKHU�DQG�EXLOG�FRPPXQLW\��QRW�RQO\�IRU�WKHPVHOYHV��EXW�WKH�QHLJKERUKRRG�DV�ZHOO���,W�MXVW�PDNHV�JRRG
VHQVH��7KHUH�DUH�QRW�HQRXJK�SUDFWLFH�ILHOGV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�LW�ZRXOG�EH�PXFK�VDIHU�IRU�WKH�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�RQ�WKHLU�KRPH�ILHOG���7KHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU
DOO�VWXGHQWV�DQG�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�ODZ�


:LWK�SURSHU�JXLGHOLQHV�DQG�WKH�LQYROYHPHQW�RI�WKH�HQWLUH�FRPPXQLW\��WKLV�ZLOO�EH�D�YHU\�ZRUWKZKLOH�DFKLHYHPHQW�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


�


6LQFHUHO\�


�


.DWKOHHQ�&DURXED


�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
NFDURXED#\DKRR�FRP
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�������� )Z��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&JQ&NWVQNFN+ETY)+FY.J ���


������)RUZDUGHG�0HVVDJH������
)URP��.DWKOHHQ�0RQWDJXH��PFU���#JPDLO�FRP!
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��)ULGD\��-XQH�������������������30�3'7
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


-XQH��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�0LFKDHO�0RQWDJXH���,�ZDV�ERUQ�DQG�UDLVHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��DQG�,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�GLVWULFW�P\�HQWLUH�OLIH��
2XU�GDXJKWHU�0HJDQ�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W�,JQDWLXV�LQ�������,�VWURQJO\�VXSSRUW�WKH�SODFLQJ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�WR�JLYH�WKH
VFKRRO�PRUH�IOH[LELOLW\�WR�DFFRPPRGDWH�VWXGHQWV�RQ�WKH�YDULRXV�DWKOHWLF�WHDPV�DQG�OLPLWLQJ�WKH�QHHG�WR�XVH�RWKHU�ILHOGV�DQG
VSRUWV�YHQXHV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���7KLV�ZRXOG�DOVR�DLG�LQ�WKH�VFKRRO�KDYLQJ�D�ODWHU�DQG�VWDJJHUHG�VWDUW�WLPHV�DV�UHFRPPHQGHG
E\�WKH�VWDWH�RI�&DOLIRUQLD���


8QOLNH�WKH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�UHFUHDWLRQ�ILHOG�DW�6XQVHW�6RXWK�6XQVHW�SOD\JURXQG�RQ���WK�$YHQXH�DQG�9LFHQWH�ZKHUH�WKH�OLJKWV
DUH�RQ�UDLQ�RU�VKLQH���QLJKWV�D�ZHHN�XQWLO����30���WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ZRXOG�QRW�QRW�EH�RQ�ODWH�DW�QLJKW�ZLWK�WKH�H[FHSWLRQ
RI���RU���)ULGD\�QLJKW�IRRWEDOO�JDPHV�DQG�SRVVLEO\�VRPH�/DFURVVH�PDWFKHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�\HV�WR�DOORZLQJ�OLJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�


6LQFHUHO\
0LNH�0RQWDJXH�
����&UHVWODNH�'ULYH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR
PFU���#JPDLO�FRP
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�������� )Z��3URSRVHG�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JOGG*/-0V:1.46%6Q71Y[:3 ���


)URP��7RQ\�7DODULFR��WWDODULFR���#\DKRR�FRP!
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQ
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��WRPKDUODQ�#\DKRR�FRP��WRPKDUODQ�#\DKRR�FRP!��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��6XQGD\��-XQH�������������������30�3'7
6XEMHFW��3URSRVHG�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG


-XQH��������


�


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO��DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


�


9,$�(0$,/


�


5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


�


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�7RQ\�7DODULFR��D����\HDU�UHVLGHQW�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��D�FRQVWLWXHQW�LQ�6XSHUYLVRULDO�'LVWULFW����DQG�WKH�SDUHQW�RI�D�FXUUHQW�6HQLRU�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\���,�DP�ZULWLQJ�\RX�WR
YRLFH�P\�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�OLJKW�VWUXFWXUHV�WKDW�KDYH�EHHQ�SURSRVHG�IRU�6,
V�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG���7KH�OLJKWLQJ�ZLOO�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�RXU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WRDOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR
LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�IRU�WKH�VFKRRO�GD\�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWHODZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWVLQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWVFORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV
WR�SUDFWLFH��0\�GDXJKWHU�FXUUHQWO\�WUDYHOV�RIIVLWH�HDFK�GD\�IRU�KHU�DWKOHWLF�SUDFWLFHV��VR�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�ZLOO�KHOS�P\�GDXJKWHU�DQG�KHU�HQWLUH�WHDP�LQ�WKH�VHQVH�WKDW�WKH�WHDPV�ZLOO�EH�DEOH�WR�SUDFWLFH
ORQJHU�VLQFH�WKH\�ZRXOG�QRW�KDYH�WR�GHGLFDWH�WLPH�WR�UHWXUQ�WR�FDPSXV���


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�LV�DQ�H[FHOOHQWFHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�DQG�RXU�FXUULFXOXP�LV�HQKDQFHG�E\�WKH�WUDGLWLRQ�RI�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�FODVVURRP�OHVVRQVDUH�UHLQIRUFHG�E\�WKH�VKDUHG
H[SHULHQFHV�LQ�VSRUWV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DVVSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQGIHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


7KH�SURSRVHG�OLJKWLQJ�ZLOO�EH�PRVW�EHQHILFLDO�GXULQJ�WKH�ZLQWHU�PRQWKV��ZKHQ�GDUNQHVV�IDOOV�HDUO\�LQ�WKH�GD\�DQG�D�JUHDW�SHUFHQWDJH�RI�6,�VWXGHQWV�DUH�SDUWLFLSDWLQJ�LQ�H[WUDFXUULFXODU
DFWLYLWLHV���


,�OLYH�ZLWKLQ�D�PLOH�RI�WKH�6,�FDPSXV��DQG�DV�D�UHVLGHQW�RI�WKH�6XQVHW��,�WKLQN�WKH�OLJKWV�UHSUHVHQW�DQ�LPSURYHPHQW�WR�WKH�DOUHDG\�EHDXWLIXO�6,�FDPSXV���7KH\�ZLOO�SURYLGH�IRU�H[SDQGHG�XVDJH�RI
WKH�FDPSXV�IDFLOLWLHV�DQG�JLYH�RXU�VWXGHQWV�PRUH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�WR�IXOO\�H[SHULHQFH�DOO�WKDW�KLJK�VFKRRO�KDV�WR�RIIHU����


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG���7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ��DQG�EHVW�ZLVKHV�IRU�D�JUHDW�GD\��


6LQFHUHO\�


7RQ\�7DODULFR
���������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&$������
WWDODULFR���#\DKRR�FRP
��������������KRPH�
��������������PRELOH�
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JOGP:%Q9ZP140Z%&5M-UK4: ���


)URP��MRVHSK�PFIDGGHQ��IDGVPFIDGGHQ#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ŽƐĞƉŚ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ͕�ĂŶĚ�/Ζŵ�ĂŶ��ůƵŵŶƵƐ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ͕ �ĂƐ�ǁĞůů�ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ��ůƵŵŶŝ��ůĂƐƐ�ZĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟǀĞ�ĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞ��ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϭϵϴϭ�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ƉĂƌĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚǁŽ�^/�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞƐ͘�/Ζŵ�ĂůƐŽ�Ă�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ�ŽĨ�ϱϲ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ
ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ
ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/Ĩ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁĞƌĞ�ŝŶ�ƉůĂĐĞ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�^͘/͕͘�/�ǁŽƵůĚ
ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƩĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞŵ�ŝŶ�ƐŽ�ŵĂŶǇ�ǁĂǇƐ͕�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŝƐ�ǁŚǇ�/�ƐƚƌŽŶŐůǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�


$V�D�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�IRRWEDOO�DQG�VRFFHU�WHDPV�GXULQJ�P\�WLPH�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�,�XVHG�WKH�ILHOGV�UHJXODUO\��,
VSHQW�FRXQWOHVV�QLJKWV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�DQG�EHOLHYH�VWURQJO\�WKDW�DGGLQJ�QHFHVVDU\�OLJKWV�ZRXOG�RQO\�HQKDQFH�WKH
H[SHULHQFH�RI�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�FXUUHQWO\�DWWHQG�WKH�FROOHJH�SUHSDUDWRU\��,W�LV�DOVR�D�VDIHW\�LVVXH�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WKHVH
GD\V��$V�D�UHFHQWO\�UHWLUHG�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ROLFH�'HSDUWPHQW��DIWHU�D����\HDU�FDUHHU��,�FDQ�WHOO
WKDW�WKH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�WR�WKH�ILHOG�ZRXOG�PDNH�QRW�RQO\�WKH�VWXGHQWV�IHHO�VDIH��EXW�DOVR�WKH�VXUURXQGLQJ
QHLJKERUV��3HRSOH�RI�LOO�LQWHQW�ZRXOG�EH�OHVV�OLNHO\�WR�¬DWWHPSW�FULPHV�LQ�D�ZHOO�OLW�DUHD��%RWK�P\�VRQ�DQG�P\
GDXJKWHU�DWWHQGHG�6,�DQG�,�ZRXOG�KDYH�IHOW�PXFK�PRUH�FRPIRUW�DV�D�SDUHQW�NQRZLQJ�WKDW�WKH�DUHD�ZDV�ZHOO�OLW�¬
$OO�RI�WKH¬6W��,JQDWLXV�VWXGHQWV��VWDII�DQG�WKH�QHLJKERUV�ZRXOG�IHHO�PRUH�FRPIRUWDEOH�ZLWK�OLJKWLQJ�DW�QLJKW�LI�\RX
DSSURYH�WKLV�SURMHFW�¬


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ
ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ
ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
-RVHSK�0F)DGGHQ
Ϯϲϱϱ�ϮϮŶĚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
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EARL A. CAPULI, DDS                          1621 TARAVAL STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94116 


PHONE:  (415)664-6082 
EMAIL: capulidental@aol.com 


 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
June 8, 2020 
 
President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
My name is Dr. Earl Capuli.  I have been a dentist on Taraval Street for over 31 years.  My 
son is a graduate of St. Ignatius College Prep. - Class of 2012.  Having grown up in Indiana, I 
am very familiar with the importance of Friday night high school football games and its 
importance to the school, students, and the community.  Along with those games, other 
activities can benefit from the use of field lights. 
 
Iǯm ��i�ing in ���ong ����o�� fo� a���o�al of ligh�� a� S�Ǥ Igna�i�� Field in o�de� �o c�ea�e 
more options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start 
time in accordance to CA State law. 
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing 
S.I. to build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great 
distances to practice. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take 
tests and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned 
through the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as 
spectators gain a strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow 
classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Earl A. Capuli 
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-XQH��WK������


7R��3UHVLGHQW�.RSSHO��+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��&OHUN�,RQLQ


&&��6XSHUYLVRU�*RUGRQ�0DU


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$


9,$�(0$,/�


5(��6833257�/(77(5�IRU�,QVWDOODWLRQ�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�3UHVLGHQW�.RSSHO�	�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�WDNLQJ�WKH�WLPH�WR�UHFHLYH�DQG�UHYLHZ�WKLV�OHWWHU�LQ�VXSSRUW�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W�
,JQDWLXV��6�,���)LHOG�


0\�QDPH�LV�*UHJ�7HVKDUD�DQG�,�DP�D�SURXG�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ��KRPHRZQHU�LQ�'LVWULFW���DQG�PHPEHU�RI�WKH
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ODVV�RI�������,�EOHVVHG�WR�EH�WKH�VRQ�RI�WZR�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQV��KRPHRZQHUV�LQ�'LVWULFW���IRU
RYHU����\HDUV���DQG�KDYH�EHHQ�ERUQ�LQWR�WKH�+HQQHVV\���7HVKDUD�)DPLO\�WKDW�KDV�IRU�GHFDGHV�EHHQ�LQYROYHG�LQ�RXU
FRPPXQLWLHV�WKURXJK�FLYLF�HQJDJHPHQW��SXEOLF�VHUYLFH�DQG�HOHFWHG�RIILFH��0RVW�LPSRUWDQWO\��,�DP�WKH�IDWKHU�WR
WZR�ZRQGHUIXO�OLWWOH�ER\V��%HQMDPLQ�0DWKHZ��6W��6WHSKHQ��	�'HFODQ�*UHJRU\��/DNHVLGH�3UHVE\WHULDQ�����6W�
,JQDWLXV�&ODVVHV�RI�¶���	�¶����KRSHIXOO\�


7RGD\�LW�LV�D�SULYLOHJH�WR�ZULWH�WR�\RX�DQG�DVN�IRU�\RXU�VXSSRUW�DQG�DSSURYDO�RI�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W�
,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�DQG�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�RXU�VWXGHQWV�ZKLOH�DOORZLQJ�WKH�VFKRRO�WR
LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�IRU�FHUWDLQ�DWKOHWLF�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�HYHQWV�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


$V�WKH�FXUUHQW�&29,'����SDQGHPLF�KDV�DFXWHO\�VKRZQ��WKH�QHHG�IRU�VDIH�RXWGRRU�DUHDV�IRU�UHFUHDWLRQ�DQG
DWKOHWLF�WHDPV�WR�SUDFWLFH�DUH�LQ�JUHDWHU�QHHG�WKDQ�HYHU��8QIRUWXQDWHO\��DV�ZH�DOO�FDQ�UHFRJQL]H��WKHUH�DUH�IHZHU
VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�RXU�&LW\�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�LQVWDOO�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV
FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�EHLQJ�IRUFHG�WR�WUDYHO�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�±�DOO�DW�DQ�H[SHQVH�WR�WKH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�
6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�WKH�HQYLURQPHQW�


)RU�GHFDGHV�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\��DW�LWV�YHU\�FRUH��KDV�EHHQ�DQ�RXWVWDQGLQJ�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ��
FUHDWLQJ�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�IRU�RWKHUV��7KLV�IRXQGDWLRQ�LV�QRW�RQO\�DERXW�EHLQJ�DEOH�WR�VWXG\�KDUG��WDNH�WHVWV�DQG
JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�±��EXW�WR�EH�DOZD\V�SUHVHQW�LQ�VHUYLFH�RI�RWKHUV��$V�WHDP�FHQWHUHG�H[SHULHQFHV�LQ�\RXU�RZQ�OLYHV
KDV�OLNHO\�VKRZQ��PDQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�±�DQG�RIWHQ�H[WHQG�WR
VSHFWDWLQJ�VWXGHQWV��IDPLOLHV�DQG�IULHQGV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�WKH�FUHDWLRQ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU
FODVVPDWHV��FKLOGUHQ�DQG�IULHQGV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��RQ�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�	�:DUPO\�<RXUV�


���*UHJ�7HVKDUD��6�,��
��


*5(*25<�/��7(6+$5$
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���&$�������������
&��������������
(��*7HVKDUD����#\DKRR�FRP��SHUVRQDO�
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-])J5%7JJ5)%ZI=;O.K;T ���


)URP��0DUN�'RZG\��PGGRZG\�#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5(��&RQGLWLRQDO�8VH�$XWKRUL]DWLRQ�3XEOLF�+HDULQJ���/LJKWLQJ�DW�-%�0XUSK\�)LHOG�6W�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\
7R���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!


0HPEHUV�RI�WKH�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ��


0\�ZLIH�DQG�,�KDYH�EHHQ�UHVLGHQWV�RI�WKH�3DUNVLGH�GLVWULFW�IRU�PRUH�WKDQ����\HDUV��KDYH�UDLVHG�RXU�FKLOGUHQ�KHUH��DQG�KDYH
KDG�WZR�FKLOGUHQ�ZKR�DWWHQGHG�KLJK�VFKRRO�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�LQ�WKH�SDVW���


,Q�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�RI�WKH�SURSRVDO�EHIRUH�\RX�IRU�&RQGLWLRQDO�8VH�$XWKRUL]DWLRQ�IRU�/LJKWLQJ�DW�0XUSK\�)LHOG�DV�6,��ZH�ZRXOG�OLNH
WR�UHJLVWHU�RXU�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKLV�SURMHFW���:H�EHOLHYH�WKDW�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�SURMHFW�ZLOO�QRW�RQO\�HQKDQFH�WKH�DYDLODELOLW\�RI
DWKOHWLFV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�DW�6,��EXW�ZLOO�DGG�WR�QLJKWWLPH�VDIHW\�LQ�WKH�DUHD�DV�ZHOO���&XUUHQW�WHFKQRORJ\�OLJKWLQJ��DV�KDV�EHHQ
GHPRQVWUDWHG�DW�%HDFK�&KDOHW�IRU�H[DPSOH��FDQ�EH�GLUHFWHG�WR�SURYLGH�SURSHU�OLJKWLQJ�IRU�WKH�ILHOG�ZKLOH�PLQLPL]LQJ�VR�FDOOHG

OLJKW�SROOXWLRQ
�RU�VLJQLILFDQW�FKDQJH�WR�DPELHQW�OLJKWQLQJ�LQ�WKH�QHLJKERUKRRG���,Q�DGGLWLRQ��LQ�VSHDNLQJ�WR�RWKHU�QHDUE\
UHVLGHQWV��WKH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�DGGLWLRQDO�9HUL]RQ�FDSDELOLWLHV�ZLOO�VLJQLILFDQWO\�DGG�PXFK�QHHGHG�FHOOXODU�FDSDELOLWLHV�LQ�WKH�DUHD��
%RWK�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�DQG�WKH�FHOO�VHUYLFH�HQKDQFHPHQWV�ZLOO�SURYLGH�DGGLWLRQDO�VDIHW\�DQG�VHFXULW\�IRU�ERWK�VWXGHQWV�DQG�UHVLGHQWV
DOLNH�


,W�LV�IRU�WKHVH�UHDVRQV�WKDW�ZH�VXSSRUW�WKLV�SURMHFW��DQG�VWURQJO\�XUJH�\RXU�DSSURYDO�RI�WKLV�SURMHFW�


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


���
0U��	�0UV��0DUN�'RZG\
������������
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JOGP6P'EYW1VSE)N7;/UE&/ ���


)URP��4XHQWLQ�)DYLD��4IDYLD#JPDLO�FRP!
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
'DWH��-XQH���������DW����������$0�3'7
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��FR
RUJ
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�D�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�QDWLYH�DQG�6,�$OXPQL��&ODVV�RI������
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW
WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ
JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ
FODVVPDWHV�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�


4XHQWLQ�)DYLD
����$OKDPEUD�6W�����6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�������
TIDYLD#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:Qfavia@gmail.com
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joel.koppel@sfgov.org, 
kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, 
sue.diamond@sfgov.org, 
frank.fung@sfgov.org 
theresa.imperial@sfgov.org, 
milicent.johnson@sfgov.org, 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
 
Date 
President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
VIA EMAIL 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
Dear Commissioners: 
My name is Antonio Anastasio and I have lived within a few blocks of Saint Ignatius College 
Preparatory my entire life of 18 years. I am proud to say I graduated from SI in 2019 and know 
personally that these lights will benefit many generations to come. As both a resident and 
alumni, I urge you to vote in favor of installing these lights. 
I͛m ǁriƚing in Ɛƚrong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field in order to create more 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law. 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others. Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field. Even the students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Anastasio 
1670 36th Avenue 
Teresa@sunetfog.com 







��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%.5W')S%+N1O6.0*P]=O]S ���


)URP��&KULV�&URZOH\��FFURZOH\#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7XH��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ��ŽĂĐŚ��ŚƌŝƐƚŽƉŚĞƌ��ƌŽǁůĞǇ͘�/�Ăŵ�Ă�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞ�ŽĨ�^ĂŝŶƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�;ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϮͿ͕�ĂŶ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶƚ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů
ĐŽĂĐŚ�ŽĨ�ƐĞǀĞŶ�ƐĞĂƐŽŶƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ƉƌŽƵĚ�ĮŌŚͲŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐĂŶ͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ��ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ
^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/ƚ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚ
ŽīͲĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ͕�ƐƵĐŚ�ĂƐ�ŵǇƐĞůĨ͕ �ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ǁŽƌŬ�Ă�ĨƵůů�ƟŵĞ�ũŽď�ĂŶĚ�ƐƟůů�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ŵǇ�ƉĂƐƐŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ĐŽĂĐŚŝŶŐ
ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ďŽƚŚ�ŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�Žī�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŝƐ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ďŽƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĂŶĚ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ
ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƟĞƐ�ĂƐ�ǁĞůů�ĂƐ�Ă�ĚĞĚŝĐĂƚĞĚ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ�ǁŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ďĞǇŽŶĚ͘��ǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ͕
ŝŶǀĂůƵĂďůĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂůƐŽ�ĐŽŵĞ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ
ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
�ŚƌŝƐƚŽƉŚĞƌ��ƌŽǁůĞǇ
ĐĐƌŽǁůĞǇϳϱΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-JF6IS.TG0GWNWV[ITF-. ���


)URP��&KULV�'XQQ��FGXQQ#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7XH��-XQ���������DW������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�D�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ��6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��6,��DOXPQXV��DQG�DQ�2XWHU�6XQVHW�UHVLGHQW���0\�WZR�EURWKHUV�DWWHQGHG�6,�DQG
P\�WKUHH�VRQV�ZLOO�VRRQ�EH�6,�JUDGXDWHV���,�DP�QRZ�DOVR�D�PDWKHPDWLFV�WHDFKHU�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV���,�KDYH�VHHQ�DQG�DSSURYHG
RI�WKH�OLJKWV�WKDW�KDYH�EHHQ�HUHFWHG�RQ�6RXWK�6XQVHW�3OD\JURXQG�DQG�WKH�WXUI�DW�%HDFK�&KDOHW�DQG�&URFNHU�$PD]RQ���7KHVH
LPSURYHPHQWV�KDYH�VLJQLILFDQWO\�LQFUHDVHG�WKH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�\RXWK�DFWLYLWLHV��


,�DP�ZULWLQJ�WR�VXSSRUW�WKH�UHTXHVW�IRU�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�RQ�WKH�6W�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU
VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�WR�DOORZ�IRU�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&$�VWDWH�ODZ���7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR
SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOORZ�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�RQ�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOOLQJ�RXW�RI�WKH
&LW\�


6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�LV�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�HDUQ�DFDGHPLF�DFFRODGHV��EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH
WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFHV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�FRPSHWLQJ�DV�D�WHDP���(YHQ�WKH
VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG���7KDQN�\RX�IRU�FRQVLGHULQJ�WKLV�SHUVRQDO�DSSHDO�


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�ŚƌŝƐ��ƵŶŶ
ϮϮϮϳ�>ŝŶĐŽůŶ�tĂǇ
^&����ϵϰϭϮϮ
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�������� )ZG��(PDLO�RI�6XSSRUW����/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���IURP�'DQ�%XLFN���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�VHDUFK�EXLFN�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-]*PFO;44=1[WJW*SU&=% ���


)URP��6XVDQ�%XLFN��6%XLFN#VSHQFHUVWXDUW�FRP!
'DWH��7XH��-XQ���������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��(PDLO�RI�6XSSRUW����/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���IURP�'DQ�%XLFN
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!��'DQ�%XLFN��GDQBEXLFN#DMJ�FRP!��5\DQ�%XLFN��U\DQMEXLFN#JPDLO�FRP!��'DQ�%XLFN��GDQEXLFN#FRPFDVW�QHW!�
-LP�%XLFN�MEXLFN�#PVQ�FRP!


9LD�(PDLO�$WWHQWLRQ�WR�
3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�'DQQ\�%XLFN�DQG�,�DP�D��WK�*HQHUDWLRQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ�DQG�DOXPQL�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV��&ODVV�RI�µ������,�JUHZ�XS�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW
'LVWULFW�DORQJ�ZLWK�P\���VLEOLQJV�DQG�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�IRU�WKH�SDVW����\HDUV���0\�IDWKHU�DQG���EURWKHUV�DOVR�DWWHQGHG�6,���:H
VWURQJO\�EHOLHYH�DWKOHWLFV�DUH�D�NH\�SDUW�RI�HGXFDWLQJ�RXU�\RXWK�DQG�EHFRPLQJ�VXFFHVVIXO�FRQWULEXWRUV�LQ�WKH�FRPPXQLW\�DQG�LQ�RXU�VRFLHW\�
��
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ
6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV
FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR
RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV
JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
'DQLHO�-��%XLFN
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$��������
GDQEXLFN#FRPFDVW�QHW
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�������� )Z��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-SV/]SI-6TF0]7)/PY0SO ���


)URP��-DPHV�/HQR[��MIOHQR[#\DKRR�FRP!
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��7XHVGD\��-XQH�������������������$0�3'7
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ͘���Ɛ�Ă�Ϯϰ�ǇĞĂƌ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�KƵƚĞƌ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ͕�/�ĨĞĞů�ŝƚ�ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ƚŽ�ŚĞůƉ�ƌĂŝƐĞ�ĂƩĞŶƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂŶǇ�ŝƐƐƵĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƐƚĂŶĚƐ�ƚŽ
ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ͕�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚĞĂĐŚĞƌƐ�Ăƚ�^/͕�ŽƵƌ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ŚŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͘


/�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^/�ĂƐ�Ă�ŵĞĂŶƐ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĞŶŐĂŐĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƚŽ�ƌƵŶ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ�Ăƚ�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞƐ͘�KŌĞŶ�ƚŚĞ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐΖ�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŽǀĞƌůǇ�ƐƚƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ�ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ƟŵŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ�ĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͕�ƐŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƚĞŶĚĞŶĐǇ�ŝƐ�ƚŽ�ƌƵŶ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ�Ăƚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ�Žƌ�Ăƚ�ƟŵĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞ�ĂƩĞŶĚĂŶĐĞ�ďǇ�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ͘


>ŝŐŚƚƐ�ĂůůŽǁ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŇĞǆŝďůĞ�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůŝŶŐ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŝŶ�ƚƵƌŶ�ĂůůŽǁƐ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ŵŽƌĞ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ͘��&ŽƌĐŝŶŐ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ�ƚŽ�ĞĂƌůǇ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞƐ
ĂŶĚ�ƚŽ�ĚŝīĞƌĞŶƚ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĚĂƚĞƐ�ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ�ďŽƚŚ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĞŶƐĞ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘�
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ĚŽ�ĨƵůůǇ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƉůĞĂƐĞ�ĚŽ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ͘��dŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


-LP�/HQR[
�������QG�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
MIOHQR[#\DKRR�FRP
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�������� (PDLO�IRU�WKH�/LJKWV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%.-9:;NMIT-&Z;+GM6]11V ���


-LP�%XLFN£�MEXLFN�#PVQ�FRP!
7R�MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#
VIJRY�RUJ�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ+LGH
&F�*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ŝŵ��ƵŝĐŬ��ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�;�ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�͚ϲϵͿ͘��/�Ăŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ƚŽ�ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐ�ŵǇ
ƐƚƌŽŶŐĞƐƚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĮĞůĚ͘�/�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŵŽƐƚ�ŽĨ
ŵǇ�ůŝĨĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ƚŽ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͘�DǇ�ĨĂƚŚĞƌ�ĂŶĚ�ŵǇ�ϱ�ďƌŽƚŚĞƌƐ�Ăů/�ĂƩĞŶĚĞĚ��^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƵƌ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ƐŚĂƉĞĚ�ŽƵƌ�ůŝǀĞƐ�ŝŶ�Ă�ǀĞƌǇ�ƉŽƐŝƟǀĞ�ŵĂŶŶĞƌ͘ ��
���
/Ŷ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƌĞĐĞŝǀŝŶŐ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ŽƵƌ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ǁĂƐ�ĂůƐŽ�ĞŶŚĂŶĐĞĚ�ďǇ
ĂĐƟǀĞ�ŝŶǀŽůǀĞŵĞŶƚ�ŝŶ�ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ͘�/�Ăŵ�Ă�Įƌŵ�ďĞůŝĞǀĞƌ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�Ă�ǁĞůů�ƌƵŶ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ
ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ�ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐĞƐ�ŽŶĞ�ƚŽ�ŵĂŶǇ�ƉŽƐŝƟǀĞ�ĂƩƌŝďƵƚĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĂƌĞ�ĐĂƌƌŝĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚ�ǇŽƵƌ�ůŝĨĞ͘�dŚĞƐĞ
ĂƩƌŝďƵƚĞƐ�ĐĂŶ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚĞ�ƚŽ�Ă�ŵŽƌĞ�ƐƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵů�ĐĂƌĞĞƌ�ĂŶĚ��Ă�ŵŽƌĞ�ŐŝǀŝŶŐ�ŵĞŵďĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�^ĂŶ
&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘�
dŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ŚĂƐ�Ă�ǀĞƌǇ�ĂĐƟǀĞ�ǀŽůƵŶƚĂƌǇ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĐĂŶ�ŽŌĞŶ�ůĞĂĚ�ƚŽ�Ă
�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ŽƌŝĞŶƚĞĚ�ĐĂƌĞĞƌ�ĐŚŽŝĐĞ͘�
�
�
/�ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�Ă�ĨĞǁ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ�ŵĂǇ�ďĞ�ŽƉƉŽƐĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ͘�,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ �/�Ăŵ�ĐŽŶĮĚĞŶƚ�ƚŚĂƚ�^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ǁŝůů�ŵĂŶĂŐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚ�ƐŝƚƵĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�Ă�ŵĂŶŶĞƌ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŝůů�ƐŝŐŶŝĮĐĂŶƚůǇ�ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĂĚǀĞƌƐĞ
ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͘�/�ƌĞƟƌĞĚ�ĂƐ��ĞƉƵƚǇ��ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽΖƐ��,ƵŵĂŶ�^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ��ŐĞŶĐǇ�ƐĞǀĞƌĂů�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŐŽ͘
KŶĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŵŽƐƚ�ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐŝŶŐ�ƚĂƐŬƐ�/�ƵŶĚĞƌƚŽŽŬ�ǁĂƐ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŝŶŐ�ŶĞǁ�ŚŽŵĞůĞƐƐ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌƐ�ŝŶ
ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ�;ƚŚŽƵŐŚ�ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐŝŶŐ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŝƐ�ŵŝŶƵƐĐƵůĞ�ĐŽŵƉĂƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŽƉĞŶŝŶŐ�Ă�ŶĞǁ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌͿ͘�KŶĞ
ƚĂĐƟĐ�/�ƵƐĞĚ�ǁĂƐ�ƚŽ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ�Ă�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ĂĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ�ďŽĂƌĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĞĂĐŚ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌ͘ �/ŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ
ǁŽƵůĚ�ŵĞĞƚ�ƌĞŐƵůĂƌůǇ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŚŽŵĞůĞƐƐ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂī�ƚŽ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ�ĂŶǇ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ
Žƌ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ͘�WĞƌŚĂƉƐ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŝŶŐ�Ă�ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ�ďŽĂƌĚ�ǁŝůů�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ĂŶ�ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�Ă
ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞĚ�ǀŽŝĐĞ�ŝŶ�ĞŶƐƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ��ŶŽƚ�ĚŝƐƌƵƉƟǀĞ͘�
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
:ŝŵ��ƵŝĐŬ�
ϲϳ�^ĂŶ��ŶĚƌĞĂƐ�tĂǇ�
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕������ϵϰϭϮϳ
�
ũďƵŝĐŬϰΛŵƐŶ͘ĐŽŵ
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-SU)0G.&U193;J+9+MF-0 ���


)URP��-RKQ�3DXO�%UXQR��MRKQSDXOEUXQR#FRPFDVW�QHW!
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�
'DWH��-XQH���������DW����������$0�3'7
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ
&F��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#
RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ


-XQH��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�3UHVLGHQW�.RSSHO�DQG�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�-RKQ�%UXQR�DQG�,�JUHZ�XS�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW��DWWHQGHG�6W��,JQDWLXV��DV�GLG�P\�FKLOGUHQ�ZKR�DUH�IRUWK�JHQHUDWLRQ�,JQDWLDQV���:H��FRQWLQXH�WR�OLYH�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DUH�DFWLYH
LQ�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRGV��


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LOOXPLQDWH�WKH�ILHOG�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW
GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�DW�ILHOGV�LQ�6DQ�0DWHR�&RXQW\���


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�IRU�\RXQJ�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�ZKR�DUH�HGXFDWHG�QRW�RQO\�LQ�WKH�FODVVLFV�EXW�WR�EH�H[HPSODU\�FLWL]HQV�WKURXJK�WKHLU
VHOIOHVV��VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV����6W��,JQDWLXV��VLQFH�LWV�ORFDWLRQ�WR�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW���KDV�EHHQ�D�FHQWHU�RI�DFWLYLW\�WR�WKH�FRPPXQLW\�WKURXJK�WKH�XVH�RI�LWV�IDFLOLWLHV�LQFOXGLQJ�WKH�SRRO���


6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�WKH�&LW\�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KDYH�HQMR\HG�D�IUDWHUQDO�UHODWLRQVKLS�VLQFH������DQG�,�DP�UHVSHFWIXOO\�UHTXHVWLQJ�\RXU�UHFRJQLWLRQ�RI�WKLV�UHODWLRQVKLS�WKURXJK�\RXU�VXSSRUW�RI
LQVWDOOLQJ�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�VFKRRO����7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�VHULRXV�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�RI�WKHVH�LPSURYHPHQWV�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�


6LQFHUHO\�


-RKQ�3DXO�%UXQR
����6DQ�%HQLWR�:D\
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������


MRKQSDXOEUXQR#FRPFDVW�QHW



mailto:johnpaulbruno@comcast.net

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org

mailto:johnpaulbruno@comcast.net





�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-J9S75&&9;/71;Y*GPF-- ���


)URP��0U��-RKQ�5HJDOLD��MUHJDOLD#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�-RKQ�5HJDOLD�DQG�,�DP�WKH�KHDG�IRRWEDOO�FRDFK�DQG�D�WHDFKHU�RI�0DWKHPDWLFV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\��
,�KDYH�EHHQ�D�FRDFK�DQG�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�IDFXOW\�IRU����\HDUV���


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�
VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH���,Q�DGGLWLRQ�WR�VSDFH��KDYLQJ�OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOOHYLDWH�
VFKHGXOLQJ�LVVXHV�WKDW�H[WHQG�VWXGHQW
V�VFKHGXOHV��WDNLQJ�WLPH�DZD\�IURP�WKHLU�VWXGLHV�DQG�WLPH�DW�KRPH���7KH�OLJKWV�KHOS�
FKDQJH�VFKHGXOHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WKDW�SURPRWH�VWXGHQW�ZHOOQHVV�DQG�D�KHDOWKLHU�OLIHVW\OH�IRU�RXU�VWXGHQWV��WHDFKHUV�DQG�FRDFKHV��


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�
LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�
SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


-RKQ�5HJDOLD


+HDG�)RRWEDOO�&RDFK��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\
�������WK�$YHQXH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$��������_��ZZZ�VLSUHS�RUJ��_�����������������[�����
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/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG ,QER[


ODXULHPZLOOLDPV#DRO�FRP 7XH��-XQ����������30����KRXUV�DJR�
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#V


-XQH��������
�
3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
$QG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
5(��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�ZLIH�DQG�,�DUH�FRQWDFWLQJ�\RX�WR�UHTXHVW�\RXU�DSSURYDO�IRU�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG��$V�EDFNJURXQG�LQIRUPDWLRQ��KHUH�LV�VRPH�LQIR�DERXW�XV�DQG�RXU�WKRXJKWV�DERXW�WKLV
VXEMHFW�
�
:H�ZHUH�ERUQ��UDLVHG��HGXFDWHG��PDUULHG��ZRUNHG��DQG�VWLOO�OLYH�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��:H�FXUUHQWO\�UHVLGH�RQ���WK�$YHQXH�QHDU�6W��,JQDWLXV��6,���:H�DUH�QRZ�UHWLUHG�VHQLRU�FLWL]HQV�W
FRQWLQXH�WR�ORYH�DQG�HQMR\�OLYLQJ�LQ�RXU�ZRQGHUIXO�FLW\�E\�WKH�%D\�
�
*LYHQ�WKDW�,�DP�D�JUDGXDWH�DQG�RXU�VRQ�DQG�GDXJKWHU�DUH�JUDGXDWHV�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV��ZH�DUH�IDPLOLDU�ZLWK�WKH�VFKRRO¶V�PLVVLRQ�DQG�LWV�ULFK�WUDGLWLRQ�LQ�GHYHORSLQJ�\RXQJ�PHQ�DQG
ZRPHQ�WR�EH�JRRG�FLWL]HQV�DQG�FRQWULEXWLQJ�PHPEHUV�LQ�RXU�VRFLHW\�
�
7R�IXUWKHU�IDFLOLWDWH�WKH�GHYHORSPHQW�RI�RXU�FKLOGUHQ��WKH�EXLOGLQJ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG�ZLOO�SURYLGH�PRUH�DQG�EHWWHU�RSWLRQV�WR�WKRXVDQGV�RI�IXWXUH�VWXGHQWV��6WXGHQWV�FDQ
SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�VSRUWV�DV�DWKOHWHV��VXSSRUW�VWDII��DQG�VSHFWDWRUV�PRUH�IUHTXHQWO\�RQ�WKH�6,�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�WR�RWKHU�YHQXHV��ZKHUH�DYDLODELOLW\�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�LV
OLPLWHG�DQG�WUDYHO�WLPH�VRPHWLPHV�H[WHQVLYH��$OVR��DV�ZH�XQGHUVWDQG��WKH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOORZ�6,�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
:H�UHVSHFWIXOO\�XUJH�\RX�WR�SOHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG��7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
6WHSKHQ�DQG�/DXULH�:LOOLDPV
�����������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���&$�������
�
����2XU�(PDLO���ODXULHPZLOOLDPV#DRO�FRP�
���
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joel.koppel@sfgov.org, 
kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, 
sue.diamond@sfgov.org, 
frank.fung@sfgov.org 
theresa.imperial@sfgov.org, 
milicent.johnson@sfgov.org, 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 
 
Cc:  Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
 
 
Date 
 
President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
My name is Teresa Anastasio and I have lived within a mile of Saint Ignatius College Preparatory 
my entire life of 49 years.  I grew up in the Lake Shore District and have lived a few blocks from 
SI on 36th Avenue since 1996.  My husband and I have two boys, one of which graduated from 
SI in the class of 2019. 
 
I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law. 
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Teresa Anastasio 
1670 36th Avenue 
Teresa@sunetfog.com 
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)URP��0DUWKD�6KDXJKQHVV\��PDUWKD#WKHNH\SU�FRP!
7R��7KRPDV�+DUODQ��WRPKDUODQ�#\DKRR�FRP!
6HQW��:HGQHVGD\��-XQH��������������������30�3'7
6XEMHFW��)ZG��/LJKWV�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG


+HUH�\RX�JR�


0DUWKD�6KDXJKQHVV\
VKH�KHU�KHUV
(��PDUWKD#WKHNH\SU�FRP
&��������������


6HQW�YLD�6XSHUKXPDQ


�����������)RUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH�����������
)URP��0DUWKD�6KDXJKQHVV\��PDUWKD#WKHNH\SU�FRP!
'DWH��:HGQHVGD\��-XQH���������DW������30�3'7
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ
RUJ
&F��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ


-XQH���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ�
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO�


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV���


0\�QDPH�LV�0DUWKD�6KDXJKQHVV\�&RQYHU\��D�OLIHWLPH�UHVLGHQW�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��ZLWK�ERWK�P\�FKLOGKRRG�KRPH�DQG�WKH�KRPH�LQ�ZKLFK�,�DP�FXUUHQWO\�UDLVLQJ�P\�FKLOGUHQ
ORFDWHG�LQ�'LVWULFW����,�DP�D�WKLUG�JHQHUDWLRQ�,JQDWLDQ��KDYLQJ�JUDGXDWHG�ZLWKLQ�WKH�ILUVW�JLYH�\HDUV�RI�FRHGXFDWLRQ�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\��0\�IDWKHU��0LFKDHO
6KDXJKQHVV\��UHWLUHG�ODVW�\HDU�DIWHU����\HDUV�DV�D�WHDFKHU�DQG�VSLULWXDO�OHDGHU�RI�JHQHUDWLRQV�RI�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�ZKR�OHDUQHG�WR�VHUYH�RWKHUV�DV�SDUW�RI�WKHLU�-HVXLW
HGXFDWLRQ��


,�DP�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��


,�JUHZ�XS�ZDWFKLQJ�6�,��VSRUWV���ERWK�RQ�WKLV�ILHOG�DQG�DW�.H]DU�DPRQJ�RWKHU�PRUH�GLVWDQW�ORFDOHV��DQG�ZDV�D�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWH�WKURXJKRXW�P\�VFKRROLQJ���D�/DNHVKRUH
/HRSDUG�ZKR�SOD\HG�RQ�D�WUDYHOLQJ�NLFNEDOO�WHDP��D�*LDQQLQL�-DJXDU�ZKR���ZLWK�P\�VLVWHU���EURXJKW�JLUOV�WR�WKH�VRFFHU�WHDP�IRU�WKH�ILUVW�WLPH�LQ�WKH�VFKRRO
V�KLVWRU\��DW�6�,�
DQG�WKHQ�DW�&RUQHOO��,
YH�DOVR�SOD\HG�VRFFHU�RQ�HYHU\�ILHOG�LQ�WKH�JUHDWHU�%D\�$UHD��DV�D�FKLOG�DQG�DV�DQ�DGXOW��XS�XQWLO�P\�VHFRQG�FKLOG�ZDV�ERUQ�LQ�������


$GGLQJ�OLJKWV�WR�ILHOGV�WKURXJKRXW�7KH�&LW\�KDV�EHHQ�D�JUHDW�ERRQ���ZLWK�&URFNHU�$PD]RQ�DQG�%HDFK�&KDOHW�EHLQJ�WZR�PRUH�UHFHQW�H[DPSOHV��'RLQJ�VR�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ZLOO
QRW�RQO\�DOORZ�IRU�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPHV�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&$�6WDWH�ODZ��LW�ZLOO�DOVR�JLYH�PRUH�HTXLWDEOH�DFFHVV�WR�ILHOG�WLPH�DFURVV�VSRUWV��OHYHOV�DQG�EHWZHHQ�JHQGHUV���+DYLQJ
PRUH�FRQVLVWHQW�DQG�H[WHQGHG�DFFHVV�WR�RXU�RZQ�ILHOG�ZLOO�DOVR�WDNH�6W��,JQDWLXV�RXW�RI�WKH�FRPSHWLWLRQ�IRU�OLPLWHG�ILHOG�VSDFH�WLPH�DW�3DUN�	�5HF�ILHOGV�WKDW�DUH�DOUHDG\�LQ
JUHDWHU�GHPDQG�WKDQ�WKH\�FDQ�VHUYH�


7KH�-HVXLW�WHDFKLQJV�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�UXQ�ERQH�GHHS�LQ�PH��DQG�LW
V�WHDFKLQJ�IRU�ZKLFK�,�ZLOO�EH�IRUHYHU�JUDWHIXO��DQG�ZKLFK�VHUYH�WKH�JUHDWHU�FLW\�LQ�P\�UROH�DV
D�VPDOO�EXVLQHVV�RZQHU��D�IRXQGLQJ�PHPEHU�RI�:RPHQ
V�0DUFK�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��DQG�D�FRPPXQLW\�RUJDQL]HU��$ORQJ�ZLWK�ZKDW�,�OHDUQHG�RQ�P\�IDWKHU
V�SURYHUELDO�NQHH�DQG
LQ�WKH�FODVVURRP��P\�WLPH�VSHQW�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�P\�WHDPPDWHV�LV�DV�LQVWUXPHQWDO�DV�DQ\�LQ�IRUPLQJ�OLIHORQJ�ERQGV�WR�WKH�FRPPXQLW\�WKDW�UDLVHG�PH�XS�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ��


6LQFHUHO\�


0DUWKD�6KDXJKQHVV\�&RQYHU\
�������WK�$YHQXH
PDUWKD#�WKHNH\SU��FRP�
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June 10, 2020 
 
  
 
President Joel Koppel 
Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
  
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
I͛m writing in strong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field in order to create more options 
for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in accordance to CA 
State law. 
 
I was born and raised in San Francisco and moved to the Outer Sunset district over thirty-nine years ago.   
My sons are graduates of St. Ignatius College Preparatory and I know how important the St. Ignatius 
Field is to my sons, the students and families of the community.   
 
With fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco it is important to allow S.I. to 
build these lights, this will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling such a distance to 
practice. 
 
 St. Ignatius College Preparatory is an excellent center of learning, not only for tests and good grades, 
but to be in service for others.  Many lessons are learned through the shared experience on the St. 
Ignatius field, and for the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by 
supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 
  
 
Marta Talavera-Juul 
1918 46th Avenue 
San Francisco, CA  94116 
email:  talajuul@sbcglobal.net 
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-XQH���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
$QG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
5(��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�FRQWDFWLQJ�\RX�WR�UHTXHVW�\RXU�DSSURYDO�IRU�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D
ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


,�ZDV�ERUQ�DQG�UDLVHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��VSHFLILFDOO\�WKH�6XQVHW�GLVWULFW��DQG�KDYH�UHWXUQHG�WR�WKH�6XQVHW�WR�VHWWOH�GRZQ�ZLWK�P\�KXVEDQG��$V�DQ�DOXPQD�
���DQG�D�IRUPHU�VWXGHQ
DWKOHWH�P\VHOI��,�KDYH�SHUVRQDOO\�EHQHILWHG�IURP�WKH�PLVVLRQ�DQG�FXOWXUH�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV��7KURXJK�WKH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�,�KDG�WR�VHHN�D�ULJRURXV�FROOHJH�SUHS�HGXFDWLRQ�ZKLOH�FRPSHWL
DW�KLJK�OHYHOV�LQ�YROOH\EDOO�DQG�FUHZ��,�GHYHORSHG�VNLOOV�WKDW�KDYH�VHUYHG�PH�ZHOO�WR�WKLV�GD\��


0\�VLQFHUH�KRSH�LV�WKDW�PRUH�VWXGHQWV�ZLOO�EH�DEOH�WR�KDYH�WKH�H[SHULHQFH�,�KDG�HVSHFLDOO\�JLYHQ�WKH�FKDQJLQJ�ODQGVFDSH�RI�WKH�FLW\�DQG�ED\�DUHD�ZLWK�LQFUHDVHG�WUDIILF�DQG�ORQJ
FRPPXWHV��(QDEOLQJ�VWXGHQWV�WR�UHPDLQ�RQ�FDPSXV�IRU�SUDFWLFHV�DQG�JDPHV�LV�KLJKO\�YDOXDEOH�IRU�LQFUHDVHG�SDUWLFLSDWLRQ�DQG��PRVW�LPSRUWDQWO\��VDIHU��


,�UHVSHFWIXOO\�XUJH�\RX�WR�SOHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG�


6LQFHUHO\�
0HJKDQ


0HJKDQ�:LOOLDPV�6FKHUEDWVNR\
�������WK�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�������
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)URP��9DOHULH�4XHVDGD��YDOHULH�TXHVDGD#JPDLO�FRP!
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��:HGQHVGD\��-XQH��������������������$0�3'7
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�9DOHULH�4XHVDGD��,�ZDV�ERUQ�DQG�UDLVHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��DQG�,�FRQWLQXH�WR�FDOO�WKLV�JUHDW�FLW\�P\�KRPH�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG
DOVR�WRDOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&DOLIRUQLD�VWDWHODZ��


$V�DQ�DOXPQL�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV��&ODVV�RI�������DQG�IRUPHU�DWKOHWH��,�NQRZ�ILUVW�KDQG�WKH�LPSRUWDQFH�DQG�WKH�SRVLWLYH�LPSDFW�WKHVH
WKLQJV�ZLOO�KDYH�RQ�FXUUHQW�DQG�IXWXUH�VWXGHQWV�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWVLQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS
VWXGHQWVFORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQWFHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH
LQVHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV��0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQVDUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG��(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR
SDUWLFLSDWH�DVVSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQGIHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQGWKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
9DOHULH�4XHVDGD
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3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
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�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�GDXJKWHU��(OOD�5RVV��ZLOO�EH�MXQLRU�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�LQ�WKH�IDOO���:H�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�VLQFH
�������0\�GDXJKWHU�ZDV�WKUHH�\HDUV�ROG�ZKHQ�ZH�PRYHG�WR�D���EHGURRP�DSDUWPHQW�RQ�1RULHJD�DQG���WK�$YH���7ZR�\HDUV
ODWHU��ZH�PRYHG�WR�D���EHGURRP�IODW�RQ���QG�$YH�DQG�-XGDK���:H�ORYH�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRG�DQG�ZH�ORYH�6,���,W¶V�EHHQ�D�JUHDW
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,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�
DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
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�
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ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
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VIA EMAIL 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
My name is Gustavo Manzanares and I am an Alumni of St. Ignatius. I have been part of the St. 
Ignatius Sunset Community for the past 20 years. 
 
I͛m ǁriting in strong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field. Flexible time 
management possibilities that allow different students and programs the opportunity to create 
a strong structure for the day play an advantageous role in developing high level intellectual, 
emotional, and physical attributes in students. Adding lights at SI would assist in achieving this 
goal by opening up more options in a day for more effective planning and scheduling to serve 
student-athletes. This would lead to a more robust and diverse amount of opportunities to 
enhance learning and the SI student experience.   
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice and extending an already long and demanding day. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others in areas of emotional and social 
development.  Many of those lessons are learned through the shared experience on the athletic 
field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by 
supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gustavo Manzanares 
287 South Hill Blvd. San Francisco CA  
Gustavomanzanares@gmail.com 
 







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Slide deck for tomorrow"s CPC Item 12, Haz Mats Impact Analysis
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:24:55 AM
Attachments: CPC hazmat presentation PowerPoint_July 23.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: "Sheyner, Tania (CPC)" <tania.sheyner@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 at 4:01 PM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>
Cc: Jeanie Poling <jeanie.poling@sfgov.org>, Lisa Gibson <lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>
Subject: Slide deck for tomorrow's CPC Item 12, Haz Mats Impact Analysis
 
Hello Commission Secretary Team –
 
Attached is the slide deck for tomorrow’s CPC presentation for Item 12, Hazardous Materials Impact
Analysis. Could you please forward it to the members of the commission when you have a chance? I
also saved it on the I-Drive per Christine’s instructions.
 
Thanks!
 
Tania Sheyner, AICP, LEED AP
Principal Planner
Environmental Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9127 | www.sfplanning.org
 

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



Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


Hazardous Materials Impact ANALYSIS


Presentation to planning commission
July 23, 2020


Tania Sheyner, Principal Environmental Planner, Planning Department


• CEQA analysis of hazardous 
materials-related impacts


• Department of Public Health 
oversight


• State of California databases 
(Cortese list)


• Planning/Public Health coordination







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


WHEN AND HOW are hazardous materials impacts analyzed?


a) Transport?


b) Release?


c) Near schools?


d) On State Cortese list?


e) Near airport?


f) Emergency plan?


g) Wildfires?







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


hazardous materials question







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


MAHER ORDINANCE







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


Maher MAP parcels


Sites near freeways


Cortese Sites 
(state databases)


Newly added sites
Sites on bay fill


Current industrial zoning


Former industrial zoning
SWRCB’s Geotracker


DTSC’s Envirostor


SWRCB’s CDO and CAO







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


Maher Map







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


Maher Information in Property Information Map







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


Projects Subject to the Maher Ordinance


§ On the Maher map or otherwise suspected to contain subsurface contamination and
disturb 50 cubic yards of soil or more


§ Any projects involving the potential release or exposure of hazardous materials 


§ Project characteristics are also considered (ex: whether excavation is proposed)


§ The Planning Department has discretion to refer any projects to the Department of 
Public Health


§ Public Health has authority to require compliance for any project regardless of the 
amount of soil disturbance







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


Maher Program Typical Workflow


Planning screens 
the project as part 


of CEQA review 
and determines 


that Maher 
process is 
triggered


Sponsor enrolls in 
the Health 


Department’s 
Maher Program and 


provides proof of 
enrollment to 


Planning


The Health 
Department 


screens the project
Health Department oversight 
(may include one or more of the 
following):
• Phase I investigation
• Phase II sampling
• Site Mitigation Plan
• Activities and Use Limitation 


deed restriction
• Final Project Report certified 


by the Health Department
• Project Completion or No 


Further Action Needed letter


Maher waiver
à NO FURTHER ACTION


Maher enrollment noted in 
CEQA document


Compliance with Maher Ordinance is the law; DBI approval or 
Certificate of Occupancy cannot be issued without Health Department 
approval







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


CORTESE LIST QUESTION







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2(e)


“A categorical exemption shall not be used for a 
project located on a site which is included on any list 
compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the 
Government Code.”







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


State of California “Cortese List”


§ Government 
Code 
Section 
65962.5







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


CORTESE SITES IN SAN FRANCISCO – As Of JULY 2020


§ SWRCB’s active 
Geotracker
(approximately 
2,250 open and 
closed cases)


§ SWRCB’s CDO 
and CAO (18)


§ DTSC’s 
EnviroStor (4)







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


CORTESE INFORMATION IN PIM







Hazardous Materials Impact Analysis


Thank you


• Tania Sheyner, Principal Environmental Planner, Planning Department


• Jeanie Poling, Senior Environmental Planner, Planning Department


• Mamdouh Awwad, R.E.H.S., Department of Public Health


• Patrick Fosdahl, Department of Public Health







From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Southern SFPUC trail extension
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:19:19 AM

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: Dennis <todmruby@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:39 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Johnston, Timothy (CPC)
<timothy.johnston@sfgov.org>
Subject: Southern SFPUC trail extension

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

Greetings,

Sorry for this late email.

I live on Skyline Blvd (SLB), 4.5 miles south of Hwy 92 (.3 miles from Purisima Open Space Parking)  on the west
side.  Parking along SLB on the weekends has always resulted in overflow onto the edges of SLB, since CV19 has
has been ridiculous with people parking on the active part of the road, private property, in front of fire hydrants, etc. 
They are also leaving trash and human waste, I can provide pictures.

I am a docent-naturalist for the SFPUC Fifield-Cahill trail.  My vote is for option B, which I believe is also
supported by the Sierra Club.  One of my reasons relates to many of the placards on the SFPUC fences stating “…
Wildlife Refuge”.  To me that would mean setting priority for the well being of the animals within the refuge.  
Having human activity at a minimum 40% of the day would have a negative impact on the health of the animals. 
People will also wander, I KNOW this from experience.  People will also leave litter and human wasted not in the
best interest of “protecting the water quality”.  You can bet there will also be cyclists (I’m a cyclist as well) using
the trail around the clock, they do on Mid-Pen properties, I can see the headlamps at night.  For these reasons I
support option B, controlled access to be the same as for the Fifield-Cahill property.

Best regards,

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org


Dennis Ruby



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: We Support The Grateful Dog!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:18:58 AM

 
 
 
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: Kate Schelter <kateschelter@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:41 AM
To: Weissglass, David (CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland
(CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: erncervantes@gmail.com
Subject: We Support The Grateful Dog!
 

 

Date:  July 23, 2020

 

Planning Department
Case No. 2018-012576CUA
City and County of San Francisco
Attn: David Weissglass

 

Dear Planning Commissioners,

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@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


 

I am writing to express my support of The Grateful Dog.  We first became
customers of The Grateful Dog about a year ago when we had an ailing old
dog.  Our dog needed special care and attention, including twice daily insulin
shots.  I always knew that our old guy was in good hands when we dropped
him off at The Grateful Dog.  

Our elderly dog has passed, and we now bring our 1 year old golden retriever
for daycare, grooming, and boarding.  The puppy has a LOT of energy and my
husband and I often do not have the time to properly exercise him.  A dog with
a lot of energy is not conducive to an at home work environment.  Without The
Grateful Dog to provide support for us, our jobs would suffer.

We have had nothing but positive experiences with The Grateful Dog and find
the business to be a huge asset to our community.
 

Thank you,

Kate & Brian Schelter



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:18:50 AM

 
 
 
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: Larry Badiner <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:14 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Larry Badiner
larry@badinerurbanplanning.com

94103

mailto:larry@badinerurbanplanning.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Johnston, Timothy (CPC)
Subject: FW: Skyline Ridge Trail
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:18:28 AM

 
 
 
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: Elisabeth Rix <betsyrix@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:56 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Skyline Ridge Trail
 

 

Greetings:
 
I am a resident of the Kings Mountain area, very close to the proposed extension of the southern
section of the trail that runs through the SF Watershed.  About ten years ago I hiked the entire Bay
Area Ridge Trail, and it was one of the best experiences of my life.  I understand how every mile of
this Bay Area treasure has been hard-fought, and am appreciative of everyone who put in, and
continues to put in, the enormous effort to complete the entire 500 miles.  So I am in full support of
this project but want to express a few concerns about access.
 
I do feel that there are some challenging issues on the expansion of the trail, all to do with traffic and
parking.  It is impossible to envision the trail being put into place successfully without solving the
congestion and traffic flow issues on Rte 92.   It is definitely good for Kings Mountain residents to
have parking further away from the overly-impacted Purisima parking lots, as they have been
overfull even before the pandemic, so my concerns have more to do with safety and the 92 and 35
intersection itself.
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I have read the EIR and can’t imagine two roundabouts not causing massive queues on the road, and
am having a hard time imagining loaded trucks headed to the dump managing the roundabouts. 
And even on the 300 feet between the roundabouts there is no safety in a pedestrian crossing.
 
I don’t see any safe way for cars leaving the Fifield Cahill parking lot near Skylawn
to make the left turn, eastbound, when leaving to return home with the intersection
unchanged.  Cars fly up over that hill on a routine basis.
 
The grade separation overpass seems like the only solution that will not only work for the trail
extension, but also the current traffic situation for everyone.  Rumor has it that the funding for that
has evaporated.  I hope that Caltrans can make this happen!
 
I also think it would be most prudent to start the southern section of the trail open with docent-led
access only, as a trial, subject to evaluation.  The third alternative of unrestricted access might need
to wait a few years, pending observation.
 
Thank you for your consideration of my thoughts!
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsy Rix 
118 Comstock Rd
Woodside, CA 94062
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Hughen, Will (CPC)
Subject: FW: CPC July 23rd - Notice of Public Hearing - 621/635 Sansome Street - 2020-003177CUA
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:14:23 AM
Attachments: Updated Draft Motion - 621.635 Sansome.docx

Updated Draft Motion - 621.635 Sansome.pdf

Commissioners,
Attached is an amended Motion with additional conditions related to landscape and lighting to
address the concerns expressed in the email forwarded earlier this week and contained in this
thread.
 
This is on your Consent Calendar today.
 
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: "Hughen, Will (CPC)" <will.hughen@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 at 5:00 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)" <josephine.feliciano@sfgov.org>, "Kwiatkowska, Natalia
(CPC)" <natalia.kwiatkowska@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: CPC July 23rd - Notice of Public Hearing - 621/635 Sansome Street - 2020-
003177CUA
 
Hi Jonas -
 
Thanks for sending - The applicant is amenable to the commenter's request. Attached is the updated
motion and staff report for this project.
 
Let me know if I can answer any other questions. My presentation (if needed) will include discussion
regarding this topic as well.
 
Best -
-Will
 
 

Will Hughen, Planner
Flex Team, Current Planning Division

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.8722 | www.sfplanning.org
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Project Summary and Draft Motion RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA
621/635 Sansome Street



July 23, 2020



Planning Commission

Project Summary and Draft Motion



COMMUNITY BUSINESS PRIORITY PROCESSING PROGRAM

hearing date: JULY 23, 2020

CONSENT



Record No.:	2020-003177CUA

[bookmark: _GoBack]Project Address:	621/635 Sansome Street 

Zoning:	C-2 (Community Business) Zoning District

	Jackson Square Special Use District

	Washington-Broadway Special Use District

		65-A Height and Bulk District

Block/Lot:	0196/001

Project Sponsor:	Mark Loper

	One Bush Street, Suite 600

	San Francisco, CA 94104

Property Owner:	ZR Jackson LP

	P.O. Box 670

	Napa, CA 94559

Staff Contact:	Will Hughen – (415) 575-8722

	will.hughen@sfgov.org





project description

The project is for the renewal of a Conditional Use Authorization for a commercial Public Parking Lot in the Jackson Square Special Use District and the Washington-Broadway Special Use District. Parking lots within the Washington-Broadway Special Use District may be authorized as a temporary use for up to five years with Conditional Use Authorization. The project has qualified for review under the Planning Commission’s Community Business Priority Processing Program (“CB3P”).



REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 184, 210.1, 239, and 303, Conditional Use authorization is required to reauthorize the parking lot use for five years. Ordinance 232-14 (effective December 26, 2014) revised Planning Code Section 239 to state that public parking lots shall not be permitted as a permanent use but may be authorized as a temporary use for up to five years with Conditional Use authorization. The current parking lot use is authorized for a period of five years from the effective date of Ordinance 232-14. As that five year period has expired, Conditional Use authorization is required to reauthorize the use for five more years.



DECISION

Based upon information set forth in application materials submitted by the project sponsor and available in the case file (which is incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth) and based upon the CB3P Checklist and findings below, the Commission hereby APPROVES Conditional Use Application No. 2020-003177CUA subject to conditions contained in the attached “EXHIBIT A” and in general conformance with plans on file, dated February 25, 2020, and stamped “EXHIBIT B.”



		CB3P CHECKLIST

		Required Criteria

		



		

		Complete  & adequate

		Incomplete and / or inadequate

		Not required and / or not applicable

		



		

		

		

		

		Comments (if any)



		Project Sponsor’s application

		X

		

		

		



		CB3P eligibility checklist

		X

		

		

		



		Planning Code §101.1 findings

		X

		

		

		



		Planning Code §303(c) findings

		X

		

		

		



		Planning Code §303(o) findings 

for Eating and Drinking Uses

		

		

		X

		



		Any additional Planning Code findings 

e.g. §303(k) findings for movie theater removals or §303(m) findings for grocery store removals

		

		

		X

		



		Photographs of the site and/or context

		X

		

		

		



		Scaled and/or dimensioned plans

		X

		

		

		



		Clearance under California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”)

		

		

		X

		Not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines Sections

15378 and 15060(c)(2) because it would not result in a

direct or indirect physical change in the environment.



		

		



		Additional Information



		Notification Period

		July 3, 2020 - July 23, 2020 (20 days mailing, newspaper, online notice, and posted)



		Number and nature of public comments received

		The sponsors held a pre-application meeting on March 4, 2020 prior to filing the application;

there were no attendees. To date, staff has not received any public correspondence regarding

the application.



		Timeline from complete application to hearing

		80 Days



		



		Generalized Basis for Approval (max. one paragraph)



		The Commission finds that this Project is necessary, desirable for, and compatible with the surrounding neighborhood as follows, and as set forth in

Section 101.1 and 303(c) and findings submitted as part of the application. The proposed use and character is compatible with the surrounding area

and is on balance compatible with the General Plan and Use District. Conditional Use approval to reauthorize the public parking lot use would allow

the existing use to continue its operations serving the community for a limited period of time. Staff believes the proposed use would be desirable for

and compatible with the community and recommends approval with conditions.















I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on July 23, 2020.



AYES:	 

Jonas P. Ionin

Commission Secretary





NAYS:		

ABSENT:	 

ADOPTED:	July 23, 2020



APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION:  Any aggrieved person may appeal this Conditional Use Authorization to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if not appealed (after the 30-day period has expired) OR the date of the decision of the Board of Supervisors if appealed to the Board of Supervisors.

PROTEST OF FEE OR EXACTION:  You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 that is imposed as a condition of approval by following the procedures set forth in 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.  If the City has not previously given Notice of an earlier discretionary approval of the project, the Planning Commission’s adoption of this Motion, Resolution, Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator’s Variance Decision Letter constitutes the approval or conditional approval of the development and the City hereby gives NOTICE that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun.  If the City has already given Notice that the 90-day approval period has begun for the subject development, then this document does not re-commence the 90-day approval period.



























































ATTACHMENTS:

Draft Motion – Conditional Use Authorization 

Exhibit A – Conditions of Approval

Exhibit B – Plans

Exhibit C – Maps and Context Photos 

Exhibit D – Conditional Use Authorization Supplemental Application

Exhibit E – Community Business Priority Processing Program Checklist




EXHIBIT A

AUTHORIZATION

This authorization is for a conditional use to allow the reauthorization of the existing public parking lot use located at 621/635 Sansome Street, Block 0196, Lot 001 pursuant to Planning Code Sections 184, 210.1, 239, and 303 within the C-2 (Community Business) District and a 65-A Height and Bulk District; in general conformance with plans, dated February 25, 2020, and stamped “EXHIBIT B” included in the docket for Record No. 2020-003177CUA and subject to conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the Commission on July 23, 2020 under Motion No XXXXXX.  This authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the property and not with a particular Project Sponsor, business, or operator.



recordation of conditions of approval

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property.  This Notice shall state that the project is subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission on July 23, 2020 under Motion No XXXXXX.



printing of conditions of approval on plans

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. XXXXXX shall be reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the site or building permit application for the Project.  The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.   



severability

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements.  If any clause, sentence, section or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions.  This decision conveys no right to construct, or to receive a building permit.  “Project Sponsor” shall include any subsequent responsible party.



Changes and Modifications  

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.  Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval of a new Conditional Use authorization.



Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting

PERFORMANCE

1. Validity. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years from the effective date of the Motion. The Department of Building Inspection shall have issued a Building Permit or Site Permit to construct the project and/or commence the approved use within this three-year period.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



2. Expiration and Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year period has lapsed, the project sponsor must seek a renewal of this Authorization by filing an application for an amendment to the original Authorization or a new application for Authorization. Should the project sponsor decline to so file, and decline to withdraw the permit application, the Commission shall conduct a public hearing in order to consider the revocation of the Authorization. Should the Commission not revoke the Authorization following the closure of the public hearing, the Commission shall determine the extension of time for the continued validity of the Authorization.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



3. Diligent Pursuit. Once a site or Building Permit has been issued, construction must commence within the timeframe required by the Department of Building Inspection and be continued diligently to completion. Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider revoking the approval if more than three (3) years have passed since this Authorization was approved.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



4. Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs may be extended at the discretion of the Zoning Administrator where implementation of the project is delayed by a public agency, an appeal or a legal challenge and only by the length of time for which such public agency, appeal or challenge has caused delay.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other entitlement shall be approved unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in effect at the time of such approval.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



DESIGN – compliance at plan stage

6. Landscaping, Screening of Parking and Vehicular Use Areas.  Pursuant to Planning Code Section 142, the Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit application indicating the screening of parking and vehicle use areas not within a building.  The design and location of the screening and design of any fencing shall be as approved by the Planning Department.  The size and species of plant materials shall be as approved by the Department of Public Works.  Landscaping shall be maintained and replaced as necessary.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-planning.org 



7. Street Trees. The Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit application indicating a minimum of one new proposed street tree per frontage and shall apply for the appropriate permits from the Bureau of Urban Forestry. The size and species of street tree and the location shall be as approved by the Department of Public Works. Payment of an “in lieu” fee for street tree installation shall not meet the requirements of this condition.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-planning.org



8. Lighting. The Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit application indicating a minimum of one new proposed security light fixture at the northwest corner of the lot adjacent to Jackson Street. 

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-planning.org





MONITORING - after entitlement

9. Enforcement.  Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained in this Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject to the enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code Section 176 or Section 176.1.  The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to other city departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org 



10. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions.  Should implementation of this Project result in complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not resolved by the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the specific conditions of approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning Administrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



OPERATION

11. Sidewalk Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain all sidewalks abutting the subject property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance with the Department of Public Works Streets and Sidewalk Maintenance Standards.  

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public Works, 415-695-2017, http://sfdpw.org   



12. Community Liaison.  Prior to issuance of a building permit to construct the project and implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison officer to deal with the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties.  The Project Sponsor shall provide the Zoning Administrator and all registered neighborhood groups for the area with written notice of the name, business address, and telephone number of the community liaison.  Should the contact information change, the Zoning Administrator and registered neighborhood groups shall be made aware of such change.  The community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator what issues, if any, are of concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the Project Sponsor.  

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



13. Lighting.  All Project lighting shall be directed onto the Project site and immediately surrounding sidewalk area only, and designed and managed so as not to be a nuisance to adjacent residents.  Nighttime lighting shall be the minimum necessary to ensure safety, but shall in no case be directed so as to constitute a nuisance to any surrounding property. Prior to issuance of a building permit to construct the project and implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall install a minimum of one security light fixture at the northwest corner of the lot adjacent to Jackson Street.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-planning.org



14. Street Trees. The Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning approval of the building permit application indicating a minimum of one new proposed street tree per frontage. The size and species of street tree and the location shall be as approved by the Department of Public Works. Payment of an “in lieu” fee for street tree installation shall not meet the requirements of this condition.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-8722, HYPERLINK "http://www.sf-planning.org" www.sf-planning.org 
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Planning Commission 
Project Summary and Draft Motion 


 
COMMUNITY BUSINESS PRIORITY PROCESSING PROGRAM 


HEARING DATE: JULY 23, 2020 
CONSENT 


 
Record No.: 2020-003177CUA 
Project Address: 621/635 Sansome Street  
Zoning: C-2 (Community Business) Zoning District 
 Jackson Square Special Use District 
 Washington-Broadway Special Use District 
  65-A Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot: 0196/001 
Project Sponsor: Mark Loper 
 One Bush Street, Suite 600 
 San Francisco, CA 94104 
Property Owner: ZR Jackson LP 
 P.O. Box 670 
 Napa, CA 94559 
Staff Contact: Will Hughen – (415) 575-8722 
 will.hughen@sfgov.org 


 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The project is for the renewal of a Conditional Use Authorization for a commercial Public Parking Lot in 
the Jackson Square Special Use District and the Washington-Broadway Special Use District. Parking lots 
within the Washington-Broadway Special Use District may be authorized as a temporary use for up to five 
years with Conditional Use Authorization. The project has qualified for review under the Planning 
Commission’s Community Business Priority Processing Program (“CB3P”). 
 
REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 
Pursuant to Planning Code Sections 184, 210.1, 239, and 303, Conditional Use authorization is required to 
reauthorize the parking lot use for five years. Ordinance 232-14 (effective December 26, 2014) revised 
Planning Code Section 239 to state that public parking lots shall not be permitted as a permanent use but 
may be authorized as a temporary use for up to five years with Conditional Use authorization. The current 
parking lot use is authorized for a period of five years from the effective date of Ordinance 232-14. As that 
five year period has expired, Conditional Use authorization is required to reauthorize the use for five more 
years. 
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RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA 
621/635 Sansome Street 


 
DECISION 
Based upon information set forth in application materials submitted by the project sponsor and available 
in the case file (which is incorporated herein by reference as though fully set forth) and based upon the 
CB3P Checklist and findings below, the Commission hereby APPROVES Conditional Use Application 
No. 2020-003177CUA subject to conditions contained in the attached “EXHIBIT A” and in general 
conformance with plans on file, dated February 25, 2020, and stamped “EXHIBIT B.” 
 


 
 
 


CB3P CHECKLIST Required Criteria  
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Comments (if any) 


Project Sponsor’s application X    


CB3P eligibility checklist X    


Planning Code §101.1 findings X    


Planning Code §303(c) findings X    
Planning Code §303(o) findings  


for Eating and Drinking Uses 
  X  


Any additional Planning Code findings  
e.g. §303(k) findings for movie theater 
removals or §303(m) findings for grocery 
store removals  


 X  


Photographs of the site and/or context X    


Scaled and/or dimensioned plans X    


Clearance under California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”)   X Not defined as a project under CEQA Guidelines Sections 


15378 and 15060(c)(2) because it would not result in a 


direct or indirect physical change in the environment. 


  


Additional Information 


Notification Period July 3, 2020 - July 23, 2020 (20 days mailing, newspaper, online notice, and posted) 


Number and nature of public comments received The sponsors held a pre-application meeting on March 4, 2020 prior to filing the application; 


there were no attendees. To date, staff has not received any public correspondence regarding 


the application. 


Timeline from complete application to hearing 80 Days 


 


Generalized Basis for Approval (max. one paragraph) 


The Commission finds that this Project is necessary, desirable for, and compatible with the surrounding neighborhood as follows, and as set forth in 


Section 101.1 and 303(c) and findings submitted as part of the application. The proposed use and character is compatible with the surrounding area 


and is on balance compatible with the General Plan and Use District. Conditional Use approval to reauthorize the public parking lot use would allow 


the existing use to continue its operations serving the community for a limited period of time. Staff believes the proposed use would be desirable for 


and compatible with the community and recommends approval with conditions. 
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RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA 
621/635 Sansome Street 


 
 
I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on July 23, 2020. 
 
AYES:   
NAYS:   
ABSENT:   
ADOPTED: July 23, 2020 
 
APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION:  Any aggrieved person may appeal this Conditional Use Authorization to the Board of Supervisors 
within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if not appealed (after the 30-
day period has expired) OR the date of the decision of the Board of Supervisors if appealed to the Board of Supervisors. 


PROTEST OF FEE OR EXACTION:  You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 that is imposed as a condition 
of approval by following the procedures set forth in 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.  If the City has not previously given Notice of an earlier discretionary approval of 
the project, the Planning Commission’s adoption of this Motion, Resolution, Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator’s Variance 
Decision Letter constitutes the approval or conditional approval of the development and the City hereby gives NOTICE that the 90-day protest 
period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun.  If the City has already given Notice that the 90-day approval period has begun for the 
subject development, then this document does not re-commence the 90-day approval period. 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 
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RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA 
621/635 Sansome Street 


 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Draft Motion – Conditional Use Authorization  
Exhibit A – Conditions of Approval 
Exhibit B – Plans 
Exhibit C – Maps and Context Photos  
Exhibit D – Conditional Use Authorization Supplemental Application 
Exhibit E – Community Business Priority Processing Program Checklist 
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RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA 
621/635 Sansome Street 


EXHIBIT A 
AUTHORIZATION 
This authorization is for a conditional use to allow the reauthorization of the existing public parking lot use 
located at 621/635 Sansome Street, Block 0196, Lot 001 pursuant to Planning Code Sections 184, 210.1, 239, 
and 303 within the C-2 (Community Business) District and a 65-A Height and Bulk District; in general 
conformance with plans, dated February 25, 2020, and stamped “EXHIBIT B” included in the docket for 
Record No. 2020-003177CUA and subject to conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the 
Commission on July 23, 2020 under Motion No XXXXXX.  This authorization and the conditions contained 
herein run with the property and not with a particular Project Sponsor, business, or operator. 
 
RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning 
Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder 
of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property.  This Notice shall state that the project is 
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning 
Commission on July 23, 2020 under Motion No XXXXXX. 
 
PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS 
The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. XXXXXX shall 
be reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the site or building permit 
application for the Project.  The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional Use 
authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.    
 
SEVERABILITY 
The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements.  If any clause, sentence, section 
or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not 
affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions.  This decision conveys 
no right to construct, or to receive a building permit.  “Project Sponsor” shall include any subsequent 
responsible party. 
 
CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS   
Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.  
Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval of a new 
Conditional Use authorization. 
 
Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting 
PERFORMANCE 


1. Validity. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years from 
the effective date of the Motion. The Department of Building Inspection shall have issued a 
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RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA 
621/635 Sansome Street 


Building Permit or Site Permit to construct the project and/or commence the approved use within 
this three-year period. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
2. Expiration and Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year period 


has lapsed, the project sponsor must seek a renewal of this Authorization by filing an application 
for an amendment to the original Authorization or a new application for Authorization. Should 
the project sponsor decline to so file, and decline to withdraw the permit application, the 
Commission shall conduct a public hearing in order to consider the revocation of the 
Authorization. Should the Commission not revoke the Authorization following the closure of the 
public hearing, the Commission shall determine the extension of time for the continued validity of 
the Authorization. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
3. Diligent Pursuit. Once a site or Building Permit has been issued, construction must commence 


within the timeframe required by the Department of Building Inspection and be continued 
diligently to completion. Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider revoking 
the approval if more than three (3) years have passed since this Authorization was approved. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
4. Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs may be extended at the discretion of 


the Zoning Administrator where implementation of the project is delayed by a public agency, an 
appeal or a legal challenge and only by the length of time for which such public agency, appeal or 
challenge has caused delay. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other 


entitlement shall be approved unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in 
effect at the time of such approval. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
DESIGN – COMPLIANCE AT PLAN STAGE 


6. Landscaping, Screening of Parking and Vehicular Use Areas.  Pursuant to Planning Code Section 
142, the Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning 
approval of the building permit application indicating the screening of parking and vehicle use 
areas not within a building.  The design and location of the screening and design of any fencing 
shall be as approved by the Planning Department.  The size and species of plant materials shall be 
as approved by the Department of Public Works.  Landscaping shall be maintained and replaced 
as necessary. 



http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/
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RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA 
621/635 Sansome Street 


For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org  
 


7. Street Trees. The Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to 
Planning approval of the building permit application indicating a minimum of one new proposed 
street tree per frontage and shall apply for the appropriate permits from the Bureau of Urban 
Forestry. The size and species of street tree and the location shall be as approved by the Department 
of Public Works. Payment of an “in lieu” fee for street tree installation shall not meet the 
requirements of this condition. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
8. Lighting. The Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to Planning 


approval of the building permit application indicating a minimum of one new proposed security 
light fixture at the northwest corner of the lot adjacent to Jackson Street.  
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
 
MONITORING - AFTER ENTITLEMENT 


9. Enforcement.  Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained in 
this Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject 
to the enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code Section 
176 or Section 176.1.  The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to other 
city departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org  


 
10. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions.  Should implementation of this Project result in 


complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not 
resolved by the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the 
specific conditions of approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning 
Administrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public 
hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
OPERATION 


11. Sidewalk Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain all sidewalks abutting the subject 
property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance with the Department of Public Works 
Streets and Sidewalk Maintenance Standards.   
For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public Works, 
415-695-2017, http://sfdpw.org    



http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://sfdpw.org/
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RECORD NO. 2020-003177CUA 
621/635 Sansome Street 


 
12. Community Liaison.  Prior to issuance of a building permit to construct the project and implement 


the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison officer to deal with the 
issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties.  The Project Sponsor shall provide 
the Zoning Administrator and all registered neighborhood groups for the area with written notice 
of the name, business address, and telephone number of the community liaison.  Should the contact 
information change, the Zoning Administrator and registered neighborhood groups shall be made 
aware of such change.  The community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator what 
issues, if any, are of concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the 
Project Sponsor.   
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
13. Lighting.  All Project lighting shall be directed onto the Project site and immediately surrounding 


sidewalk area only, and designed and managed so as not to be a nuisance to adjacent residents.  
Nighttime lighting shall be the minimum necessary to ensure safety, but shall in no case be directed 
so as to constitute a nuisance to any surrounding property. Prior to issuance of a building permit 
to construct the project and implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall install a 
minimum of one security light fixture at the northwest corner of the lot adjacent to Jackson Street. 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, 
www.sf-planning.org 


 
14. Street Trees. The Project Sponsor shall submit a site plan to the Planning Department prior to 


Planning approval of the building permit application indicating a minimum of one new proposed 
street tree per frontage. The size and species of street tree and the location shall be as approved by 
the Department of Public Works. Payment of an “in lieu” fee for street tree installation shall not 
meet the requirements of this condition. 
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-8722, 
www.sf-planning.org  


 



http://www.sf-planning.org/

http://www.sf-planning.org/
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

San Francisco Property Information Map
 

The Planning Department is open for business during the Stay Safe at Home 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 and Historic
Preservation Commissions are convening remotely and the public is encouraged to participate. The
Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, and Planning Commission 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: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 1:52 PM
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC) <josephine.feliciano@sfgov.org>; Hughen, Will (CPC)
<will.hughen@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: CPC July 23rd - Notice of Public Hearing - 621/635 Sansome Street - 2020-003177CUA
 
 
 
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: Jackson Square <jacksonsqhda@gmail.com>
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 at 11:55 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Hepner, Lee (BOS)" <lee.hepner@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: CPC July 23rd - Notice of Public Hearing - 621/635 Sansome Street - 2020-
003177CUA
 

 

Hi Jonas,
 
Hope you're staying safe and sane!
 
Safety (and some modest beautification to mitigate a corner eyesore) is the motivation for this
letter. The Jackson Square Historic District Association is comprised of community stakeholders and
volunteers that strive to maintain a safe and pleasant environment in the City's oldest designated
historic districts. 

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


 
1) We're respectfully requesting that the City require additional lighting to be installed on this
parking lot, preferably aimed North/Northwest toward Jackson Street. 
2) As this is a prime corner in the heart of Jackson Square fronting both Jackson and Sansome
streets, were also requesting that the owner plant a couple of trees on the sidewalk or within the
perimeter of the lot to help mitigate the visual blight. 
 
We're here to provide any additional information you may need. Thanks for your consideration.
 
Respectfully,
Matt Stegman
Jackson Square Historic District Association



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 145 Missouri Street DR Letter from Scott Emblidge
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:31:53 AM
Attachments: 2020 07 22 145 Missouri Street letter to Commission.pdf

 
 
 
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: deborah@holleyconsulting.com <deborah@holleyconsulting.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 8:52 AM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC)
<corey.teague@sfgov.org>
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; 'Kepa Askenasy'
<kepa@studioaskenasy.com>; Scott Emblidge <emblidge@mosconelaw.com>
Subject: 145 Missouri Street DR Letter from Scott Emblidge
 

 

Hi David and Corey,
Here is our letter with the privacy screen design options attached.  This letter addresses the DR

request and the Variance for 145 Missouri Street which is on the July 30th Planning Commission
agenda.
 
Please let me know if this will make it into the Planning Commission packet.  If not I will email it to
the Commissioners individually.
This letter should be placed in the packet just before the DR Application and its attachments.
 
Thanks very much and please let me know if you have any questions.
Deborah
Holley Consulting

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@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



 


 
 
 


  


220 Montgomery St, Suite 2100, San Francisco, California 94104 
Phone: (415) 362-3599  |  Fax: (415) 362-2006  |  www.mosconelaw.com 


 
 


  Scott Emblidge 


Partner 
emblidge@mosconelaw.com 


Direct: (415) 362-3591 


July 23, 2020 
 
Via Email 
 
President Koppel  
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, #400 San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Re: Re: 145 Missouri Street Discretionary Review – July 30, 2020 Hearing  
 
Dear President Koppel and Commissioners: 
 
I am writing on the behalf of Kepa Askenasy, the DR requestor who lives adjacent to the 
project site at 147 and 153 Missouri Street. The aerial photo on the following page shows the 
project site at 145 Missouri and Ms. Askenasy’s parcels. 
 
This letter summarizes Ms. Askenasy’s concerns discussed in more detail in the DR 
Application. 
 
The primary reasons that this project is exceptional and extraordinary and why you should 
take Discretionary Review and that the Variance should not be approved are as follows: 
 
1. The project sponsor, Craig Johnson, demolished the former enclosed rear porch and 


modified the rear of the property without permits.  By doing so, he created 
significant adverse impacts on Ms. Askenasy’s privacy and exposed her to nuisances 
including excessive noise and litter. 
 


2. The project encroaches over the property line into Ms. Askenasy’s front yard. 
 


3. The project conflicts with key elements of the Residential Design Guidelines. 
 


4. The project requires a rear yard Variance and at least three of the critical findings 
necessary for a Variance cannot be supported with the current project design. 
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Project Site History. The 145 Missouri Street property was purchased approximately 25 
years ago by the project sponsor, Craig Johnson.  The first photograph on the next page 
shows the condition of the rear of the property in 1995 with the enclosed rear porch which 
was supported by posts.   
 
As detailed in the DR Application, Mr. Johnson demolished the enclosed porch without 
permits in 1998 and, as shown in the second and third photographs on the next page, 
constructed an open deck above a garage extension into the required rear yard (indeed, into 
Ms. Askenasy’s yard) without required permits or a Variance.  A complaint was filed but no 
action was taken by DBI or Planning at the time.  In addition, Mr. Johnson tore out and 
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replaced the deck and rear portion of the garage in 2002 and 2017.  Complaints were filed 
after those actions without a response from the City until 2018 when the Planning 
Department issued an NOV (No.: 201805179450) requiring that permits be obtained and 
establishing that a rear yard Variance is required for the horizontal and vertical additions.  
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Loss of Privacy and Exposure to Noise and Other Nuisances.  The east facing deck 
results in a loss of privacy and quiet enjoyment of Ms. Askenasy’s home and is detrimental to 
her welfare.  As shown in the photographs below, the project residents can look straight into 
her bedroom and office windows, where she spends the majority of her time. 
 


 Bedroom View 1 
 


 Bedroom View 2 
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Bedroom View 3 
 
 


 Office View 
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While most of the discretionary review applications you consider may be concerned about 
the possible privacy impacts of a project once constructed, Ms. Askenasy has already 
experienced actual privacy impacts due to the closeness of this open deck to her home, as 
well as noise intrusion and trash being thrown into her front yard located adjacent to the 
deck.  These problems did not exist until the enclosed porch was demolished. 
 
The project encroaches over the property line into the DR Requestor’s property.  Mr. 
Johnson built the deck and extended the garage over his eastern property line into the front 
yard of Ms. Askenasy’s property.  A close-up of the survey provided as Exhibit 2 in the DR 
Application is provided below to show this encroachment. 


 
 
 
We understand from Planning that the Zoning Administrator has said that this condition is 
not permitted and that the structure needs to be modified so that it is no longer on Ms. 
Askenasy’s property.  Given that the project before you is built, in part, on Ms. Askenasy’s 
property, the Commission cannot approve it. 
 
The project is inconsistent with the Residential Design Guidelines.  As discussed 
above, the project privacy. The project has been constructed without permits and without 
any consideration of Ms. Askenasy’s privacy and it is inconsistent with the following RDG 
Guidelines:  
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"Articulate the building to minimize impacts on light and privacy to adjacent properties." 
(RDGs, page 16) 
 


• “As with light, some loss of privacy to existing neighboring buildings can be 
expected with a building expansion. However, there may be special situations where a 
proposed project will have an unusual impact on privacy to neighboring interior living 
spaces. In these situations, the following design modifications can minimize impacts on 
privacy; other modifications may also be appropriate depending on the circumstances of a 
particular project. Some of these measures might conflict with the “light” measures above, 
so it will be necessary to prioritize relevant issues:  
 


• Incorporate landscaping and privacy screens into the proposal.  


• Use solid railings on decks.  


• Develop window configurations that break the line of sight between houses.  


• Use translucent glazing such as glass block or frosted glass on windows and 
doors facing openings on abutting structures.” (RDGs, page 17) 
 


The project needs to be revised to protect Ms. Askenasy’s privacy to provide compliance 
with these guidelines.  A 7’-high privacy screen and obscured glass on the rear-facing project 
bathroom window would help provide compliance. 
 
The project requires a rear yard Variance and at least three of the critical findings 
necessary for a Variance cannot be supported.  The project is inconsistent with required 
Variance Finding 1, “That there are exceptional or extraordinary circumstances applying to 
the property involved or to the intended use of the property that do not apply generally to 
other property or uses in the same class of district.”  The project sponsor states that because 
of the lot’s shallow depth, the rear porch is the only feasible area for usable open space.  
This is not true; the subject lot contains 1,250 square feet with a 600 square foot building 
and 413 square feet of private usable open space.  The photograph on the next page shows 
the usable front porch with a table and chairs and the garden behind a six-foot-high solid 
wood fence.   
 
The project is inconsistent with Variance Finding 2, “That owing to such exceptional or 
extraordinary circumstances the literal enforcement of specified provisions of this Code 
would result in practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship not created by or attributable to the 
applicant or the owner of the property;.”  Mr. Johnson created the need for the Variance himself 
when he illegally demolished the non-conforming enclosed porch and extended the garage, 
thereby requiring the need for the Variance.   
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The project is inconsistent with Variance Finding 4, “That the granting of such variance will 
not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or materially injurious to the property or 
improvements in the vicinity” because the building, including the recent unpermitted work, 
was constructed without permits and does not meet current life safety codes including 
seismic and fire codes.  These dangerous conditions were created when Mr. Johnson built 
his unpermitted vertical and horizontal addition to the garage in a substandard manner that 
is not to code and subjects Ms. Askenasy to dangerous conditions that threaten her welfare. 
For example, he created a "soft story" at the rear of the house which has not been properly 
addressed in the plans, among other concerning omissions. See sheet A701/9 for 
substandard seismic and fire details.  He has also not provided underpinning to protect the 
safety of Ms. Askenasy’s home at 153 Missouri. 
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Requested Modifications 


We ask that you take DR and require that the project be modified as follows:  


1.  Provide a Privacy Screen.  Provide a structurally integrated 7'-high privacy screen 
where the deck railing currently exists with a design that meets the building code and record 
a Notice of Special Restrictions to insure that the screen remains in perpetuity and is not 
removed by future owners.   Three examples of such a screen are provided as Attachment 
A to this letter.   


2.  Remove Encroachment and Correct Plans.  Remove the portions of the project 
that encroach onto Ms. Askenasy’s property at 147 Missouri Street. The plans, including 
sheets A050/1, A100/1, A100/2, A101/1, A702/5, and A702/13 do not show that the 
building is over the property line.  These sheets need to be corrected because they show the 
existing new construction that was undertaken without permits as being approximately 6” 
from where the building is actually located. 


3.  To provide compliance with Variance Finding 4, require that the work meet 
all life safety codes. The building, including the recent unpermitted work needs to be 
upgraded to meet current life safety codes including seismic and fire codes.  These 
dangerous conditions were created when Mr. Johnson built his unpermitted vertical and 
horizontal addition to the garage. This needs to include underpinning to protect Ms. 
Askenasy’s property at 153 Missouri Street and review of skylights that were installed 
without permits.   


4. Install Fixed Fire-rated Bathroom Window at Rear.  To further address privacy 
concerns and correct substandard fire-safety conditions, require that the project sponsor 
replace operable clear sliding bathroom window, which was installed without permits in 2002 
at rear property line with fixed fire rated obscure glass, sand blasted.  A complaint was filed 
(#20022226058) but no action was taken to correct the condition. 


 


Please take Discretionary Review and require changes to the proposed design to protect 


Ms. Askenasy’s privacy and physical safety. 


 


Sincerely,  
 
 
 
G. Scott Emblidge  
 
cc: Members of the Planning Commission  


Corey Teague, Zoning Administrator 
 David Winslow 


Jonas Ionin 
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ATTACHMENT A 
PRIVACY SCREEN EXAMPLES 
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Privacy Screen Alternative #1 


If no fire-rated wall is required at 5’ side setback 
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Privacy Screen Alternative #2 


If fire-rated wall is required at 5’ side setback 
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Privacy Screen Alternative #3 
Louvered Design 
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:30:49 AM

 
 
 
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: Vlad Blumen <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 8:41 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:Jeffrey.Horn@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


Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Vlad Blumen
vblumen@gmail.com

94123
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:30:35 AM

 
 
 
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: Amy English <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 8:40 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Amy English
amyenglish415@gmail.com

94122
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:30:15 AM

 
 
 
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 Tejeda <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 6:13 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
David Tejeda
dtrepairs@gmail.com

94114
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for Arcana
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:29:55 AM

 
 
 
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: Brian Jansen <bjansen9@me.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 3:40 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: xinlu.liang@sfgov.org; naz@arcanasf.com
Subject: Support for Arcana
 

 

Project Name: Arcana
Project Address: 2512 Mission St. SF
Project Sponsor: Naz Khorram
 
To Whom It May Concern:
 
I am writing to express my support for Arcana receiving a permit.  I am a vegan and find it hugely
disappointing how few vegetarian (much less vegan) restaurants are in SF.  If you google vegan
restaurants in SF you will find only a few. Off the top of my head I can count only about 7 (Wild Seed,
Vegan Picnic -which is takeout only- Nourish Cafe, Golden Era, Enjoy Vegetarian. Shizen, Vegan
Burg).  Only four of these are actual sit down restaurants and only two of high quality. This is a paltry
amount of options for vegans in SF. In other cities I visited in the past year - LA, NY, Barcelona- there
are dozens and dozens of options. SF is way behind. We count ourselves a relatively health conscious
and progressive city— so why are there next to no vegan restaurants?  
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Vegan food has not only health benefits but environmental benefits (they say if the world went
vegan we would have no ozone problem). Also vegan food tends to be sourced locally and helps the
local economy. 
 
Nationwide it is estimated vegans comprise 1% of the population.  The number is likely much higher
in SF, I would guess at least 3-5%. That’s up to 40,000 people in SF with only 7 restaurant options in
the entire city. “The Economist” declared 2019 the year of the vegan, as many more people are
converting to a vegan diet. 
https://worldin2019.economist.com/theyearofthevegan
 
Arcana not only will be providing a much needed service to vegans, it also will support local artists.
With so much corporatization of the arts, we need local establishments that promote and support
local artists. San Francisco is completely losing its character to the tech companies. We need more
homegrown businesses like Arcana which promote health and artistry. 
 
I personally worked with Naz Khorram, Arcana’s owner, in the hospitality industry and can attest to
her character and ethics. She is a truly wonderful  person who brings people together and creates
community around herself.  She has many years experience in the food industry, and is an amazing
artist herself and strong supporter of other artists and entertainers. She is the kind of community
leader San Francisco needs—an advocate for queers, immigrants, people of color, artists, and
vegans. 
 
I think Arcana will be an incredible addition to this city and is more than deserving of the city’s
support in the way of a permit. Even seeing the dishes being planned for the menu, posted on
Facebook, I can’t wait til this vision becomes a reality. 
 
If you have any need for a reference for Naz or any questions please don’t hesitate to contact me  
Sincerely,
Brian Jansen
701 Pine St., San Francisco 
617-970-0049

https://worldin2019.economist.com/theyearofthevegan


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:29:01 AM

 
 
 
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: Van Rookhuyzen <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 2:36 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Van Rookhuyzen
vanrookhuyzen@comcast.net

94102

mailto:vanrookhuyzen@comcast.net


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:28:45 AM

 
 
 
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: Michael Leslie <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 2:04 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Michael Leslie
mleslie.online@gmail.com

94116

mailto:mleslie.online@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:28:27 AM

 
 
 
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: Kevin Kaiser <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 11:29 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Kevin Kaiser
kevinakaiser@gmail.com

94115

mailto:kevinakaiser@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:28:13 AM

 
 
 
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: Jessamyn Conell-Price <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 10:10 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Jessamyn Conell-Price
jessamyncp@gmail.com

94122

mailto:jessamyncp@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please vote yes on the 3601 Lawton building
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:27:55 AM

 
 
 
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: Alfred Twu <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 9:20 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please vote yes on the 3601 Lawton building
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Alfred Twu
firstcultural@gmail.com

94704

mailto:firstcultural@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:27:40 AM

 
 
 
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: kevin griffith <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 9:17 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
kevin griffith
kgriffith111@gmail.com

94602

mailto:kgriffith111@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:27:24 AM

 
 
 
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: Kristen Villalobos <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:14 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Kristen Villalobos
frlkris.v@gmail.com

94102

mailto:frlkris.v@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:27:07 AM

 
 
 
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: Caitlin Barta <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:08 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Caitlin Barta
caitlin.barta@gmail.com

94114

mailto:caitlin.barta@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:26:30 AM

 
 
 
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: Christopher Pederson <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:57 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I strongly support the project to replace a gas station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. The
project will provide the Outer Sunset with desperately needed new homes and small business
opportunities. I am especially happy that 25 percent of units will be below market rate. Projects such
as this are exactly what the Home-SF program was intended to promote.

Please approve the project.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Christopher Pederson
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chpederson@yahoo.com

94112

mailto:chpederson@yahoo.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:26:16 AM

 
 
 
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: Gary Ortega <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:44 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Gary Ortega 
gjortega@comcast.net

94109

mailto:gjortega@comcast.net


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:25:57 AM

 
 
 
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: Francisco Bonilla <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:35 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Francisco Bonilla
franciscobonilla35@att.net

94112-1812

mailto:franciscobonilla35@att.net


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:25:43 AM

 
 
 
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: Chad Miller <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:26 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Chad Miller
realmchild@gmail.com

94114

mailto:realmchild@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:25:23 AM

 
 
 
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: Fay Darmawi <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:20 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Fay Darmawi 
fdarmawi@yahoo.com

94111

mailto:fdarmawi@yahoo.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:25:08 AM

 
 
 
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: Norma Guzman <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:19 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Norma Guzman
normaguz@gmail.com

mailto:normaguz@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:24:54 AM

 
 
 
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: Jeremy Linden <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:12 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Jeremy Linden
jlinden@monkey.org

94103

mailto:jlinden@monkey.org


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:24:35 AM

 
 
 
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: Dragisa Krsmanovic <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:07 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Dragisa Krsmanovic
dragishak@gmail.com

94110

mailto:dragishak@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:24:17 AM

 
 
 
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: Katie Spurlock <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 6:07 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Katie Spurlock
fenna66@hotmail.com

94107

mailto:fenna66@hotmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:19:42 AM

 
 
 
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: Deny Sepaher <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:47 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Deny Sepaher
denysepaher@yahoo.com

94115

mailto:denysepaher@yahoo.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:19:23 AM

 
 
 
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: Gerry Tierney <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:45 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Gerry Tierney
gerry.tierney@perkinswill.com

94105

mailto:gerry.tierney@perkinswill.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:19:05 AM

 
 
 
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: Susan Tan <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:36 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Susan Tan
onceuponatimeforever@gmail.com

94610

mailto:onceuponatimeforever@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:18:49 AM

 
 
 
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: eugene pak <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:30 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
eugene pak
eugenepaksf@gmail.com

94117

mailto:eugenepaksf@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:18:30 AM

 
 
 
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: Mark Macy <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:25 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Mark Macy
markm@macyarchitecture.com

94118

mailto:markm@macyarchitecture.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:18:12 AM

 
 
 
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: Evan Shaffer <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:22 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Evan Shaffer
evanj23@gmail.com

94110

mailto:evanj23@gmail.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:17:52 AM

 
 
 
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: Albert Eibner <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:17 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Albert Eibner
berto51@yahoo.com

94109

mailto:berto51@yahoo.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:17:23 AM

 
 
 
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: Timothy Bauman <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:15 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Timothy Bauman
tbauman@tbauman.com

94117

mailto:tbauman@tbauman.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:16:56 AM

 
 
 
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: Rupergen Sicat <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:15 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Rupergen Sicat
genke6hnk@yahoo.com

94103

mailto:genke6hnk@yahoo.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:16:33 AM

 
 
 
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: Jonathan Pearlman <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 5:12 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the
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Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Jonathan Pearlman
jonathan@elevationarchitects.com

94109

mailto:jonathan@elevationarchitects.com


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposing the permit application of "1856 29th Avenue" (2019-012023DRP)
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:16:04 AM

 
 
 
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: Timothy Wu <timwu01@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 4:40 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Timothy Wu <timwu01@hotmail.com>
Subject: Opposing the permit application of "1856 29th Avenue" (2019-012023DRP)
 

 

Dear Commissions Secretary/David Winslow,

Re. This is in regards to the permit application of "1856 29th Avenue" (2019-012023DRP)

I am a house owner of "1837 28th Avenue" and my family is opposed to the multi-level
expansion of the house of 1856 29th Avenue for the reasons as follows:

1) This oversized 3 story home will ruin the aesthetic beauty of our street and nearby area as
most of the houses on the block are 2 story only. The view of the ocean will be blocked as
well.

2) 2 years of daily construction noise, heavy truck traffic on the block, and lack of parking are
expected that will interfere my family especially for the difficult time we are having now due
to Pandemic as my family members are now working from home most of the time and there
doesn't seem to be any solution for the foreseeable future.
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Yours sincerely,

Timothy Wu

 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:15:48 AM

 
 
 
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: Corey Smith <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 4:20 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. Please support bringing these much-needed homes to San Francisco and the

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:Jeffrey.Horn@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


Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Corey Smith
cwsmith17@gmail.com

94117
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:15:25 AM

 
 
 
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: Sara Ogilvie <corey@sfhac.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 3:50 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support Housing at 3601 Lawton!
 

 

Commission:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

I write to you in full support of the thought-out proposed housing project, which replaces a gas
station with 41 new homes at 3601 Lawton. Located in the Outer Sunset, the site displays a creative
use to accommodate for new homes and small business opportunities within a mixed-use building.
The project sponsor changed the design of the ground floor to accommodate 4 smaller and more
usable commercial spaces, as opposed to the single large space proposed, which blend with
Lawton's small merchant corridor. As to fit along with the neighborhood's unique appeal, the top
floor is set back 10 feet to ensure it will blend with the scale of surrounding buildings. As shown
through 25% of the units being affordable and the variance in transit options, the project
accommodates for a diversity of San Franciscans.

Adding 41 new homes will help combat San Francisco's ever growing housing shortage and
affordability crisis. The project passed through the planning commission and environmental review,
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and we’d love your help to build on this momentum. Please support bringing these much-needed
homes to San Francisco and the Sunset. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely,

Sincerely,
Sara Ogilvie
sara@ogilvie.us.com

94110
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Comments on 624 Moultrie, Record No. 2019-016947DRP
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:14:08 AM

 
 
 
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: Jenee Gavette <exsfo@ix.netcom.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 3:43 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Comments on 624 Moultrie, Record No. 2019-016947DRP
 

 

Hi,
 
My house is located next door to 624 Moultrie on the north side.  I have some concerns and requests, as
follows.  I do not believe that these requests are burdensome or overstated.  
 

If the construction proceeds, I request no one or nothing goes on my roof ever.  My roof was
replaced recently at great expense to me and is a double bitumen torch down GTA by GAF
(RUBEROID TORCH GRANULE membrane) roofing application.  Therefore, it is not designed for
foot traffic or placement of other materials as it can be damaged very easily.  I will not allow any
trespass on my roof and I request that no trespass shall be stated in the permit, if issued.
I spend a lot of time in my peaceful and quiet home during each day, therefore, I am quite
concerned about the increased unpleasent noise level that this project shall create.  The
residences of 624 Moultrie will not be residing in their home during that period, however, I do not
have that option except with great expense & disruption to me.  I request that 624 Moultrie provide
an escrow account (et al) so that I can stay at a hotel during those times when the noise is too
great for enjoying the peaceful environment of my home.
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I request that construction or related activity not start before 9 am and be completed by 5 PM each
day, and be so stated in the permit.
I will not allow anyone to park in my driveway or block it in any way.  I request that this be stated in
the permit with an exception that If they need to block (et al) my driveway, that they request
permission 24 hours ahead of time, in order to obtain my permission for such blockage and length
of time as I agree to.  Also, I do not have to agree to any request.  I will also have any vehicle
towed that does not have my permission.
I request that thorough inspections be completed each day to recover nails and other debris that
may end up in the street, sidewalk, or my driveway so that I will not end up with a flat tire or injury. 
In addition, contractor shall request from me each day to inspect my backyard to recover and
remove any debris that has fallen into my yard.  These limits should be in the permit.
The design of the addition is not in keeping with our neighborhood.  The flat back on the addition
should include a 10 foot setback, if possible.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
 
Jenee Gavette
 
 
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: St. Ignatius Lights Project Support
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:13:47 AM
Attachments: SI Lights Support Emails 2 .pdf

 
 
 
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: Ms. Nicole Harlan <nharlan@siprep.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 3:10 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: St. Ignatius Lights Project Support
 

 

Dear Commissions Secretary,
 

Please accept these additional letters of support for the SI Lights project (Item 16,
SF Planning Agenda 7/23/20) written by supporters.  Thank you.
 

Sincerely,
Nicole Harlan
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��������� 5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10EG.-WK3]-[)]/;N&;O9VIK ���


&ƌŽŵ͗�:ŽƐĞƉŚ��ŚĂŶ�фũŬůĐƐĨΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵх
^ĞŶƚ͗�tĞĚŶĞƐĚĂǇ͕ �DĂǇ�ϭϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϴ͗ϮϬ�WD
dŽ͗�ũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖ĨƌĂŶŬ͘ĨƵŶŐΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фĨƌĂŶ
ŽƌŐ�фĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ƐĞĐƌĞƚĂƌǇΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
�Đ͗�'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�ф'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗�ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�-RVHSK�FKDQ�UHVLGHQW�DW��������WK�$YHQXH�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�GLVWULFW�VLQFH�������0\�VRQ�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�+LJK�6FKRRO�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�IRU�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�ODWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�WLPH�DV�UHTXLUHG�E\�QHZ�&$�6WDWH�/DZ�VLJQHG�E\�*RYHUQRU
1HZVRP�
�
5HVHDUFK�VWXGLHV�E\�WKH�$PHULFDQ�$FDGHP\�RI�3HGLDWULFV�KDYH�FRQILUPHG�VWDUWLQJ�VFKRRO�ODWHU�LQ�WKH�PRUQLQJ�OHDGV�WR�EHWWHU�RYHUDOO�KHDOWK�DQG�VFKRRO�SHUIRUPDQFH���7KLV�ZLOO�EH�WKH�QHZ
QRUPDO�IRU�PRVW�&DOLIRUQLD�VFKRROV�
�
$QRWKHU�NH\�EHQHILW�RI�WKH�ILHOG�OLJKWV�ZLOO�EH�DOORZLQJ�NLGV�D�VDIH�RSWLRQ�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�FRPPXQLW\�EXLOGLQJ�)ULGD\�QLJKW�DWKOHWLF�JDPHV���7KHVH�ZLOO�EH�RQ�WKH�FDPSXV�ZLWK�VXSHUYLVLRQ�E\
IDFXOW\��SDUHQWV�DQG�VFKRRO�VHFXULW\�WR�PDNH�VXUH�WKH�NLGV�DUH�LQ�D�VDIH�DQG�RUJDQL]HG�HYHQW�
(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
-RVHSK�FKDQ
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19WOKZ+'F&)6Y]/IFZM&*11] ���


)URP��0ROO\�0F)DGGHQ��PPFIDGGHQ����#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϭϲ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�DŽůůǇ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ͕�ĂŶĚ�/Ζŵ�ĂŶ��ůƵŵŶĂ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ͕ �ĂƐ�ǁĞůů�ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ��ůƵŵŶŝ��ůĂƐƐ
ZĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟǀĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ��ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϰ͘�/Ζŵ�ĂůƐŽ�Ă�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ�ŽĨ�Ϯϰ
ǇĞĂƌƐ͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/Ĩ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ
ǁĞƌĞ�ŝŶ�ƉůĂĐĞ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�^͘/͕͘�/�ǁŽƵůĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƩĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞŵ�ŝŶ�ƐŽ�ŵĂŶǇ�ǁĂǇƐ͕�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŝƐ�ǁŚǇ�/
ƐƚƌŽŶŐůǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�


�Ɛ�Ă�ƚĞĂŵ�ŵĂŶŐĞƌ�ĨŽƌ�ŽƵƌ�&ƌĞƐŚŵĂŶ͕�:ƵŶŝŽƌ�sĂƌƐŝƚǇ͕ �ĂŶĚ�sĂƌƐŝƚǇ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ƚĞĂŵƐ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ϰ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�Ăƚ�^͘/͕͘�/�ƐƉĞŶƚ
ĐŽƵŶƚůĞƐƐ�ŶŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞͲ�ŵĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ǁĞƌĞ�ŚŝŶĚĞƌĞĚ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ�ĞĂƌůǇ�ƐƵŶƐĞƚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĨĂůů͘�DǇ�ĐŽůůĞĂŐƵĞƐ
ĂŶĚ�/�;Ăůů�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ǁŽŵĞŶͿ�ŚĂĚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞ�ŽƵƌ�ũŽď�ŽĨ�ĂƐƐŝƐƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ĐůĞĂŶŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ĂŌĞƌ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŵĂŬŝŶŐ�ƐƵƌĞ
Ăůů�ŽĨ�ŽƵƌ�ĞƋƵŝƉŵĞŶƚ�ǁĂƐ�ůŽĐŬĞĚ�ĂǁĂǇ�ƐĂĨĞůǇ͘�hŶĨŽƌƚƵŶĂƚĞůǇ͕ �Ăůů�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŚĂĚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĚŽŶĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĂƌŬ�ĂƐ�ǁĞ�ŚĂĚ�ŶŽ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�ŽƵƌ�ĮĞůĚ͘�EŽƚ�ŽŶůǇ�ǁĂƐ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŝŶĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶƚ͕�ďƵƚ�ĨƌĂŶŬůǇ͕ �ŝƚ�ǁĂƐ�ƐĐĂƌǇ�ĂƐ�Ă�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ǁŽŵĂŶ�ǁŚŽ�ƐƚĂŶĚƐ�Ăƚ�ϱΖϯ
ĂŶĚ�ŽŶůǇ�ϭϭϱ�ƉŽƵŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĂƐ�ŽŌĞŶ�ǁĂůŬŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ŵǇ�ĐĂƌ�Žƌ�ƚŽ�DƵŶŝ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĂƌŬ͘�dŚĂŶŬĨƵůůǇ͕ �ŽƵƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ
ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ�ǁĞƌĞ�ŬŝŶĚ�ĞŶŽƵŐŚ�ƚŽ�ůŽŽŬ�ŽƵƚ�ĨŽƌ�ŵǇƐĞůĨ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƚĞĂŵ�ŵĂŶĂŐĞƌƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĂůŬ�ƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŽƵƌ�ĐĂƌƐ͘��ůů�ŽĨ
ƚŚĞ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƚĂī�ĐĂŶ�ĨĞĞů�ƐĂĨĞ�Ăƚ�ŶŝŐŚƚ͕�ƚŚŽƵŐŚ͕�ŝĨ�ǇŽƵ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
DŽůůǇ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ
Ϯϲϱϱ�ϮϮŶĚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10J*9'=I)+-V=IY[Q]W'3USQ ���


)URP��-XOLHW�.QR[��NQR[�MXOLHW#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��0D\����������DW������
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�-XOLHW�.QR[�DQG�,�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ�������,�VWLOO�OLYH�LQ�WKH�FLW\
DQG�LW�EULQJV�PH�JUHDW�SULGH�WR�FRQWLQXH�WR�VXSSRUW�P\�DOPD�PDWHU�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH
PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW
WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG
DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ
WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH
WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH
DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ
FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
-XOLHW�.QR[
����:LOODUG�1�����6)�&$������
NQR[�MXOLHW#JPDLO�FRP
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Planning Commissioners: 
 
May 17th, 2020 
 
President Joel Koppel 
And Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
CC: Supervisor Gordon Mar – District 4f 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
My name is Rob Hickox and I am a fourth Generation San Franciscan. I have lived in the City my 
entire life. I have been a resident of the Sunset District for 35 years. I am an alumnus of Saint 
Ignatius and a parent of a Saint Ignatius grad.  
 
I have coached in the Sunset District for over 40 years from youth to adult. Over the years I 
have seen the benefits of fields and especially what lighted fields bring to the City. I worked 
with both Jim Lucey and Quinton Kopp on getting the West Sunset field (Jim Lucey Fields) build 
years ago. As a youth coach at Saint Gabriel School I saw the immediate positive impact the 
lights had on the South Sunset field (Soccer & Baseball) for the youth of the city. 
 
If you pass the lights, student will no longer have to stretch themselves to the point of their 
health and wellness. These lights will help the students manage family, school, sports and other 
activities. Time is a very important commodity these days and installation of  these lights will 
benefit all. 
 
I highly support and recommend the lights for Saint Ignatius field. I see it as a win, win for both 
the Sunset District and the City. Please vote YES! to the lights on the Saint Ignatius field and 
thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Rob Hickox 
1462 – 36th Avenue 
San Francisco CA 94122 
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19YWN6*.TFK:PI7YS%[45QIK ���


)URP��$QGUHL�7HUHELOR��DQGUHLWHUHELOR#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


:H�DUH�ZULWLQJ�WR�YRLFH�RXU�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�QHZ�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH
RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


:H�KDYH�EHHQ�UHVLGHQWV�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�GLVWULFW�RI�6DQ�IUDQFLVFR�VLQFH�������
:H�KDYH�WZR�GDXJKWHUV�ZKR�DWWHQG�6,��ERWK�RI�ZKRP�DUH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV��7KURXJK�WKHLU�SDUWLFLSDWLRQ�ZH�KDYH�FRPH�WR
DSSUHFLDWH�WKH�YDOXH�RI�RQ�FDPSXV�SUDFWLFHV�LQ�UHODWLRQ�WR�VWXGHQWV
�DFDGHPLFV��OLIH�EDODQFH��DQG�PHQWDO�KHDOWK�


,Q�DGGLWLRQ�SOHDVH�FRQVLGHU�WKH�PXOWLSOH�EHQHILWV�RI�EHWWHU�OLW�FDPSXV�ILHOGV�IRU�WKH�VDIHW\�DURXQG�WKH�VFKRRO��ZKLFK�LV�DQ
LPSRUWDQW�IDFWRU�IRU�XV�DV�RXU�GDXJKWHUV�VRPHWLPHV�ZDON�RU�ELNH�IURP�VFKRRO�DIWHU�GXVN�


)LQDOO\��WKH�WHDP�VSRUWV�DW�6,�DUH�DQ�LPSRUWDQW�SDUW�RI�OLIH�IRU�PDQ\�DOXPQL�DQG�WKHLU�SDUHQWV�ZKR�OLYH�LQ�WKH�QHERUKRRG��,�NQRZ
ZH�ZLOO�EH�DWWQGLQJ�JDPHV�ORQJ�DIWHU�RXU�GXJKWHUV�JUDGXDWH��


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH
LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR
SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�
'U��$QGUHL�7HUHELOR�DQG�'U��1LQD�%XEQRYD
�������VW�DYH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$


DQGUHLWHUHELOR#JPDLO�FRP
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19WOKZ*O1-9[F3MI'YI0W]O; ���


)URP��-RQDV�6DWXLWR��MVDWXLWR#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��0D\����������DW������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϭϴ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ŽŶĂƐ�^ĂƚƵŝƚŽ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ŽǁŶĞĚ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ƌĞĂ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ϮϬϬϮ͘��/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�^/�ĂůƵŵŶƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�/�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ŚĂǀĞ�Ă�ŶŝĞĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŶĞƉŚĞǁ�ǁŚŽ�ĂƩĞŶĚ�^/͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ďĞĐĂƵƐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƚ�ƚŽ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŽ�Ăůů�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚͲĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ͘


tŝƚŚ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ͕�^/�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ĐĂŶ�ƐƚĂǇ�ƐĂĨĞůǇ�ŽŶ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ŝŶƐƚĞĂĚ�ŽĨ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĮĞůĚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�Žƌ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ĐŝƟĞƐ�ƐƵĐŚ�ĂƐ�WĂĐŝĮĐĂ�ĂŶĚ��ĂůǇ��ŝƚǇ͘���ƵƫŶŐ�ĚŽǁŶ
ŽŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞů�ƟŵĞ�ǁŝůů�ĂůůŽǁ�ƚŚĞ�^/�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀŽƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƟŵĞ�ƚŽ�ƐƚƵĚǇŝŶŐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĐůĂƐƐĞƐ�Žƌ�ŐĞƚ�ŚŽŵĞ�ĞĂƌůŝĞƌ͘
�
>ŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�ŚĞůƉ�ƐŽůǀĞ�ƚŚĞ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐŚŽƌƚĂŐĞ�ƉƌŽďůĞŵ�ĨŽƌ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ĐůƵď�ƚĞĂŵƐ͕�ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�&Ăůů�ĂŶĚ�tŝŶƚĞƌ�ŵŽŶƚŚƐ�ǁŚĞŶ
ĚĂƌŬŶĞƐƐ�ĂƌƌŝǀĞƐ�ďǇ�ϱƉŵ͘��tŝƚŚ�^/�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ŽǁŶ�ĮĞůĚ͕�ƉƌĞĐŝŽƵƐ�ĞǀĞŶŝŶŐ�ĮĞůĚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�ŽīĞƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƐĐŚŽŽůƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĐůƵď�ƚĞĂŵƐ�ǁŚŽ
ŶĞĞĚ�ƚŚĞŵ͘
���
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ
ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ
ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
:ŽŶĂƐ�^ĂƚƵŝƚŽ
ϭϮϱϱ�ϭϴƚŚ��ǀĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϮϮ
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From: Kevin <kklung@sbcglobal.net> 
Date: May 18, 2020 at 4:14:17 PM PDT 
To: kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, sue.diamond@sfgov.org 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
Subject: S.I. LIGHTS 


 
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
  
My name is Kevin Klung, I have lived on 30Th and Quintara for 62 years.  I am a Saint Ignatius 
Alumni. 
  
I¶m ZUiWing in VWURng VXSSRUW fRU Whe aSSURYal Rf lighWV aW SW. IgnaWiXV Field in RUdeU WR cUeaWe mRUe  
options for student-athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in  
accordance with CA State law. 
  
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I.  
to build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances  
to practice. 
  
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests  
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through  
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong  
feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
  
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Kevin G Klung 
2126 Quintara 
Kklung@sbcglobal.net 
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19YY0NJI)'+4]3%'11P9T=00 ���


�����������)RUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH����������
)URP��'DQLHO�/RSH]��GORSH]#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7XH��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�2Q�7KH�0XUSK
7R��1LFN�&RPLQRV��QFRPLQRV#VLSUHS�RUJ!


1LFN�


+HUH
V�ZKDW�,�ZURWH�WR�WKH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�'DQ�/RSH]�DQG�,
P�RQH�RI�WKH�IRRWEDOO�FRDFKHV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�+LJK�6FKRRO�


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS
VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH
LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR
SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


'DQ�/RSH]
����6XQQ\GDOH�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�������
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['FM1U;]SQN1=T6*S3&&-* ���


)URP��&RPWH��-DPHV�
6HQW��7XHVGD\��0D\���������������30
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��FRPPLVV
RUJ
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
+L��P\�QDPH�LV�-DPHV�&RPWH���,¶YH�EHHQ�OLYLQJ�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�IRU�ILYH�\HDUV�DQG�P\�FKLOG�DWWHQGV�6W��,JQDWLXV�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV
WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK
WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
-DPHV�&RPWH
�������UG�$YH
6)��&D������
-DPHV�&RPWH#XFVI�HGX
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6,���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19YWVW%-)'/=6G-PNMF0W[Y: ���


)URP��0DUN�&DUOLQ��PDUN�FDUOLQ����#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7XH��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6,
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


ϱͬϭϵͬϮϬϮϬ


WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů


s/���D�/>


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


,ĞůůŽ͕�ŵǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�DĂƌŬ��ĂƌůŝŶ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�WĂƌŬƐŝĚĞͬ^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ�;ϯϯǇƌƐ͘Ϳ��/�ĂƩĞŶĚĞĚ�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŝǀŝůĞŐĞ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂǇŝŶŐ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƐŽĐĐĞƌ�ǁŚŝůĞ�/�ĂƩĞŶĚĞĚ͘��dĞĂŵ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ǁĂƐ�Ă�ŚƵŐĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�
ŽĨ�ŵǇ�ƉĞƌƐŽŶĂů�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ĂŶĚ�/�ƚŚŝŶŬ��ƚŚĂƚ�^/�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ĂůůŽǁĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŝŶƐƚĂůů�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĮĞůĚ͘��


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘


dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘


WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


DĂƌŬ��ĂƌůŝŶ
Ϯϰϱϳ�ϮϭƐƚ��ǀĞ͕�^&����ϵϰϭϭϲ
DĂƌŬ͘ĐĂƌůŝŶϭϮϮϮΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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From: Gabe Manzanares <gabemanzanares@siprep.org> 
Date: May 9, 2020 at 5:08:47 PM PDT 
To: joel.koppel@sfgov.org, kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, sue.diamond@sfgov.org, frank.fu
ng@sfgov.org, theresa.imperial@sfgov.org, milicent.johnson@sfgov.org, jonas.ionin@s
fgov.org, commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
Subject: Re:  Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
 
I am a native San Franciscan, born and raised in the City, and 2010 graduate at St. Ignatius 
College Prep. Ever since I was a high school student there has been discussion of installing lights 
at S.I. Field. When I think back to my experience of not having lights, I have two strong 
memories - one, carpooling from campus to get to practice and often having to come back to 
campus after practice, only to get home 2-3 hours later than normal; two, traveling to off 
campus facilities and parking in areas where my car or others' were broken into. Obviously, 
these memories are strong due to their negative impacts on myself. 
 
 
In addition to avoiding unfortunate circumstances, like getting home later or a smashed car 
window, lights at S.I. Field will contribute to the overall well being of students; therefore, I am 
writing in strong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field in order to create more 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law. 
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Gabriel Manzanares 
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19[)3*FP+.ZGZ=YFN5%Y*&K: ���


)URP��-DFN�/XP��MDFNWOXP#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϮϬ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


/�Ăŵ�WĂƐƚŽƌ�:ĂĐŬ�>Ƶŵ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�:ĂŶƵĂƌǇ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϭ͘�/�Ăŵ�ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƚŚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚǁŽ�^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�;ƐŽŶ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϵ�ĂŶĚ�ĚĂƵŐŚƚĞƌ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϮϯͿ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ
ůĂǁ͘�dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
/�ĂůƐŽ�ĨĞĞů�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƵŶĐĞƌƚĂŝŶƚǇ�ŽĨ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƵƉĐŽŵŝŶŐ�ĨĂůů�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƚĞƌŵ͕�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŐŝǀĞ�ŵŽƌĞ
ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŇĞǆŝďůĞ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůŝŶŐ͘


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
:ĂĐŬ�>Ƶŵ
Ϯϰϯϱ�ϯϬƚŚ��ǀĞ͕�ϵϰϭϭϲ
ũĂĐŬƚůƵŵΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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��������� )ZG��6,�/LJKWLQJ�3URMHFW���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['OYSY[1Q3OT+0*:PFQ*E= ���


&ƌŽŵ͗�:ŽƐĞƉŚ�DĐ'ƵŝƌĞ�фũƉĂƵůŵĐŐƵŝƌĞΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵх
^ĞŶƚ͗�tĞĚŶĞƐĚĂǇ͕ �DĂǇ�ϮϬ͕�ϮϬϮϬ�ϭϮ͗Ϭϰ͗ϱϴ�WD
dŽ͗�ũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фũŽĞů͘ŬŽƉƉĞůΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фŬĂƚŚƌŝŶ͘ŵŽŽƌĞΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖�ƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фƐƵĞ͘ĚŝĂŵŽŶĚΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх͖ĨƌĂŶŬ͘ĨƵŶŐΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�фĨƌĂŶ
ŽƌŐ�фĐŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐ͘ƐĞĐƌĞƚĂƌǇΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
�Đ͗�'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐ�ф'ŽƌĚŽŶ͘DĂƌΛƐĨŐŽǀ͘ ŽƌŐх
^ƵďũĞĐƚ͗�^/�>ŝŐŚƟŶŐ�WƌŽũĞĐƚ
�
^ƵƉĞƌǀŝƐŽƌ�DĂƌ�ĂŶĚ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


�Ɛ�Ă�ŶĂƟǀĞ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐĂŶ͕�Ă�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ĂŐĞ�ϵ͕�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵŶƵƐ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉ�;�ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ΖϴϬͿ͕�ĂŶĚ�^&^h�ĂŶĚ�h�^&�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞ͕�/�ǁĂƐ�ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚ�ƚŽ�ůĞĂƌŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�^/�ŚŽƉĞƐ�ƚŽ
ŝŶƐƚĂůů�ůŝŐŚƟŶŐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ĂŶĚ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚƐ͘�/�ĐĂŶ�ƵŶĚĞƌƐƚĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐĂŶ�ďĞ�Ă�ĐŽŵƉůŝĐĂƚĞĚ�ŝƐƐƵĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ĐŽŵƉĞƟŶŐ�ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚƐ͗�ƚŚĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂƌĞ�ĐůĞĂƌͲĐƵƚ
ďƵƚ�ŵƵƐƚ�ďĞ�ǁĞŝŐŚĞĚ�ĂŐĂŝŶƐƚ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŶĐŽŶǀĞŶŝĞŶĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƋƵĂůŝƚǇͲŽĨͲůŝĨĞ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĐůŽƐĞƐƚ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ͘�


EŽǁ�ƚŚĂƚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĐŽŵĞ�ĂǁĂƌĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞƚĂŝůƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƟŶŐ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů͕�/�Ăŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�/E�^hWWKZd�ŽĨ�^/ΖƐ�>ŝŐŚƟŶŐ�WƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�dŚĞ�ƉůĂŶ�ŝƐ�ǁĞůůͲĚĞƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŵŝƟŐĂƚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐΖ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ͘�


WůĞĂƐĞ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ĐĂƌĞĨƵůůǇ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂŶǇ�ƚŚŽƵŐŚƞƵů�ŵĞĂƐƵƌĞƐ�^/�ŝƐ�ƚĂŬŝŶŐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ�ŝŶƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƵƚƵƌĞ͕�ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŵƉƌĞŚĞŶƐŝǀĞ�ǁĂǇƐ�ƚŚĞǇ�ǁŝůů�ĂĚĚƌĞƐƐ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ůŝŐŚƚ
ƐƉŝůůĂŐĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĞǀĞŶŝŶŐ�ƐĞĐƵƌŝƚǇ͕ �ĐƌŽǁĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌŬŝŶŐ͘�/�ƐƵƐƉĞĐƚ�ǇŽƵ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĂƐ�ŝŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĂů�ĂƐ�/�Ăŵ͘�


/�ƐŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ�ŚŽƉĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĞǀĂůƵĂƟŽŶ�ǁŝůů�ƌĞƐƵůƚ�ŝŶ�ŚĂǀŝŶŐ�ůŝŐŚƚĞĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĮĞůĚƐ�Ăƚ�^/͘


ZĞƐƉĞĐƞƵůůǇ͕


:ŽƐĞƉŚ�DĐ'ƵŝƌĞ
ϭϱϳϴ�ϮϯƌĚ��ǀĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ
ũƉĂƵůŵĐŐƵŝƌĞΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:jpaulmcguire@hotmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:jpaulmcguire@hotmail.com





��������� )ZG��)Z��6XSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['Y:NWF.:0E0*%/7W)*K-% ���


)URP��7RQ\��KHQQHVV\FRQVWUXFW#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��)Z��6XSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��0U��0LFKDHO�7KRPDV��PWKRPDV#VLSUHS�RUJ!


6HQW�IURP�<DKRR�0DLO�IRU�L3KRQH


%HJLQ�IRUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH�


2Q�0RQGD\��0D\����������������30��7RQ\��KHQQHVV\FRQVWUXFW#\DKRR�FRP!�ZURWH�


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


0\�QDPH�LV�7RQ\�+HQQHVV\�DQG�ZH�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�VXQVHW�DUHD�VLQFH�������:H�KDYH
WZR�VRQV�ZKR�DWWHQGHG�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ������DQG������
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH
PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW
WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ
6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ
JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH
WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV
VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ
FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
7RQ\�+HQQHVV\
�������UG�$YH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
+HQQHVV\FRQVWUXFW#\DKRR�FRP



mailto:hennessyconstruct@yahoo.com

mailto:mthomas@siprep.org

https://overview.mail.yahoo.com/?.src=iOS

mailto:hennessyconstruct@yahoo.com
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19['FM13QY-=7J%KF[[S6JU/ ���


)URP��0U��7LP�&DUDKHU��WFDUDKHU#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�dŝŵ��ĂƌĂŚĞƌ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ĐŽĂĐŚŝŶŐ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ϮϬϬϮ͘�/�ŬŶŽǁ�ĮƌƐƚŚĂŶĚ�ŚŽǁ�
ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͕�ƚŚĞ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�/�ƵƌŐĞ�ǇŽƵ�ƚŽ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�
ŽĨ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ͘


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨĂŵŝůŝĞƐ͘�/ƚ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�
ǁŝƚŚ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘


dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/ƚ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ�ŐƌĞĂƚĞƌ�ŇĞǆŝďŝůŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŝŶĐŽƌƉŽƌĂƚĞ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ�ƟŵĞ�ĂŶĚ�ďĂůĂŶĐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐŝďŝůŝƟĞƐ�Ăƚ�
ŚŽŵĞ͘


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘


WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


dŝŵ��ĂƌĂŚĞƌ
ϭϱϬϰ�'ŽůĚĞŶ�'ĂƚĞ��ǀĞ͕�^&����ϵϰϭϭϱ
ƚĐĂƌĂŚĞƌΛƐŝƉƌĞƉ͘ŽƌŐ



mailto:tcaraher@siprep.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19[))TUT'I+F[64KG511G*.K ���


:LOOLDP�0RRUH��ZDPRRUHLLL#JPDLO�FRP! �����30����KRXU�DJR�
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO��NDWKULQ�PRRUH��VXH�GLDPRQG��IUDQN�IXQJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ��MRQDV�LRQLQ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\��*RUGRQ�0DU��EFF��PH


0D\���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�:LOOLDP�0RRUH�DQG�P\�ZLIH�LV�)UDQFHVFD�)HOL]]DWWR�0RRUH��ZH�DUH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�UHVLGHQWV�ZKR�OLYH�ZLWKLQ�D�FRXSOH�EORFNV�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS��6DQWLDJR
6WUHHW��
,�FXUUHQWO\�KDYH�D�GDXJKWHU�WKDW�ZLOO�EH�D�VHQLRU�LQ�WKH�IDOO�DQG�D�VRRQ�WR�EH�IUHVKPDQ�GDXJKWHU��ERWK��ZLOGFDWV��RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�WR�\RX�LQ�DQ�HIIRUW�WR�VKRZ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��(YHQ�EHIRUH�P\�FKLOGUHQ�DWWHQGHG�WKLV�VFKRRO��,�IHOW�WKH�FDPDUDGHULH�RI�WKH�DWKOHWLF�SURJUDPV�
WKH�KHDOWKLQHVV�RI�H[WUDFXUULFXODU�DFWLYLWLHV�DQG�WKH��VXQVHW�VSLULW��H[FOXGHG�IURP�WKLV�ORFDWLRQ��:H�ZRXOG�RIWHQ�VLW�LQ�WKH�EDFN\DUG�RQ�ZHHNHQGV�DQG�OLVWHQ�WR�DQQRXQFHG�JDPHV��DQG
HYHQWV�EHOORZLQJ�IURP�WKH�FDPSXV��$GGLQJ�OLJKWV�ZLOO�RQO\�KHOS�FUHDWH�D�PRUH�FRPPXQDO�HQYLURQPHQW�DQG�LQVWLOO�KHDOWK\�FRPSHWLWLRQ��0RUHRYHU��WKH�DELOLW\�WR�LOOXPLQDWH�WKH�ILHOG�ZLOO
FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�EHWWHU�VFKHGXOH�IRU�VWXGHQWV�E\�SOD\LQJ�JDPHV�RU�DWWHQGLQJ�HYHQWV�LQ�WKH�HYHQLQJ��


)XUWKHUPRUH��,
G�UDWKHU�VHH�WKH�NLGV�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�EH�DEOH�WR�SOD\�DW�WKHLU�VFKRROV�RSSRVHG�WR�WUDYHOLQJ�ORQJ�GLVWDQFHV��,Q�WKLV�QHZ��SRVW�&RYLG��HQYLURQPHQW��KDYLQJ�D�GHVLJQDWHG
DUHD��FRQWUROOHG�E\�DQ�LQVWLWXWLRQ�ZH�FDQ�FRXQW�RQ�WR�EH�VRFLDOO\�UHVSRQVLEOH�LV�SDUDPRXQW�WRGD\�


)LQDOO\��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�DOZD\V�EHHQ�D�OHDUQLQJ�LQVWLWXWLRQ�WKDW�KDV�EURXJKW�WKH�EHVW�RXW�RI�\RXQJ�DGXOWV��7KH\�LQVWLOO�JLYLQJ�EDFN�WR�RWKHUV�DQG�KDYH�DOZD\V
WUHDWHG�WKH�UHVLGHQWV�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�ZLWK�JHQHURVLW\��LQWHJULW\�DQG�ZLWK�KXPLOLW\��7KH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DURXQG�WKHLU�ILHOG�ZLOO�RQO\�HQKDQFH�WKDW�RSSRVHG�WR�LPSHGLQJ�RQ�LW��0RVW
RI�WKH�OHVVRQV�WDXJKW�KDSSHQ�RQ�WKRVH�ILHOGV�WKURXJK�FRDFKLQJ��DQG�WHDP�EXLOGLQJ�HYHQWV��:KLOH�QRW�DOO�VWXGHQWV�SOD\�VSRUWV�DQG�QRW�HYHU\�VSRUW�LV�SOD\HG�RQ�WKHVH�ILHOGV��WKH�HYHQWV
WKDW�GR�KDSSHQ�WKHUH��DQG�WKH�IHZ�WKDW�KDSSHQ�LQ�WKH�HYHQLQJ�ZRXOG�RQO\�KHOS�WKRVH�DWWHQGHHV�IHHO�D�VWURQJHU�VHQVH�RI�FRPPXQLW\���HVSHFLDOO\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�FROOHDJXHV��IULHQGV�DQG
VWUDQJHUV��


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��ZH�DSSUHFLDWH�\RXU�OHDGHUVKLS�DQG�ZLOOLQJQHVV�WR�EH�RSHQ�WR�WKH�DGYDQWDJHV�WKLV�KDV�IRU�HYHU\RQH��ZKHQ�EURXJKW�RQ�UHVSRQVLEO\�
7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


:LOOLDP�0RRUH�)UDQFHVFD�0RRUH
�����6DQWLDJR�6W���6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
ZDPRRUHLLL#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:wamooreiii@gmail.com





�������� 6,�/LJKWV�(PDLO�6XSSRUW���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�4JUF-+VENIPM1[/I['T&.VK/J-'F=WO7[UO ���


0D\���������


�


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO


DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


�


5H��/LJKWV�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


�


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��


+HOOR��P\�QDPH�LV�5HJDQ�6WXDUW�.LOOLRQ��DQG�,�PRYHG�WR�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�LQ�������,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH
6XQVHW�VLQFH�������,�DP�D�SHGLDWULFLDQ��DQG�FDQ¶W�WKLQN�RI�D�EHWWHU�DQG�KHDOWKLHU�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR
QHLJKERUKRRG�WR�UDLVH�RXU�FKLOGUHQ��0\�KXVEDQG�DQG�,�KDYH�SOD\HG�PXOWLSOH�VSRUWV�RXU�HQWLUH�OLYHV��DQG
ERWK�FRPSHWHG�DV�FROOHJH�DWKOHWHV��7KH�FORVH�SUR[LPLW\�WR�WKH�EHDFK��SDUNV��DQG�DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV�HQDEOH
XV�WR�FRQWLQXH�DQ�DFWLYH�OLIH�DV�D�IDPLO\��%HWWHU�\HW��PRVW�RI�P\�FKLOGUHQ¶V�VSRUWV�DFWLYLWLHV�FDQ�EH
SHUIRUPHG�LQ�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRG�


�


,�ZDV�LQLWLDOO\�DPELYDOHQW�WR�WKH�SODFHPHQW�RI�WXUI�ILHOGV�DQG�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�%HDFK�&KDOHW�)LHOGV��EXW�,
KDYH�VHHQ�KRZ�WKLV�IDFLOLW\�KDV�EURXJKW�OLIH�WR�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRG��0\�FKLOGUHQ�XVH�WKH�ILHOGV�OLNH�D
EDFN\DUG��,�WKLQN�WKH�LQFUHDVHG�XVH�RI�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV��6,��)LHOG�ZRXOG�RIIHU�WKH�VDPH�EHQHILWV��,�DP
ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�6,�)LHOG��7KLV�ZLOO�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�KLJK�
VFKRRO�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV��DQG�DOVR�DOORZ�6,�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&DOLIRUQLD
6WDWH�/DZ��$OORZLQJ�6,�WR�XVH�QLJKWWLPH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�IRU�DWKOHWLF
SUDFWLFHV�DQG�FRPSHWLWLRQV�


�


6,�KDV�D�KLVWRU\�RI�DFDGHPLF�DQG�DWKOHWLF�H[FHOOHQFH��,WV�-HVXLW�IRXQGDWLRQ�IRFXVHV�RQ�VHUYLFH�WR
RWKHUV��DQG�VRPH�RI�WKH�ILQHVW�SHRSOH�,�NQRZ�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KDYH�EHHQ�HGXFDWHG�WKHUH��,�NQRZ�WKDW
WKH�6,�FRPPXQLW\�ZLOO�RQO\�JURZ�VWURQJHU�E\�VSHQGLQJ�PRUH�WLPH�WRJHWKHU�DV�D�FRPPXQLW\�


�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6,�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


�


6LQFHUHO\�


�


5HJDQ�6WXDUW�.LOOLRQ��0'


�����*UHDW�+Z\��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������







��������� )ZG��3URSRVHG�OLJKWLQJ�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�3UHS��IRU�HYHQLQJ�DWKOHWLFV����QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19]0QFT:.-M10E]I;I5G-=O:"FRPSRVH 9S&T-5[UYT)PW-.'O6Q1./V;))P%4JT« ���


)URP��3DXO�(QJHO��FDUFLRIL����#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5H��3URSRVHG�OLJKWLQJ�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�3UHS��IRU�HYHQLQJ�DWKOHWLFV�
7R���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��


-XVW�ZULWLQJ�D�PHVVDJH�WR�YRLFH�P\�SHUVRQDO�DSSURYDO�RI�D�SURSRVDO�EURXJKW�WR�P\�DWWHQWLRQ�UHFHQWO\�E\�D�IHOORZ�,JQDWLDQ���$V
D�IDWKHU�RI�WZR�ER\V�FXUUHQWO\�LQ�D�JUHDW�JUDPPDU�VFKRRO�KHUH�LQ�WKH�FLW\��,�DP�DOZD\V�LQWHUHVWHG�LQ�DQ\�SODQV�WKDW�RSHQ�XS
QHZ��VDIHU�DYHQXHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�KDYH�D�FKDQFH�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�DWKOHWLF�SURJUDPV�
7KH�DYDLODELOLW\�IRU�HYHQLQJ�HYHQWV�ZLOO�OLNHO\�FUHDWH�QHZ�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�WKH�QRW�RQO\�WKH�VWXGHQWV��EXW�DOVR�SDUHQWV�
JUDQGSDUHQWV��DQG�RWKHUV�WR�FRPH�WRJHWKHU�LQ�D�ORFDO�VHWWLQJ�DQG�HQMR\�
7KDQNV�VR�PXFK�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�RQ�WKLV�PDWWHU�


6LQFHUHO\�


3DXO�(QJHO
�����*UHDW�+LJKZD\
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&$������
������������
&DUFLRIL����#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:carciofi4763@gmail.com

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Carciofi4763@gmail.com





��������� )ZG��9RWH�<HV�RQ�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�/LJKWV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+19]14QO5[SQ=.-61UM)IJV*:"FRPSRVH 9S&T-5[UYT)PW-.'O6Q1./V;))P%4JT« ���


)URP��3KLOOLS�/RHIIOHU��SORHIIOHU���#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��9RWH�<HV�RQ�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�/LJKWV
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�3KLOOLS�/RHIIOHU�DQG�,�DP�D�JUDGXDWH�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS��F�R��������,�ZDV�ERUQ�DQG�UDLVHG�LQ
WKH�&LW\�DQG�WKH�RQO\�H[WHQGHG�SHULRG�RI�WLPH�,�VSHQW�DZD\�IURP�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�ZDV�WR�DWWHQG�8&�'DYLV�IRU
FROOHJH��0\�ILUVW�\HDU�RXW�RI�FROOHJH�,�FRPSOHWHG�D�\HDU�RI�VHUYLFH�DV�DQ�$OXPQL�9ROXQWHHU�&RUSV��$9&��PHPEHU
DW�6W��,JQDWLXV��VR�WKH�VFKRRO�GHILQLWHO\�KDV�D�VSHFLDO�SODFH�LQ�P\�KHDUW��


,
P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��7KH�ILHOG�LV�XVHG�E\�VHYHUDO
GLIIHUHQW�VSRUWV�DQG�FOXEV��$V�D�IRUPHU�FURVV�FRXQWU\�DQG�WUDFN�	�ILHOG�DWKOHWH�DQG�FRDFK�,�GHILQLWHO\�XVHG�WKH
WUDFN�D�IDLU�DPRXQW��7KH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�ZRXOG�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�DOO�VWXGHQWV�DQG�ZRXOG�DOORZ�6,�WR
LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ��


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VDIH�VSDFHV�IRU�NLGV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�WR�SOD\�VSRUWV�RXWGRRUV��DQG�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�ZLOO
NHHS�NLGV�LQ�D�VDIH�VSDFH�ZKHUH�WKH\�IHHO�FRPIRUWDEOH�DQG�DEOH�WR�HQJDJH�LQ�VSRUWV��


6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�KDV�RIIHUHG�%D\�$UHD�VWXGHQWV�WKH�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�JHW�D�JUHDW�DOO�DURXQG�HGXFDWLRQ��6WXGHQWV�OHDUQ
WR�OLYH�RXW�WKH�,JDQWLDQ�PRWWR���ZLWK�DQG�IRU�RWKHUV���7KLV�OHVVRQ�FDQ�EH�OHDUQHG�LQ�WKH�FODVVURRP��EXW�GHILQLWHO\
FRPHV�LQWR�SUDFWLFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG��6WXGHQWV�OHDUQ�WR�UHVSHFW�WKHLU�WHDPPDWHV��WKHLU�FRPSHWLWRUV��DQG�WKHPVHOYHV��


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�DOO�\RXU�ZRUN�DQG�SOHDVH�YRWH�<(6��RQ�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG��


6LQFHUHO\��


3KLOOLS�/RHIIOHU�
��
������WK�$YHQXH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
SORHIIOHU���#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:ploeffler055@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:ploeffler055@gmail.com





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:&J&*NUS%.Z11W-W6E/F.OI ���


)URP��5DFKHO�1RDFN��UDFKHOQRDFN#KRWPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ�PLOLFHQW�MR
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�ZĂĐŚĞů�tŚŝƚĞ͕�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ŽǁŶĞĚ�Ă�ŚŽŵĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�KƵƚĞƌ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉĂƐƚ�ϵ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��DǇ�ƐŽŶ�ǁŝůů�ƐƚĂƌƚ�<ŝŶĚĞƌŐĂƌƚĞŶ�ŶĞǆƚ�ǇĞĂƌ�Ăƚ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐ�^ĐŽƩ�<ĞǇ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͕�ĂŶĚ�/
ůŽŽŬ�ĨŽƌǁĂƌĚ�ƚŽ�Śŝŵ�ŐƌŽǁŝŶŐ�ƵƉ�ŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ͘


/�ƌĞĐĞŶƚůǇ�ĨŽƵŶĚ�ŽƵƚ�ƚŚĂƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĚŽĞƐ�ŶŽƚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�ĨŽƌ�ĞǀĞŶŝŶŐ�ƐƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ĞǀĞŶƚƐ͕�ĞƚĐ͘���Ɛ�Ă�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞ�ŵǇƐĞůĨ�ŐƌŽǁŝŶŐ�ƵƉ�ŝŶ�tŝƐĐŽŶƐŝŶ͕�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ĨŽŶĚ
ŵĞŵŽƌŝĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƉůĂǇŝŶŐ�ŐĂŵĞƐ�ƵŶĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŵǇ�ǁŚŽůĞ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĐŚĞĞƌŝŶŐ�ƵƐ�ŽŶ͘��/�ǁŽƵůĚ�ůŽǀĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƐĂŵĞ�ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ
ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘��dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
ZĂĐŚĞů�tŚŝƚĞ
ϭϲϯϬ�ϰϰƚŚ��ǀĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϮϮ
ƌĂĐŚĞůŶŽĂĐŬΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:rachelnoack@hotmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:rachelnoack@hotmail.com





��������� )ZG��6W��,JQDWLXV���/LJKWV�DW�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�VHDUFK�JLDQFDUOR�)0IFJ[Z+1:%9];E=][=]'/GJS'0:/V:7 ���


)URP��*LDQFDUOR�/RHIIOHU��JLDQFDUOR�ORHIIOHU#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��6W��,JQDWLXV���/LJKWV�DW�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


*RRG�$IWHUQRRQ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�0\�QDPH�LV�*LDQFDUOR�/RHIIOHU��,
YH�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�P\�HQWLUH�OLIH�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ��������,�ZDV�UDLVHG
LQ�WKH�5LFKPRQG�'LVWULFW��EXW�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�VLQFH��������


,
P�ZULWLQJ�WR�\RX�WRGD\�LQ�VXSSRUW�RI�DSSURYDO�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV
IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DV�ZHOO�DV�WR�DOORZ�IRU�WKH�VFKRRO�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�/DZ�


$V�\RX�NQRZ��WKHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���$OORZLQJ�6,�WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV
ZLOO�DOORZ�VWXGHQWV�WR�UHPDLQ�FORVHU�IRU�SUDFWLFH�DQG�QRW�IRUFH�WKHP�WR�WUDYHO�VLJQLILFDQW�GLVWDQFHV�MXVW�WR�EH�DEOH�WR�SUDFWLFH�


6W��,JQDWLXV�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�DQG�KDV�HQFRXUDJHG�VWXGHQWV�WR�VHUYH�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKHVH�LPSRUWDQW
OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WHDP�VSRUWV�DQG�WKH�VKDULQJ�RI�WKHVH�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���$�VHQVH�RI�FRPPXQLW\�DQG
WRJHWKHUQHVV�LV�HYHQ�LQVWLOOHG�ZLWK��IHOORZ�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�E\�VSHFWDWLQJ�DQG�HQFRXUDJLQJ�WKHLU�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG��7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


���
*LDQFDUOR
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From: art howard <ahsp5@yahoo.com> 


Date: May 27, 2020 at 8:24:43 PM PDT 


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, jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 


Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 


Subject: Support for St. Ignatius Field Light 


 


 


05/25/2020 


 


President Joel Koppel 


and Honorable Commissioners 


San Francisco Planning Commission 


San Francisco City Hall 


 


Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


Dear Commissioners: 


 


My name in Art Howard, a San Francisco Sunset native resident and graduate of the class of 1983 from 
Saint Ignatius High School. I have lived in the Sunset most of my life and since 2005 I live on 47th Ave 
and Quintara, 7 blocks away from the football field.  


 


I grew up on 48th Ave between Kirkham and Lawton in front of the SF Ice Rink that was torn down in 
1991. I know what it is like to live next to a night time facility for for family and youth in the Sunset. I 
believe that facilities like this make the neighborhood safer and more vibrant for all. The Sunset used to 
be a neighborhood of youth activities and slowly over the years they have eroded away. I feel that 
anything to bring youth together day or night needs to be encouraged in our neighborhood. 


 


I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal foƌ lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe oƉƚionƐ 
for later school start time as required by new CA State Law signed by Governor Newsom. 







 


Research studies by the American Academy of Pediatrics have confirmed starting school later in the 
morning leads to better overall health and school performance.  This will be the new normal for most 
California schools.The lights will allow for practices in the Winter when the sun goes down at 5:00 p.m. 


 


Another key benefit of the field lights will be allowing kids a safe option to participate in community 
building Friday night athletic games.  These will be on the campus with supervision by faculty, parents 
and school security to make sure the kids are in a safe and organized event. 


Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by supporting their 
friends and fellow classmates. 


 


Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 


 


Sincerely, 


 


Art Howard  


2131 47th Ave  


SF, CA  


94116 


ahsp5@yahoo.com 
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�����������)RUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH����������
)URP��$VKOH\�7DP�
����DWDP��#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ��ƐŚůĞǇ͘�/�Ăŵ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ϮϬϮϬ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƟŶŐ�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐΖ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ͘�/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ĨŽ
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ĂƐ�ƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚ�ďǇ�ŶĞǁ����^ƚĂƚĞ�>Ăǁ�ƐŝŐŶĞĚ�ďǇ�'ŽǀĞƌŶŽƌ�EĞǁƐŽŵ͘�ZĞƐĞĂƌĐŚ�ƐƚƵĚŝĞƐ�ďǇ�ƚŚĞ��ŵĞƌŝĐĂŶ��
WĞĚŝĂƚƌŝĐƐ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĐŽŶĮƌŵĞĚ�ƐƚĂƌƟŶŐ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ůĂƚĞƌ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŵŽƌŶŝŶŐ�ůĞĂĚƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞƩĞƌ�ŽǀĞƌĂůů�ŚĞĂůƚŚ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƉĞƌĨŽƌŵĂŶĐĞ͘��dŚŝƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞǁ�ŶŽƌŵĂů�ĨŽƌ�ŵŽƐƚ��ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ�ƐĐŚŽŽ
ďĞŶĞĮƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�ŬŝĚƐ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ŝŶ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďƵŝůĚŝŶŐ�&ƌŝĚĂǇ�ŶŝŐŚƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ�ŐĂŵĞƐ͘��dŚĞƐĞ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƵƉĞƌǀŝƐŝŽŶ
ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƐĞĐƵƌŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŵĂŬĞ�ƐƵƌĞ�ƚŚĞ�ŬŝĚƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŝŶ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƌŐĂŶŝǌĞĚ�ĞǀĞŶƚ͘
�ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�ƐŚůĞǇ
ĂƚĂŵϮϬΛƐŝƉƌĞƉ͘ŽƌŐ
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)URP��'HEELH�/\��O\GHEELH��#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��0LFKDHO�7KRPDV��PWKRPDV#VLSUHS�RUJ!��6DQG\�<LE��\LQJ\LE#\DKRR�FRP!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ��ĞďďŝĞ�>Ǉ�ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵŶŝ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƚƵŝƐ��ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϴ͘�/͛ǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĨŽƌ
ϮϬ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘�
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ
ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ
ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ
ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕ �
�
�ĞďďŝĞ�>Ǉ
ϭϯϯϰ�ϰϰƚŚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ͕�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕���
ůǇĚĞďďŝĞϮϯΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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Date		May	27th,	2020	
	
President	Joel	Koppel	
and	Honorable	Commissioners	
San	Francisco	Planning	Commission	
San	Francisco	City	Hall	
	
VIA	EMAIL	
 
Re: Our neighborhood support for Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
Over the past thirty years, I have lived in the Sunset and participated in numerous community 
activities within the neighborhood. I have been very impressed with how Saint Ignatius High 
School serves its students as well as kids all around the SF community during the school year 
and in the summer. Proudly, we are now a part of SI parents’ community with two children in 
SI.   
 
My husband, William, and I are writing to advocate for approval for lights at St. Ignatius Collge 
Prep. High School Field.  
 
When I walk by the fields during the fall and winter, I notice there are always fun activities for 
students and local youth with adult supervision. Recent studies by the Academy of Pediatrics 
indicated that starting school later in the morning leads to better health and school performance.  
 
Having enough lights in the field provides a safer environment and better clarity for student-
athletes and youth participants if school hours change to a later start or during Friday night 
community games.    
 
We hope that allowing SI to add lights in their field will promote even better community 
engagement for many years to come. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field, and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Charlene & Dr. William Quach 
2347 35th ave 
SF CA 94116 
 
Allsmiles2407@gmail.com 
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�����2ULJLQDO�0HVVDJH�����
)URP��0LNH�0DW]D��PLNHPDW]D#\DKRR�FRP!
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQ
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��:HG��0D\���������������SP
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


0D\���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�0LNH�0DW]D���,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DOO�P\�OLIH�DQG�FXUUHQWO\�OLYH�LQ�WKH�3DUNVLGH�DW��������WK�$YH��ZKLFK�KDV�EHHQ�P\�KRPH�VLQFH������


,�DWWHQGHG�6W��,JQDWLXV�+LJK�6FKRRO�ZKHQ�LW�ZDV�ORFDWHG�RQ�6WDQ\DQ�6WUHHW��JUDGXDWLQJ�LQ��������,�KDYH�PDLQWDLQHG�P\�FRQQHFWLRQ�WR�WKH�VFKRRO�IRU�RYHU����\HDUV�DV�D�PHPEHU�RI�WKH
$OXPQL�$VVRFLDWLRQ�DQG�DV�D�SDUHQW��P\�VRQ��3DWULFN��JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ������


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


/DWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�GDWHV�ZLOO�FDXVH�VRPH�DIWHU�VFKRRO�RXWGRRU�DFWLYLWLHV�WR�H[WHQG�LQWR�WKH�HDUO\�HYHQLQJ���7KHVH�DFWLYLWLHV�ZLOO�UHTXLUH�RXWGRRU�OLJKWLQJ��HVSHFLDOO\�LQ�WKH�)DOO�DQG�:LQWHU
PRQWKV�


,�OLYH�QHDU�/LQFROQ�+LJK�6FKRRO��ZKLFK��OLNH�6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�HYHU\�RWKHU�&DOLIRUQLD�KLJK�VFKRRO��ZLOO�EH�DIIHFWHG�E\�WKH�FKDQJH�WR�ODWHU�VFKRRO�KRXUV���0\VHOI�DQG�P\�QHLJKERUV�QHDU�/LQFROQ
ZLOO�QR�GRXEW�QHHG�WR�DFFRPPRGDWH�IXWXUH�FKDQJHV�DW�/LQFROQ�+LJK�6FKRRO�VLPLODU�WR�WKRVH�SURSRVHG�E\�6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�IRU�PXFK�WKH�VDPH�UHDVRQV�


$OO�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KLJK�VFKRROV��SXEOLF�DQG�SULYDWH��ZLOO�QHHG�WR�VXSSRUW�KDYLQJ�DIWHU�VFKRRO�RXWGRRU�DFWLYLWLHV�VWDUWLQJ�ODWHU�DQG�H[WHQGLQJ�LQWR�WKH�HDUO\�HYHQLQJ�KRXUV���7KH\�DOO�ZLOO�ZDQW�WR
GR�WKLV�RQ�FDPSXV�DV�PXFK�DV�SRVVLEOH��DV�WKHUH�LV�D�VHYHUH�VKRUWDJH�RI�QHDUE\�DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV��DQG�WKH\�ZLOO�EH�UHOXFWDQW�WR�IRUFH�VWXGHQWV�WR�H[WHQG�DQ�DOUHDG\�ODWHU�GD\�E\�WUDYHOLQJ�WR�DQ
RII�FDPSXV�ORFDWLRQ���


7KH�FXUUHQW�6W��,JQDWLXV�OLJKWV�SURMHFW�PD\�EH�MXVW�WKH�ILUVW�RI�PRUH�WR�IROORZ�DV�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KLJK�VFKRROV�DGMXVW�WR�FRQIRUPLQJ�WKHLU�DFWLYLWLHV�WR�ODWHU�VFKRRO�KRXUV���:KLOH�QHLJKERUV
VKRXOG�EH�LQFOXGHG�LQ�WKH�SODQQLQJ�DQG�KDYH�LQSXW��WKHVH�SURMHFWV�GR�QRW�QHHG�WR�EH�=HUR�6XP�


1HZHU�OLJKWLQJ�WHFKQRORJLHV�QRZ�DOORZ�IRU�EHWWHU�OLJKW�IRFXVLQJ�DQG�OHVV�VSLOO�RYHU���2WKHU�PLWLJDWLQJ�IDFWRUV�OLNH�WUHHV�DQG�DGGLWLRQDO�ODQGVFDSLQJ�FDQ�EH�LQFOXGHG�LQ�VRPH�SURMHFWV���7KH
SURMHFW�DW�WKH�%HDFK�&KDOHW�VRFFHU�ILHOG�LV�RQH�UHFHQW�VXFFHVVIXO�H[DPSOH�����


6W��,JQDWLXV�WHDFKHV�WR�WKH�ZKROH�SHUVRQ��ZKLOH�HQFRXUDJLQJ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���$IWHU�VFKRRO�DWKOHWLF�WHDP�DFWLYLWLHV�SURYLGH�HVVHQWLDO�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFHV�ZRUNLQJ�WR�DFKLHYH�FRPPRQ
JRDOV�DQG�SURYLGH�LQFRPSDUDEOH�OLIHORQJ�OHVVRQV���6SHFWDWRUV�WR�DWKOHWLF�HYHQWV��IDPLO\�DQG�VWXGHQWV��GHYHORS�D�VHQVH�RI�YDOXDEOH�FRPPXQLW\�DQG�IHOORZ�IHHOLQJ��,W�LV�WKH�VDPH�IRU�DOO�RWKHU
KLJK�VFKRROV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


0LNH�0DW]D
�������WK�$YH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
PLNHPDW]D#\DKRR�FRP



mailto:mikematza@yahoo.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org
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mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:-5USW1E1SSSW&;1+1V46*K ���


)URP��-HQQLIHU�0HQGR]D��MHQQ�PHQGR]D#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�JRY!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ĞŶŶŝĨĞƌ�DĞŶĚŽǌĂ͕�/�Ăŵ�ďŽƌŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉĂƐƚ�ϰϰ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��/�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ŝŶ�ϭϵϵϰ͘��/�ŚĂǀĞ�Ϯ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ŝŶ�ĞůĞŵĞŶƚĂƌǇ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞǇ�ůŽǀĞ�ŐŽŝŶŐ�ďǇ�ŵŽŵΖƐ�ŚŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽƵůĚ
ůŽǀĞ�ƚŽ�ŽŶĞ�ĚĂǇ�ĂƩĞŶĚ�^/͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�:ĞŶŶŝĨĞƌ�DĞŶĚŽǌĂ
ϭϰϬϴ�ϯϴƚŚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ͕�^&�ϵϰϭϮϮ
ũĞŶŶ͘ŵĞŶĚŽǌĂΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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�������� 6XSSRUW�IRU�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"XL �	YLHZ EWRS	YHU ��J]NMGM]�QKM	PVJ ���PVJ�I��$�������������������	DWWLG ��� ���


.HYDQH�:RQJ��NHYDQHZRQJ#KRWPDLO�FRP! 7KX��0D\����������30
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO��NDWKULQ�PRRUH��VXH�GLDPRQG��IUDQN�IXQJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ��MRQDV�LRQLQ��FRPPLVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\��JRUGRQ�PDU


<RX�DUH�YLHZLQJ�DQ�DWWDFKHG�PHVVDJH��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO�FDQ
W�YHULI\�WKH�DXWKHQWLFLW\�RI�DWWDFKHG�PHVVDJHV�


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�ZDQWHG�WR�DGG�P\�YRLFH�WR�WKRVH�UHTXHVWLQJ�WKDW�\RX�YRWH�WR�DOORZ�WKH�OLJKWV�WR�EH�LQVWDOOHG�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�+LJK�6FKRRO�ILHOG��,�KDYH�EHHQ�D�KRPHRZQHU�UHVLGHQW�LQ�WKH
6XQVHW�GLVWULFW�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�IRU�RYHU����\HDUV�DQG�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�&LW\�IRU�RYHU�����\HDUV��0\�ROGHVW�FKLOG�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W�,JQDWLXV�IRXU�\HDUV�DJR��


7KH�WDONLQJ�SRLQWV�WKDW�,¶P�VXUH�\RX¶UH�UHSHDWHGO\�VHHLQJ�LQFOXGH�


7KHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�VXSSRUW�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�ODWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�WLPH�DV�UHTXLUHG�E\�QHZ�&$�6WDWH�/DZ�VLJQHG�E\�*RYHUQRU�1HZVRP�
5HVHDUFK�VWXGLHV�E\�WKH�$PHULFDQ�$FDGHP\�RI�3HGLDWULFV�KDYH�FRQILUPHG�VWDUWLQJ�VFKRRO�ODWHU�LQ�WKH�PRUQLQJ�OHDGV�WR�EHWWHU�RYHUDOO�KHDOWK�DQG�VFKRRO�SHUIRUPDQFH��7KLV�ZLOO�EH�WKH
QHZ�QRUPDO�IRU�PRVW�&DOLIRUQLD�VFKRROV�
7KHVH�ILHOG�OLJKWV�ZLOO�KHOS�SURYLGH�D�VDIH�RSWLRQ�IRU�NLGV�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�FRPPXQLW\�EXLOGLQJ�)ULGD\�QLJKW�DWKOHWLF�JDPHV�KHOG�RQ�FDPSXV�DQG�VXSHUYLVHG�E\�IDFXOW\��SDUHQWV��DQG
VFKRRO�VHFXULW\�


,¶P�VXUH�WKHUH�ZLOO�EH�FHUWDLQ�SHRSOH�ZKR�ZLOO�RSSRVH�WKHVH�OLJKWV�EDVHG�RQ�1,0%<LVP��2Q�WKDW�REMHFWLRQ��SOHDVH�FRQVLGHU�WKH�YDOXH�WR�WKH�������VWXGHQWV��DV�ZHOO�DV�IDFXOW\�DQG�VWDII��YHUVXV
WKH�VPDOO�QXPEHUV�RI�QHDUE\�UHVLGHQWV�WKDW�ZRXOG�REMHFW��$OVR��SOHDVH�QRWH�WKDW�WKH�VFKRRO�KDV�EHHQ�LQ�LWV�FXUUHQW�ORFDWLRQ�VLQFH�������*LYHQ�LWV����\HDU�SUHVHQFH�DW�LWV�FXUUHQW�VLWH��QHDUO\
HYHU\�QHLJKERU�ZRXOG�DOPRVW�FHUWDLQO\�KDYH�PRYHG�LQ�ZLWK�WKH�IXOO�NQRZOHGJH�WKDW�WKH\�ZHUH�PRYLQJ�LQWR�D�QHLJKERUKRRG�ZLWK�D�SURPLQHQW�VFKRRO�DQG�WKDW�VFKRRO�HYHQWV�DQG�VSRUWLQJ�DFWLYLWLHV
ZRXOG�EH�D�SDUW�RI�WKHLU�QHLJKERUKRRG�OLIH��
�
7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ��3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
.HYDQH�:RQJ
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
NHYDQHZRQJ#KRWPDLO�FRP



https://support.google.com/mail/answer/30719?hl=en%23attached_messages

mailto:kevanewong@hotmail.com





��������� )ZG��3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZOY0K6NMW1G=K9=5&*P[* ���


)URP���DQG\RXP#KRWPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�Ϯϴ͕ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ��ŶĚǇ�KƵŵ͕�ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ƚŚĞ�ĨĂƚŚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚǁŽ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ĂŝŶƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͘�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ
ĨŽƌ�ŽǀĞƌ�ϭϱ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŶĚ�ůŽǀĞ�ŽƵƌ�ŝŶĐůƵƐŝǀĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ͘�^/�ŚĂƐ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚ�Ă�ǀĞƌǇ�ƐĂĨĞ�ƉůĂĐĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŽƵƌ�ŬŝĚƐ�ƚŽ�ĞǆĞƌƚ
ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƐƚŽƌĞĚ�ĞŶĞƌŐǇ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĞ�ŶĞĞĚ�ŝƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŽƉĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞŵ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƟŵĞ�ƚŽ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�ĞǆƚĞŶĚĞĚ�ŚŽƵƌƐ͘�
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
�ŶĚǇ�KƵŵ�
Ϯϰϳϵ�ϯϳƚŚ��ǀĞ
^&����ϵϰϭϭϲ
�ŶĚǇŽƵŵΛŚŽƚŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:andyoum@hotmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Andyoum@hotmail.com





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZFI7[0;Y1)Y/1393]'4MV ���


)URP��+XPDQD�+DVDQD��KXPDQDKDVDQD#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�1DPH�LV�+XPDQD�DQG�,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�:HVW�6XQVHW�IRU����SOXV�\HDUV��$OWKRXJK�,�DP�QRW�DQ�DOXPQL�RI�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��,
IHHO�DV�LI�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�EH�EHQHILFLDO�LQ�D�PXOWLWXGH�RI�ZD\V��,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV
)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ��7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR
EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH
3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV�
0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG��(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV
VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D
VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


+XPDQD�+DVDQD



mailto:humanahasana@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZF6/3-S&.U51Z4WS17;:3 ���


)URP��0U��0LFKDHO�6KDXJKQHVV\��PVKDXJKQHVV\#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���RHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO�DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


,�DP�D�OLIH�ORQJ�6XQVHW�UHVLGHQW�DQG�UHWLUHG�ODVW�\HDU�DIWHU�WHDFKLQJ�IRU����\HDUV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��0\�WKUHH�DGXOW�FKLOGUHQ
SOD\HG�VSRUWV�IRU�$3�*LDQQLQL�DQG�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV���,�ZDWFKHG�WKH�-LP�/XFH\�VRFFHU�ILHOGV�EHLQJ�FRQVWUXFWHG�IURP�P\�FODVVURRP
ZLQGRZ�DQG�XVHG�WR�ZDWFK�EDVHEDOO��VRIWEDOO��VRFFHU�DQG�ODFURVVH�JDPHV�DW�:HVW�6XQVHW�ZKHQ�6,�FRXOG�VWLOO�XVH�&LW\�ILHOGV��,
FRDFKHG�9LNLQJ�VRFFHU�WHDPV�WKDW�SUDFWLFHG�DQG�SOD\HG�DW�:HVW�6XQVHW��LQFOXGLQJ�WKH�OLJKWHG�VRIWEDOO�ILHOGV�GXULQJ�WKH
HYHQLQJV�ZLWK�HDUO\�VXQVHWV�


,�UHPHPEHU�ZKHQ�WKH�&LW\�UHIXVHG�WR�DOORZ�WKH�VRFFHU�ILHOGV�WR�EH�OLJKWHG�DIWHU�WKH�QHLJKERUV�REMHFWHG��,
P�QRW�VXUH�KRZ�PDQ\
RI�\RX�UHPHPEHU�WKDW�SDUW�RI�WKH�FDXVH�RI�WKH�REMHFWLRQ�ZDV�LQ�UHVSRQVH�WR�WKH�&LW\
V�JUDQWLQJ�SHUPLVVLRQ�IRU�DGXOW�OHDJXH
JDPHV�RQ�ZHHNHQGV�ZKLOH�QRW�DUUDQJLQJ�IRU�WKH�UHVWURRP�IDFLOLWLHV�WR�EH�RSHQHG�


6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�LV�D�JRRG�QHLJKERU�DQG�ZRUNV�GLOLJHQWO\�WR�SURYLGH�UHFUHDWLRQDO�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�WR�KXQGUHGV�RI�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�
FXUUHQWO\�DUUDQJLQJ�WUDQVSRUWDWLRQ�IRU�KXQGUHGV�RI�DWKOHWHV�WR�3DFLILFD�IRU�SUDFWLFH�DQG�FRPSHWLWLRQ��$W�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��DWKOHWLFV
DUH�FRQVLGHUHG�FR�FXUULFXODU��QRW�H[WUD�FXUULFXODU��/HVVRQV�RI�FRPPLWPHQW��GLVFLSOLQH��VHUYLFH�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�DUH�OHDUQHG�RQ
DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV�DV�PXFK�DV�LQ�FODVVURRPV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
6LQFHUHO\��
0LFKDHO


���
5HOLJLRXV�6WXGLHV���UHWLUHG
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
PVKDXJKQHVV\#VLSUHS�RUJ


�����/D�3OD\D�6WUHHW
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�������



mailto:mshaughnessy@siprep.org

mailto:oel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

https://www.google.com/maps/search/2001+37th+Avenue+San+Francisco,+CA+94116?entry=gmail&source=g

https://www.google.com/maps/search/2001+37th+Avenue+San+Francisco,+CA+94116?entry=gmail&source=g

mailto:mshaughnessy@siprep.org
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https://www.google.com/maps/search/1374+La+Playa+Street+San+Francisco,+CA,+94122?entry=gmail&source=g





��������� )ZG��$OXPQD�3DUNVLGH�5HVLGHQW�LQ�6XSSRUW�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZY39)OO7K-05Q4461/S'Y ���


)URP��1LFROH�7ULHUZHLOHU��QWULHU��#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��$OXPQD�3DUNVLGH�5HVLGHQW�LQ�6XSSRUW�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�EŝĐŽůĞ�dƌŝĞƌǁĞŝůĞƌ͕ �ĂŶĚ�/�ǁĂƐ�ďŽƌŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚͬWĂƌŬƐŝĚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ
&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͘�/�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�^/�ŝŶ�ϮϬϭϭ�ĂŶĚ�ƐƟůů�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ůŝǀĞ�ŝŶ�KƵƚĞƌ�WĂƌŬƐŝĚĞ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
^ƉŽƌƚƐ�ǁĞƌĞ�ĂŶ�ŝŶƚĞŐƌĂů�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ŵǇ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ�Ăƚ�^/͕�ĞŶƌŝĐŚŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ƐŽĐŝĂů�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƚĞĂĐŚŝŶŐ�ŵĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĐƌƵĐŝĂů
ƟŵĞ�ŵĂŶĂŐĞŵĞŶƚ�ƐŬŝůůƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĞĂƐĞĚ�ŵǇ�ƚƌĂŶƐŝƟŽŶ�ŝŶƚŽ�ĐŽůůĞŐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĐĂƌƌŝĞĚ�ŽǀĞƌ�ŝŶƚŽ�ŵǇ�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů�ůŝĨĞ͘�/�ƵƌŐĞ
ǇŽƵ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂŶǇ�ǁĂǇƐ�ŝŶ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐƐ�ďĞŶĞĮƚƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂĐĂĚĞŵŝĐ�ŝŶƐƟƚƵƟŽŶƐ͕
ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ŚĂǀŝŶŐ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞ�ƐƉĂĐĞ�ŽŶ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ͘


dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^/�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ
ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
��
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


EŝĐŽůĞ�dƌŝĞƌǁĞŝůĞƌ
Ϯϲϲϲ�ϰϬƚŚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ
ŶƚƌŝĞƌϵϯΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:ntrier93@gmail.com
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mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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��������� )ZG��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X����LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1J:ZY391VM;ZF5PE*1QEUP-- ���


)URP���EREWLVFK#DRO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\��������
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
0\�ZLIH�DQG�,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�IRU����\HDUV��2XU�VRQ�DQG�GDXJKWHU�DUH�ERWK�DOXPQL�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV��/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ
ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
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7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!
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From: Albert Lam <albertlam@yahoo.com> 
Date: June 1, 2020 at 1:28:32 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>, "milcent.johnson@sfgov.org" 
<milcent.johnson@sfgov.org>, "commissions.secretary@sfgov.org" 
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>, "jonas.ionin@sfgov.org" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org> 
Cc: "gordon.mar@sfgov.org" <gordon.mar@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Please Support Saint Ignatius Lights for the benefit of our community 


 


June 1, 2020 


President Joel Koppel 


and Honorable Commissioners 


San Francisco Planning Commission 


San Francisco City Hall 


  


Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


Dear Commissioners: 


I am Albert Lam and I been part of this community for over 30 years. I am proud that my son attended 
Saint Ignatius and be part of this great academic institution. 


I¶m ZUiWing in VWURng VXSSRUW fRU aSSURYal fRU lighWV aW SW. IgnaWiXV Field in RUdeU WR cUeaWe mRUe 


options for later school start time as required by new CA State Law signed by Governor 


Newsom. 


Research studies by the American Academy of Pediatrics have confirmed starting school later in 


the morning leads to better overall health and school performance. This will be the new 


normal for most California schools. 


Another key benefit of the field lights will be allowing kids a safe option to participate in 


community building Friday night athletic games. These will be on the campus with supervision 


by faculty, parents and school security to make sure the kids are in a safe and organized event. 
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Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by 


supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 


Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 


  


Regards 


Albert Lam 


415-250-1920 


AlbertLam@yahoo.com 
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)URP��(OLDV�*XWLHUUH]��VIZLQGVXUIHU#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��(PDLO�/HWWHU�RI�6XSSRUW�WR�6)�SODQQLQJ�FRPPLVVLRQHUV���/LJKWLQJ�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�+�6�
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
&F��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!
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From: guo ning huang <ejhuang11@gmail.com> 


Date: June 1, 2020 at 8:32:17 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>, 
"jonas.ionin@sfgov.org" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "commissions.secretary@sfgov.org" 
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 


Cc: "Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org" <Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org> 


Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


 


Dear Commissioners, 


 


I am Eric Huang, I have been living in the Sunset district/San Francisco for more than 20 years.  I am a 
parent of a student who is currently attending St. Ignatius.  


 


I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵppoƌƚ foƌ appƌoǀal foƌ lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo create more options 
for later school start time as required by new CA State Law signed by Governor Newsom. Research 
studies by the American Academy of Pediatrics have confirmed starting school later in the morning leads 
to better overall health and school performance. This will be the new normal for most California schools. 
Another key benefit of the field lights will be allowing kids a safe option to participate in community 
building Friday night athletic games. These will be on the campus with supervision by faculty, parents 
and school security to make sure the kids are in a safe and organized event. Even the students who 
participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow 
classmates. Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration.  


 


 


Sincerely,    


 


Eric Huang 


1363 26th Ave, 


San Francisco 


email: ejhuang11@gmail.com 
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&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�DP�D�QDWLYH�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���,�DWWHQGHG�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��&ODVV�RI�������0\�IRXU�FKLOGUHQ�DOVR�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV���,�KDYH�OLYHG�D�IHZ�EORFNV�IURP�6,�IRU�WKH�ODVW����\HDUV�
�
,�DP�ZULWLQJ�WR�\RX�WR�HQFRXUDJH�\RX�WR�YRWH�IRU�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���$OORZLQJ�OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOORZ�SUDFWLFHV�WR�JR�RQ�ORQJHU��6WXGHQWV��HVSHFLDOO\�IUHVKPHQ��ZLOO
KDYH�D�JUHDWHU�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�PHHW�WKHLU�QHZ�FODVVPDWHV���7KLV�LV�HVSHFLDOO\�LPSRUWDQW�GXULQJ�WKHVH�WUDQVIRUPDWLYH�\HDUV��
�
6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�LQWHJUDO�SDUW�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�VLQFH�WKH�WLPH�RI�WKH�*ROG�5XVK���3OHDVH�DOORZ�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�WR�DGDSW�WR�FKDQJLQJ�WLPHV��3OHDVH�YRWH�IRU�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW
,JQDWLXV�
�
9HU\�WUXO\�\RXUV
�
-DPHV�0�%\UQH
�
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�������� )ZG��6W�,JQDWLXV������������&8$���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF;UMNZZV9%0'Q.+[YM0T]M ���


)URP��FRQGRFRQVXOWDQWV#\DKRR�FRP��FRQGRFRQVXOWDQWV#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��6W�,JQDWLXV������������&8$
7R��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!


,ŝ�&ƌĂŶŬ͕
dŚŝƐ�ŝƐ�>ĞŽ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ͘�/�ŚŽƉĞ�ǇŽƵ�ĂƌĞ�ǁĞůů�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ĐƌĂǌǇ�ƟŵĞƐ͘�/�ŚŽƉĞ�ƚŽ�ƐĞĞ�ǇŽƵ�ƐŽŽŶ͘
/�Ăŵ�ĂƐŬŝŶŐ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ŝŶƐƚĂůůĂƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ĨŽƌ�^ƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�;^/Ϳ��ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ĮĞůĚ͕�ĐŽŵŝŶŐ�ďĞĨŽƌĞ�ƚŚĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ�ŽŶ�:ƵŶĞ�ϭϭƚŚ͘
/�ǁĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�^/�Ζϴϯ
,ŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�Ă�ƚƌĂĚŝƟŽŶ�ĨŽƌ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��dŚĞ��ƌƵĐĞ�DĂŚŽŶĞǇ�ŐĂŵĞ�ďĞƚǁĞĞŶ�^/�ĂŶĚ�^ĂĐƌĞĚ�,ĞĂƌƚ�;^,Ϳ�ŶĂŵĞĚ�ĂŌĞƌ�Ϯ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�^,
ĂŶĚ�^/�ǁŚŽ�ĚŝĞĚ�ŝŶ�ttϮ͘


�ĞĂĐŚ��ŚĂůĞƚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ƌĞƚƌŽĮƚĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƐŝŶĐĞ�ďĞĞŶ�Ă�ŚĂǀĞŶ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƚŚĞůĞƟĐƐ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ�ǁŚĞŶ�ƐƵŶůŝŐŚƚ�ŝƐ�ŶŽƚ�ĂǀĂŝůĂďůĞ͘


/�ŚŽƉĞ�ǇŽƵ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĞ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽƉĞ�ƚŽ�ƐĞĞ�ǇŽƵ�ƐŽŽŶ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŐŽůĨ�ĐŽƵƌƐĞ͘�
�
^ƚĂǇ�^ĂĨĞ͕
�>ĞŽ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ


6HQW�IURP�<DKRR�0DLO�RQ�$QGURLG
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWLQJ�3URMHFW�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDWRU\���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF=I*[UM4)G-.N)QUQZ5.VZ ���


)URP��0DUN�'HOXFFKL��PDUNGHOXFFKL#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW������
6XEMHFW��/LJKWLQJ�3URMHFW�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDWRU\
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�DP�ZULWLQJ�DVNLQJ�IRU�\RX�WR�VXSSRUW�WR�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\¶V�UHTXHVW�WR
LQVWDOO�OLJKWV�RQ�6W��,JQDWLXV
�DWKOHWLF�ILHOG��7KLV�SURMHFW�ZLOO�JUHDWO\�EHQHILW�WKH�VWXGHQWV�E\
DOORZLQJ�WKHP�WR�QRW�EH�FRQVWUDLQHG�E\�WLPH��DOORZLQJ�WKH�KLJK�VFKRRO�WR�EHWWHU�PHHW�WKH
QHHGV�RI�WKH�VWXGHQWV�DQG�WR�EXLOG�D�JUHDWHU�VHQVH�RI�FRPPXQLW\��7KDW�LV�ZKDW�-HVXLW
HGXFDWLRQ�LV�DOO�DERXW��FDULQJ�IRU�DOO�WKH�QHHGV�RI�WKH�VWXGHQWV��ZKDW�WKH�-HVXLWV�FDOO�FXUD
SHUVRQDOLV�


$OWKRXJK�WKH�VFKRRO�KDV�FKDQJHG�LQ�WKH����\HDUV�VLQFH�P\�JUDGXDWLRQ�IURP�6,��ZKDW
KDVQ¶W�FKDQJHG�LV�WKH�LGHD�RI�FXUD�SHUVRQDOLV��7KLV�OLJKWLQJ�SURMHFW�ZLOO�KHOS�WKH�VWXGHQWV
UHPDLQ�RQ�FDPSXV�DQG�GHYHORS�DQG�EXLOG�WKRVH�WUDQVIHUDEOH�OLIH�VNLOOV�WKDW�,�OHDUQHG�RQ
WKH�FDPSXV�WKURXJK�P\�FODVVHV��FOXEV��SOD\V��OLWXUJLHV�DQG�VSRUWV��7KHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�EULQJ
WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�FRPPXQLW\�WRJHWKHU�DQG�SURYLGH�DGGLWLRQDO�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�WKH�VWXGHQWV
RQ�WKH�FDPSXV�


,�HQFRXUDJH�\RX�WR�FRQVLGHU�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�FRPPXQLW\�RI�VWXGHQWV��SDUHQWV��DOXPQL�DQG
IULHQGV�DQG�YRWH�LQ�IDYRU�RI�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�SURMHFW�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV��7KLV�SURMHFW�ZLOO�JUHDWO\
EHQHILW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�FRPPXQLW\�LQ�SURYLGLQJ�FXUD�SHUVRQDOLV�IRU�JHQHUDWLRQV�RI
VWXGHQWV��7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


0DUN�'HOXFFKL��3K�'�
PDUNGHOXFFKL#\DKRR�FRP
�������QG�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&$�������
��������������
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF=/1)JZ&VN*1JV0Z;Y%[IM"FRPSRVH QHZ ���


)URP��-RQGRQRYDQ��3LD��MRQGRQRYDQSL#VHDWWOHX�HGX!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�
�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ�
�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�3LD�-RQGRQRYDQ��,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�P\�ZKROH�OLIH�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6,�WZR�WHDUV�DJR�LQ�������0\
JUDQGIDWKHU��XQFOH��DQG�EURWKHU�DWWHQGHG�6,�DV�ZHOO�VR�LW�LV�LPSRUWDQW�WR�P\�IDPLO\��
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ��7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR
SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ
WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH
WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV��0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ
WKH�ILHOG��(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG
IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV��


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ��


6LQFHUHO\��


3LD�-RQGRQRYDQ
�������VW��$YH��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR
MRQGRQRYDQSL#VHDWWOHX�HGX
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF;UKGYGE%7;G:EQ/;P0K-* ���


)URP��0DXUHHQ�2
5LRUGDQ�/XQG\��RULRUGDQPDLUH���#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


DĂǇ�ϯϭ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
��
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
KƵƌ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ�ŚĂƐ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�WĂƌŬƐŝĚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚƐ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƚŚĂŶ�ϯϬ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ʹ�Ϯϱ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ũƵƐƚ
ƚŚƌĞĞ�ďůŽĐŬƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�WƌĞƉ͘�KƵƌ�ƚŚƌĞĞ�ĂĚƵůƚ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĂŶĚ
ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ƚŽ�ǁŽƌŬ�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂůůǇ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ��ĂǇ��ƌĞĂ͕�ƚǁŽ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĞĚŝĐĂů�ĮĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĨƌŽŶƚ
ůŝŶĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƉĂŶĚĞŵŝĐ͕�ƚŚĞ�ƚŚŝƌĚ�Ă�ŚŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƚĞĂĐŚĞƌ͘ �DǇ�ŚƵƐďĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�/�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ
Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽƵŶĚĂƟŽŶ�ŽŶ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ƚŚĞǇ�ďƵŝůƚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƉƌŽĨĞƐƐŝŽŶĂů�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ͘�KŶ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƟŶŐ
ĨƌŽŵ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͕�ƚŚĞǇ�ǁĞƌĞ�ƌĞĂĚǇ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŵŵŝƚ�ƚŽ�ƵŶŝǀĞƌƐŝƚǇ͖�ĂŶĚ�ŽŶ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƟŶŐ�ƵŶŝǀĞƌƐŝƚǇ�ǁŝƚŚ
ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ�ĚŝƐƟŶĐƟŽŶƐ͕�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ŽŶ�ĐĂƌĞĞƌƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĂŶĚ�ĞŶŚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƋƵĂůŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ůŝĨĞ�ĨŽƌ�Ăůů�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ŶĂƟǀĞ�ĐŝƚǇ͘��dŚĞ�ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĞĚƵĐĂƚĞĚ�Ăƚ�Ă�:ĞƐƵŝƚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ�Ă�ŵĂũŽƌ�ĮŶĂŶĐŝĂů
ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƵƐ͕�ĂŶ�ŝŵŵŝŐƌĂŶƚ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ͘��tĞ�ǁŝůů�ĂůǁĂǇƐ�ďĞ�ƚŚĂŶŬĨƵů�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞĐŝƐŝŽŶ�ǁĞ�ŵĂĚĞ�ŝŶ
ƐĞŶĚŝŶŐ�ŽƵƌ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ƚŽ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ǁĞ�ǁŝƐŚ�ƚŽ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ŝŶ�ŝƚƐ�ĞīŽƌƚ�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ƚŽ
ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŝƚƐ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ƉŽƉƵůĂƟŽŶ͘
�
DǇ�ŚƵƐďĂŶĚ�ĂŶĚ�/�ĂƌĞ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ
ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ
ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ
ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ
ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
DĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽŵĞŶ�ĞĚƵĐĂƚĞĚ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ůĞĂĚĞƌƐŚŝƉ�ŝŶ�Ăůů�ĂƌĞĂƐ�ŽĨ�ůŝĨĞ
ŝŶ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĐŝƚǇ͘�dŚĞǇ�ĂƌĞ�ĨƌŽŶƚͲƌƵŶŶĞƌƐ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ĐĂƌĞĞƌƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ŝŶ�ŶŽŶƉƌŽĮƚ�ĂŶĚ�ǀŽůƵŶƚĞĞƌ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚƐ
ǁŚĞƌĞǀĞƌ�ƚŚĞǇ�ƐĞƩůĞ͘�/ŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ŝŶ�ƚĞĂŵƉůĂǇ͕ �ŝŶ�ƐƵƐƚĂŝŶĞĚ�ĐŽŵŵŝƚŵĞŶƚ͕�ĂŶĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƚĞƉƉŝŶŐ�ƵƉ
ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƉůĂƚĞ�ǁŚĞŶ�ŶĞĞĚĞĚ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘��^ƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ
ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ĂůŽŶŐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨĂŵŝůŝĞƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ
ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘�dŚŝƐ�ŝƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŚĞƐŝŽŶ�ŶĞĞĚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƵƌ�ĐŝƚǇ�ŶŽǁ�ŝŶ�ƟŵĞ�ŽĨ�ĐƌŝƐŝƐ͘
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JF;UKGYGE%7;G:EQ/;P0K-* ���


�ǀĞƌǇ�ĞīŽƌƚ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŵĂĚĞ�ƚŽ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƵƌƐƵŝƚ�ŽĨ
ĐŽŵŵŽŶ�ŐŽĂůƐ͘�tŚĞƌĞ�ďĞƩĞƌ�ƚŽ�ŶĂƚƵƌĂůůǇ�ŶƵƌƚƵƌĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŐƌŽǁƚŚ�ƚŚĂŶ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĮĞůĚ͍
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ͕�ǇĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŶƐŝƐƚĞŶƚ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ
ĂŶĚ�ůĞĂĚĞƌƐŚŝƉ�ŝŶ�ŽƵƌ�ǇŽƵƚŚ͖�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
^ĞĂŵƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�DĂƵƌĞĞŶ�>ƵŶĚǇ
Ϯϭϳϰ�ϯϯƌĚ��ǀĞ͘
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
KƌŝŽƌĚĂŶŵĂŝƌĞϱϮϰΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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�������� )Z��,QVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�5HVSRQVLEOH�8VH�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JGMJEQQ]/Z=57U-WU:=1QQ'"FRPSRVH 'PZQ:U5O4+9I7:=6O7TMWTJGK4-F0O6T7« ���


)URP��+XJK�'RQRKRH��KXJK�D�GRQRKRH#JPDLO�FRP!
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�
�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ�
�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��7XHVGD\��-XQH�������������������30�3'7
6XEMHFW��5H��,QVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�5HVSRQVLEOH�8VH�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG


-XQH��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
-RHO�.RSSHO��3UHVLGHQW
.DWKULQ�0RRUH
6XH�'LDPRQG
)UDQN�6��)XQJ
7KHUHVD�,PSHULDO
0LOLFHQW�$��-RKQVRQ
-RQDV�,RQLQ��&OHUN�
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�D�VHYHQ�GHFDGH�UHVLGHQW�DQG�QDWLYH�VRQ�RI�WKH�6XQVHW���0\�IDPLO\�KDV�URRWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�GDWLQJ�IURP�WKH
����
V���:H�KDYH�QXPHURXV�JHQHUDWLRQV�RI�JUDGXDWHV�DQG�DWKOHWHV�ZKR�DWWHQGHG�DQG�JUDGXDWHG�LQWR�FDUHHUV�RI
HGXFDWLRQ��PHGLFLQH��SXEOLF�VHUYLFH��DWKOHWLFV��EXVLQHVV��ODZ�DQG�PLQLVWU\�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�WKH�SHRSOH�RI�6DQ
)UDQFLVFR�IURP�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\���,�KDYH�VHUYHG�DV�DQ�$VVLVWDQW�'LVWULFW�$WWRUQH\�D\�<*&�
<RXWK�&RXQVHOORU��<RXWK�%DVNHWEDOO��6RFFHU�DQG�%DVHEDOO�&RDFK�DQG�/HJDO�DQG�$WKOHWLF�&OXE�%RDUG�2IILFHU�DQG
FDQ�VWURQJO\�DWWHVW�WR�WKH�YDOXH�RI�DWKOHWLFV�LQ�\RXQJ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQV
�SRVLWLYH�GHYHORSPHQW�DQG�UHODWLRQVKLSV
LQ�WKHLU�OLYHV�


,�MRLQ�ZLWK�WKH�PDQ\�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�QHLJKERUV��IULHQGV�DQG�VXSSRUWHUV�RI�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�WR�YRLFH�P\�VWURQJ
VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�UHVSRQVLEOH�XVH�RI�QLJKW�LOOXPLQDWLRQ�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG�DW�WKH�6W�
,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�FDPSXV���7KHVH�OLJKWV�DUH�HQJLQHHUHG�WR�PLQLPDOO\�DIIHFW�WKH�SHDFH�DQG�DPELDQFH
RI�WKH�QHDUE\�UHVLGHQWLDO�QHLJKERUKRRG���7KH�SODQQHG�OLJKWV�ZLOO�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR
WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VFKRRO�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ���7KH�SURMHFW�ZLOO�DOLJQ
ZLWK�WKH�UHTXLUHPHQWV�DQG�OLPLWDWLRQV�SHUWLQHQW�WR�WKH�V\VWHPV�WKDW�KDYH�EHHQ�DOORZHG�DQG�KDYH�SURYHQ�WR�EH�DV
PLQLPDOO\�LQWUXVLYH�DQG�VXFFHVVIXO�DW�.H]DU�6WDGLXP�DQG�%HDFK�&KDOHW�6RFFHU�)LHOGV���


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KLJK�VFKRRO�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�KDYH�HVWDEOLVKHG�D�WUDGLWLRQDO�RI�H[FHOOHQFH�DQG�DFFRPSOLVKPHQW�
LQFOXGLQJ�6WDWH�DQG�1DWLRQDO�&KDPSLRQVKLSV�LQ�IRRWEDOO���7KH�:&$/�LV�D�KLJKO\�UHVSHFWHG�DQG�FRPSHWLWLYH
OHDJXH�WKURXJKRXW�1RUWKHUQ�&DOLIRUQLD��7KH�6W��,JQDWLXV
�VSRUWV�SURJUDP�KDV�SURGXFHG�LQQXPHUDEOH
DFFRPSOLVKHG�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�OHDGHUV���7KHUH�DUH�WRR�IHZ�DWKOHWLF�ILHOGV�LQ�6DQ
)UDQFLVFR��3HUPLWWLQJ�6�,��WR�LQVWDOO�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�DQG�UHGXFH�WUDYHO�WR
SUDFWLFH�DQG�FRPSHWH���7KH�ILHOG�ZLOO�DOVR�EH�D�ZHOFRPLQJ�YHQXH�IRU�IDPLOLHV�DQG�SURYLGH�LQVSLUDWLRQ�IRU�FKLOGUHQ
DVSLULQJ�WR�KLJK�VFKRRO�H[FHOOHQFH�


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�WKDW�LQVWLOOV�D�GHHS�FRPPLWPHQW�RI
VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV�LQ�LWV�GLYHUVH�DQG�WDOHQWHG�VWXGHQWV��0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG
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�������� )Z��,QVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�5HVSRQVLEOH�8VH�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JGMJEQQ]/Z=57U-WU:=1QQ'"FRPSRVH 'PZQ:U5O4+9I7:=6O7TMWTJGK4-F0O6T7« ���


H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�DWKOHWLF�ILHOG��7KH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJHU�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\
UHVSRQVLELOLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6���WR�DOORZ�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�DQG�UHVSRQVLEOH�XVH�RI�OLJKWV�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV
&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�


9HU\�WUXO\�\RXUV�


+XJK�$��'RQRKRH
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�����������
KXJK�D�GRQRKRH#JPDLO�FRP


FF��+RQRUDEOH�*RUGRQ�0DU���6XSHUYLVRU���'LVWULFW��
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�������� )Z��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&:13+3GWPGY]Z7E5Z.I7M ���


)URP��*LQD�5DPLUH]��JLQD����#JPDLO�FRP!
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��7KXUVGD\��-XQH�������������������$0�3'7
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


:ƵŶĞ�ϯ͕�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
��
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗


�DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�'ĞŽƌŐŝŶĂ�Z�ZĂŵŝƌĞǌ͕�/�ůŝǀĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͘�DǇ�ƐŽŶ͕�'ĞŽƌŐĞ�ZĂŵŝƌĞǌ͕�ĂƩĞŶĚƐ
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͕�ŚĞ�ǁŝůů�ďĞ�Ă�^ŽƉŚŽŵŽƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƉůĂǇƐ�&ŽŽƚďĂůů͘��Ɛ�Ă�ƉĂƌĞŶƚ�/Ζŵ�ĞǆƚƌĞŵĞůǇ�ŝŶ�ĨĂǀŽƌ�ŽĨ�ŐĞƫŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ƌŝŐŚƚ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�Ă�ǁĞůů�ĞƋƵŝƉƉĞĚ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ƉůĂǇ�ŝŶ�Ăůů
ƐĞĂƐŽŶƐ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǇĞĂƌ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&JMG)=J96UP9/Y3M0K1*; ���


)URP��:DOWHU�1LFROVRQ��ZDOWHU�QLFROVRQ#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7KX��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�tĂůƚĞƌ�EŝĐŽůƐŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵŶƵƐ�ŽĨ�^ĂŝŶƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉ�;^/Ϳ͕�ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϲ͘�/�ǁĂƐ�ƌĂŝƐĞĚ
ŚĞƌĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕�ǁĞŶƚ�ƚŽ�^ĂŝŶƚ��ĞĐŝůŝĂ�^ĐŚŽŽů�ĨŽƌ�ŐƌĂĚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͕�ĂŶĚ�ŚŽŶĞƐƚůǇ�ĐŽƵůĚ
ŶŽƚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ĂƐŬĞĚ�ĨŽƌ�Ă�ďĞƩĞƌ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŐƌŽǁ�ƵƉ�ŝŶ͘�/�ůŽǀĞ�ƚŚŝƐ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽƵůĚ�ŽŶůǇ�ĂĚǀŽĐĂƚĞ�ĨŽƌ
ĐŚĂŶŐĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ŝƚƐ�ďĞƐƚ�ŝŶƚĞƌĞƐƚ͘�tŝƚŚ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝŶ�ŵŝŶĚ͕�/�ďĞůŝĞǀĞ�^/�ĨŽƐƚĞƌƐ�ŝŶĐƌĞĚŝďůĞ�ǀĂůƵĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉƌŽŵŽƚĞƐ
ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͕�ĐƌĞĂƟŶŐ�ŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ�ŽĨ�ŝŶƚĞůůŝŐĞŶƚ͕�ŽƉĞŶ�ŵŝŶĚĞĚ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵƉĂƐƐŝŽŶĂƚĞ�ǇŽƵŶŐ�ŵĞŶ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŽŵĞŶ͘


KŶĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ǁĂǇƐ�^/�ŝƐ�ďĞƐƚ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ĚŽ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝƐ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ŝƚƐ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ƚĞĂŵƐ͘��ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ
ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘�/�ǁĂƐ�Ă�ƌŽǁĞƌ
Ăƚ�^/�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǁĂƐ�ĨŽƌƚƵŶĂƚĞ�ĞŶŽƵŐŚ�ƚŽ�ĂůǁĂǇƐ�ŚĂǀĞ�>ĂŬĞ�DĞƌĐĞĚ�Ăƚ�ŽƵƌ�ĚŝƐƉŽƐĂů�ĨŽƌ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͕
ďƵƚ�ƵŶĨŽƌƚƵŶĂƚĞůǇ�ŶŽƚ�ĞǀĞƌǇ�ƚĞĂŵ�ŚĂƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ͘�dŚĞ�ĂďŝůŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�ƐƵĸĐŝĞŶƚ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�Ă�ŶĞĂƌďǇ
ůŽĐĂƟŽŶ�ŵĂŬĞƐ�ůŝĨĞ�ƐŽ�ŵƵĐŚ�ĞĂƐŝĞƌ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ͕�ĞƐƉĞĐŝĂůůǇ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ůĞƐƐ�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁƐ�^/�ƚŽ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ
ĨŽƐƚĞƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ŝƚ�ŚĂƐ�ǁŽƌŬĞĚ�ƐŽ�ŚĂƌĚ�ƚŽ�ĚĞǀĞůŽƉ͘�
�
dŚĞƌĞĨŽƌĞ�/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ
ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͕�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŵĂŶǇ
ůŽǁ�ŝŶĐŽŵĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐĂŶŶŽƚ�ĂīŽƌĚ�ƚŽ�ĚŽ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
tĂůƚĞƌ�EŝĐŽůƐŽŶ
ϮϱϬϳ�ϮϯƌĚ��ǀĞ͘�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕���
ǁĂůƚĞƌ͘ ŶŝĐŽůƐŽŶΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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�������� /LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&:6Y+M:-Q4*35QGNY=YU0 ���


$GDP�+DQGORV �����$0����PLQXWHV�DJR�
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO��NDWKULQ�PRRUH��VXH�GLDPRQG��IUDQN�IXQJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ��MRQDV�LRQLQ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\��*RUGRQ�0DU��EFF��PH


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�$GDP�+DQGORV�DQG�,�DP�D��WK�JHQHUDWLRQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ��D�WKLUG�JHQHUDWLRQ�6W��,JQDWLXV�DOXPQXV�DQG�D�IRUPHU�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�:LOGFDW�IRRWEDOO�DQG�WUDFN�WHDPV��,�JUHZ
XS�LQ�,QJOHVLGH�7HUUDFH��KDYH�ZRUNHG�GRZQWRZQ�DV�DQ�DFFRXQWDQW�VLQFH�P\�FROOHJH�JUDGXDWLRQ�LQ������DQG�LQ�������,�EHFDPH�D�KRPHRZQHU�LQ�'LVWULFW����MXVW�WZR�EORFNV�IURP�6�,�


,
P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�IRU�PDQ\�UHDVRQV�EXW�NQRZ�WKDW�DOO�RI�WKHP�DUH�FHQWHUHG�RQ�RQH�FRPPRQ�WKHPH��LPSURYLQJ�WKH�H[SHULHQFH
IRU�WKH�VWXGHQWV�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�RI�6�,��


6�,��KDV�FRPH�VR�IDU�LQ�LWV�RIIHULQJV�WR�VWXGHQWV�VLQFH�,�JUDGXDWHG�LQ������DQG�SDUW�RI�WKLV�KDV�EHHQ�WKH�H[SDQVLRQ�RI�LWV�VSRUWV�SURJUDPV��7KH\�KDYH�EHHQ�XVLQJ�RII�FDPSXV�ILHOGV�DQG
KROGLQJ�SUDFWLFHV�LQ�WKH�HDUO\�PRUQLQJ�EHIRUH�VFKRRO�VLQFH�,�DWWHQGHG��6SRUWLQJ�HYHQWV�WKDW�DUH�KHOG�RQ�FDPSXV�RIWHQ�VWDUW�LQ�WKH�HDUO\�DIWHUQRRQ�WR�HQVXUH�WKH\�HQG�SULRU�WR�VXQVHW�
OHDGLQJ�WR�PLVVHG�FODVV�WLPH�IRU�WKH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV��7KHUH�LV�D�VLPSOH�DQVZHU��ZKLFK�LV�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�RQ�WKH�PDLQ�ILHOG�ZKLFK�ZLOO�OHDG�WR�PRUH�VOHHS�DQG�DGHTXDWH�SUDFWLFH
DQG�JDPH�WLPH�IRU�DOO��7KLV�ZLOO�DOVR�VWUHQJWKHQ�RXU�FRPPXQLW\�E\�KDYLQJ�PRUH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�WR�FRPH�WRJHWKHU�WR�VXSSRUW�LWV�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�


:H�DOO�NQRZ�WKDW�WKLV�KDV�EHHQ�D�ORQJ�DQG�ZHOO�WKRXJKW�RXW�SURFHVV��7KH�OHDGHUV�RI�6�,��KDYH�GRQH�WKHLU�KRPHZRUN�DQG�DUH�ORRNLQJ�WR�LPSOHPHQW�VWDWH�RI�WKH�DUW�WHFKQRORJ\�ZLWKLQ
WKHLU�OLJKWLQJ�WR�HQVXUH�LW�LV�QRW�GLVUXSWLYH�WR�WKHLU�QHLJKERUV��6�,��KDV�DOZD\V�KDG�D�JRRG�UHODWLRQVKLS�ZLWK�LWV�QHLJKERUV�DQG�EHHQ�DFWLYH�LQ�VHUYLQJ�LWV�FRPPXQLW\���


2Q�D�PRUH�SHUVRQDO�QRWH��DV�D�IRUPHU�IRRWEDOO�SOD\HU��WKHUH�ZDV�QRWKLQJ�,�ORRNHG�IRUZDUG�WR�PRUH�WKDQ�D�)ULGD\�QLJKW�JDPH�XQGHU�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�.H]DU��7KHVH�JDPHV�FDUULHG�PXFK
PRUH�H[FLWHPHQW�ZKLFK�ZDV�HYLGHQFHG�E\�WKH�LQFUHDVH�LQ�DWWHQGDQFH�DQG�VXSSRUW�IURP�RXU�VWXGHQWV�DQG�WKH�FRPPXQLW\�DV�D�ZKROH��7KH�RQO\�WKLQJ�WKDW�FRXOG�KDYH�WRSSHG�WKLV
H[SHULHQFH�ZRXOG�KDYH�EHHQ�UHSOLFDWLQJ�WKLV�HQYLURQPHQW�DQG�DOORZLQJ�WKH�WHDP�WR�EDQG�WRJHWKHU�WR�GHIHQG�WKHLU�RZQ�KRPH�ILHOG�ZLWK�SULGH��7KHVH�VWXGHQWV�DQG�WKHLU�FRPPXQLW\
GHVHUYH�WKH�RSSRUWXQLW\�WR�H[SHULHQFH�ZKDW�QR�RWKHU�SOD\HU�LQ�WKH����\HDU�KLVWRU\�RI�WKLV�FDPSXV�KDV��


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�LV�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ��ZKHWKHU�LQ�SUHSDUDWLRQ�IRU�WHVWV��EDWWOHV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�RU�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�DQG�MXVWLFH�IRU�RWKHUV��,�KDYH�OHDUQHG�PRUH�WKDQ
,�VRPHWLPHV�UHDOL]H�GXULQJ�P\�WLPH�DW�6�,��EXW�VR�PDQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�ZHUH�OHDUQHG�IURP�P\�WHDPPDWHV�DQG�FRDFKHV��ZKLFK�LV�ZK\�WKH�DWKOHWLFV�SURJUDPV�DQG�SURSHU�ILHOG�WLPH�LV
VR�YLWDO�WR�WKH�VWXGHQWV��


6LQFH�,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�'LVWULFW����RQH�ZD\�,�KDYH�VXSSRUWHG�6W��,JQDWLXV�LV�WKURXJK�DQ�DWKOHWLF�VSRQVRU�SDVV�DQG�,�KDYH�DWWHQGHG�PDQ\�HYHQWV�RQ�FDPSXV�ZLWK�P\�IDPLO\��,�KRSH�WR�EH
DEOH�WR�FRQWLQXH�WR�GR�WKLV�DV�P\�FKLOGUHQ�JURZ�XS�DQG�RQH�GD\��H[SHULHQFH�WKH�SULGH�RI�ZDWFKLQJ�WKHP�GHIHQG�WKH�VDPH�ILHOG�,�RQFH�GLG���XQGHU�WKH�OLJKWV�


,�LPSORUH�\RX�WR�SOHDVH�YRWH�<HV�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


$GDP�+DQGORV
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
DGDP�KDQGORV#JPDLO�FRP
������������
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"frank.fung@sfgov.org" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "theresa.imperial@sfgov.org" 


<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "milicent.johnson@sfgov.org" <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, 


"jonas.ionin@sfgov.org" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "commissions.secretary@sfgov.org" 


<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 


Cc: "Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org" <Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org> 


Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


 


Dear Commissioners, 


         My name is Chris Angelopoulos. I am born and raised in the Sunset District of San Francisco and 


attended St. Ignatius Class of '88 and still reside and do business here in the City with my family. My 


oldest daughter graduated from SI in 2018, and I have a son and daughter still at SI. My son is entering 


his Senior year of Wildcat Football. I am a strong supporter of the lights at J.B. Murphy field and feel that 


it would enhance the experience for both the students and parents at SI. SI is a place that teaches its 


students so much, and many of those lessons are taught through the sport programs that students 


participate in. Lights will allow for students to not have to travel far for certain games and practices and 


allows for a better experience all around. I appreciate your time and ask that you please vote yes for the 


lights on the Saint Ignatius field. 


 


Thank You, 


Chris Angelopoulos 







From: Bernadette <bernadettehyl@hotmail.com> 


Date: June 5, 2020 at 11:27:59 AM PDT 


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, jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 


Cc: gordan.mar@sfgov.org 


Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


June 5, 2020 


President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 


VIA EMAIL 


Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


Dear Commissioners: 


Hi my my name is Bernadette Hyland class of 96 


I͛m a San FƌanciƐco naƚiǀe͘ 


I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe oƉƚionƐ 
for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in accordance to CA 
State law. 


There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to build 
these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances to practice. 


 St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests and get 
good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through the shared 
experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of 
community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 


Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 


 


  


 


Sincerely, 


 


Bernadette Hyland  
1801 38th Ave San Francisco, CA 94122 







From: Elise Corin <elisesecretarial@gmail.com> 
Date: June 5, 2020 at 9:59:15 AM PDT 
To: "Ow, Milton" <Milton.Ow@cbnorcal.com> 
Subject: Re:  Lights for Saint Ignatius College Preparatory 
 
 
My letter has been sent: 
 
To the Commissioners: 
 
I have lived in the Sunset district for 65 years. I am not a parent of a student at that school, however I 
am a neighborhood supporter of events and improvements that benefit our district and families that live 
within. 
 
I am writing in support for the approval for lights at St. Ignatius 
 Field in order to create more options for later school start time, as required by new CA State Law signed 
by Governor Newsom.  
 
The American Academy of Pediatrics research has confirmed starting 
 school later in the morning leads to better overall health and school performance. This will be the new 
normal for most California schools.  
 
Another key benefit of the field lights will allow children 
 a safe option to participate in their community building Friday night athletic games. These will be on the 
campus with supervision by faculty, parents and school security to make sure there is safety in organized 
events. The school is funding this improvement 
 100% on their own, which makes it even more attractive to approve their improvement request. 
 
I also believe this improvement makes a good standard for other 
 schools in San Francisco to follow.  
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank 
 you for your consideration.  
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1JK&:9%][%7+UT]*I4TSIU-/ ���


.DWKOHHQ�&DURXED ������$0����PLQXWHV�DJR�
WR�MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#V


-XQH��������


�3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO


DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


�5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�.DWKOHHQ�&DURXED�DQG�,�DP�D��VW�JHQHUDWLRQ��QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ���,�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�VXQVHW�GLVWULFW�IRU�RYHU����\HDUV���0\�VRQ�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�LQ�����
DQG�ZDV�DFWLYHO\�LQYROYHG�LQ�WKHLU�DWKOHWLFV�SURJUDP���,�KDYH�PDQ\�PHPRULHV�RI�DWWHQGLQJ�IRRWEDOO�JDPHV�DW�6,���,�DOVR�KDYH�WZR�JUDQGGDXJKWHUV�ZKR�DUH�FXUUHQWO\�HQUROOHG�LQ
VFKRRO�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�ZKR�DUH�ORRNLQJ�IRUZDUG�WR�DWWHQGLQJ�6,�


,W�LV�VR�LPSRUWDQW�WR�KDYH�D�VSDFH�ZKHUH�VWXGHQWV�FDQ�VDIHO\�JHW�WRJHWKHU�DQG�EXLOG�FRPPXQLW\��QRW�RQO\�IRU�WKHPVHOYHV��EXW�WKH�QHLJKERUKRRG�DV�ZHOO���,W�MXVW�PDNHV�JRRG
VHQVH��7KHUH�DUH�QRW�HQRXJK�SUDFWLFH�ILHOGV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�LW�ZRXOG�EH�PXFK�VDIHU�IRU�WKH�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�RQ�WKHLU�KRPH�ILHOG���7KHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU
DOO�VWXGHQWV�DQG�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�ODZ�


:LWK�SURSHU�JXLGHOLQHV�DQG�WKH�LQYROYHPHQW�RI�WKH�HQWLUH�FRPPXQLW\��WKLV�ZLOO�EH�D�YHU\�ZRUWKZKLOH�DFKLHYHPHQW�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


�
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�


.DWKOHHQ�&DURXED


�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
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)URP��.DWKOHHQ�0RQWDJXH��PFU���#JPDLO�FRP!
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�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
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3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
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E\�WKH�VWDWH�RI�&DOLIRUQLD���


8QOLNH�WKH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�UHFUHDWLRQ�ILHOG�DW�6XQVHW�6RXWK�6XQVHW�SOD\JURXQG�RQ���WK�$YHQXH�DQG�9LFHQWH�ZKHUH�WKH�OLJKWV
DUH�RQ�UDLQ�RU�VKLQH���QLJKWV�D�ZHHN�XQWLO����30���WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ZRXOG�QRW�QRW�EH�RQ�ODWH�DW�QLJKW�ZLWK�WKH�H[FHSWLRQ
RI���RU���)ULGD\�QLJKW�IRRWEDOO�JDPHV�DQG�SRVVLEO\�VRPH�/DFURVVH�PDWFKHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�\HV�WR�DOORZLQJ�OLJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�
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6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
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)URP��MRVHSK�PFIDGGHQ��IDGVPFIDGGHQ#\DKRR�FRP!
'DWH��6XQ��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ŽƐĞƉŚ�DĐ&ĂĚĚĞŶ͕�ĂŶĚ�/Ζŵ�ĂŶ��ůƵŵŶƵƐ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ͕ �ĂƐ�ǁĞůů�ĂƐ�ƚŚĞ��ůƵŵŶŝ��ůĂƐƐ�ZĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟǀĞ�ĨŽƌ
ƚŚĞ��ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϭϵϴϭ�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ƉĂƌĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚǁŽ�^/�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞƐ͘�/Ζŵ�ĂůƐŽ�Ă�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ��ŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ŵǇ�ĞŶƟƌĞ�ůŝĨĞ�ŽĨ�ϱϲ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ
ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ
ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/Ĩ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁĞƌĞ�ŝŶ�ƉůĂĐĞ�ĚƵƌŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ƟŵĞ�Ăƚ�^͘/͕͘�/�ǁŽƵůĚ
ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞŶĞĮƩĞĚ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞŵ�ŝŶ�ƐŽ�ŵĂŶǇ�ǁĂǇƐ͕�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŝƐ�ǁŚǇ�/�ƐƚƌŽŶŐůǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ƚŚŝƐ�ƉƌŽũĞĐƚ͘�


$V�D�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�IRRWEDOO�DQG�VRFFHU�WHDPV�GXULQJ�P\�WLPH�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�,�XVHG�WKH�ILHOGV�UHJXODUO\��,
VSHQW�FRXQWOHVV�QLJKWV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�DQG�EHOLHYH�VWURQJO\�WKDW�DGGLQJ�QHFHVVDU\�OLJKWV�ZRXOG�RQO\�HQKDQFH�WKH
H[SHULHQFH�RI�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�FXUUHQWO\�DWWHQG�WKH�FROOHJH�SUHSDUDWRU\��,W�LV�DOVR�D�VDIHW\�LVVXH�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WKHVH
GD\V��$V�D�UHFHQWO\�UHWLUHG�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ROLFH�'HSDUWPHQW��DIWHU�D����\HDU�FDUHHU��,�FDQ�WHOO
WKDW�WKH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�WR�WKH�ILHOG�ZRXOG�PDNH�QRW�RQO\�WKH�VWXGHQWV�IHHO�VDIH��EXW�DOVR�WKH�VXUURXQGLQJ
QHLJKERUV��3HRSOH�RI�LOO�LQWHQW�ZRXOG�EH�OHVV�OLNHO\�WR�¬DWWHPSW�FULPHV�LQ�D�ZHOO�OLW�DUHD��%RWK�P\�VRQ�DQG�P\
GDXJKWHU�DWWHQGHG�6,�DQG�,�ZRXOG�KDYH�IHOW�PXFK�PRUH�FRPIRUW�DV�D�SDUHQW�NQRZLQJ�WKDW�WKH�DUHD�ZDV�ZHOO�OLW�¬
$OO�RI�WKH¬6W��,JQDWLXV�VWXGHQWV��VWDII�DQG�WKH�QHLJKERUV�ZRXOG�IHHO�PRUH�FRPIRUWDEOH�ZLWK�OLJKWLQJ�DW�QLJKW�LI�\RX
DSSURYH�WKLV�SURMHFW�¬


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ
ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ
ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
-RVHSK�0F)DGGHQ
Ϯϲϱϱ�ϮϮŶĚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
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EARL A. CAPULI, DDS                          1621 TARAVAL STREET 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94116 


PHONE:  (415)664-6082 
EMAIL: capulidental@aol.com 


 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
June 8, 2020 
 
President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
My name is Dr. Earl Capuli.  I have been a dentist on Taraval Street for over 31 years.  My 
son is a graduate of St. Ignatius College Prep. - Class of 2012.  Having grown up in Indiana, I 
am very familiar with the importance of Friday night high school football games and its 
importance to the school, students, and the community.  Along with those games, other 
activities can benefit from the use of field lights. 
 
Iǯm ��i�ing in ���ong ����o�� fo� a���o�al of ligh�� a� S�Ǥ Igna�i�� Field in o�de� �o c�ea�e 
more options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start 
time in accordance to CA State law. 
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing 
S.I. to build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great 
distances to practice. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take 
tests and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned 
through the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as 
spectators gain a strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow 
classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dr. Earl A. Capuli 
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-XQH��WK������


7R��3UHVLGHQW�.RSSHO��+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV��&OHUN�,RQLQ


&&��6XSHUYLVRU�*RUGRQ�0DU


6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$


9,$�(0$,/�


5(��6833257�/(77(5�IRU�,QVWDOODWLRQ�RI�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�3UHVLGHQW�.RSSHO�	�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�WDNLQJ�WKH�WLPH�WR�UHFHLYH�DQG�UHYLHZ�WKLV�OHWWHU�LQ�VXSSRUW�RI�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W�
,JQDWLXV��6�,���)LHOG�


0\�QDPH�LV�*UHJ�7HVKDUD�DQG�,�DP�D�SURXG�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ��KRPHRZQHU�LQ�'LVWULFW���DQG�PHPEHU�RI�WKH
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ODVV�RI�������,�EOHVVHG�WR�EH�WKH�VRQ�RI�WZR�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQV��KRPHRZQHUV�LQ�'LVWULFW���IRU
RYHU����\HDUV���DQG�KDYH�EHHQ�ERUQ�LQWR�WKH�+HQQHVV\���7HVKDUD�)DPLO\�WKDW�KDV�IRU�GHFDGHV�EHHQ�LQYROYHG�LQ�RXU
FRPPXQLWLHV�WKURXJK�FLYLF�HQJDJHPHQW��SXEOLF�VHUYLFH�DQG�HOHFWHG�RIILFH��0RVW�LPSRUWDQWO\��,�DP�WKH�IDWKHU�WR
WZR�ZRQGHUIXO�OLWWOH�ER\V��%HQMDPLQ�0DWKHZ��6W��6WHSKHQ��	�'HFODQ�*UHJRU\��/DNHVLGH�3UHVE\WHULDQ�����6W�
,JQDWLXV�&ODVVHV�RI�¶���	�¶����KRSHIXOO\�


7RGD\�LW�LV�D�SULYLOHJH�WR�ZULWH�WR�\RX�DQG�DVN�IRU�\RXU�VXSSRUW�DQG�DSSURYDO�RI�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W�
,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�DQG�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�RXU�VWXGHQWV�ZKLOH�DOORZLQJ�WKH�VFKRRO�WR
LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�IRU�FHUWDLQ�DWKOHWLF�DQG�FRPPXQLW\�HYHQWV�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


$V�WKH�FXUUHQW�&29,'����SDQGHPLF�KDV�DFXWHO\�VKRZQ��WKH�QHHG�IRU�VDIH�RXWGRRU�DUHDV�IRU�UHFUHDWLRQ�DQG
DWKOHWLF�WHDPV�WR�SUDFWLFH�DUH�LQ�JUHDWHU�QHHG�WKDQ�HYHU��8QIRUWXQDWHO\��DV�ZH�DOO�FDQ�UHFRJQL]H��WKHUH�DUH�IHZHU
VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�RXU�&LW\�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�LQVWDOO�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV
FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�EHLQJ�IRUFHG�WR�WUDYHO�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�±�DOO�DW�DQ�H[SHQVH�WR�WKH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�
6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�WKH�HQYLURQPHQW�


)RU�GHFDGHV�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\��DW�LWV�YHU\�FRUH��KDV�EHHQ�DQ�RXWVWDQGLQJ�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ��
FUHDWLQJ�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�IRU�RWKHUV��7KLV�IRXQGDWLRQ�LV�QRW�RQO\�DERXW�EHLQJ�DEOH�WR�VWXG\�KDUG��WDNH�WHVWV�DQG
JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�±��EXW�WR�EH�DOZD\V�SUHVHQW�LQ�VHUYLFH�RI�RWKHUV��$V�WHDP�FHQWHUHG�H[SHULHQFHV�LQ�\RXU�RZQ�OLYHV
KDV�OLNHO\�VKRZQ��PDQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�±�DQG�RIWHQ�H[WHQG�WR
VSHFWDWLQJ�VWXGHQWV��IDPLOLHV�DQG�IULHQGV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�WKH�FUHDWLRQ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU
FODVVPDWHV��FKLOGUHQ�DQG�IULHQGV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��RQ�WKH�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�	�:DUPO\�<RXUV�


���*UHJ�7HVKDUD��6�,��
��


*5(*25<�/��7(6+$5$
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���&$�������������
&��������������
(��*7HVKDUD����#\DKRR�FRP��SHUVRQDO�
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)URP��0DUN�'RZG\��PGGRZG\�#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��5(��&RQGLWLRQDO�8VH�$XWKRUL]DWLRQ�3XEOLF�+HDULQJ���/LJKWLQJ�DW�-%�0XUSK\�)LHOG�6W�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\
7R���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!


0HPEHUV�RI�WKH�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ��


0\�ZLIH�DQG�,�KDYH�EHHQ�UHVLGHQWV�RI�WKH�3DUNVLGH�GLVWULFW�IRU�PRUH�WKDQ����\HDUV��KDYH�UDLVHG�RXU�FKLOGUHQ�KHUH��DQG�KDYH
KDG�WZR�FKLOGUHQ�ZKR�DWWHQGHG�KLJK�VFKRRO�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�LQ�WKH�SDVW���


,Q�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�RI�WKH�SURSRVDO�EHIRUH�\RX�IRU�&RQGLWLRQDO�8VH�$XWKRUL]DWLRQ�IRU�/LJKWLQJ�DW�0XUSK\�)LHOG�DV�6,��ZH�ZRXOG�OLNH
WR�UHJLVWHU�RXU�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKLV�SURMHFW���:H�EHOLHYH�WKDW�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�SURMHFW�ZLOO�QRW�RQO\�HQKDQFH�WKH�DYDLODELOLW\�RI
DWKOHWLFV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�DW�6,��EXW�ZLOO�DGG�WR�QLJKWWLPH�VDIHW\�LQ�WKH�DUHD�DV�ZHOO���&XUUHQW�WHFKQRORJ\�OLJKWLQJ��DV�KDV�EHHQ
GHPRQVWUDWHG�DW�%HDFK�&KDOHW�IRU�H[DPSOH��FDQ�EH�GLUHFWHG�WR�SURYLGH�SURSHU�OLJKWLQJ�IRU�WKH�ILHOG�ZKLOH�PLQLPL]LQJ�VR�FDOOHG

OLJKW�SROOXWLRQ
�RU�VLJQLILFDQW�FKDQJH�WR�DPELHQW�OLJKWQLQJ�LQ�WKH�QHLJKERUKRRG���,Q�DGGLWLRQ��LQ�VSHDNLQJ�WR�RWKHU�QHDUE\
UHVLGHQWV��WKH�DGGLWLRQ�RI�DGGLWLRQDO�9HUL]RQ�FDSDELOLWLHV�ZLOO�VLJQLILFDQWO\�DGG�PXFK�QHHGHG�FHOOXODU�FDSDELOLWLHV�LQ�WKH�DUHD��
%RWK�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�DQG�WKH�FHOO�VHUYLFH�HQKDQFHPHQWV�ZLOO�SURYLGH�DGGLWLRQDO�VDIHW\�DQG�VHFXULW\�IRU�ERWK�VWXGHQWV�DQG�UHVLGHQWV
DOLNH�


,W�LV�IRU�WKHVH�UHDVRQV�WKDW�ZH�VXSSRUW�WKLV�SURMHFW��DQG�VWURQJO\�XUJH�\RXU�DSSURYDO�RI�WKLV�SURMHFW�


7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


���
0U��	�0UV��0DUN�'RZG\
������������
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)URP��4XHQWLQ�)DYLD��4IDYLD#JPDLO�FRP!
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
'DWH��-XQH���������DW����������$0�3'7
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��FR
RUJ
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�D�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�QDWLYH�DQG�6,�$OXPQL��&ODVV�RI������
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW
WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ
JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ
FODVVPDWHV�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�


4XHQWLQ�)DYLD
����$OKDPEUD�6W�����6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�������
TIDYLD#JPDLO�FRP
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joel.koppel@sfgov.org, 
kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, 
sue.diamond@sfgov.org, 
frank.fung@sfgov.org 
theresa.imperial@sfgov.org, 
milicent.johnson@sfgov.org, 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
 
Date 
President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
VIA EMAIL 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
Dear Commissioners: 
My name is Antonio Anastasio and I have lived within a few blocks of Saint Ignatius College 
Preparatory my entire life of 18 years. I am proud to say I graduated from SI in 2019 and know 
personally that these lights will benefit many generations to come. As both a resident and 
alumni, I urge you to vote in favor of installing these lights. 
I͛m ǁriƚing in Ɛƚrong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field in order to create more 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law. 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others. Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field. Even the students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 
Antonio Anastasio 
1670 36th Avenue 
Teresa@sunetfog.com 
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KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%.5W')S%+N1O6.0*P]=O]S ���


)URP��&KULV�&URZOH\��FFURZOH\#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7XH��-XQ���������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ��ŽĂĐŚ��ŚƌŝƐƚŽƉŚĞƌ��ƌŽǁůĞǇ͘�/�Ăŵ�Ă�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞ�ŽĨ�^ĂŝŶƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�;ĐůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�ϮϬϭϮͿ͕�ĂŶ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚĂŶƚ�ĨŽŽƚďĂůů
ĐŽĂĐŚ�ŽĨ�ƐĞǀĞŶ�ƐĞĂƐŽŶƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ƉƌŽƵĚ�ĮŌŚͲŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐĂŶ͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ��ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ
^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘�/ƚ�ǁŝůů�ĂůƐŽ�ĂƐƐŝƐƚ
ŽīͲĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ĐŽĂĐŚĞƐ͕�ƐƵĐŚ�ĂƐ�ŵǇƐĞůĨ͕ �ƚŽ�ďĞ�ĂďůĞ�ƚŽ�ǁŽƌŬ�Ă�ĨƵůů�ƟŵĞ�ũŽď�ĂŶĚ�ƐƟůů�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ŵǇ�ƉĂƐƐŝŽŶ�ŽĨ�ĐŽĂĐŚŝŶŐ
ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ďŽƚŚ�ŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�Žī�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŝƐ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ďŽƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĂŶĚ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ
ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƟĞƐ�ĂƐ�ǁĞůů�ĂƐ�Ă�ĚĞĚŝĐĂƚĞĚ�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƵƚƌĞĂĐŚ�ǁŝƚŚŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŝƚǇ�ĂŶĚ�ďĞǇŽŶĚ͘��ǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ͕
ŝŶǀĂůƵĂďůĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂůƐŽ�ĐŽŵĞ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞƐ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ
ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
�ŚƌŝƐƚŽƉŚĞƌ��ƌŽǁůĞǇ
ĐĐƌŽǁůĞǇϳϱΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:ccrowley@siprep.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:ccrowley75@gmail.com





�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-JF6IS.TG0GWNWV[ITF-. ���


)URP��&KULV�'XQQ��FGXQQ#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��7XH��-XQ���������DW������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


,�DP�D�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ��6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��6,��DOXPQXV��DQG�DQ�2XWHU�6XQVHW�UHVLGHQW���0\�WZR�EURWKHUV�DWWHQGHG�6,�DQG
P\�WKUHH�VRQV�ZLOO�VRRQ�EH�6,�JUDGXDWHV���,�DP�QRZ�DOVR�D�PDWKHPDWLFV�WHDFKHU�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV���,�KDYH�VHHQ�DQG�DSSURYHG
RI�WKH�OLJKWV�WKDW�KDYH�EHHQ�HUHFWHG�RQ�6RXWK�6XQVHW�3OD\JURXQG�DQG�WKH�WXUI�DW�%HDFK�&KDOHW�DQG�&URFNHU�$PD]RQ���7KHVH
LPSURYHPHQWV�KDYH�VLJQLILFDQWO\�LQFUHDVHG�WKH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�\RXWK�DFWLYLWLHV��


,�DP�ZULWLQJ�WR�VXSSRUW�WKH�UHTXHVW�IRU�LQVWDOODWLRQ�RI�OLJKWV�RQ�WKH�6W�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU
VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�WR�DOORZ�IRU�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&$�VWDWH�ODZ���7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR
SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOORZ�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�RQ�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOOLQJ�RXW�RI�WKH
&LW\�


6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�LV�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�HDUQ�DFDGHPLF�DFFRODGHV��EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH
WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFHV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�FRPSHWLQJ�DV�D�WHDP���(YHQ�WKH
VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6�WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG���7KDQN�\RX�IRU�FRQVLGHULQJ�WKLV�SHUVRQDO�DSSHDO�


^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�ŚƌŝƐ��ƵŶŶ
ϮϮϮϳ�>ŝŶĐŽůŶ�tĂǇ
^&����ϵϰϭϮϮ



mailto:cdunn@siprep.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org





�������� )ZG��(PDLO�RI�6XSSRUW����/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���IURP�'DQ�%XLFN���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�VHDUFK�EXLFN�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-]*PFO;44=1[WJW*SU&=% ���


)URP��6XVDQ�%XLFN��6%XLFN#VSHQFHUVWXDUW�FRP!
'DWH��7XH��-XQ���������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��(PDLO�RI�6XSSRUW����/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���IURP�'DQ�%XLFN
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!��'DQ�%XLFN��GDQBEXLFN#DMJ�FRP!��5\DQ�%XLFN��U\DQMEXLFN#JPDLO�FRP!��'DQ�%XLFN��GDQEXLFN#FRPFDVW�QHW!�
-LP�%XLFN�MEXLFN�#PVQ�FRP!


9LD�(PDLO�$WWHQWLRQ�WR�
3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�'DQQ\�%XLFN�DQG�,�DP�D��WK�*HQHUDWLRQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ�DQG�DOXPQL�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV��&ODVV�RI�µ������,�JUHZ�XS�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW
'LVWULFW�DORQJ�ZLWK�P\���VLEOLQJV�DQG�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�IRU�WKH�SDVW����\HDUV���0\�IDWKHU�DQG���EURWKHUV�DOVR�DWWHQGHG�6,���:H
VWURQJO\�EHOLHYH�DWKOHWLFV�DUH�D�NH\�SDUW�RI�HGXFDWLQJ�RXU�\RXWK�DQG�EHFRPLQJ�VXFFHVVIXO�FRQWULEXWRUV�LQ�WKH�FRPPXQLW\�DQG�LQ�RXU�VRFLHW\�
��
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ
6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV
FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR
RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV
JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
'DQLHO�-��%XLFN
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$��������
GDQEXLFN#FRPFDVW�QHW



mailto:SBuick@spencerstuart.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:dan_buick@ajg.com

mailto:ryanjbuick@gmail.com

mailto:danbuick@comcast.net

mailto:jbuick4@msn.com

mailto:danbuick@comcast.net





�������� )Z��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-SV/]SI-6TF0]7)/PY0SO ���


)URP��-DPHV�/HQR[��MIOHQR[#\DKRR�FRP!
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!
6HQW��7XHVGD\��-XQH�������������������$0�3'7
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ͘���Ɛ�Ă�Ϯϰ�ǇĞĂƌ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�KƵƚĞƌ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ͕�/�ĨĞĞů�ŝƚ�ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ƚŽ�ŚĞůƉ�ƌĂŝƐĞ�ĂƩĞŶƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ĂŶǇ�ŝƐƐƵĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƐƚĂŶĚƐ�ƚŽ
ŝŵƉƌŽǀĞ�ƚŚĞ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ͕�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ƚĞĂĐŚĞƌƐ�Ăƚ�^/͕�ŽƵƌ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ŚŝŐŚ�ƐĐŚŽŽů͘


/�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^/�ĂƐ�Ă�ŵĞĂŶƐ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĞŶŐĂŐĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ƚŽ�ƌƵŶ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ�Ăƚ�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞƐ͘�KŌĞŶ�ƚŚĞ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐΖ�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůĞƐ�ĂƌĞ�ŽǀĞƌůǇ�ƐƚƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ďǇ�ĐŽŵƉƌĞƐƐĞĚ�ƟŵŝŶŐ�ĂŶĚ�ůŝŵŝƚĞĚ�ĂǀĂŝůĂďŝůŝƚǇ�ŽĨ�ĨĂĐŝůŝƟĞƐ͕�ƐŽ�ƚŚĞ�ƚĞŶĚĞŶĐǇ�ŝƐ�ƚŽ�ƌƵŶ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ�Ăƚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ�Žƌ�Ăƚ�ƟŵĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ
ƌĞĚƵĐĞ�ĂƩĞŶĚĂŶĐĞ�ďǇ�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƚŚĞƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ͘


>ŝŐŚƚƐ�ĂůůŽǁ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŇĞǆŝďůĞ�ƐĐŚĞĚƵůŝŶŐ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ŝŶ�ƚƵƌŶ�ĂůůŽǁƐ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ŵŽƌĞ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ͘��&ŽƌĐŝŶŐ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĂĐƟǀŝƟĞƐ�ƚŽ�ĞĂƌůǇ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞƐ
ĂŶĚ�ƚŽ�ĚŝīĞƌĞŶƚ�ůŽĐĂƟŽŶƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĚĂƚĞƐ�ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ�ďŽƚŚ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌĞŶƚƐ͕�ĂŶĚ�ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĞŶƐĞ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘�
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ĚŽ�ĨƵůůǇ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌ�ƚŚĞ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ�ŝŶǀŽůǀĞĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƉůĞĂƐĞ�ĚŽ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ͘��dŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕


-LP�/HQR[
�������QG�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
MIOHQR[#\DKRR�FRP
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�������� (PDLO�IRU�WKH�/LJKWV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%.-9:;NMIT-&Z;+GM6]11V ���


-LP�%XLFN£�MEXLFN�#PVQ�FRP!
7R�MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ�NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ�VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#
VIJRY�RUJ�PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ+LGH
&F�*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ŝŵ��ƵŝĐŬ��ĂŶĚ�/�Ăŵ�ĂŶ�ĂůƵŵ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�;�ůĂƐƐ�ŽĨ�͚ϲϵͿ͘��/�Ăŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ƚŽ�ĞǆƉƌĞƐƐ�ŵǇ
ƐƚƌŽŶŐĞƐƚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĮĞůĚ͘�/�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ŵŽƐƚ�ŽĨ
ŵǇ�ůŝĨĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞ�ƚŽ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͘�DǇ�ĨĂƚŚĞƌ�ĂŶĚ�ŵǇ�ϱ�ďƌŽƚŚĞƌƐ�Ăů/�ĂƩĞŶĚĞĚ��^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŽƵƌ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ƐŚĂƉĞĚ�ŽƵƌ�ůŝǀĞƐ�ŝŶ�Ă�ǀĞƌǇ�ƉŽƐŝƟǀĞ�ŵĂŶŶĞƌ͘ ��
���
/Ŷ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶ�ƚŽ�ƌĞĐĞŝǀŝŶŐ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ŽƵƌ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ǁĂƐ�ĂůƐŽ�ĞŶŚĂŶĐĞĚ�ďǇ
ĂĐƟǀĞ�ŝŶǀŽůǀĞŵĞŶƚ�ŝŶ�ǀĂƌŝŽƵƐ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ͘�/�Ăŵ�Ă�Įƌŵ�ďĞůŝĞǀĞƌ�ƚŚĂƚ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�Ă�ǁĞůů�ƌƵŶ�ĂƚŚůĞƟĐ
ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ�ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐĞƐ�ŽŶĞ�ƚŽ�ŵĂŶǇ�ƉŽƐŝƟǀĞ�ĂƩƌŝďƵƚĞƐ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĂƌĞ�ĐĂƌƌŝĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚŽƵƚ�ǇŽƵƌ�ůŝĨĞ͘�dŚĞƐĞ
ĂƩƌŝďƵƚĞƐ�ĐĂŶ�ĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƚĞ�ƚŽ�Ă�ŵŽƌĞ�ƐƵĐĐĞƐƐĨƵů�ĐĂƌĞĞƌ�ĂŶĚ��Ă�ŵŽƌĞ�ŐŝǀŝŶŐ�ŵĞŵďĞƌ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�^ĂŶ
&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ͘�
dŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ŚĂƐ�Ă�ǀĞƌǇ�ĂĐƟǀĞ�ǀŽůƵŶƚĂƌǇ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵ�ĂŶĚ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĂƚ�ĐĂŶ�ŽŌĞŶ�ůĞĂĚ�ƚŽ�Ă
�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ŽƌŝĞŶƚĞĚ�ĐĂƌĞĞƌ�ĐŚŽŝĐĞ͘�
�
�
/�ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝǌĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�Ă�ĨĞǁ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ�ŵĂǇ�ďĞ�ŽƉƉŽƐĞĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ͘�,ŽǁĞǀĞƌ͕ �/�Ăŵ�ĐŽŶĮĚĞŶƚ�ƚŚĂƚ�^ƚ͘
/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ǁŝůů�ŵĂŶĂŐĞ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚ�ƐŝƚƵĂƟŽŶ�ŝŶ�Ă�ŵĂŶŶĞƌ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁŝůů�ƐŝŐŶŝĮĐĂŶƚůǇ�ŵŝŶŝŵŝǌĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĂĚǀĞƌƐĞ
ŝŵƉĂĐƚ͘�/�ƌĞƟƌĞĚ�ĂƐ��ĞƉƵƚǇ��ŝƌĞĐƚŽƌ�ŽĨ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽΖƐ��,ƵŵĂŶ�^ĞƌǀŝĐĞƐ��ŐĞŶĐǇ�ƐĞǀĞƌĂů�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ĂŐŽ͘
KŶĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŵŽƐƚ�ĐŚĂůůĞŶŐŝŶŐ�ƚĂƐŬƐ�/�ƵŶĚĞƌƚŽŽŬ�ǁĂƐ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŝŶŐ�ŶĞǁ�ŚŽŵĞůĞƐƐ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌƐ�ŝŶ
ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚƐ�;ƚŚŽƵŐŚ�ŝŶƚƌŽĚƵĐŝŶŐ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ŝƐ�ŵŝŶƵƐĐƵůĞ�ĐŽŵƉĂƌĞĚ�ƚŽ�ŽƉĞŶŝŶŐ�Ă�ŶĞǁ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌͿ͘�KŶĞ
ƚĂĐƟĐ�/�ƵƐĞĚ�ǁĂƐ�ƚŽ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚ�Ă�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ĂĚǀŝƐŽƌǇ�ďŽĂƌĚ�ĨŽƌ�ĞĂĐŚ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌ͘ �/ŶƚĞƌĞƐƚĞĚ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ
ǁŽƵůĚ�ŵĞĞƚ�ƌĞŐƵůĂƌůǇ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŚŽŵĞůĞƐƐ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂī�ƚŽ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ�ĂŶǇ�ĐŽŶĐĞƌŶƐ�ĂďŽƵƚ�ƐŚĞůƚĞƌ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ
Žƌ�ŝƐƐƵĞƐ͘�WĞƌŚĂƉƐ�ĞƐƚĂďůŝƐŚŝŶŐ�Ă�ƐŝŵŝůĂƌ�ďŽĂƌĚ�ǁŝůů�ƉƌŽǀŝĚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ĂŶ�ŽƉƉŽƌƚƵŶŝƚǇ�ƚŽ�ŚĂǀĞ�Ă
ĐŽŶƟŶƵĞĚ�ǀŽŝĐĞ�ŝŶ�ĞŶƐƵƌŝŶŐ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚ�ŽƉĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ��ŶŽƚ�ĚŝƐƌƵƉƟǀĞ͘�
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
:ŝŵ��ƵŝĐŬ�
ϲϳ�^ĂŶ��ŶĚƌĞĂƐ�tĂǇ�
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕������ϵϰϭϮϳ
�
ũďƵŝĐŬϰΛŵƐŶ͘ĐŽŵ
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-SU)0G.&U193;J+9+MF-0 ���


)URP��-RKQ�3DXO�%UXQR��MRKQSDXOEUXQR#FRPFDVW�QHW!
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�
'DWH��-XQH���������DW����������$0�3'7
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ
&F��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ��PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ��MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#
RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ


-XQH��������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


9,$�(0$,/


5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�3UHVLGHQW�.RSSHO�DQG�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�-RKQ�%UXQR�DQG�,�JUHZ�XS�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW��DWWHQGHG�6W��,JQDWLXV��DV�GLG�P\�FKLOGUHQ�ZKR�DUH�IRUWK�JHQHUDWLRQ�,JQDWLDQV���:H��FRQWLQXH�WR�OLYH�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DUH�DFWLYH
LQ�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRGV��


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ
DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LOOXPLQDWH�WKH�ILHOG�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW
GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�DW�ILHOGV�LQ�6DQ�0DWHR�&RXQW\���


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�IRU�\RXQJ�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ�ZKR�DUH�HGXFDWHG�QRW�RQO\�LQ�WKH�FODVVLFV�EXW�WR�EH�H[HPSODU\�FLWL]HQV�WKURXJK�WKHLU
VHOIOHVV��VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV����6W��,JQDWLXV��VLQFH�LWV�ORFDWLRQ�WR�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW���KDV�EHHQ�D�FHQWHU�RI�DFWLYLW\�WR�WKH�FRPPXQLW\�WKURXJK�WKH�XVH�RI�LWV�IDFLOLWLHV�LQFOXGLQJ�WKH�SRRO���


6W��,JQDWLXV�DQG�WKH�&LW\�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KDYH�HQMR\HG�D�IUDWHUQDO�UHODWLRQVKLS�VLQFH������DQG�,�DP�UHVSHFWIXOO\�UHTXHVWLQJ�\RXU�UHFRJQLWLRQ�RI�WKLV�UHODWLRQVKLS�WKURXJK�\RXU�VXSSRUW�RI
LQVWDOOLQJ�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�VFKRRO����7KDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�VHULRXV�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�RI�WKHVH�LPSURYHPHQWV�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�


6LQFHUHO\�


-RKQ�3DXO�%UXQR
����6DQ�%HQLWR�:D\
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������


MRKQSDXOEUXQR#FRPFDVW�QHW
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�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T%-J9S75&&9;/71;Y*GPF-- ���


)URP��0U��-RKQ�5HJDOLD��MUHJDOLD#VLSUHS�RUJ!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ���������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�-RKQ�5HJDOLD�DQG�,�DP�WKH�KHDG�IRRWEDOO�FRDFK�DQG�D�WHDFKHU�RI�0DWKHPDWLFV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\��
,�KDYH�EHHQ�D�FRDFK�DQG�PHPEHU�RI�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�IDFXOW\�IRU����\HDUV���


,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�
DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�


7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�
VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH���,Q�DGGLWLRQ�WR�VSDFH��KDYLQJ�OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOOHYLDWH�
VFKHGXOLQJ�LVVXHV�WKDW�H[WHQG�VWXGHQW
V�VFKHGXOHV��WDNLQJ�WLPH�DZD\�IURP�WKHLU�VWXGLHV�DQG�WLPH�DW�KRPH���7KH�OLJKWV�KHOS�
FKDQJH�VFKHGXOHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WKDW�SURPRWH�VWXGHQW�ZHOOQHVV�DQG�D�KHDOWKLHU�OLIHVW\OH�IRU�RXU�VWXGHQWV��WHDFKHUV�DQG�FRDFKHV��


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�
LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�
SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


-RKQ�5HJDOLD


+HDG�)RRWEDOO�&RDFK��6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\
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�
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7R�IXUWKHU�IDFLOLWDWH�WKH�GHYHORSPHQW�RI�RXU�FKLOGUHQ��WKH�EXLOGLQJ�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG�ZLOO�SURYLGH�PRUH�DQG�EHWWHU�RSWLRQV�WR�WKRXVDQGV�RI�IXWXUH�VWXGHQWV��6WXGHQWV�FDQ
SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�VSRUWV�DV�DWKOHWHV��VXSSRUW�VWDII��DQG�VSHFWDWRUV�PRUH�IUHTXHQWO\�RQ�WKH�6,�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�WR�RWKHU�YHQXHV��ZKHUH�DYDLODELOLW\�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�LV
OLPLWHG�DQG�WUDYHO�WLPH�VRPHWLPHV�H[WHQVLYH��$OVR��DV�ZH�XQGHUVWDQG��WKH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�DOORZ�6,�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
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joel.koppel@sfgov.org, 
kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, 
sue.diamond@sfgov.org, 
frank.fung@sfgov.org 
theresa.imperial@sfgov.org, 
milicent.johnson@sfgov.org, 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 
 
Cc:  Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
 
 
Date 
 
President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
My name is Teresa Anastasio and I have lived within a mile of Saint Ignatius College Preparatory 
my entire life of 49 years.  I grew up in the Lake Shore District and have lived a few blocks from 
SI on 36th Avenue since 1996.  My husband and I have two boys, one of which graduated from 
SI in the class of 2019. 
 
I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law. 
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Teresa Anastasio 
1670 36th Avenue 
Teresa@sunetfog.com 



mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org





��������� )Z��/LJKWV�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T&6/&;EO%.)MP'&&[7QM:[- ���


)URP��0DUWKD�6KDXJKQHVV\��PDUWKD#WKHNH\SU�FRP!
7R��7KRPDV�+DUODQ��WRPKDUODQ�#\DKRR�FRP!
6HQW��:HGQHVGD\��-XQH��������������������30�3'7
6XEMHFW��)ZG��/LJKWV�DW�-�%��0XUSK\�)LHOG


+HUH�\RX�JR�
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RUJ
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3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ�
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'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV���
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June 10, 2020 
 
  
 
President Joel Koppel 
Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
  
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
I͛m writing in strong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field in order to create more options 
for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in accordance to CA 
State law. 
 
I was born and raised in San Francisco and moved to the Outer Sunset district over thirty-nine years ago.   
My sons are graduates of St. Ignatius College Preparatory and I know how important the St. Ignatius 
Field is to my sons, the students and families of the community.   
 
With fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco it is important to allow S.I. to 
build these lights, this will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling such a distance to 
practice. 
 
 St. Ignatius College Preparatory is an excellent center of learning, not only for tests and good grades, 
but to be in service for others.  Many lessons are learned through the shared experience on the St. 
Ignatius field, and for the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by 
supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
  
 
Sincerely, 
 
  
 
Marta Talavera-Juul 
1918 46th Avenue 
San Francisco, CA  94116 
email:  talajuul@sbcglobal.net 
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�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQGWKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
9DOHULH�4XHVDGD



mailto:valerie.quesada@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org





��������� 5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP	RJEO�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1T.07UWPPM7*E.NS*9+T1Z[& ���


2Q�0RQ��-XQ����������DW�������30�5RVV��6WDF\��67$&<�5266#OLEHUW\PXWXDO�FRP!�ZURWH�
3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
9,$�(0$,/
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�GDXJKWHU��(OOD�5RVV��ZLOO�EH�MXQLRU�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHS�LQ�WKH�IDOO���:H�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�VLQFH
�������0\�GDXJKWHU�ZDV�WKUHH�\HDUV�ROG�ZKHQ�ZH�PRYHG�WR�D���EHGURRP�DSDUWPHQW�RQ�1RULHJD�DQG���WK�$YH���7ZR�\HDUV
ODWHU��ZH�PRYHG�WR�D���EHGURRP�IODW�RQ���QG�$YH�DQG�-XGDK���:H�ORYH�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRG�DQG�ZH�ORYH�6,���,W¶V�EHHQ�D�JUHDW
KLJK�VFKRRO�H[SHULHQFH�IRU�KHU�DQG�VKH�ORYHV�DWWHQGLQJ�WKH�IRRWEDOO�JDPHV�DW�6,���,�DOVR�YROXQWHHU�ZLWK�WKH�3UHS�6KRS�DW�WKH
JDPHV�DQG�LW�ZRXOG�EH�DPD]LQJ�WR�KDYH�DGGLWLRQDO�JDPHV�DQG�SUDFWLFH�DYDLODEOH�IRU�RXU�6,�VWXGHQWV�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�
DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�ZLWK�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS
VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR
EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV
ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
6WDF\�5RVV
�������QG�$YH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
�
6WDF\�5RVV
&RQWUDFW�6XUHW\�0DQDJHU���1RUWKHUQ�&DOLIRUQLD
/LEHUW\�0XWXDO�6XUHW\
ņņņņņņņņņņņņņņņņ
/LEHUW\�0XWXDO�,QVXUDQFH
����&DOLIRUQLD�6WUHHW��6XLWH����
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
2IILFH��������������
&HOO��������������
(PDLO���VWDF\�URVV#OLEHUW\PXWXDO�FRP



mailto:STACY.ROSS@libertymutual.com

mailto:stacy.ross@libertymutual.com





�������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE ZP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z-:;F[9%+.-956N]KKSS;YVQYG ���


)URP��3LQHGD��0LFKHOOH��03LQHGD#RUWF�FRP!
'DWH��0RQ��-XQ����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ��JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
,�DP�D����\HDU�UHVLGHQW�RI�WKH�2XWHU�6XQVHW�DQG�KDYH�OLYHG�LQ�DQG�UDLVHG�P\�FKLOGUHQ�LQ�WKH�VDPH�KRXVH�,�JUHZ�XS�LQ���,�DWWHQGHG�SXEOLF
VFKRRO�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��DQG�P\�KXVEDQG�DQG�,�FKRVH�WR�VHQG�RXU�WZR�GDXJKWHUV�WR�&DWKROLF�VFKRRO�ZKHUH�WKH\�QHYHU�OHIW�WKH����EORFNV
EHORZ�6XQVHW�%OYG��DWWHQGLQJ�6W��*DEULHO�6FKRRO�DQG�WKHQ�6W��,JQDWLXV�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�WR�DOORZ�6W�
,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV
FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�IRU�ERWK�RI�P\�GDXJKWHUV�LQ�WKH�FODVVURRP�DQG�RQ�WKH�ILHOG�LQ
WKHLU�H[WUDFXUULFXODU�DFWLYLWLHV���0DQ\�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH
DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
0LFKHOOH�3LQHGD�
9LFH�3UHVLGHQW��$VVLVWDQW�%UDQFK�0DQDJHU
6HQLRU�(VFURZ�2IILFHU�_�6SHFLDO�3URMHFWV
�
7���������������_�)���������������_�6KRUHWHO�������
03LQHGD#RUWF�FRP
2OG�5HSXEOLF�7LWOH�_�2OG�5HSXEOLF�,QVXUDQFH�*URXS
����%DWWHU\�6WUHHW�_�6XLWH������_�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
RUWF�FRP



mailto:MPineda@ortc.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org

mailto:gordon.mar@sfgov.org

mailto:MPineda@ortc.com

http://www.ortc.com/





 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
My name is Gustavo Manzanares and I am an Alumni of St. Ignatius. I have been part of the St. 
Ignatius Sunset Community for the past 20 years. 
 
I͛m ǁriting in strong support for approval of lights at St. Ignatius Field. Flexible time 
management possibilities that allow different students and programs the opportunity to create 
a strong structure for the day play an advantageous role in developing high level intellectual, 
emotional, and physical attributes in students. Adding lights at SI would assist in achieving this 
goal by opening up more options in a day for more effective planning and scheduling to serve 
student-athletes. This would lead to a more robust and diverse amount of opportunities to 
enhance learning and the SI student experience.   
 
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice and extending an already long and demanding day. 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others in areas of emotional and social 
development.  Many of those lessons are learned through the shared experience on the athletic 
field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by 
supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Gustavo Manzanares 
287 South Hill Blvd. San Francisco CA  
Gustavomanzanares@gmail.com 
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of Support for The Grateful Dog - Case No. 2018-012576CUA
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:12:58 AM
Attachments: Letter of Support for The Grateful Dog - Case No. 2018-012576CUA.pdf

 
 
 
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: Benjamin Mayer <benjaminzelmayer@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:44 PM
To: Weissglass, David (CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland
(CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: erncervantes@gmail.com
Subject: Letter of Support for The Grateful Dog - Case No. 2018-012576CUA
 

 

Dear Planning Commissioners,
 
I am writing on behalf of The Grateful Dog, a boarding and kennel service that I have come to
depend on as a resident and employee based in San Francisco. As I understand, The Grateful
Dog has been operated under compliance with all San Francisco Planning Codes for nearly a
decade and is now being levied with frivolous complaints from “residents” who have not
otherwise had a single complaint until the opportunity to potentially increase their property
value was made apparent.
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Date: July 22nd, 2020 
 
Planning Department 
Case No. 2018-012576CUA 
City and County of San Francisco 
Attn: David Weissglass 
 
Dear Planning Commissioners, 
 
 
I am writing on behalf of The Grateful Dog, a boarding and kennel service that I have come to 
depend on as a resident and employee based in San Francisco. As I understand, The Grateful 
Dog has been operated under compliance with all San Francisco Planning Codes for nearly a 
decade and is now being levied with frivolous complaints from “residents” who have not 
otherwise had a single complaint until the opportunity to potentially increase their property 
value was made apparent.  
 
As a born and raised San Franciscan (born at Children’s Hospital in 1984), I find it abhorrent that 
a service, deemed essential in this unprecedented shelter-in-place times, is even being 
considered as not a valuable part of the fabric of the community. For myself and my wife, we 
would otherwise not be able to live and work in San Francisco, if there was not a safe, clean and 
friendly environment for our dog. Ernie Cervantes and his staff go above and beyond to care for 
our dog and have on countless occasions accommodated our needs and busy lives. Without 
their service we, and I imagine dozens if not hundreds of others, would be forced to reconsider 
where we work and live.  
 
Moreover, and as I life-long resident of this city, I have seen many businesses come and go. All 
too often it seems that the city of San Francisco is more interested in short-term gains from 
real-estate prospectors, which has led to so many storefronts and buildings sitting empty, 
rather than giving something of value to the community. Again, never has this been truer than 
now.  
 
In conclusion, I want to reiterate my sincere support for The Grateful Dog’s right to operate 
their business in accordance with the Planning Code, as they have for so long. Please feel free 
to contact me if you have any questions about anything I have written or if I can do anything 
else on their behalf. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Benjamin Mayer 







As a born and raised San Franciscan (born at Children’s Hospital in 1984), I find it abhorrent
that a service, deemed essential in this unprecedented shelter-in-place times, is even being
considered as not a valuable part of the fabric of the community. For myself and my wife, we
would otherwise not be able to live and work in San Francisco, if there was not a safe, clean
and friendly environment for our dog. Ernie Cervantes and his staff go above and beyond to
care for our dog and have on countless occasions accommodated our needs and busy lives.
Without their service we, and I imagine dozens if not hundreds of others, would be forced to
reconsider where we work and live.
 
Moreover, and as I life-long resident of this city, I have seen many businesses come and go. All
too often it seems that the city of San Francisco is more interested in short-term gains from
real-estate prospectors, which has led to so many storefronts and buildings sitting empty,
rather than giving something of value to the community. Again, never has this been truer than
now.
 
In conclusion, I want to reiterate my sincere support for The Grateful Dog’s right to operate
their business in accordance with the Planning Code, as they have for so long. Please feel free
to contact me if you have any questions about anything I have written or if I can do anything
else on their behalf.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Mayer
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: I Support The Grateful Dog
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:43:25 PM

 
 
 
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: Jessica Hurst <jesscharlotteh@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:29 PM
To: Weissglass, David (CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>;
Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>;
Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>;
Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>;
Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: erncervantes@gmail.com
Subject: I Support The Grateful Dog
 

 

Wednesday, 22 July 2020. 
 
Dear all whom it may concern, 
 
I am writing to you in support of keeping The Grateful Dog doggy daycare located in San
Francisco on Lombard Street. I have been a client of theirs for almost 10 years, starting back in the
summer of 2010. I utilize housing my two large dogs at this location primarily while traveling for
business, leisure, and attending baseball games. I am truly shocked and disappointed to find that the
newly moved-in neighbors of this location are trying to shut this community down - also especially
amidst this pandemic where The Grateful Dog is open to care for the pets of first responders.  
 
I have a couple of points I would like to bring forward. 
 
First, the professionals who work at and run this location (I can speak as a customer for both
locations, but I am focusing on the SF location here) work on training the dogs while they are
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caring for our pack members - which means over the years my high-energy Alaskan Malamute
(and more recently, my younger German Shepherd) have come home with better manners and over
time the team members have improved the quality of my dogs’ behavior. 
 
Second, I trust leaving my pets at The Grateful Dog. They’re not left unattended or locked up in
kennels, and I know they are cared for and loved in the utmost importance. I feel safe vacationing
and knowing my pets are enjoying themselves too. Building a community on trust and proven
safety cannot happen overnight.
 
The third item I would like to bring up is that you rarely hear dogs barking from the street.
Standing outside the front of the building talking after I’ve picked up my pets, I cannot hear the
dogs over the road noise - and I think this is an important point to cover. The city noise, traffic, and
cars individually are louder than the dogs combined. Please note - I am not saying that dogs never
bark. I merely ask you to stand outside at several different times of the day (and night) and listen
for yourself before passing judgment based on recent complaints from a dog-hating disgruntled
person flooding your inbox with little better to do with their spare time. On a related note, I
understand these noise complaints have started in the last year, but not in the 9 years before that. I
would be interested to hear what you interpret from that. 
 
Lastly, if you, representing San Francisco - which is one of the most dog-friendly cities in the US
(https://dogtrekker.com/story/San_Francisco_Top_Dog_Friendly_City and https://dogtime.com/dog-
health/general/4360-dog-friendliest-cities-list) decide to close this location down due to the
complaints of the new residents around Lombard St. I would be ashamed to continue to live and
work in San Francisco with my dogs as that would be counterintuitive of claiming to be a dog-
friendly city. I would also ask what you think the ROI of an already established business against
the political whining new tenants would be? Do you want to invest in Karens who will as soon turn
on you and whinge and lament when the next item they focus on doesn’t go their way, and likely
leave because fickle people don’t build community and togetherness the way The Grateful Dog
does?  
 
In closing, The Grateful Dog is both a minority and family-owned small business which the City
of San Francisco should be proud to host, approve permits, and continue to support their growth for
decades to come. 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read. 
 
Kindly, 
 
Jessica Hurst 
415-755-0719

https://dogtrekker.com/story/San_Francisco_Top_Dog_Friendly_City
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2005 17th Street CUA Unauthorized Dwelling Unit Removal
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:42:16 PM
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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: "Durandet, Kimberly (CPC)" <kimberly.durandet@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 at 2:18 PM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>
Cc: Corey Teague <corey.teague@sfgov.org>, Richard Sucre <richard.sucre@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: 2005 17th Street CUA Unauthorized Dwelling Unit Removal
 
Project Sponsor’s response to additional Plans requested from Commissioner. Please forward for tomorrow’s hearing.
 
Best,
Kimberly Durandet, Senior Planner
Southeast Team, Current Planning Division
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6816 | kimberly.durandet@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
For information on current process affected by the Shelter in Place Order see the links below:
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19
https://sf.gov/topics/building-permits
 
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: bert@terrerilaw.com <bert@terrerilaw.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 1:22 PM
To: Durandet, Kimberly (CPC) <kimberly.durandet@sfgov.org>
Cc: frontdesk@terrerilaw.com; 'Laurie Colestock' <paralegal@terrerilaw.com>; 'Erik Terreri' <erikterreri@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: 2005 17th Street CUA Unauthorized Dwelling Unit Removal
 
Good Afternoon Kimberly,
 
In going over the plans to add measurements, we noticed that the plans do include ceiling height for each of the living spaces on the
plans.   I am attaching a blow up of the plans which clearly show the ceiling height for each area.  I am summarizing as follows:
 
Entry between Office and hallway – 8’ 1’’ (small space inside entry door –  previously not labeled on plans but this version includes
label = Entry)
Hallway - 7’ 1’’ (previously not labeled on plans but this version includes label = Hallway)
Kitchen and bathroom – 6’9’’
Office – 7’ 1’’
Studio – 7’1’’ changing to 7’4’’ at solid line depicted on drawing towards the middle of the living space.
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https://sfplanning.org/covid-19#permit-anchor-7
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964
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I am also attaching modified plans which depict the space as it will be modified upon granting of CUA for removal.  In this set of plans,
it shows that the areas previously designated as storage, are being shown to reflect the uses intended after the building returns to
being a single family residence.  The area currently designated Office will be used for bicycle storage, the area currently labeled Studio
will be used as an office, and the area off of the laundry room is now labeled ½ bath.  You will note that the ceiling heights remain as
they are presently labeled for all areas.
 
I also am aware that following the granting of a CUA, the owner is obligated to proceed promptly with the removal.  In light of the
Covid emergency in which we presently find ourselves, the owner requests that upon granting of the approval the permit for the
removal would immediately issue, however, the removal of the tenant and work should be stayed pending the ending of the Covid
emergency orders, and that the time clock to complete the work required would commence following the lifting of the restrictions.  I
anticipate that this is already being considered, but I wanted to be certain that the owner was not penalized for not moving quickly
should the tenant remain in the premises through the Covid emergency.
 
I did have a complete power point presentation for the commission, however, given the recommendation being for removal of the
secondary dwelling and approval of the deck, I would prefer to narrow the presentation to areas for which the commissioners may
have questions or desire further detail.  If you are available for a brief phone call this afternoon I would appreciate a few moments of
your time to discuss what those areas may be.
 
Thank you,
 
Bert Terreri
 
The Law Offices of Herbert L. Terreri
A Professional Corporation
235 Foss Creek Circle
Healdsburg, CA 95448
Tel: 707-431-1933, ext. 101
Fax: 707-431-2769
 
  THE LAW OFFICES OF
HERBERT L. TERRERI
 A Professional Corporation

NOTICE:
This email message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee named above and may contain information that is privileged and
confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited.  If you received this email message in
error, please immediately notify the sender by replying to this email message or by telephone.
ü Please consider the environment before printing this email.
 
 
 
 
 
 

From: Durandet, Kimberly (CPC) <kimberly.durandet@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 10:55 AM
To: bert@terrerilaw.com
Cc: frontdesk@terrerilaw.com; Laurie Colestock <paralegal@terrerilaw.com>; 'Erik Terreri' <erikterreri@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: 2005 17th Street CUA Unauthorized Dwelling Unit Removal
Importance: High
 
Hi Bert and Erik,
I have been contacted by a Planning Commissioner regarding the quality of the information in the plans. There is concern that there is
an abundance of storage areas both on the upper level adjacent to the deck (and questions why a deck is necessary next to storage)
and at the ground floor area. Also, there is no section drawing to illustrate the head height. The Commissioner has requested revised
drawings that address this lack of information. Please respond to this email with a confirmation that you received this request.
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  This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Best,
Kimberly Durandet, Senior Planner
Southeast Team, Current Planning Division
 
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6816 | E-Mail: kimberly.durandet@sfgov.org
 
Website: www.sfplanning.org
Please contact our Planning Information Center (PIC) staff for general information and zoning at pic@sfgov.org
Please contact our Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU) staff for information on ADUs at cpc.adu@sfgov.org
 
The Planning Department is open for business during the Stay Safe at Home 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 and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely and the public is encouraged to participate. The
Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, and Planning Commission 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: "bert@terrerilaw.com" <bert@terrerilaw.com>
Date: Monday, June 29, 2020 at 6:59 PM
To: "Durandet, Kimberly (CPC)" <kimberly.durandet@sfgov.org>
Cc: "frontdesk@terrerilaw.com" <frontdesk@terrerilaw.com>, Laurie Colestock <paralegal@terrerilaw.com>, 'Erik Terreri'
<erikterreri@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: 2005 17th Street CUA Unauthorized Dwelling Unit Removal
 

 

Good Evening Kimberly,
 
Please add the attached plan edits to your file in this matter.   The plans have been modified by hand to reflect that the toilet and sink
are intended to remain as a half bath. 
 
The attached pages with the hand written edits are intended to replace the same pages in the prior submission, which prior
submission does not have the handwritten edits.
 
I think we should discuss the upcoming hearing procedures and our submission for presentation at the hearing.  I am available
tomorrow afternoon and Wednesday morning to discuss.
 
Thank you,
 
Bert Terreri
 
 
The Law Offices of Herbert L. Terreri
A Professional Corporation
235 Foss Creek Circle
Healdsburg, CA 95448
Tel: 707-431-1933, ext. 101
Fax: 707-431-2769
 
  THE LAW OFFICES OF
HERBERT L. TERRERI
 A Professional Corporation

NOTICE:
This email message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee named above and may contain information that is privileged and
confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution, or copying is strictly prohibited.  If you received this email message in
error, please immediately notify the sender by replying to this email message or by telephone.
ü Please consider the environment before printing this email.
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Johnston, Timothy (CPC)
Subject: FW: Planned comments: 7/23 agenda item #13 2016-016100ENV
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:24:59 PM
Attachments: Skyline Ridge Trail response.docx

 
 
 
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: JERRY MOLITOR <heyjerr@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:18 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Planned comments: 7/23 agenda item #13 2016-016100ENV
 

 

To whom it may concern,
 
As per the Notice of Hearing & Agenda I am submitting comments (attached) that I wish to
present as a response to agenda item #13, 2016-016100ENV SFPUC SOUTHERN
SKYLINE BOULEVARD RIDGE TRAIL EXTENSION PROJECT.

I would very much like to know what the procedure is to get my name listed in order to
comment.  With all of the items listed on the agenda, is there an idea as to how long the
meeting will actually last, or approximately what time item #13 will be addressed?  Being as
this is a zoom call it may be difficult for a first-timer like myself to know what item is being
addressed if I happen to get pulled away from the discussion momentarily.

Regards,

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:timothy.johnston@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

My name is Jerry Molitor and I live on Skyline Blvd.  I have had the opportunity to see how heavily-traveled the roadway can be, especially during the summer months, by vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic.  The roadway does not have a shoulder along the entire section of the proposed Skyline Ridge trail and is already quite dangerous so I am very concerned about the current proposal.  I took the time to read through the lengthy DEIR and find it to be inadequate for the following reasons:

1. The 4-foot wide trail width analyzed in the DEIR does not address social distancing and the current pandemic could, unfortunately, become the "new normal" - more study is needed to determine how to address this situation and the additional environmental impact that a wider trail would bring.



2. Alternative B is inadequate because it creates a new safety hazard that cannot be mitigated.  It would put the Skyline Ridge parking lot 1.5 miles south of Hwy 92 in the middle of a blind corner.  Anyone who regularly drives this section of road knows that is the last chance to get around slow vehicles & bicycles before going into the 1.5 miles of curves where passing is not allowed.  This means that cars carrying a lot of downhill speed would suddenly and unexpectedly be faced with cars and pedestrians either entering or crossing the roadway.  I actually recorded video of a car pulled over there that almost got hit twice whilst trying to pull out, and the approaching cars were both well under the speed limit.



3. A new Alternative should be explored that would create a short trail from the quarry parking to the existing traffic light at the reservoir where 35 meets 92 (two miles east of Skylawn).  From there the trail could come back up to Old Canada Road on the west side of the reservoir and connect to the Pulgas Water Temple, or simply follow the roadway on the eastern side (or both).  

I submit that this option should be looked at for several reasons: 

a. existing maintenance roads are on relatively flat terrain, meaning the environmental impact & construction costs should be far lower

b. there is plenty of room for wide trails to allow for social distancing

c. the Water Temple has a parking lot, water bottle station, and restroom facilities

d. it would be very easy to use Canada Road to bypass the Filoli property (if easement on Old Canada is too difficult to negotiate) and still connect with the Phleger Estate trails right where they come down at the terminus of Edgewood Road.

e. It would allow for a continuation of the ridge trail rather than an abrupt end at the cemetery. 

f. It would allow connection to the Sawyer Camp Trail and provide a loop around the northern reservoir 

g. It would also prevent shifting additional traffic and parking difficulties to the already-overloaded Skyline corridor and the residents who live there.

h. It would not only fulfill the primary goal of completing a contiguous trail around the bay, but would still provide plenty of easy-access education opportunities as well as access for the pedestrians and cyclists that participate in the Sunday closures of Canada Road (bicycle Sunday).  



4. There is no mention in the DEIR of how to mitigate unauthorized parking from forming at convenient access points, which will obviously be formed around the proposed maintenance lots and service driveways.  



5. The current southern end of the proposed Skyline Trail ends at the Phleger property line.  The closest parking lot at this time is the Purisima Trailhead parking lot, which is already well above capacity on any given weekend.  If this trail were to move forward, I submit that there should be a large parking lot installed on the other side of Highway 35 (Skyline) just south of the current parking lot.  The DEIR currently does not address parking at this end of the trail in any manner.



[bookmark: _GoBack]Please take these concerns seriously.  With the pandemic forcing so many businesses and beaches to shut down or reduce access, mountain trails have exploded in popularity.  Unfortunately, the support infrastructure has not, meaning that many existing parking lots simply lack the capacity to handle the crowds, forcing many visitors to find any sliver of parking that they can.  I have seen people come to a complete stop in order to parallel park along the roadway, nearly resulting in several accidents.  People are not following the recommendations on the signs that say if the lot is full then the trails are full.  They simply don’t drive this far only to turn around or go somewhere else, so they are more than happy to park over a mile away from a trail access point.

Considering that the Fifield-Cahill trail & southern connection into the existing trail system will be a highly anticipated addition, I urge SFPUC to consider providing trails alongside the western side of the reservoirs to allow for a complete connection into that trail system.  I believe it will be far less impactful to the environment and residential community of Kings Mountain, much easier to implement, and cost much less than having to reform the mountainous terrain.



Jerry Molitor



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Golden Gate Valley Branch SFPL Landmark Designation Report
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:23:03 PM
Attachments: Landmark Designation Report Golden Gate Valley Branch July 22, 2020.pdf

 
 
 
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: Bridget Maley <bridget@architecture-history.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 12:03 PM
To: Hyland, Aaron (CPC) <aaron.hyland@sfgov.org>
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; City Librarian, City Librarian
(LIB) <citylibrarian@sfpl.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Marie
Ciepiela <marie.ciepiela@friendssfpl.org>; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>; Foley, Chris
(CPC) <chris.foley@sfgov.org>; So, Lydia (CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>; Herzstein, Daniel (BOS)
<daniel.herzstein@sfgov.org>; Bishop, Melanie (CPC) <melanie.bishop@sfgov.org>; COB, SFPL (LIB)
<COB@sfpl.org>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Matsuda, Diane (CPC)
<diane.matsuda@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Pearlman, Jonathan
(CPC) <jonathan.pearlman@sfgov.org>; Johns, Richard (CPC) <richard.se.johns@sfgov.org>; Ionin,
Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Goldstein, Susan (LIB) <Susan.Goldstein@sfpl.org>;
Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC) <marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org>; Angulo, Sunny (BOS)
<sunny.angulo@sfgov.org>
Subject: Golden Gate Valley Branch SFPL Landmark Designation Report
 

 

All - Per my last communication to the Landmarks Preservation Commission on April 13, 2020
regarding this matter, attached for your review is the Landmark Designation Report for the Golden
Gate Valley Library. A cover letter explaining the landmarking process after the Library Renovation
Program was complete is included in the attached PDF of the entire designation report. Please feel
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July  22,  2020  
    
Aaron  Jon  Hyland,  President  
San  Francisco  Landmarks  Preservation  Commission  
San  Francisco  Planning  Department  
1650  Mission  Street,  Suite  400  
San  Francisco,  CA  94103  
Via  email  –  aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com  
    
Re:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  San  Francisco  Public  Library  


Landmark  Designation  Report  
  
Dear  President  Hyland  and  Commission  Members:  
    
Per  my  letter  to  you  on  April  13,  2020,  I  have  provided  the  attached  Landmark  Designation  Report  
for  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  at  1801  Green  Street  
in  the  Cow  Hollow  neighborhood.  As  you  know,  six  of  the  seven  Carnegie  Libraries  have  already  
been  Landmarked,  including:  
  


•   Landmark  234  –  Mission  Branch,  300  Bartlett  Street,  constructed  1915,  
architect  Albert  Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  235  –  Chinatown  Branch,  1135  Powell  Street,  constructed  
1921,  architect  Albert  Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  239  –  Sunset  Branch,  1305  18th  Avenue,  constructed  1918,  
architect  Albert  Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  240  –  Presidio  Branch,  3150  Sacramento,  constructed  1921,  
architect  Albert  Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  247  –  Richmond  Branch,  351  9th  Avenue,  constructed  1914,  
architect  Bliss  &  Faville;  


•   Landmark  259  –  Noe  Valley  Branch,451  Jersey  Street,  constructed  1916,  
architect  John  Reid,  Jr.  


  
However,  an  unfortunate  oversight  occurred  upon  completion  of  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  
renovation  and  the  building  was  never  formally  landmarked.  This  branch,  designed  by  Ernest  
Coxhead,  and  completed  in  May  1918,  is  one  of  the  few  works  by  the  architect  executed  in  terra  
cotta  and  the  only  branch  Carnegie-‐funded  library  completed  in  a  basilica-‐style  plan.  The  
renovation  of  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library  was  completed  in  2012;  the  work  undertaken  
for  this  project  is  described  in  the  designation  report.  
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July  21,  2020  
Aaron  Jon  Hyland,  President  


San  Francisco  Landmarks  Preservation  Commission  
  
  
As  promised  earlier  this  spring,  I  have  assembled  the  attached  designation  report  for  your  review.  
I  have  based  the  information  presented  herein  on  the  similar  information  provided  for  each  of  the  
six  other  Carnegie  libraries.  While  the  Landmark  Designation  Form  has  changed  somewhat  since  
the  other  libraries  were  landmarked,  the  required  fields  are  similar  enough  that  there  should  be  
no  question  as  to  whether  this  library  is  eligible  as  a  Landmark.  I  have  also  attached  the  California  
Carnegie  Libraries  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  Multiple  Property  Listing,  which  
specifically  mentions  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library.  
  
I  look  forward  to  working  with  you  and  Planning  Department  staff  to  move  forward  with  
landmark  designation  of  the  important  neighborhood  civic  building.  I  should  note  that  I  have  
completed  this  report  on  a  volunteer  basis  as  my  family  and  I  reside  nearby,  gave  to  the  
renovation  fund,  and  use  the  library  frequently.  
  
Sincerely,  


           
Bridget  Maley                 
Principal  
  
Cc:         Dianne  Matsuda,  Vice-‐President,    
   Kate  Black,  Commissioner  


Chris  Foley,  Commissioner  
Richard  S.  E.  Johns,  Commissioner  
Jonathan  Pearlman,  Commissioner  
Lydia  So,  Commissioner    
Rich  Hillis,  Director  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  
Jonas  Ionin,  Commissions  Secretary  
Marcelle  Boudreaux,  Principal  Planner  
Melanie  Bishop,  Preservation  Planner  
Catherine  Stefani,  SF  Board  of  Supervisors,  District  2    


   Aaron  Peskin,  Chair,  Land  Use  and  Transportation  Committee,  SF  Board  of  Supervisors  
Daniel  Herzstein,  Office  of  SF  Supervisor  Stefani  
Michael  Lambert,  City  Librarian,  San  Francisco  Public  Library  


                   Cathy  Delneo,  Chief  of  Branches,  San  Francisco  Public  Library    
Susan  Goldstein,  City  Archivist,  San  Francisco  Public  Library    
Marie  Ciepiela,  Friends  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library  
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APPLICATION FOR  
 


Historic Landmark 
Designation 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
Landmark designation is authorized by Section 1004 of the San Francisco Planning 
Code. The designation process includes a review of the Landmark Designation 
Application by the Planning Department and the Historic Preservation Commission. 
Final approval is made by the San Francisco Board of Supervisors.  


 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


PRESERVING SAN FRANCISCO HISTORY 
 
Since 1967, San Francisco’s Historic Preservation Program has helped preserve 
important facets of the city’s history. The list of designated city landmarks and 
landmark districts includes iconic architectural masterpieces, monuments to historic 
events, and places associated with cultural and social movements that have defined 
our city. However, there are still many more untold stories to celebrate through 
landmark designation. 
 
PROPERTIES ELIGIBILE FOR LANDMARK DESIGNATION 
 


Most San Francisco landmarks are buildings. But a landmark can also be a structure, 
site, feature or area of special historical, architectural or aesthetic interest. Collections 
of properties can also be designated as landmark districts.  
 
Landmarks can be significant for a variety of reasons. The criteria are based on those 
used by the National Register of Historic Places. They include: 
 


• Properties significant for their association with historic events, including the 
city’s social and cultural history 


 
• Properties significant for their association with a person or group important 


to the history of the city, state or country 
 


• Properties significant for their architecture or design 
 


• Properties that are valued as visual landmarks, or that have special 
character or meaning to the city and its residents  
 


• Collections of properties or features that are linked by history, plan, 
aesthetics or physical development.  
 


INCENTIVES FOR LANDMARK DESIGNATION   
 
Landmark designation recognizes the property as a significant element of San 
Francisco history. There are also various incentives, including the following: 
 


• Eligibility for the Mills Act program, which can result in property tax reduction 
 


• Eligibility to use the California Historical Building Code 
 


• Eligibility for land use incentives under the San Francisco Planning Code 
 


• Eligibility to display a plaque regarding the building’s landmark status 
 


Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 
94103-9425 


T: 415.558.6378 


F: 415.558.6409 
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Landmarks are a HOW TO APPLY TO DESIGNATE A LANDMARK  
Any member of the public may nominate a property for landmark designation. The application must 
contain supporting historic, architectural and/or cultural documentation. More information about the 
Planning Department’s Historic Preservation program can also be found here:  
http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1825 


 
THE LANDMARK DESIGNATION PROCESS 


 


The landmark designation process is a multi-step process. This includes the following: 
 


1. Set a preliminary application review meeting with Planning Department Preservation staff. The 
meeting will focus on reviewing the draft designation application. Preservation staff can provide 
advice for improving the application, including any additional research which may be needed.  


 
2. Submit the completed final application for review. Once it is determined to be complete, 


Preservation staff will place the application on the agenda for a Historic Preservation 
Commission (HPC) hearing.  


 
3. During the hearing, the HPC will hear public testimony and determine if the property meets the 


criteria for landmark designation. If so, the Commission will vote to initiate landmark designation 
and schedule a follow-up hearing.  


 
4. If the landmark designation is for a district, the Planning Commission will provide its review and 


comment on the proposed designation prior to the HPC making a final recommendation to the 
Board of Supervisors.  


 
5. At the second hearing, the HPC will hear public testimony and vote on whether to recommend 


landmark designation to the Board of Supervisors.  
 
6. An HPC recommendation supporting landmark designation will be forwarded to the Board of 


Supervisors and will be heard by its Land Use and Economic Development Committee. This is a 
public hearing where the owner(s) and members of the public can offer testimony.     


 
7. The Land Use and Economic Development Committee will forward its recommendation on the 


designation to the full Board of Supervisors for a first reading. The Board of Supervisors will vote 
on the designation. A majority of Supervisors must vote in favor of the landmark designation for 
it to be approved. This is a public hearing, although no public testimony will be heard. 


 
8. At a following Board of Supervisors hearing the proposed designation will have a second 


reading. This is a public hearing, although no public testimony will be heard. If the majority of 
Supervisors remain in favor of the landmark designation, the designating ordinance is sent to the 
Mayor for final signature.   


 
 


REPORT PRODUCTION HEARINGS & ENGAGEMENT  CLOSURE 
                       


LANDMARK 
REPORT 


CASE 
REPORT OUTREACH HPC 


1 
HPC 


2 
BOS 


SUBMIT 
BOS  


INTRO 
LAND 
USE 


BOS 
1 


BOS 
2 MAYOR NOTIFY MEDIA 


 
 


 
COMPLETING THE APPLICATION 
 
Please fill out all of the sections of the application. Use the checklist at the end of this application to ensure that all 
required materials are included. If more space is needed, please feel free to attach additional sheets as necessary. 
If you are unsure how to answer any of the questions, please contact Planning Department preservation staff.  
 
Please submit the completed application to: 
San Francisco Planning Department 
Attn: Landmark Designation Application 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103-9425 



http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=1825
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Historic Landmark Designation Application 
 


1. Current Owner / Applicant Information                                Date:  
 


PROPERTY OWNER’S NAME: 


 
PROPERTY OWNER’S ADDRESS: TELEPHONE: 


  


EMAIL: 


 
 


APPLICANT’S NAME:  


                                                                                             ☐SAME AS ABOVE 
APPLICANT’S ADDRESS: TELEPHONE: 


  


EMAIL: 


 
 


CONTACT FOR PROJECT INFORMATION: 


                                                                                             ☐SAME AS ABOVE 
ADDRESS: TELEPHONE: 


  


EMAIL: 


 
 
2. Location of the Proposed Landmark 


 
STREET ADDRESS OF PROJECT: ZIP CODE: 


  
CROSS STREETS: 


 
 


ASSESSORS BLOCK/LOT: LOT DIMENSIONS: LOT AREA (SQ FT): ZONING DISTRICT: HEIGHT/BULK DISTRICT: 


     
 


OTHER ADDRESS / HISTORIC ADDRESS: ( if applicable ) ZIP CODE: 


  
 
3. Property Information 
 


HISTORIC NAME OF PROPERTY (IF APPLICABLE) DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: SOURCE FOR DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 


                                     ☐ ACTUAL YEAR 
                                                    ☐ ESTIMATED YEAR 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  
ARCHITECT OR BUILDER:   ARCHITECTURAL STYLE 


  


SOURCE OF INFORMATION FOR ARCHITECT OR BUILDER HISTORIC USE PRESENT USE 


   
 


PROPERTY INCLUDED IN A PRIOR HISTORIC SURVEY? SURVEY NAME: SURVEY RATING: 


☐ Yes    ☐ No �   
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4. Statement of Significance 
 


The proposed landmark is significant for the following reason(s). Please check all that apply: 
 
☐ It is associated with significant events or patterns, or reflects important aspects of social or cultural history 


☐ It is associated with a person or persons important to our history 


☐ It is significant for its architecture or design, or is a notable work of a master builder, designer or architect  


☐ It is valued as a visual landmark, or has special character or meaning to the city and its residents  


☐ It contains archaeological deposits that have the potential to yield important information about history or prehistory 


 
 
Please summarize why the property or district should be designated a San Francisco Landmark. Whenever possible, include 
footnotes or a list of references that support the statement of significance. Copies of historic photographs, articles or other 
sources that directly relate to the property should also be attached. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
5. Property / Architecture Description 
Please provide a detailed description of the exterior of the building and any associated buildings on the property. This includes the 
building’s shape, number of stories, architectural style and materials. For example, is the building clad with wood, brick or stucco? 
What materials are the windows and exterior doors made of? Please be sure to include descriptions of the non-publicly visible 
portions of the building. Attach photographs of the property, including the rear facade. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6. Neighborhood or District Description  
Please provide a narrative describing the buildings both adjacent to, and across the street from, the subject property. This 
includes describing their architectural styles, number of stories, exterior materials (e.g., wood or stucco cladding) and landscape 
features, if any. Attach representative photographs.  
 
If the application is for a landmark district, please provide similar information describing the architectural character of 
the district. Also be sure to include a map outlining the boundaries of the district, as well as a list of all properties 
including their addresses, block and lot numbers, and dates of construction. This information may be gathered using 
the San Francisco Property Information Map, available here: http://ec2-50-17-237-182.compute-1.amazonaws.com/PIM/ 
 
 
 
 



http://ec2-50-17-237-182.compute-1.amazonaws.com/PIM/
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7. Building Permits and History of Alterations 


Please list all building permits from the date of construction to present. Be sure to include any alterations or additions to the 
building. These include changes such as window replacement, construction of a new garage, or installation of roof dormers. Also 
attach photocopies of building permits. Copies of building permits are available from the Department of Building Inspection, 1660 
Mission Street, 4th Floor (http://sfdbi.org/record-request-form).  
**Note: Do not complete this section if the application is for a landmark district 


 
PERMIT: DATE: DESCRIPTION OF WORK: 


1.   


2.   


3.   


4.   


5.   


6.   


7.   


8.   
 
Please describe any additional alterations that are not included in this table. For example, have any obvious changes been 
made to the property for which no building permit record is available?  
 
 
 
 
 
8. Ownership History Table 
Please list all owners of the property from the date of construction to present. Building ownership may be researched at the San 
Francisco Assessor-Recorder’s Office, located at City Hall, Room 190.  
*Note: Do not complete this section if the application is for a landmark district  
 
OWNER: DATES (FROM – TO): NAME(S): OCCUPATION: 


1.    


2.    


3.    


4.    


5.    


6.    


7.    


8.    
 
If the property is significant for its association with a person important to history, please be sure to expand on this 
information in Section 9.  
 
 
 
 



http://sfdbi.org/record-request-form
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9. Occupant History Table
Please list occupants of the property (if different from the owners) from the date of construction to present. It is not necessary to 
list the occupants for each year. A sample of every five to seven years (e.g, 1910, 1917, 1923, etc.) is sufficient. For multi-unit 
buildings, please use a representative sampling of occupants. A chronological list of San Francisco city directories from 1850 – 
1982 is available online. Choosing the “IA” link will take you to a scan of the original document: 
http://www.sfgenealogy.com/sf/sfdatadir.htm  


Beginning with the year 1953, a “reverse directory” is available at the back of each volume, allowing you to look up a specific 
address to see the occupants.   
*Note: Do not complete this section if the application is for a landmark district


OCCUP: DATES (FROM – TO): NAME(S): OCCUPATION: 


1.


2.


3.


4.


5.


6.


7.


8.


If the property is significant for having been used by an occupant, group or tenant important to history, 
please expand on this information below. 


10. Public Information Release
Please read the following statements and check each to indicate that you agree with the statement. Then sign below in the space 
provided.   


☐ I understand that submitted documents will become public records under the California Public Records Act, and that these 
documents will be made available upon request to members of the public for inspection and copying. 


☐ I acknowledge that all photographs and images submitted as part of the application may be used by the City without 
compensation. 


Name (Print): Date: Signature: 



http://www.sfgenealogy.com/sf/sfdatadir.htm
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Submittal Checklist 
 
Use the checklist below to ensure that all required materials are included with your application.  
 


CHECKLIST: REQUIRED MATERIALS: 
☐ Photographs of subject property, including the front, rear and visible side facades 


☐ Description of the subject property (Section 5) 


☐ Neighborhood description (Section 6) with photos of adjacent properties and properties 
across the street 


☐ Building permit history (Section 7), with copies of all permits 


☐ Ownership history (Section 8) 


☐ Occupant history (Section 9) 


☐ Historic photographs, if available 


☐ Original building drawings, if available 


☐ Other documentation related to the history of the property, such as newspaper articles or  
other references 
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Introduction  
The  Landmark  Nomination,  Carnegie  Branch  Libraries  of  San  Francisco,  Context  Statement  
was  completed  in  January  2001  by  Tim  Kelley,  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  
President  at  the  time.  The  document  (attached  as  Appendix  B)  outlined  the  history  and  
significance  of  the  seven  San  Francisco  Branch  Libraries  completed  between  1914  and  1921.  
Following  the  completion  of  this  Historic  Context  Statement,  six  of  the  seven  Carnegie  
Branch  Libraries  were  landmarked,  using  the  Context  Statement  as  a  tool,  after  each  had  
been  renovated  through  the  Branch  Library  Renovation  Program.  However,  due  to  an  
oversight  a  seventh  branch  library,  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch,  was  not  landmarked  
after  its  renovation  was  completed  in  October  2011.  The  other  six  Carnegie  branches  and  
their  Landmark  designation  numbers  are:  
  


•   Landmark  234  –  Mission  Branch,  300  Bartlett  Street,  constructed  1915,  architect  
Albert  Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  235  –  Chinatown  Branch,  1135  Powell  Street,  constructed  1921,  architect  
Albert  Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  239  –  Sunset  Branch,  1305  18th  Avenue,  constructed  1918,  architect  Albert  
Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  240  –  Presidio  Branch,  3150  Sacramento,  constructed  1921,  architect  
Albert  Landsburgh;  


•   Landmark  247  –  Richmond  Branch,  351  9th  Avenue,  constructed  1914,  architect  Bliss  
&  Faville;  


•   Landmark  259  –  Noe  Valley  Branch,451  Jersey  Street,  constructed  1916,  architect  
John  Reid,  Jr.  


  
These  Landmark  Designation  Reports  are  attached  as  Appendices  D-‐I.  Additionally,  
attached  as  Appendix  C  is  the  California  Carnegie  Libraries,  National  Register  of  Historic  
Places  Multiple  Property  Documentation  Form,  December  1990.  
  
Photographs  of  the  building  are  included  as  Appendix  A.    
  
Supplemental  information  for  the  Designation  Form  Questions  are  presented  below.    
  
Designation  Form  Question  3:  Property  Information  
  
Included  in  previous  survey?  Yes,  1976  Survey  Rating  4;  discussed  in  Kelley,  Tim,  Carnegie  
Library  Context  Statement,  2001;  discussed  in  Carnegie  Libraries  of  California  National  
Register  of  Historic  Places  Multiple  Property  Nomination,  Section  E,  Page  14;  Section  F,  
Page  5,  22.  
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Designation  Form  Question  4:  Statement  of  Significance  
  


•   It  is  associated  with  significant  events  or  patterns,  or  reflects  important  
aspects  of  social  or  cultural  history.  


  
Per  the  2001  San  Francisco  Carnegie  Library  Context  Statement  and  the  Landmark  
Designation  Report  for  the  other  six  San  Francisco  Carnegie  Libraries,  the  Golden  
Gate  Valley  Branch  Library  is  associated  with  patterns  of  social  and  cultural  history  
of  San  Francisco,  particularly  with  the  contestation  of  political  and  cultural  power  
between  class  based  groups  and  middle  class  based  Progressives.1    


  
Between  1914  and  1921,  seven  San  Francisco  branch  libraries  were  constructed  using  
approximately  $375,000  in  Carnegie  grant  funds.  The  branch  locations  chosen,  
often  with  input  from  neighborhood  improvement  associations,  included:  
Richmond  (1914),  Mission  (1915),  Noe  Valley  (1916),  Sunset  (1918),  Golden  Gate  
Valley  (1918),  North  Beach  (now  Chinatown,  1921),  and  Presidio  (1921).  The  Main  
Library  (now  the  Asian  Art  Museum)  opened  in  1917,  and  was  financed  with  some  
Carnegie  funds,  supplemented  by  city  approved  bonds.  The  Carnegie  funds  had  
originally  been  offered  to  the  city  in  1901,  but  their  use  was  delayed  by  political  
haggling  at  City  Hall.  San  Francisco  labor  leaders,  and  a  newly  elected  pro-‐labor  
mayor,  Eugene  Schmitz,  disapproved  of  Carnegie’s  involvement,  as  they  believed  
Andrew  Carnegie  exploited  the  working  class,  earning  millions.  The  final  decision  
to  use  the  grant  funds  only  came  after  twelve  years  of  intense  political  and  class  
conflict  in  San  Francisco;  the  first  branch  was  finally  built  in  1914.2  


  
In  June  1917,  to  serve  residents  of  the  growing  Golden  Gate  Valley,  Cow  Hollow,  
and  Marina  neighborhoods,  construction  of  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library  
began  at  a  site  on  the  southwest  corner  of  Green  and  Octavia  Streets  that  had  been  
purchased  by  the  City  for  $7,500.  Though  Carnegie  grant  funds  paid  for  the  
building,  City  funds  were  used  for  the  furnishings.  The  total  building  cost,  
including  furnishings,  came  to  $43,000.  On  May  5,  1918,  the  branch  was  opened  to  
the  public.3  
  
The  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library  was  constructed  in  what  for  many  years  
was  known  as  Golden  Gate  Valley,  the  area  below  Pacific  Heights  and  above  the  
Marina,  between  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  the  Green  Street  hill  rising  at  Pierce  Street.  
By  providing  easy  access  to  published  works  for  neighborhood  residents,  the  
building  expresses  the  national  and  local  ascendancy  of  Progressive  political  and  
social  values,  as  well  as  the  development  of  public  libraries.  It  also  expresses  the  
City  Beautiful  philosophy  by  presenting  a  building  intended  to  create  a  sense  of  
civic  grandeur  and  dignity  in  the  citizen  who  enters,  or  merely  views  it.4    
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•   It  is  significant  for  its  architecture  or  design,  or  is  a  notable  work  of  a  
master  builder,  designer  or  architect.  


  
In  both  its  exterior  composition  and  its  grand  main  reading  room,  the  Golden  Gate  
Valley  Branch  Library  possesses  high  artistic  values.  The  processional  entry,  the  
basilica-‐shaped  plan,  the  large  arched  windows  along  the  north,  south,  and  east  
elevations,  all  contribute  to  the  overall  grandeur  of  the  building.  Typical  of  a  
Carnegie  Library  the  entry  includes  a  set  of  stairs.  The  main  entry  is  directly  off  
Green  Street,  and  is  centered  along  the  Green  Street  elevation.  This  leads  to  an  
interior  stair  that  ascends  into  the  grand,  high-‐ceilinged  main  reading  room  
conveying  a  sense  of  aspiration,  and  of  intellectual  and  civic  rebirth.  Architect  
Ernest  Coxhead  is  an  acknowledged  master  architect,  per  both  the  National  
Register  and  California  Register  standards.  Further,  Coxhead’s  library  is  also  
unique  among  San  Francisco’s  Carnegie  Libraries  for  its  oval-‐shaped,  basilica-‐style  
plan.5    
  
By  the  time  the  San  Francisco  branch  library  program  began  to  take  shape  in  1914,  
the  city  had  selected  several  different  architectural  firms  to  design  the  various  
proposed  locations.  Coxhead  was  tapped  to  design  the  Cow  Hollow  library,  which  
has  always  been  referred  to  as  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch.  The  son  of  a  British  
schoolmaster,  Ernest  Coxhead  trained  at  the  British  Royal  Academy,  immigrated  
with  an  older  brother,  Almeric,  to  Los  Angeles  in  the  mid-‐1800s,  and  eventually  
settled  in  San  Francisco  by  about  1890.  Having  worked  for  a  British  architect  who  
was  an  expert  on  the  restoration  of  Gothic  Churches,  Coxhead  became  the  
“unofficial”  architect  of  the  Episcopal  Church  in  California.  His  extant  churches  
from  this  era,  especially  the  Episcopal  Church  of  the  Messiah  (Santa  Anna  1889),  
Holy  Innocents  Episcopal  Church  (San  Francisco  1890),  and  the  Chapel  of  St.  John  
the  Evangelist  (Monterey  1891)  are  truly  magical  spaces,  with  Coxhead’s  placement  
of  windows  and  the  use  of  light  shaping  the  religious  experience.  He  turned  to  
residential  design,  creating  some  of  the  Bay  Area’s  most  significant  houses  
including  several  townhouses  along  the  Pacific  Street  Presidio  Wall  (3200  block  
Pacific  Avenue)  in  the  1890s,  Berkeley’s  Loy  House  of  1893,  and  his  own  house  at  
2421  Green  Street,  as  well  as  a  neighboring  house,  2423  Green  Street,  just  several  
blocks  from  the  library.6    
  
A  departure  from  his  religious  and  residential  work,  which  was  often  executed  in  
wood-‐frame  construction  and  sheathed  in  wood  shingles,  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  
Library  commission  came  to  Coxhead  just  before  he  travelled  to  Europe  during  
World  War  I.  He  directed  the  American  Expeditionary  Force’s  Architecture  
program  for  the  United  States  armed  forces  stationed  in  France.7  
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Of  the  seven  Carnegie  branch  libraries,  the  author  of  the  Carnegie  Library  Context  
Statement,  Tim  Kelley,  noted  that  many  consider  Coxhead’s  library:  


  
the  jewel  of  the  seven  Carnegie  branches,  is  somewhat  atypical  
of  his  work.  To  begin  with,  he  most  often  used  shingled  rustic  
styles,  quite  unlike  this  terra  cotta  clad  basilica.  Even  his  other  
classically  inspired  work  such  as  his  Home  Telegraph  Building  
333  Grant  Avenue  (San  Francisco  Landmark  #141)  often  featured  
surprising  outsized  elements  that  tweak  the  classical  sense  of  
order.  Such  departures  are  absent  in  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  
building,  which  instead  presents  a  studied  elegance.8  
  


•   It  is  valued  as  a  visual  landmark,  or  has  special  meaning  to  the  city  and  its  
residents  


  
Each  of  the  Carnegie  Libraries  has  special  meaning  to  their  respective  
neighborhoods.  These  cherished  and  much  utilized  civic  buildings  are  both  visual  
and  social  anchors  in  their  various  locations  in  the  city.  The  typical  Carnegie  
Library  included  a  community  room.  In  the  case  of  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Library  
this  basement  room  has  long  been  used  for  children’s  programs,  neighborhood  
gatherings  and  meetings.    


  
Designation  Form  Question  5:  Property  /  Architecture  Description  
  
The  terra-‐cotta  clad,  one-‐story  plus  basement  branch  library  sits  at  the  southwest  corner  
of  Green  and  Octavia  Streets.  This  exquisitely  designed  building  was  completed  in  May  
1918  as  San  Francisco’s  fifth  branch  library  funded  through  the  Carnegie  Corporation’s  
Library  Program.  Designed  by  well-‐known  architect  Ernest  Coxhead,  primarily  recognized  
for  his  ecclesiastical  and  residential  works,  the  building  incorporates  a  rounded  end,  
resembling  the  apse  of  a  basilica,  a  semicircular  recess  often  containing  the  church  altar.  
  
An  exercise  in  the  formal  Classicism  of  the  City  Beautiful  Movement,  the  Golden  Gate  
Valley  Library  was  designed  to  conform  to  the  basic  Carnegie  Corporation’s  prescription  
for  branch  libraries.  Although  its  rounded  floor  plan,  is  a  slight  variation,  the  building  has  
a  centrally  located  entrance  and  is  generally  symmetrical  in  composition.  The  terra  cotta  
pilasters  sit  on  a  floral-‐influenced  water  table  and  terminate  at  modified  Corinthian  
capitals  just  below  the  cornice.  There  is  a  dentil  course,  a  simple  geometric  string  running  
along  the  façade,  below  the  roofline.  Dramatic,  arched  windows  march  along  the  north,  
south  and  east  facades,  in  between  the  terra  cotta  pilasters.  The  main  entry  has  a  centered,  
elaborate  terra  cotta  shield  in  front  of  an  arched  window.  There  are  blind  niches  at  each  
end  of  the  Green  Street  façade.  Simple  sconces  light  the  entry  at  night.    







Landmark  Designation  Report  
Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  San  Francisco  Public  Library  


July  22,  2020  
	  


	  


  


 
architecture  +  history,  llc 
www.architecture-‐history.com    


page  5  


A  small  stair  accesses  the  front  entry,  which  continues  several  more  step  at  the  interior,  
forming  a  vestibule,  then  opens  directly  on  the  main  reading  room.  A  grand,  high  
ceilinged  space,  the  reading  room  is  illuminated  by  natural  light  from  tall,  arched  wood  
windows.  The  ceiling  is  coffered  and  embellished  with  ornate,  moulded  plaster  flowers  
further  giving  the  building  a  somewhat  religious  character.  Perimeter  dark  wood  book  
shelves  run  under  the  windows  and  low  shelving  is  used  to  divide  the  space  and  control  
circulation.  The  librarian  and  checkout  desk  are  centrally  located  just  inside  the  main  
entry.  A  small  office  is  located  behind  the  circulation  desk.    
  
A  small  addition  completed  in  2012,  housing  an  elevator,  provides  access  to  the  lower  
level,  as  does  an  interior  stairway.  There  is  a  public  restroom  and  a  multi-‐purpose  room  at  
the  basement  level.  (Additional  description  of  the  addition  is  provided  later  in  discussion  
of  alterations).  
  
Designation  Form  Question  6:  Neighborhood  Description  
The  immediate  neighborhood  streets  include  single-‐  and  multi-‐family  residential  
buildings,  small  corner  neighborhood  markets,  the  Union  Street  neighborhood  
commercial  district,  a  small  park  and  house  museum.  The  subject  block  includes  many  
Victorian-‐era  residential  buildings  including  single  family  houses  or  flats  in  the  Queen  
Anne  or  Stick  Styles.  There  are  several  tall  apartment  buildings  from  the  1920s,  uphill  in  
the  1900  block  of  Vallejo  Street.  There  are  also  infill  small,  scale-‐residential  buildings,  
single  family  and  flats  constructed  from  the  1950s  and  1960s.  The  building  at  1791-‐1795  
Green  Street  is  a  particularly  well-‐executed  Victorian-‐era  residential  flat  building  with  a  
corner  turret,  bay  and  oval  windows.  There  is  a  former  garage,  tall  Art  Deco  apartment  
building,  neighborhood  park  and  the  Octagon  House  Museum  in  the  1700  Block  of  Green  
Street.  Allyne  Park,  which  occupies  the  northwest  corner  of  Gough  and  Green  streets,  is  
just  one  block  from  the  library.  
  
Designation  Form  Question  7:  Building  Permits  and  History  of  Alteration  
  
Few  alterations  had  been  made  to  the  library  by  the  early  2000s.  Some  replace  interior  
light  fixtures  and  reorganization  of  the  office  area  behind  the  check-‐out  desk  had  
occurred.  However,  the  building  did  not  have  an  elevator  and  there  was  no  accessible  
entry.  A  thorough  renovation  of  this  branch  library  was  completed  in  October  2011.9  The  
project  included  accessibility,  seismic,  and  life  safety  upgrades;  improvements  to  the  
mechanical  and  electrical  systems;  façade  restoration  and  a  complete  interior  
renovation.  The  goal  of  the  project  was  to  restore  and  enhance  the  beauty  of  this  
important  civic  and  neighborhood  amenity.  
  
The  existing  terra-‐cotta  and  brick  facades  were  cleaned  and  restored.  The  historic  arched  
wood  windows  were  repaired  and  made  operable,  helping  to  re-‐establish  natural  
ventilation  to  the  interior.  Seismic  upgrades  to  the  existing  roof  offered  an  opportunity  to  
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install  a  photovoltaic  (PV)  system  to  generate  on-‐site  renewable  energy.  The  south  face  of  
the  upper  roof  presented  an  ideal  location  for  PV  panels  due  to  its  orientation  and  because  
it  was  hidden  from  the  primary  exterior  views  of  the  library.  New  landscape  and  sidewalk  
improvements  enhanced  the  building’s  civic  presence  and  continue  to  enrich  the  
surrounding  neighborhood.  
  
A  small,  addition  was  placed  comfortably  to  the  west  of  the  existing  structure.  It  is  
sheathed  in  metal  panels,  darker  than  the  existing  façade,  but  sharing  the  tonal  warmth  of  
the  original  terra  cotta.  The  addition  reclaimed  an  under-‐utilized  courtyard,  allowing  for  a  
new  elevator  to  improve  the  accessibility  of  the  library.  The  addition  provided  access  from  
the  street  and  sidewalk  with  accessible  communication  between  the  two  levels  of  the  
building.  A  new  courtyard  gate  leading  to  the  addition  was  designed  to  reference  details  
from  the  historic  gate  and  ultimately  improved  security  and  accessibility.  
  
On  the  interior,  new  steel  moment  frames  were  hidden  in  the  existing  walls  and  attic  to  
reinforce  the  existing  concrete  structure.  Pilasters  introduced  as  a  result  of  the  seismic  
upgrades  were  wrapped  in  materials  matching  the  adjacent  existing  surfaces  and  details  to  
minimize  their  appearance.  Existing  perimeter  shelving  and  select  furniture  was  cleaned,  
restored,  and  reused.  Non-‐historic  lighting  was  removed  from  the  ceiling,  while  new  up-‐
lighting  and  suspended  pendant  fixtures  restore  the  historic  character  of  the  main  reading  
room  and  its  elaborate  ceiling.  
  
The  reorganization  of  the  interior  support  space  increased  the  functionality  of  the  library  
for  both  patrons  and  staff.  Mechanical  and  electrical  upgrades  enhanced  the  building’s  
energy  efficiency  and  operability,  modernizing  the  historic  structure  and  improving  its  
environmental  performance.    
  
The  completed  project  respects  and  celebrates  the  historic  architecture  of  the  original  
building,  while  making  aesthetic  and  functional  improvements  that  modernized  the  
library,  allowing  it  to  better  serve  the  community  and  maintaining  its  presence  as  a  
cherished  neighborhood  gathering  place.  
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Additional  Information:    
The  other  six  Carnegie  Library  Landmark  Designation  reports  include  “features  to  be  
preserved.”  For  the  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library  these  features  are:  
  


1)   Exterior  composition  and  materials,  especially  the  window  pattern  and  terra  cotta  
detailing  


2)   Basilica  shaped-‐plan  
3)   Small  alley  at  south  side  and  courtyard  at  west  side  
4)   West  side  courtyard  gates  of  similar  terra  cotta  material  
5)   Interior  entry  vestibule  and  stair  
6)   The  spatial  volume  of  the  Main  Reading  Room  
7)   The  ornamental  ceiling  of  the  Main  Reading  Room  
8)   Built  in  shelving  around  the  Main  Reading  Room    
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Photographs  –  Historical  and  After  2012  Renovation  and  Addition  
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  looking  southwest.  (Source:  
SFPL  Photograph  Collection,  #AAC-‐5676).  
Below:    Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  looking  southeast,  circa.  
1970s.  (Source:    SFPL  Photograph  Collection  #AAc-‐5850).  
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  looking  south,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  
TEF  Design).  
Below:    Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  looking  southeast,  2012  after  renovation.  
(Source:  TEF  Design).  
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  looking  southeast,  
detail  of  main  entry,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).  
Below:    Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  looking  south,  detail  
of  main  entry,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).  
  


  







Landmark  Designation  Report    
Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  San  Francisco  Public  Library  


July  22,  2020  
	  


 


 
architecture  +  history,  llc 
www.architecture-‐history.com        


  
  
Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  looking  south,  detail  of  small  addition  to  the  
west  of  original  building  ,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).  
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  west,  circa.  1970s.  (Source:  SFPL  
Photograph  Collection  #AAc-‐5851).  
Below:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  southwest,  2012  after  
renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).    
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  east,  2012  after  renovation.  
(Source:  TEF  Design).    
Below:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  east,  showing  rounded  east  end  
of  building,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).  
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  south  at  circulation  desk,  
marble  side  walls  of  entry  vestibule  visible,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).    
Below:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  south  out  windows  showing  
relationship  with  adjacent  building,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).  
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  south  at  librarian  office  behind  
circulation  desk.  (Source:  TEF  Design).    
Below:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  interior  looking  east  at  stair  and  elevator  shaft  
at  addition,  note  original  exterior  wall  visible,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).  
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Above:  Golden  Gate  Valley  Branch  Library,  remodeled  basement  multi-‐purpose  room,  
looking  west,  2012  after  renovation.  (Source:  TEF  Design).  
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ORIGINS OF THE SEVEN SAN FRANCISCO 
CARNEGIE BRANCH LIBRARIES  


1901-1921 
 
 
CARNEGIE LIBRARY GRANT PROGRAM 
 
Beginning in 1886, Andrew Carnegie, then one of the wealthiest industrialists in 
America, commenced what he later referred to as his “retail period” of library 
philanthropy. Carnegie had earlier advocated the disposal of surplus wealth to further 
social goals during the lifetime of the donor, a philosophy he committed to publication in 
1889.1 Although he financed a variety of public facilities, including schools, swimming 
pools, and New York’s Carnegie Hall, Carnegie favored libraries because they 
encouraged the active participation of the “deserving poor” for self improvement, a 
process with which he strongly identified due to his own early circumstances.  
 
At first, he operated well within an established tradition of paternalistic library donorship, 
in which wealthy benefactors, typically on their own initiative, constructed monumental 
buildings in locales where they themselves either lived, did business, or were otherwise 
associated. Nominally dedicated to public use, these institutions were usually closely 
controlled by trustees drawn from the social elite and beholding to the donor. In 
practice, access to them was often limited. Operating expenses were met by private 
endowments, supplemented occasionally with public monies. However, continuity of 
funding was usually uncertain.2  
 
Carnegie first donated library buildings in his Scottish birthplace, Dunfermline, followed 
by several Pennsylvania towns where his steel mill operations were concentrated. In 
Homestead, the last of these mill towns, he encountered, for the first time, public 
opposition to acceptance of his largesse. This resistance, strongest among union 
workers, stemmed from the virulent political conflict of the day between capital and labor 
in general, and particularly from the legacy of a bitter, violent strike and lockout that had 
occurred at the Carnegie Homestead Mill in 1892. During four months of conflict, armed 
company guards had killed several striking workers, and the Pennsylvania National 
Guard had been called out to protect strikebreakers. For years after this, organized 
labor fiercely resisted the use of Carnegie’s “tainted money” — even for public benefit.3   
 
Stung by the growing resistance to his benevolence, Carnegie reorganized his 
approach to philanthropy. In 1898, he announced that he would no longer initiate library 
grants himself, but instead would entertain funding requests from interested 


                                                 
1 Andrew Carnegie, “Wealth” (1889), quoted in Kortum, Lucy Deam. “Carnegie Library Development in California and 
the Architecture It Produced, 1899-1921”. M.A. Thesis, Sonoma State University, 1990, p27 
2 For a discussion of 19th century library philanthropy prior to Carnegie, see : Van Slyck, Abigail A. Free to All, 
Carnegie Libraries and American Culture: 1890-1920, The University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 1995, Chapter 
One 
3 Kortum, Lucy Deam. “Carnegie Library Development in California and the Architecture It Produced, 1899-1921”. 
M.A. Thesis, Sonoma State University, 1990, p28, also Van Slyck, 19, 102 
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municipalities, thus shifting the initiative for the creation of a library to the community 
itself. In addition, he began to require successful applicants to supply the building site, 
and commit to levying a tax of at least 10% of the grant amount per annum, specifically 
allocated to the continued operation of the new library. This new system had the effect 
of displacing political controversy away from Carnegie himself by requiring the basic 
commitment, and the necessary political decisions, to be resolved at the local level prior 
to his involvement. 
 
At the same time, the new Carnegie system strengthened the role of elected officials 
and the public vis a vis unelected boards of trustees. Since, at the very least, a 
municipality was required to institute a tax for library support, trustees—generally drawn 
from the social and cultural elite—were forced to negotiate with elected officials in order 
to receive Carnegie money.4 In large cities, these officials were often members of recent 
immigrant groups who had not previously had any influence in cultural matters. 
 
With the advent of this new system, Carnegie entered his “wholesale” period of giving. 
Beginning with 26 libraries funded in 1898, he went on to build an average of more than 
sixty per year until the program effectively ended in 1917. The peak years of activity 
were 1901-1903, when the now-retired Carnegie financed nearly 500 libraries. In all, he 
was responsible for the construction of 1,681 libraries in the United States, as well as 
828 others worldwide.5  
 
Carnegie’s private secretary, James Bertram, conducted most of the day-to-day 
business of evaluating requests and administering grants. Although there were no rigid 
requirements governing the architecture of a Carnegie library, Bertram, with the support 
of his employer, eventually came to exercise greater and greater influence over design, 
in the avowed interests of cost control and the avoidance of wasted space. By 1907, 
Bertram began to require that building plans be submitted for prior approval. He often 
demanded changes in order to avoid what he saw as wasted space or money. In 1911, 
he codified his views on library design in a pamphlet titled “Notes on the Erection of 
Library Buildings.” 6 In the same year, the newly created Carnegie Corporation of New 
York took over administration of the library program, with Bertram remaining the 
principal administrator.7 
 
EVOLVING ARCHITECTURE OF BRANCH LIBRARIES 
 
The earliest buildings designed as libraries in this country were typically monumental 
structures, often in the Richardsonian Romanesque style, usually located in the 
business or governmental center of a municipality. Their asymmetrical plans and high 
ceilinged spaces were ill suited to library use, but reflected a hierarchical social order in 
which trustees were accorded spacious, elegant private rooms; books were guarded 
                                                 
4 Van Slyck, Abigail A. Free to All, Carnegie Libraries and American Culture: 1890-1920, The University of Chicago 
Press, Chicago, IL, 1995, 65 
5 Carnegie Corporation of New York, website, “Andrew Carnegie’s Legacy” 
6 Reproduced in appendix to this report, pages 31-35 
7  Kortum, 30 
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from unsupervised public contact; and the public reading space was often dominated by 
a large portrait of the benefactor or founder. These buildings frequently housed non-
library cultural facilities as well, such as art and natural history collections, concert 
rooms, or theaters.8  
 
Carnegie’s early libraries were constructed in this mode, one even containing a 
gymnasium and swimming pool. However, as he entered his “wholesale period” 
Carnegie came to adopt the views of professional librarians, which emphasized more 
practical aspects of design, e.g. efficient handling of books, even heating of spaces, 
adequate storage and work space, etc. At the same time he espoused the theories of 
social Progressives concerned with the growing masses of foreign immigrants in 
American cities. Progressive theories saw libraries as sites for acculturation and 
education of both immigrants and native born members of the lower social classes. For 
those purposes, Progressives called for libraries located convenient to immigrant and 
working class neighborhoods, featuring open stacks, good lighting and ventilation, and 
an official attitude both welcoming and, at the same time, ordering.9  
 
However, most early branch libraries were actually housed in rented or donated 
spaces—commercial storefronts, offices, or unneeded storage areas—spaces that 
generally lacked the qualities sought by Progressives. With his extensive program of 
grants, Andrew Carnegie ultimately came to be the single most influential force giving 
shape to the new branch library, a building type that had not previously existed. He 
increasingly favored the construction of branches over central libraries—after 1905 he 
refused to fund central libraries at all — and the branch buildings he financed were 
expected to conform to social-progressive concepts.  
 
These views, ultimately codified by Bertram in Notes on the Erection of Library 
Buildings,10 called for a symmetrical rectangular plan, a single story with basement, and 
windows six feet above the floor to allow continuous open shelves beneath them. On 
the main floor were to be a large reading room, entered through a small vestibule, and 
the librarian’s service desk. The library collection was to be housed in open shelves 
lining the walls beneath the windows, and in low freestanding shelves which could be 
used as room dividers without restricting the librarian’s ability to oversee the entire 
space from the service desk.11  The basement was to contain a public lecture room, 
toilets, and service spaces. Eventually, Carnegie also came to require a separate 
children’s reading room, again in accordance with Progressive social theory.  
 
No such detailed guidelines governed the exterior design. Instead, Notes on the 


                                                 
8 Van Slyck, 4 
9 ibid, 65 
10 Here and elsewhere, the bothersome simplified spelling used by both Carnegie and Bertram has been modified to 
standard usage, hence ‘building’ rather than ‘bilding’ and ‘are’ not ‘ar.’ 
11 Although the librarian’s desk location is not specified by Notes, it is centrally located in the San Francisco Carnegie 
branches, perhaps because staffing levels were typically lower here than in other parts of the country. In the Carnegie 
designs, a decline in levels of comfort for staff work space coincides with a redefinition of the librarian’s profession 
from male to female work. See Van Slyck, Chapter 5 
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Erection of Library Buildings, states:  
 


“It will be noted that no elevations are given or suggestions made about 
the exteriors. These are features in which the community and architect 
may express their individuality, keeping to a plain, dignified structure and 
not aiming at such exterior effects as may make impossible an effective 
and economical layout of the interior.” 


 
The interpretation of these guidelines would lead repeatedly to disagreement between 
Bertram and local authorities, who were frequently more interested in the exterior 
appearance than the interior functionality. It would also involve Bertram and Carnegie in 
conflict between librarians and architects, two groups then engaged in professionalizing 
their respective fields. Bertram, speaking for Carnegie in these situations, declared a 
clear bias for the needs of librarians. However, he was also deferential to the generally 
greater social standing of local elites and their architects.12  
 
Most Carnegie libraries utilized Beaux-Arts historic revival styles. The “Carnegie 
Classical” style, a somewhat stripped down version of Classical Revival, evolved 
especially to enable the use of a classical vocabulary within a usually limited budget. 
These styles were thought to impart an appropriate dignity to the building, to make it 
immediately recognizable as an important civic structure. They generally feature a three 
part vertical composition, with base, body, and capital clearly delineated by cornices or 
string courses. The entrance, usually elaborated with columns, pediments, and ornate 
surrounds, is located in the center of the main facade. Windows and doors are deeply 
inset. Masonry construction is favored, using the best materials affordable in the 
budget.13  
 
INSTITUTIONAL ORIGINS OF PUBLIC LIBRARIES IN SAN FRANCISCO 
 
The earliest libraries in San Francisco derived institutionally from American models that 
had existed since colonial times in the eastern states. These were usually organized 
around a collection of books made available by an individual or family, and were 
described as “social”, “membership”, or “subscription” libraries, the distinctions resting 
on how significant a fee was charged for use.14  Membership was typically limited along 
social or professional lines. Early examples of the type in San Francisco include the 
1851 Mercantile Association, the 1855 Mechanics Institute, and the 1853 Athenaeum, 
organized for African Americans.  
 
Public financial support and broad general access to libraries in this country was first 
instituted in mid-nineteenth century New England. The earliest authorizing legislation 
was passed by Massachusetts in 1851, with the 1854 Boston Public Library becoming 


                                                 
12 In the case of San Francisco, many of Bertram’s decisions were influenced by the personal intervention of former 
mayor James D. Phelan or G. Albert Lansburgh, architect of four branches. 
13 Jones, Theodore. Carnegie Libraries Across America, a Public Legacy. Washington, D.C. Preservation Press; 
New York: John Wiley, 1997.  
14 Kortum, 3 
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the first tax supported institution open to all.15  These early public libraries were 
commonly created with the donated collection of a social or subscription library. In 
California, the Rogers Act of 1878 authorized municipalities to levy taxes for the support 
of libraries, and to accept contributions of books. However, the legislation specifically 
barred San Francisco from accepting donated collections.16  
 
The Rogers Act also spoke to a recurring question in the evolution of the American 
public library system, that is the nature of the governing bodies. Social and subscription 
libraries were usually controlled by self-perpetuating boards of trustees, often 
dominated by the founding family. As government funding became available, these elite 
bodies typically acted to preserve their authority over the newly public institutions, which 
they continued to see as preserves of high culture. However, especially in large cities, 
the advent of tax support gave rise to demands for more democratically selected 
governing bodies. The Rogers Act undertook to preserve libraries as elite cultural 
bastions by requiring tax-funded California libraries to be administered by self-
perpetuating boards of trustees—purportedly to remove them from politics. But the new 
libraries were, by their nature, political creations, and were to remain contentious in 
many localities, certainly including San Francisco.17  
 
In large cities, this basic political tension often translated also into a question of priority 
between a central library—usually favored by entrenched elites—or branch libraries—
seen as a more accessible and democratic distribution plan by both Progressives and 
ward-based political leaders. Librarians, then just emerging as a professionalized group, 
tended to favor systems of branches. In most cases, early public libraries, both central 
and branches, were housed in makeshift quarters, either rented or made available in 
existing public buildings. 
 
 
POLITICS OF THE SAN FRANCISCO CARNEGIE GRANT 
 
In 1901, Mayor James D. Phelan secured a commitment from Andrew Carnegie for a 
grant of $750,000 to be used for the construction of a central main library and an 
unspecified number of branches. In a rare personal letter, Carnegie stipulated that 
“About half (not more, I think less) of this sum should be expended on the central library 
and the remainder on branch libraries.”18  The grant also included the standard 
Carnegie stipulations that the city furnish building sites and commit $75,000 per year for 
maintenance and operations. 
 
Carnegie’s grant offer was immediately caught up in what was the beginning of a 


                                                 
15 ibid 6 
16 ibid 22 
17 Van Slyck, 65 
18 Carnegie letter to Phelan, 20th June 1901, (reproduced p 36 of this report) All correspondence citations are from 
the Carnegie Corporation of New York Archives, Rare Book and Manuscript Library, Columbia University, unless 
otherwise noted.  
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decade of tumultuous political conflict in San Francisco.19  As a result, its 
implementation was to be delayed for eleven years. Organized labor opposed 
acceptance of the money on grounds that had been voiced elsewhere across the 
country—that it was unseemly to put the city in the debt of a man such as Carnegie, 
who had acquired his fortune through the ruthless exploitation of working people, and 
had used lethal force against them when they struck for improved work conditions. 
Phelan and his supporters, on the other hand, stalled any action on the Carnegie 
branch libraries, and instead focused entirely on their cherished main library, eventually 
even attempting to usurp the funds set aside for branches. 
 
The whole library question was further complicated by near simultaneous local events. 
In the summer of 1901, as Andrew Carnegie was making his initial offer, Mayor Phelan, 
who had until then enjoyed some support from working class neighborhoods, interjected 
the police force into a strike by teamsters and waterfront workers. Police dispersed 
picket lines with billy clubs, hounded strikers off the streets, and rode as guards on non-
union wagons, thus helping to break the strike.20  Phelan, quoted as warning strikers “If 
you don’t want to be clubbed…go back to work,” now came to be seen as anti-labor, a 
local version of Carnegie himself—which further stiffened opposition to accepting the 
grant. 
 
That November, largely as a result of Phelan’s anti-labor image, Eugene Schmitz, 
president of the Musicians Union and candidate of the newly formed Union Labor Party, 
was elected mayor. The Phelan Democrats, who retained control of the Board of 
Supervisors, were reluctant to cooperate with Schmitz. They did, however, formally 
accept the Carnegie grant, enact a charter amendment to increase the annual minimum 
library budget to $75,000, in accordance with Carnegie’s requirements—and sponsor a 
$1.6 million bond issue to cover land acquisition and supplemental construction costs 
for a new main library. The bond issue contained no supplemental funding for branch 
libraries.21  
 
This political standoff continued until 1912. During that time nothing was done to move 
forward the Carnegie branch libraries, despite all necessary conditions apparently 
having been met. When the Main Library bond issue failed to sell—due partially to a low 
interest rate, but probably also to a nationwide boycott of San Francisco bonds issued 
under the Union Labor regime22 —Phelan personally intervened with local bankers to 
arrange their sale. Enough bond revenue was obtained to finance the acquisition of land 
for the new main library. However, the remaining bonds rapidly became even less 
saleable with a rise in the market rate. 
 


                                                 
19 For a discussion of the conflict, see especially— Kahn, Judd. Imperial San Francisco; Politics and Planning in an 
American City, 1897-1906. Lincoln, NB, University of Nebraska Press. 1979 and Issel, William and Robert W. 
Cherny. San Francisco 1865-1932; Politics, Power, and Urban Development. Berkeley, Los Angeles, London, 
University of California Press. 1986 
20 Kazin, Michael. Barons of Labor. University of Illinois Press. Urbana and Chicago. 1987 p54 
21 San Francisco Municipal Reports 1901 
22 Kahn, p46-47 
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During this period, five purpose-built branch libraries were erected, none of them 
utilizing the Carnegie money. Two were donated to the city, one South of Market by 
Phelan,23 the other in Eureka Valley by businessman Andrew J. McCreery.24 Both were 
built on city owned land. Two more, one in the Mission and one in North Beach were 
privately constructed as libraries, and leased back from the private owners. The fifth, the 
Park Branch, was built on Page Street, near Cole. Building and land costs for the latter 
were met by city funds, with no Carnegie money involved.25   
 
Despite the Union Labor government’s removal from office in 1907,26 relations between 
the Library Trustees and the Board of Supervisors continued to be antagonistic. 
Although he was a long time Library Trustee, Dr. Edward R. Taylor, installed as interim 
mayor to replace Schmitz, was personally opposed to accepting the Carnegie funds. His 
opposition, plus a dispute over the location of a new main library, meant continued 
inaction on the Carnegie branches. In 1910, Taylor was succeeded as mayor by the 
new Union Labor candidate, Patrick H. McCarthy, President of the Building Trades 
Council. Under McCarthy, relations between Trustees and Supervisors deteriorated 
even further.  
 
Shortly after McCarthy’s election, Phelan, once again serving on the Board of Trustees, 
attempted to secure the entire Carnegie grant moneys for construction of a new main 
library, thereby eliminating any branches. He appears to have claimed that Carnegie 
had agreed to modify the original grant conditions. Rebuffed by Bertram,27 Phelan and 
the trustees continued to pursue this end until Carnegie himself delivered a stinging 
rebuke in a letter to R. B. Hale, President of the Trustees, on April 16, 1910.28  If the city 
wanted to erect a monumental central library, Carnegie remonstrated, it should finance 
that project itself, and use his money entirely for branches. He declined also to assist in 
the sale of the bonds for the trustee-favored main library. 
 
McCarthy and his supporters then placed a measure on the ballot to make the Library 
Trustees an elected body. This was defeated at the polls, whereupon the Board of 
Supervisors promptly cut the library budget to the minimum allowable under the 
charter—which nevertheless remained high enough to satisfy the Carnegie 
requirements. Still, Phelan and the Trustees took no action to build the much-needed 
branches. 
 
In 1912, with the Union Labor Party again out of office—this time through a legitimate 
election— the Trustees placed a measure on the ballot to increase the interest rate on 


                                                 
23  Reports 1901 
24 Reports 1904 
25 Reports 1909 
26 Schmitz and the entire Board of Supervisors were forced from office as the result of a privately financed graft 
investigation led by Phelan and Rudolph Spreckels. Schmitz was convicted, but his conviction was reversed on 
appeal. See Bean, Walton. Boss Ruef’s San Francisco. U.C. Press. 1952 
27 Bertram to Phelan Feb.11,1910 — “You only refer to the modification of the promise or the conditions attached to 
it. You should send us copy of the letter making such modifications.” (reproduced p 46 of this report) 
28 Carnegie to Hale April 15,1910 (reproduced p 47 of this report)  
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the yet unsold main library bonds. Edward Taylor, Trustee, former mayor, and opponent 
of the Carnegie grant, took this opportunity to put the underlying question of accepting 
the grant money directly to the voters. His measure calling for refusal of the grant was 
soundly defeated, while the bond rate increase passed. After this, Phelan again 
approached Carnegie to revalidate the original grant offer. Carnegie agreed to stand by 
his 1901 terms, with half the money to go for the planned main building, although he 
reminded the Trustees that he had since then ceased funding any central libraries, 
saying: 


“I attach most importance to branch libraries, bringing books close to the homes 
of the people, and have for many years confined my library gifts to branch 
libraries exclusively…”29  


 
Finally, between 1914 and 1921, seven new branch libraries were built, using $375,000 
in Carnegie money. The new (now old) Main Library was also opened in 1917, financed 
with the other half of the Carnegie funds, supplemented by $780,000 in bond money. 
The branch construction budget received no local funds. Branch locations chosen, in 
chronological order, were: The Richmond (1914), Mission (1915), Noe Valley (1916), 
Sunset (1918), Golden Gate Valley (1918), North Beach, now Chinatown (1921)30, and 
Presidio (1921). These locations were at least partially determined by the influence of 
district “Improvement Clubs” which had arisen in the mainly middle class newer 
neighborhoods, and had proven valuable allies in ousting the Union Labor Party. The 
names chosen for the buildings reflect both the political impossibility of using the 
Carnegie name in San Francisco31 and the Progressive desire to label urban geography 
without reference to political wards or precincts. Previous practice in San Francisco, and 
in other large cities, had been to designate branch libraries by number. 
 
PRE-CARNEGIE BRANCH LIBRARIES IN SAN FRANCISCO  
 
The earliest branch libraries in San Francisco were opened in 1888, the same year the 
nine year old Main Library was moved from rented space on Bush Street to the new City 
Hall building. The first branches were located in rented spaces in North Beach, the 
Mission, and Potrero Hill. By 1901, their number had grown to six, with additions in the 
Richmond district, South of Market, and the Western Addition/Fillmore. Both branches 
and main were under the direction of the self-perpetuating board of trustees, with 
George H. Rogers, author of the Rogers Act, as President.  
 
In 1901, the city acquired its first purpose-built library structure, donated by James D. 
Phelan and located at 4th and Clara streets. Phelan was still serving as mayor and was 
a member ex officio of the board of library trustees. The new building was architecturally 
derived from the emerging Carnegie library type found all across the country by this 
time. It was a rectangular plan, single story over basement masonry structure, classical 


                                                 
29 Carnegie to Phelan December 28, 1912  
30 The name change took place in 1958, reflecting both a shift in the composition of the neighborhood and the 
construction of a new North Beach branch. 
31 Not a requirement of the grants, although many smaller communities, where political resistance was less intense, 
did incorporate the Carnegie name into the new buildings. 
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revival in styling, with a central entrance framed in a monumental pediment. Phelan had 
donated the $16,000 construction costs, and the site was obtained from the Public 
School Department. In San Francisco, all of the early purpose-built branch libraries 
conformed, in general, to the Carnegie guidelines. The 1904 McCreery branch cost 
$50,000 and featured finer detailing and finishes than the Phelan, but was designed in 
the same mode. The Park branch, opened in 1909, the first to be built with City funds, 
($30,000) was designed by the McDougall Brothers, again to the Carnegie 
recommendations. 
 
Indeed, the Carnegie guidelines had by that time become generally accepted as the 
standards for branch libraries nationally. However, actual Carnegie projects continued 
to experience some tension between local sponsors, with their architects, and James 
Bertram, who insisted, on behalf of the Carnegie Corporation, on the most efficient use 
of Carnegie money. 
 
 
THE SAN FRANCISCO CARNEGIE BRANCHES 
 
In San Francisco, when Phelan and the trustees were finally forced to use half of the 
$750,000 grant on branches rather than on their coveted Main Library, the result was a 
fairly lush branch budget. At an average of over $50,000 each, the seven buildings were 
conceived as stately adjuncts of the City Beautiful movement, although their fine 
exteriors were somewhat squandered by their mid-block or secondary corner 
placement—site acquisition being the financial responsibility of the trustees.  
 
All seem to conform to the basic Carnegie prescription. Plans are rectangular, except 
for the Golden Gate Valley branch which is rounded at one end with an apse, and 
entrances are centrally located in symmetrical compositions. Entry is via a small, 
generally wood paneled, vestibule. All seven buildings have two levels, with a 
community meeting room, toilets, and service spaces on the lower floors. The upper 
floors all contain a grand, high ceilinged reading room occupying most of the floor, 
illuminated by natural light from tall windows. Perimeter shelving runs under the 
windows and low shelving is used to divide the space and control circulation, as 
prescribed in "Notes on the Erection of Library Buildings". The main rooms are 
embellished with ornate plaster ceilings and, in some, plaster pilasters and arches. 
Delivery or checkout desks are centrally located. 
 
The first two Carnegie branches, the Richmond (1914) and Mission (1916), were built 
without separate children’s rooms. In 1923, both were retrofitted with children’s rooms 
on the lower levels.32  The latter five, Noe Valley (1916), Golden Gate Valley (1918), 
Sunset (1918), Presidio (1921) and North Beach (now Chinatown, 1921) were designed 
with children’s rooms on the main level. In all but Golden Gate Valley, these occupied 
rear extensions of the main building, and were divided from the main rooms by wood 
paneled partitions with glazed upper portions, again in accord with Carnegie guidelines 


                                                 
32 San Francisco Municipal Reports 1923 
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which allowed the glass for sound deadening, while preserving the sight lines, so that 
one librarian could supervise both rooms. 
 
Despite general conformity to Carnegie standards, there were near constant 
disagreements over design throughout the period of construction, between James 
Bertram on the one hand, and the San Francisco Trustees and their architects on the 
other. Matters began well, with Bertram assuring Phelan in a letter of August 13, 1913, 
regarding the Richmond branch, designed by Bliss and Faville— 


”As far as I remember the plans they were admirably simple and practicable, and 
I hope that the other plans will follow the same line.”33  


 
But the honeymoon was brief. The design for the Mission branch, second to be built, did 
not please Bertram, who complained to George Mullin, Secretary of the Trustees —  


“The exterior plans you sent are attractive pictorially, but cannot commend the 
scheme of accommodation. It does not appear to be a good plan to project a two-
story building, and make the second story the main floor.”34  


In fact, he had already sent the plans to W. H. Brett, Chief Librarian of Cleveland, as 
well as to several eastern architects, for comment. All dutifully criticized the location of 
the main spaces up one flight, and all agreed that the central stairway protruding in to 
the middle of the reading room both wasted precious space and created a potential 
nuisance.  
 
Mullin defended the design, claiming it would be unwise to locate the main room on a 
basement level because of lighting and ventilation concerns—and noting that there had 
been no complaints about the stairs at the Richmond branch, which were mostly 
exterior. He also mentioned that the Mission branch architect, G. Albert Lansburgh, 
would soon be in New York, and would be pleased to discuss the plans with Bertram.35  
 
Thus was established a pattern that would be repeated—disapproval by Bertram, 
followed by a visit from Lansburgh—who was to design four of the buildings, and 
maintained an office in New York—and finally acquiescence. Constant points of 
contention were the placement of the main spaces upstairs and the height of the 
ceilings in those spaces. Both problems stemmed, in Bertram’s view, from giving priority 
to architectural effects over practical concerns—as expressed in his letter of October 
11, 1916 to the President of the Trustees— 


“Rather than conceive his exterior architectural scheme first and then 
make his interior accommodation fit it, you will agree that the contrary 
should be the process of the architect, but generally speaking one does 
not get this impression from the San Francisco Branch Library plans.”36  


 
The Noe Valley branch, next to be constructed, was designed by John Reid Jr. with a 


                                                 
33 Bertram to Phelan August 13,1913 
34 Bertram to Mullin, January 14, 1915 
35 Mullin to Bertram, January 29, 1915 
36 Bertram to O’Connor, October 11, 1916 — Although these aspects of the San Francisco designs vexed James 
Bertram, and today continue to present problems of access, the resulting verticality of the compositions clearly 
enhances the grandeur and civic presence of the buildings. 
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central interior stairway like the Mission’s. It elicited the same objections from Bertram. 
Edward Taylor, then serving as President of the Trustees, replied forcefully, citing 
Carnegie libraries in Massachusetts and New Jersey with more stairs than the Noe 
Valley plan.37 Bertram retreated, but sent the plans to Edward L. Tilton, a New York 
architect, who criticized the lack of librarian work space, and recommended a side 
entrance to avoid the need for the stairway.38 Bertram finally approved the plans, but 
sniffed— 


“One is somewhat disposed to think that an architectural achievement has been 
aimed at.”39  
 


Bertram raised the same complaints about Lansburgh’s subsequent design for the 
Sunset branch and Ernest Coxhead’s Golden Gate Valley basilica model. In the case of 
the Sunset, he was additionally offended by the wasted space of the loggia.40 Another 
personal visit from Lansburgh seemed to smooth the way for both projects, but six 
months later, after construction had begun, Bertram grumbled that the Sunset ceiling 
was too high.41  Lansburgh paid another visit to him in New York, and explained in a 
follow up letter— 


“I feel that the proportions of the exterior could not be conveniently altered…”42  
 


Bertram again reluctantly acceded. Virtually the same dialogue accompanied approval 
of the last two branches, Presidio and North Beach (now Chinatown) both Lansburgh’s 
designs.43  
 
ARCHITECTS 
 
As can be seen in the correspondence regarding the San Francisco Carnegie branches, 
James Bertram and the Carnegie Corporation were impatient with architectural 
adventures they perceived as detrimental to the functioning of a library. Nonetheless, 
they expected a measure of architectural distinction that would suitably communicate 
the importance of the building—and they insisted on the use of trained architects for 
each building they financed. Nationwide, this led several firms to specialize in Carnegie 
libraries, with Bertram eager to recommend those with a successful track record. 
 
However, the pool of architectural talent in San Francisco by the time these branches 
were built, having been augmented by the needs of the post-earthquake reconstruction, 
was quite adequate without outside help. However, the branch libraries were relatively 
small projects compared to the simultaneous building of the new Civic Center, including 


                                                 
37 Taylor to Bertram, October 27, 1915 
38 Tilton to Bertram, December 8, 1915 
39 Bertram to Taylor, December 10, 1915 
40 Bertram to O’Connor, October 11, 1916; In an intriguing aside, Bertram also comments “The octagonal plans put 
forward are quite impossible and need not have been sent here.” 
41 Bertram to O’Connor, March 23, 1917 
42 Lansburgh to Bertram, March 29, 1917 
43 Bertram to Mullin, February 3, 1920: “The clearance of the main floor in the North Beach Branch is unnecessarily 
high, architectural affect having evidently been the controlling factor.” 
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the new main library, and to the Panama Pacific International Exposition (PPIE), as well 
as to the growing downtown area. The architects who designed the branches were all 
quite prominent in the profession, and, with the exception of Ernest Coxhead, they were 
all involved in the larger projects of the day.  
 
G. ALBERT LANSBURGH 
 
G. (Gustave) Albert Lansburgh, designer of the Mission, Sunset, North Beach, and 
Presidio branches, was one of the chosen finalists in the competition for the Main 
Library. His proposal there was rejected because of what the judges considered a 
dysfunctional plan, with the delivery room located one floor below the reading room.44 
 
Lansburgh was born in Panama, and immigrated to this country in 1882, at the age of 
six. He attended the University of California, Berkeley, but left after two years to enroll in 
the Ecole des Beaux Arts in Paris, on the strong encouragement of Bernard Maybeck, 
with whom he had worked in the summers. He graduated from the Ecole in 1906 with 
highest honors and was awarded a medal for his design of a projected new Temple 
Emanu-El in San Francisco.45  He returned to San Francisco just in time to participate in 
the rebuilding of the city after the earthquake and fire of April 18. 
 
In practice on his own by 1908, he also continued to study under Maybeck for a period 
of time. Lansburgh is remembered largely for his numerous theater designs, which often 
displayed his Beaux Arts training and made copious use of polychrome terra cotta—
traits that his branch libraries here share. His Wiltern Theater in Los Angeles is a 
designated landmark. Locally, his best known theater works are the adjacent Golden 
Gate and Fox Warfield at Golden Gate, Taylor and Market. Lanburgh’s theater work 
included a sophisticated understanding of acoustics as well. His design for the interior of 
the San Francisco War Memorial Opera House was highly praised for its acoustical 
qualities and innovative stage arrangements. 
 
In addition to theaters, Lansburgh, a Jew himself, did a number of projects for Jewish 
organizations. These include the Jewish Concordia Club on Van Ness Avenue; the 
B’nai B’rith Grand Lodge; the Sinai Temple in Oakland, and a second unexecuted 
design for Temple Emanu-El. Lansburgh consulted with Arthur Brown in the design of 
the present temple at Lake and Arguello. 
 
Lansburgh practiced for over 40 years. Headquartered in San Francisco, he also 
maintained offices in New York and Los Angeles. His theater work, especially for the 
Orpheum chain, where his brother was a corporate officer, kept him busy nationwide. 
He also executed public auditoriums in widespread locations, including Sacramento and 
Salt Lake City. During World War II, with theater and auditorium work generally on hold, 
he made drawings for seaplanes and naval vessels, before going into semi-retirement. 


                                                 
44  Cahilll, B. J. S. “The San Francisco Public Library Competition”. The Architect and Engineer of California, May 
1914.  
45 Never built due to the post-earthquake relocation of the congregation 
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He died in San Francisco in 1969.46 


 
BLISS & FAVILLE 
 
Designers of the Richmond Branch, this firm consisted of Walter D. Bliss and William B. 
Faville, both native Californians and MIT graduates. The two trained under McKim, 
Mead & White before establishing their own firm in 1898.47  
 
One of the partnership’s earliest triumphs was the Carnegie-financed Oakland Public 
Library (1901).48 This was followed by their original St. Francis Hotel (1904), which they 
rebuilt in 1907 and added to in 1913.49  In the downtown rebuild following the 
earthquake and fire of 1906, the firm was also responsible for the Bank of California 
building (1907), the Geary Theater (built as the Columbia in 1909), the Geary Theater 
Annex (1909), the Savings Union Bank at Grant, O’Farrell & Market (1910), and the 
Masonic Temple (1911) at Van Ness & Market. The Bank of California, Geary Theater, 
and Savings Union Bank are San Francisco Landmarks, while the Geary is also listed 
individually on the National Register. 
 
Bliss and Faville were also active in the design of several PPIE pavilions from 1913 to 
1915. Their work for the exposition included an innovative design for the “ great wall” 
which surrounded the fair grounds. A temporary structure covered with ice plant, the 
wall was intended to shelter the bay front site from the blustery San Francisco summer 
weather.50  
 
The partners were unsuccessful competitors, with a massively domed entrant, in the 
Main Library competition. They nonetheless contributed magnificently to the new Civic 
Center with their State Building (1926), at 350 McAllister. Throughout the teens and 
20s, they continued to establish a strong presence in the emerging downtown, with their 
1916 Southern Pacific Building at 1 Market, the Bank of America at 1 Powell (1920), 
and the National Register listed Matson Building (1921) at the corner of Main & Market. 
In addition to the Masonic Temple, their club work includes the University Club, 800 
Powell (1912), and the Metropolitan Club (1916).51 Much of their best work incorporates 
polychrome terra cotta ornament, as does their Richmond Branch Library. 
 
William B. Faville served as president of the San Francisco Chapter of the American 
Institute of Architecture from 1922 to 1924. The Bliss and Faville firm dissolved in 1925, 
                                                 
46 Stern, Norton B. & William M. Kramer. “G. Albert Lansburgh, San Francisco’s Jewish Architect from Panama” 
Western States Jewish Historical Quarterly. April-May 1981 
47 Longstreth, Richard W. On the Edge of the World: Four Architects in San Francisco at the Turn of the Century. 
New York. Architectural History Foundation; Cambridge, Mass. MIT Press. 1983 
48 Cahill, B. J. S. “The Work of Bliss & Faville” The Architect and Engineer of California. Jan 1914 
49 Corbett, Michael R. & The Foundation for San Francisco’s Architectural Heritage. Splendid Survivors; San 
Francisco’s Downtown Architectural Heritage. San Francisco. California Living Books. 1979  
50 Faville, W. B., F. A. I. A. “Phases of Panama-Pacific International Exposition Architecture” The American Architect. 
January 6, 1915 
51 Corbett. op. cit. Of the St. Francis Hotel, which is not a designated landmark, Corbett says, “…almost as much as 
any other building, it serves as the architectural image of the city of San Francisco.” 
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with both partners pursuing separate careers. 
 
JOHN REID JR. 
 
Reid, a native San Franciscan, was educated at the University of California and the 
Ecole de Beaux Arts. Upon returning to San Francisco, he was associated with Willis 
Polk and the Daniel Burnham firm, before opening his own office in 1911. His work was 
mainly public buildings—for many years he was the City Architect or Consulting 
Architect. The most prominent of his many school buildings is the former High School of 
Commerce (1927)52, now the Unified School District Administrative Building, at 135 Van 
Ness Avenue (San Francisco Landmark #140). Others include the Twin Peaks School53 
and Mission High School (1926). 


 
As a member, with John Galen Howard and Frederick H. Meyer, of the Board of 
Consulting Architects for the design of the Civic Center, Reid had a great deal of 
influence over the most important project of that era. The three architects are jointly 
credited with the Exposition Auditorium (1914), one of the key buildings in the National 
Register and local Civic Center historic districts. The Board also oversaw the design of 
smaller school and Fire Department buildings throughout the city, and Reid designed 
many of these himself. His Noe Valley Branch Library shares with them a proclivity for 
classically derived design and lavish polychrome terra cotta ornament. 
 
ERNEST COXHEAD 
 
English born and educated, Coxhead first came to San Francisco in 1890. His most 
notable early works here were a number of churches done for the Episcopal diocese. Of 
these, only the Church of the Holy Innocents at 455 Fair Oaks (1890) survives. Later, he 
specialized in residential work.54  


                                                 
52 Corbett. op. cit. 
53 Morrow, Irving F. “Work by John Reid, Jr., A. I. A.” The Architect and Engineer. February 1920 
54 “The Bay Region Styles: 1890-1930; Ernest Coxhead and the Regional Scene: The Transformation Game & Other 
Delights”. The Foundation for San Francisco’s Architectural Heritage.(no date or author)  
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By 1918, when he designed the Golden Gate Valley branch, Coxhead was still well 
regarded, although his career was in a period of eclipse.  
 
His library, which many consider the jewel of the seven Carnegie branches, is 
somewhat atypical of his work. To begin with, he most often used shingled rustic styles, 
quite unlike this terra cotta clad basilica. Even his other classically inspired work, such 
as his 1908 Home Telephone Building at 333 Grant Avenue (San Francisco Landmark 
#141) often featured surprising outsized elements that tweak the classical sense of 
order. Such departures are absent in the Golden Gate Valley building, which instead 
presents a studied elegance. 
 
PROPERTY TYPES AND IDENTIFYING CHARACTERISTICS 
 
The seven San Francisco Carnegie branch libraries are the only property type 
significant under this context. All seven remain in use as branch libraries. 
 
The physical characteristics that unite and define the property type include those 
promulgated in “Notes on the Erection of Library Buildings”, the Carnegie sponsored 
guidelines first published in 1911: 


• symmetrical rectangular plan 
• single story with basement 
• large windows six feet above the floor 
• small vestibule  
• large main floor reading room  
• open shelves lining the walls beneath the windows  
• low free-standing shelves used as room dividers  
• basement level public lecture room 


Other defining physical characteristics specific to the San Francisco Carnegie branches 
include: 


• high ornamental plaster ceilings in the main reading spaces 
• smaller rear extensions of the main rectangular volume, often containing 


children’s rooms in the later buildings, some now converted to staff space 
• glazed and paneled partitions separating main room from rear spaces 
• decorative paneling in vestibules and at main desk 
• three part vertical facade compositions defined by cornices and plinths 
• glazed terra cotta, sometimes polychrome, used for ornament and/or cladding 
• deep-set wooden windows with ornate surrounds 


 
The Carnegie branch libraries are significant as:  


• examples of early 20th century development in library design 
• manifestations of social goals of political progressives in the same time period 
• indicators of the political, cultural, and architectural history of San Francisco, 


also in the same period.  
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The buildings convey their significance in several ways:  
• By their conformance to the general Carnegie guidelines in “Notes on the 


Erection of Library Buildings” they typify the state of library design during the 
period. The inclusion of separate main floor children’s rooms in the later 
buildings also contributes in this category. 


• By their neighborhood locations, incorporation of open stacks, lecture rooms, 
and large comfortable common reading spaces, as well as their symbolic 
entry sequences, they speak to Progressive social goals of acculturation.  


• By their delayed dates of construction, and the absence of the Carnegie 
name in their historical designations, they represent the political and class 
conflict of their historical period in San Francisco.  


• By their rich exteriors, they represent the cultural and architectural history of 
San Francisco, especially the importance of the City Beautiful movement, 
during the period of construction. 


 
The physical characteristics described above, which are almost entirely intact in the 
seven Carnegie branches, are the attributes necessary to list these buildings as local 
landmarks. 
 
GOALS AND PRIORITIES 
 
The main goal is to nominate the seven San Francisco Carnegie branch libraries as 
local landmarks, significant not only for their national and state historical associations, 
but also for their specific connections with the cultural, political and social history of San 
Francisco. The intention is to encourage historical understanding and respect for the 
buildings, while embracing extensive necessary alterations related to safety, 
accessibility, modern information technology, and shifts in the social role of public 
libraries. 
 
DEFINING FEATURES 
 
Priority should be given to the preservation of the exteriors, and retention of the high 
ceilinged main reading rooms and symbolic entrances, which are major interior 
architectural features. Interior spaces other than the main reading rooms and vestibules 
are not defining features.  
 
Within the reading rooms, the ornate ceilings, high windows, peripheral shelving, and 
pilasters are defining features. The introduction of free standing shelving, elevator 
structures, modern furniture, etc., as has already taken place, does not diminish the 
historic integrity of these spaces. Overhead lighting, if replaced, should respect historic 
models and should not destroy the fabric of the ceilings. Low shelving used for space 
division and to direct circulation, while historically significant, could be realigned or 
removed if necessary to accommodate changing usages, as could librarian’s desks. 
The conversion of main floor children’s rooms to other uses may also take place without 
reducing historic integrity. However, the glazed and paneled partitions should be 
preserved if possible. Although disabled access must be provided, care should be taken 
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also to preserve the historically significant entry sequences where possible. 
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E. Statement of Historic Context: Carnegie Library Development in California
and the Architecture it Produced, 1899-1921


In the same year that gold was discovered in California, the nation's first legislation 
permitting tax support for a free public library was passed in Massachusetts; in 1850 In 
England the Public Libraries Act allowed cities with over 10,000 population to levy a tax in 
support of libraries. The evolving concept of free public libraries was not merely transplanted 
to the new settlements in the West, however. Rather, two centuries of New England library 
development were replicated in California over a period of about twenty-five years, beginning 
with the establishment of social libraries and reading rooms in many of the new communities of 
the state. In 1878 California passed enabling legislation for tax supported free public 
libraries. Typically, however, even the new municipal libraries were housed in temporary and 
inadequate storefronts, upstairs lodge rooms, and city hall basements. When, in the closing 
years of the nineteenth century, Andrew Carnegie initiated his most widely known philanthropy, 
providing funds to cities and towns for the construction of library buildings, California 
communities were ready to join older communities across the nation In the quest for buildings 
for their libraries. Terms of Carnegie building grants required that communities provide the 
land for the library building and a prescribed level of tax support


California library historian Ray Held chose the year 1917 to close his record of "the rise of the 
public library in California" primarily because America's Involvement in World War I slowed 
the growth of the public library movement, and also because it was the year of the sudden death 
of James Gillis, eminent California library leader whose accomplishment in initiating a 
statewide system of county libraries was recognized throughout the nation. "The year thus 
marked the end of an era in the evolution of the California public library." 1 Additionally, 
during the war years the Carnegie Corporation deferred grant applicants. After the war the 
Corporation redirected its library efforts and no further building grants were offered, although 
it was not until 1921 that the last of the previously funded library buildings was completed. In 
1919, when all but six of the California Carnegie buildings were planned or completed, 
approximately 8436 of California's public libraries were in Carnegie buildings.2 The case can 
be made that by providing the library building frequently a distinguished civic building and 
by energizing a constituency to generate taxes and other funds for the library, the Carnegie 
program created a high level of popular and civic commitment to free public libraries that 
persists after more than half a century.


1- History of Public Libraries in California. 1849-1922


In his definitive studies of California public library history before the first World War, Ray 
Held identifies two major periods: 1849 to 1877, and 1878 to 1917. During the first period, 
many of the state's new communities sought to solidify their American status and accommodate
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the personal or group cultural needs of a growing population, by the initiation of small 
libraries. Social libraries were most often formed from the sharing of the private library of 
an individual or group. They were termed membership libraries when a fee was charged; when 
the fee was substantial, as in a more specialized or scholarly library, the term "proprietary" 
or "subscription" library was used. Lodges, women's improvement clubs, temperance 
organizations, and library associations of like minded Individuals figured prominently in the 
establishment of early social libraries, typically run by a volunteer and located In a rented or 
donated room.


The Rogers Act of 1878 enabled incorporated cities and towns to levy a tax to maintain free 
public libraries and reading rooms, and to acquire property and erect buildings for that 
purpose. Of special Importance to towns and cities with already established social libraries was 
Its provision that municipalities could accept the property of a previously established library 
and allow the donor library to name half of the trustees of the new municipal library. The 
Rogers Act thus provided an incentive for library associations, lodges, and other groups, to 
donate their collections as the nucleus of the new public library, and provided stability and 
continuity to Independently established small libraries. It was upon the foundation of municipal 
ownership of libraries that the Carnegie program was later to be predicated.


a. Social libraries. 1849-1878


The first social libraries were Initiated In 18491n Monterey and In several mining 
communities. The Monterey Library Association was organized by the Reverend Samuel Wllley, 
who upon his arrival from New England deplored the lack of Protestant churches, schools, and 
libraries, and set about to provide all three.3 In the mining towns too, new arrivals felt the 
need for news, a supply of reading material. and symbols of home. Even though the latter were 
mostly short-lived endeavors, similar libraries and reading rooms appeared and reappeared in 
many parts of the state when there were sudden spurts of population. Other early libraries 
were 1n San Francisco; the three River towns of Sacramento, Marysvllle, and Stockton; towns 
surrounding Sen Francisco Bay as far north as Santa Rosa; and in the south at Santa Barbara and 
San Diego.


Particularly notable was San Francisco's 1851 Mercantile Library. Like its English and New 
England counterparts It was organized for and by the merchant class, with the goals of providing 
a meeting place away from temptation for its many young men, and to promote culture and 
learning. A number of other libraries were soon formed in San Francisco with similar goals and 
directed at various populations, Including the 1853 Athenaeum, organized by and for "Negroes," 
and the 1854 YMCA which provided the only free reading room in San Francisco.4 The Odd 
Fellows library, for members and families, and the Mechanics Institute, incorporated by
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craftsmen, began in 1855. Even the largest and most secure of these experienced the problems 
typical of all social libraries: lack of adequate space, temporary locations, and unstable 
financing.


Marysville's library became a municipal agency in 1856 without benefit of permissive state 
legislation, and it too continued to exist in various temporary rented quarters, including the 
city hall.5 San Jose, Oakland, Vallejo, Benicia, Napa, Petaluma, and Sebastopol soon began 
libraries, as did coastal cities such as Watsonville and Los Angeles.


Not all of the libraries formed in the early period were the direct antecedents of later libraries 
in the same community. The particular significance of the early reading rooms and subscription 
libraries is found in the social history of the individual town. Notable among the groups who 
initiated many of the early community libraries were the Odd Fellows, temperance groups, and 
women's groups seeking either to improve their own cultural climate or to alleviate a 
community problem.


After 1865, the number of social libraries began to increase significantly. State legislation 
passed in 1863, enabling certain types of groups to incorporate, had begun to be used by 
libraries, increasing their stability. Also, the period following the Civil War saw economic and 
population growth in the state as a whole, though library activity in the mining communities 
slackened. In San Francisco in 1868 the Mercantile Library built its own building, as did the 
Sacramento Library Association in 1871; such instances were rare, however, and the debt 
incurred contributed to their later financial problems. Libraries were formed in the 
Sacramento Valley at Colusa, Woodland and Davis, and at San Rafael, Tomales, San Mateo, 
Woodside, and Alameda; in the North Coast communities of Mendocino and Arcata; along the 
Central Coast in Santa Cruz, Hoi lister, Gilroy, Pescadero, Salinas, and San Luis Obispo; and in 
the South at Venture.


b. The Rogers Act of 1878


By the 1870's libraries in the larger cities were experiencing not only perennial financial 
problems and the inadequacy of temporary housing, but, to the degree that they were successful 
and their collections grew, they found they needed additional space. Library leaders began to 
consider the advantages of using the tax base of the municipality to fund their libraries. 
Previous library legislation had been limited to establishment and support of the State Law 
Library, authorization of certain types of fund raising, and permission to incorporate, in 1874 
the legislature passed a law specific to Los Angeles, authorizing $ 15,000 in bonds for the 
purpose of buying property and erecting a library building, although it did not specify that the 
library need be free. For various reasons the city did not act under its provisions.6
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In San Francisco, Andrew Hallidie, an immigrant Scotsman who had established the first factory 
to manufacture wire rope to move cable cars, had become president of the Mechanics Institute in 
1 868. Like fellow immigrant Scotsman Andrew Carnegie, he was a firm believer in the 
educational value of libraries, particularly as a means to reduce the temptation to young men of 
drinking and gambling. He also believed in the necessity for a well-stocked reference library. 
Among the many ways by which he attempted to expand the Mechanics Institute library and 
increase its public availability and influence were reduction of fees from $5 to $ 1 , building the 
endowment, and opening the library to visitors. He may have attended the first meeting of the 
American Library Association, in Philadelphia in 1876, and did in that year visit major 
libraries in the east. When he became convinced that the answer lay in a free public library, 
he resigned from the Mechanics Institute presidency to work to campaign for public libraries, 
"with State Senator George H. Rogers serving as chief spokesman. "7 After the Rogers Bill 
became law, Hallidie served on the board of trustees of the San Francisco Public Library.


Less is known of the commitment to libraries of San Mateo legislator Rogers, who had earlier 
represented the foothill community of Columbia, and San Francisco, in the legislature. In 1 877 
he introduced Senate Bill Number 1 , "An Act to establish and maintain free public libraries and 
reading rooms." Originally intended as special legislation for San Francisco, it was expanded to 
enable incorporated cities and towns to levy a tax , not to exceed one mill on the dol lar , to 
maintain free public libraries and reading rooms, to acquire property, and to erect buildings to 
house the libraries. Cities and towns other than San Francisco would be permitted to accept the 
property of another library and let that library name half of the trustees of the new municipal 
library. Although two years later it was revised in order to conform to the 1 879 constitution, 
the Rogers Act was a major turning point for libraries in California and its effect was profound. 
The foundation for municipal libraries was laid. All towns did not take Immediate advantage of 
its provisions; social libraries continued in many towns and new ones were formed. However, 
as a result of the Rogers Act the context of expectations was significantly altered.


c. Municipal and social libraries 1 878- 1917


The first city to form a municipal library under the Rogers Act was Eureka, which had not 
previously established a library. Also using the new law in its first year were Los Angeles, 
Oakland, Venture, and Petaluma. Together with Marysville, which had already formed a 
municipal library without benefit of Rogers, there were by the end of 1 878 six municipal 
libraries in California . San Francisco itself, prohibited by the Rogers Act from taking over 
any of the existing libraries in the city, took longer to become established.8


Generally, the library-supporting municipalities were the largest cities. All eight cities 
shown by the 1 880 census as having a population of more than 5000 had tax supported 
libraries by 1 885. These were San Francisco, Oakland, Sacramento, San Jose, Los Angeles,
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Stockton , Vallejo, and Alameda. Eight of the ten cities with populations of between 2500 and 
5000 in 1 880 had libraries by 1 885: Marysville, Santa Cruz, Napa, Santa Rosa, Santa 
Barbara, Petaluma, Eureka, and San Diego. The exceptions were Nevada City and Chico, both of 
which had earlier libraries but were without libraries at that time.


Although the 1 878 legislation marked the beginning of widespread municipal support of 
libraries, in terms of housing the library collection, it meant only that the city paid the rent , 
or that the library was moved to a corner of City Hall In Santa Rosa, the library was allocated 
space in City Hall just above the fire department where horses were stabled; the odor was said 
to be as objectionable as the frequent ringing of the fire bell ; fortunately, after two years the 
city built a new fire station. A few more cities did erect separate buildings: San Pedro's first 
library building dates from 1 888 , Santa Barbara's from 1 892 , and Escondido's from 1 894. 
Each of these communities later applied for and received Carnegie funding. With the help of a 
bequest, Stockton built a city library, and when in 1 89 1 another philanthropist provided 
additional funds, a new and larger one was built and named for its benefactor. Carnegie funding 
was never sought.


Library historians Jesse Shera and Sidney Ditzion have identified ten causal factors of 
successful library development nationwide. As refined by Lewis Stieg, and applied to the first 
generation of municipal libraries in California, these factors were: the existence of a previous 
social library, favorable library legislation, economic stability, urban population, universal 
public education, scholarship and historical research, self improvement, religious and 
humanitarian groups, local pride, end leadership.9


More recently, California library historian Ray Held has applied Stieg's factors to social 
libraries in California before 1 878, based on his own later comprehensive gathering of data 
for that period. He found that all the factors were to some degree important , especially where 
applied to a particular library; however , he found that certain factors in combination were 
particularly significant, whereas other factors had much less effect on pre- 1 878 library 
development. 10


Held concluded that in California before 1 878 there would be a library when there was a 
congruence of the forces of pride in community; the desire for the self-benefit to be derived 
from a center for books and reading; individual and, more especially, group leadership; and 
most important of all , "moralistic or uplift drive." If those forces were strong enough , the 
library would be sustained.


On the other hand, Held found that scholarship and research were far less significant in early 
library formation than perhaps they had been in the East. This was true in spite of the fact that 
there were specialized collections such as law libraries, the scientific collection of the 
Mechanics Institute (especially under Hallidie), and Bancroft's col lection. The latter, though
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available to the public, was not considered a public library. Held also felt that legal status was a 
less significant causal factor; he contended that its lack had not stopped the initiation of 
libraries, and it had been provided as the need arose. The population and economic wealth of the 
community were helpful but many libraries thrived with far less than others. He found the 
effect of schools in relation to libraries to be indirect.


in considering the period after 1878, Held found that population of a certain size and density, 
and the existence of a previous subscription library, were the best indicators that there would 
be a municipal library. Social libraries continued to be formed, but in the context of a variety 
of new legalized options. Population also correlated closely with library collection size as 
reported by the U.S. Bureau of Education in 1885; an exception was Los Angeles with a very 
small col lection, n


Studying the Income and services of California libraries in the period between 1900 and 1917, 
Held noted that libraries began to offer more services and longer hours There were more 
children's rooms, books were selected in a more scholarly fashion, and many libraries 
developed special collections. Larger libraries instituted branches, outreach programs, and 
public relations. But in the case of both large and small libraries he found the the most 
profound change was the advantage of a having a library building, and this came about primarily 
due to Carnegie funding.


Held noted that in California, as in the rest of the nation, in the last decade of the century there 
was an increase in both wealth and social concern, as well as growth of established urban areas 
and formation of new municipalities. 12 Southern California expanded with the Incorporation of 
many new small communities. Between 1882 and 1894, library numbers jumped from four to 
eleven in Southern California. In the same period, the number of libraries in the greater Bay 
Area increased from eight to ten, and in the Sacramento Valley from three to five.


This surge in library development was matched and then exceeded in the next few years, 
especially in many smaller towns that were exhibiting rapid growth. In Southern California 
between 189-4 and 1903, fourteen libraries were established, seven in towns that had 
populations of less than one thousand at the previous census. Population increases of 30& to 
50$ were not uncommon; Long Beach was exceptional with a population increase from 2,252 
to 17,809 between 1900 and 1910. During the same years, communities in the southern part 
of the San Joaquin Valley, and many in the Sacramento Valley, demonstrated significant growth 
in population and numbers of libraries. With the development of water delivery systems to the 
Imperial Valley, several new communities were established and libraries were incorporated in 
the two largest almost immediately. 13


Municipal libraries and branches were meeting the needs of the urban population, and formed 
the basis for the growing professionalism in librarianship, but township libraries and
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travelling libraries, designed to serve the rural population, were not proving as successful, 
providing insufficient services and proving too diverse to administer. Legislation passed in 
1909 permitted the formation of library districts, and after 1911 a library could be 
established within an existing high school district. District libraries and county libraries 
accounted for most new libraries established after 1910 in unincorporated communities. An 
intensive effort to organize county libraries grew out of the efforts of James Oillis, State 
Librarian from 1899 to 1917, to bring State Library services to remote areas.


Although county libraries had been established by the legislature in 1850 as document 
repositories in each county seat, they existed in name only. Gillis' answer to the need for equal 
library service in rural areas was to expand the county library concept, with branches as 
needed, administered by the Board of Supervisors and backed by the resources of the State 
Library. Permissive legislation was passed in 1909 and revised in 1911. Teams of "library 
organizers" travelled throughout the state, county by county, enlisting the support of women's 
clubs, Farm Bureaus, parents and teachers, and the Supervisors themselves. Many of the new 
county libraries flourished, but a few counties have never formed a county library and instead 
contract for service with an adjacent county. The record of the travels and encounters of county 
library organizers Harriet EdoV and hay Henshall provide a remarkable insight into California 
library development in the first two decades of the century. n


2. Andrew Carnegie and Library Philanthropy. 1886-1917


Philanthropy began to be a significant factor in library development in the last half of the 
nineteenth century. Earlier philanthropy had most often involved the gift or bequest of books 
from a private library, or initiating or enhancing a university, social, or municipal library. 
The Harvard Library, Boston's first public library, and numerous New England town libraries 
exemplified this private benefaction. Public library enabling legislation usually provided for 
the acceptance of such gifts. In the years following the Civil War, philanthropy became 
increasingly important and also more controversial. With the rise of the great industrial 
fortunes there was not only more concentrated wealth, but there were more poor. Library 
benefaction was viewed by some as reflecting the democratic belief in education, and by others 
as an attempt at social control. 15


Major philanthropic gifts of John Jacob Astor and James Lenox were eventually combined with 
Samuel Tilden's to form the basis of the New York City library system. Enoch Pratt's Baltimore 
library philanthropy was specifically cited by Andrew Carnegie as his own model, 
demonstrating that "the best means of benefiting the community is to place within its reach the 
ladders upon which the aspiring can rise. "16 One of the major legacies of Carnegie's library 
program was its encouragement to other potential benefactors throughout the nation. Carnegie 
became the symbol of library philanthropy.
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a. Andrew Carnegie and buildings for libraries.


Andrew Carnegie, Scotch Jrnmfgrant and self-educated millionaire industrialist, had already 
endowed several libraries by 1889 when he wrote "Wealth;" it became more widely read after 
its republication in 1900 as the title chapter of the more widely read The Gospel of Wealth and 
Other Essavs. In it he advocated disposal of "surplus wealth" by attending to Its distribution 
while alive. Libraries exemplified Carnegie's own self-help concepts; "The fundamental 
advantage of a library is that it gives nothing for nothing. Youths must acquire knowledge 
themselves." *7 This philosophy Is said to have developed from his own youth when a private 
library was made available on Saturdays to the young working men of his community. In 1900 
Carnegie sold his steel holdings to what would become U.S. Steel and began his philanthropy in 
earnest; the program was administered through the Carnegie Corporation after 1911. Of the 
Carnegie philanthropies, libraries were a proportionately small part but are probably the best 
known.


The library building Itself became the focus for Carnegie funding, again as an aspect of the 
concept of self-help. Many communities had established social libraries or municipal libraries 
but continued to be handicapped by the vagaries of volunteer staffing and the difficulty of 
securing adequate housing for the books. Even under city management, there was a tendency to 
locate the collection In temporarily available, often inconvenient quarters.


Carnegie's earliest library philanthropy was more representative of the paternalistic 
philanthropy of the newly wealthy in the last quarter of the century. Typically, a home town or 
principal residence of the donor received a library, not requested by the recipient, fully 
endowed by the donor on a site selected by him. and dedicated with elaborate ceremony in his 
honor. The first Carnegie library gift was to his native Dunfermline, Scotland, in 1881. 
Between 1886 and 1896 he endowed several libraries in Pennsylvania, in what he later termed 
his "retail" period of library philanthropy.


By contrast to the more usual style of philanthropy, in the "wholesale" period beginning in 
1898, Carnegie provided all or substantially all of the funds needed for a building, at the 
request of the community. The community was required to provide a specified level of tax 
support for the book collection, staffing, and building maintenance, and to provide a site; 
selection of the site was left to the community. Later, Carnegie did reserve the right to approve 
plans.


There was considerable contemporary criticism of the Carnegie program. Some members of the 
emerging profession of librarianship believed it inevitable that small libraries would be 
inadequately staffed and lacking in literary and informational resources. Some believed that
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the public library movement was expanding too rapidly, propelled more by Carnegie's personal 
conviction than from public demand; others, including cities with strong labor movements, 
were critical of the source of the Carnegie money. These views appeared in article and speeches,
in satire and cartoons. 18


Little or no architectural precedent existed for the small community library building. 
Typically, outside of the large cities, few architects designed more than one. However, some 
architects became Carnegie specialists, such as Patton and Miller of Chicago, who designed more 
than one hundred Carnegie libraries for midwestern towns and colleges. 19 in California 
William Weeks designed twenty-one Carnegie libraries. Large civic buildings were the 
frequent model and community pride led cities to demand library buildings as extravagant as 
their neighbors'. During most of the Carnegie period the style of the buildings was directly 
influenced by the 1893 Chicago Columbian Exhibition and the City Beautiful movement, where 
Daniel Burnham had re-introduced classical design; it was spread by subsequent exhibitions at 
Buffalo and St. Louis, and later San Francisco. The earlier Greek Revival had been "so widely 
popular that it entered the vernacular."20 Carnegie funding of library buildings in many small 
and medium sized cities in the period immediately following the exposition contributed to a 
similar proliferation of the classical revival style.


A request for a Carnegie grant was as simple as a letter to Andrew Carnegie, New York, New 
York. The answer would come from James Bertram, hired by Carnegie to be his private 
secretary in 1897 when his library and church organ philanthropies had attracted sufficient 
attention to need personal supervision. Bertram soon had devised a questionnaire designed to 
elicit information about the town's population, its existing library if any, and its finances. The 
questionnaire carried a clear implication that the response should come from a city official, and 
subsequent correspondence was usually carried on at that level. Upon the receipt of an 
adequately prepared questionnaire, an offer would be made, with the amount based on 
population, and accompanied by the stipulation that the city must provide the site for the 
library and commit itself to an annual amount equal to 10$ of the grant for maintenance of the 
library.


Over time there were some changes in the process. Bertram required that the city pass a 
resolution to verify that the land acquisition had been completed and that the tax had been voted. 
After 1907 Bertram required that all building plans be submitted for approval. In 1911, after 
consultation with library and architectural leaders, Bertram devised and sent to all applicants 
his "Notes on the Erection of Library Bildings."* The "Notes" suggested ways of achieving the 
primary purpose of the building design, "to obtain for the money the utmost amount of effectiv


The word "bildfng" fs an example of the simplified spelling, introduced to Carnegie by 
tielvil Dewey, originator of the Dewey decimal system of book classification and first 
president of the American L ibraryAssociation.
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accommodation, consistent with good taste in bilding," offered six efficient library floor plans 
designed for different shaped lots, and, in passing, provided an example of simplified spelling 
used in all of the Carnegie correspondence. Bertram stressed one story and basement as most 
practical, and he insisted on a large well-lighted reading area, with high windows to leave wall 
space for shelving. Fireplaces were discouraged, not because of fire danger but because they 
occupied too much space; the building could be heated more practicably from the basement. 
Architectural style was not specified, nor were communities asked to use the name "Carnegie" 
on the building.


Only after Bertram's final approval was the treasurer of the Carnegie Corporation authorized to 
release funds, usually in increments of a few thousand dollars on certification of completed 
work. In later years, cities were required to indicate by resolution, prior to release of any 
funds, their understanding that the grant was to cover the completed building ready to function 
as a library. They were also asked to send a photograph of the completed building.


Bertram insisted that all communication be by letter; personal interviews were rare. The 
Carnegie Corporation files, arranged alphabetically by city and now on microfilm, provide a 
fairly complete record of transactions. Unfortunately the original correspondence was then 
destroyed, and the microfilm of the fragile old letters, and of the thin carbon copies of 
Bertram's replies, is very difficult to read. Each file usually contains one letter from each of 
the respondents representing each stage outlined above, plus as many additional letters as it took 
for the city to correctly supply the requested information, or to ask for and usually be denied 
extra funds, or to achieve plan acceptance, in rare cases there is even a thank you letter.


Less rarely, a series of later letters will ask about appropriate future building use or the city's 
rights in regard to building alteration or disposal. Earlier in the program the response was that 
the building had been given for a library, and other use was a breach of faith. Later, 
communities were told that the building was theirs to use, sell, or destroy, but that it was the 
because it was long over looked .custom in such cases to affix a plaque to the new building 
identifying the Carnegie history. The files contain no plans; they were returned to the cities. 
There are no photographs in the files and their fate is less clear; however, correspondence 
indicates that relatively few cities complied with this request once the building was complete.


In 1916 the Carnegie Corporation Board of Trustees commissioned an independent evaluation of 
the library program, resulting in the Johnson Report, which noted the important 
accomplishments of the program but advocated that in the future more funds should be provided 
for library service and less for buildings. The Board shelved the report, but two years later 
stopped accepting requests for building grants. In response to inquiries, Bertram cited the war 
as the reason for the interruption of funding; after the war it was simply not resumed. 
Subsequent Carnegie Corporation library funding focused on substantial contributions to the
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American Library Association, the Library of Congress, library schools, academic library 
programs, and studies and conferences in the United States and the United Kingdom.


Controversy over the value of Carnegie's contribution has not entirely abated. Writing in 1968 
about the Wisconsin Carnegles, Macleod criticized Carnegie for providing library buildings 
only, without attempting to influence library policy in areas such as minimum standards in the 
hiring of librarians or in book selection. He contended that most cities just accepted the 
building without any sustained commitment to improve library service, and concluded that the 
course of library development would not have been much different without the Carnegie 
philanthropy. In a review of the Macleod book, Bobinski asserted that his extensive study of 
Carnegie libraries nationwide had documented the program's direct impact on public libraries 
by helping speed their development and growth; indirectly the Carnegie philanthropy stimulated 
other library benefaction, and the terms requiring adequate city tax for library maintenance led 
to a more general acceptance of the principle of government funding for public libraries.21


b. Carnegie libraries in California


As previously noted, a few California libraries had constructed their own buildings before the 
beginning of the Carnegie program, including the San Francisco Mercantile Library, 
Sacramento and Oakland library associations, and libraries in San Pedro, Santa Barbara, and 
Escondldo. However, by 1917, according to Held's studies, a "very large majority" of California 
public libraries were in their own library buildings. Most of those libraries had survived the 
years as struggling social libraries, followed by additional years as tax supported city 
libraries, moving from temporary rooms in a lodge hall to the not always more secure room set 
aside in City Hall. Approximately one-fourth were new libraries, formed with the expectation 
of a gift building to launch the project. Philanthropy thus offered security to and stimulated the 
expansion of the public llbrary.22


Between 1886 and 1917 Carnegie donated over $41 million for 1,679 library buildings in 
1,412 communities in the United States. He funded another 830 library buildings were 
constructed in Canada, the British Isles, South Africa, Rhodesia, India, Mauritius, Australia, 
New Zealand, and Fiji.


The first Carnegie grants to libraries in California were made in 1899. San Diego was offered 
$60,000 in July of that year, followed by Oakland ($50,000 1nAugustf)andAlameda 
($35,000 in October.) The next offer was to Fresno in 1901, and thereafter in every year 
until 1917 at least one California community learned that its request for a Carnegie library had 
been approved. Although applications were not accepted after 1917, some buildings were not 
completed until as late as 1921. In the fewer than twenty years between 1899 and 1917, 
Carnegie funding contributed to the construction of 142 library buildings in 121 communities
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in California, second only to Indiana's 1 64 buildings in 1 55 communities. In total funds 
allocated, California ranked fourth among the states with $2,776,987. When this figure is 
applied to the population, California was eleventh, with $48.9 per 1 00 population. 23


The grant amounts listed for San Diego, Oakland and Alameda suggest a higher expenditure per 
library than came to be the case. In general , earlier libraries were granted larger amounts, 
though there were exceptions. The smallest grant for a municipal library was $5000 to Biggs 
in 1906; In 19 14, Sacramento received $100 ,000, the highest sum allocated for one 
California Carnegie.* San Diego's $60 ,000 was the second highest. Of the fourteen libraries 
funded before 1 903 , only one received $ 1 0 ,000 and the average allocation for the other 
thirteen was $32,000. Beginning in 1 903. the sum of $ 1 0,000 appears more frequently, and 
by the end of the program fifty-six libraries had been granted that amount, with funding for the 
remaining libraries divided approximately equally above and below.


The majority of the library grants went to small cities; in the larger cities, branch libraries 
were emphasized.** The largest grant , $ 750 ,000 , went to San Francisco, half designated for 
construction of the main library and half for construction of seven branch libraries. Oakland 
received $50,000 toward construction of its main library and, later, $ 1 40,000 for four 
branches, and Santa Cruz and Santa Monica received additional grants for branch libraries long 
after construction of main their libraries. Los Angeles received $ 1 90 ,000 for six branches. 
Some Carnegie cities "disappeared" and their libraries became branches. East San Jose was a 
city for only five years before annexation to San Jose, during which time it constructed its 
Carnegie library. East San Diego also constructed its Carnegie prior to annexation to San Diego. 
Eagle Rock, Hollywood, San Pedro, and Watts, all cities when their Carnegies were built, were 
later annexed to Los Angeles and their libraries all became branches of the larger city system.


Additional funds were occasional fy granted, especially in the earlier years, for expansion and 
earthquake repair , but almost never to meet any unexpectedly high costs. Sometimes 
communities themselves provided extra funds to construct a grander library, or to complete the 
library as planned even though costs had exceeded original estimates. These variables, not 
always reported in consistent fashion , lend a degree of uncertainty to statements of the cost of a 
given library.


Later , smaller grants often went to new towns, or to smaller towns which had previously 
hesitated to undertake the commitment required for a Carnegie grant, but which later found the


*The exceptional example of San Francisco, funded with its branches, is discussed elsewhere.
**The number of branch libraries fn California corresponds fairly closely with the number 
nationwide. Jn California, the 1 42 public libraries were built in 122 cities,- 14% of the 
Carnegies were branches. This compares with a national figure of 16% if New York City's sixty 
six branches are counted, / 2% if they are not
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way opened by California legislation permitting library formation within high school districts 
and special districts. Also, some smaller cities applied for Carnegie grants through the county 
library system and were established as branch libraries. The three smallest grants, $2500 
each, were for branch libraries in what were in 1915 very small communities in Contra Costa 
County: Antioch, Concord, and Walnut Creek. Of thirteen grants for $5000 or less, all to small 
towns or branch libraries, all but three were granted after 1913.


Site selection, left to the discretion of the towns as an aspect of their obligation to provide the 
site itself, was sometimes a source of controversy. In most towns with an antecedent social or 
municipal library located in a retail, civic, or fraternal building, a site in or near the 
downtown was easily decided upon. San Anselmo, Eureka, Grass Valley, and Hollister ore 
examples. Some town, alternatively, created a "library park," as in Livermore, Exeter, and 
Or land. A site was sometimes donated or sold at less than market value; frequently, fund raising 
to meet the partial or full price would dominate the newspaper social pages for months. 
However, the newspaper, as well as trustee minutes, and sometimes even the Carnegie 
correspondence, also reveal disputes focused on the motives of the donor of a site, or a debate 
between rival sites. In the case of branch libraries, decisions even more political, involving 
decisions between rival factions and neighborhoods. Bertram rarely entered those 
controversies, the exceptions occasioned by a site, usually a gift, too far from a population 
center. Van Slyck explores these issues in two chapters entitled "The Beacon in the Slums" and 
"A Temple in the Park. "25 Her example for the former was Oak land and the role of developers 
in site advocacy. Ultimately two branches were located in established working class 
neighborhoods, and two in outlying, sparsely settled, new middle-class neighborhoods.


Siting problems highlighted some of the basic divisions about the purpose of the library.* To 
"help people to help themselves," it needed to be located near those who needed help, including 
new Immigrant populations. In the large cities, many of the most energetic proponents of public 
libraries, for themselves and for others, were relocating in newly developing residential areas. 
The cost of lots for branches in large cities posed a substantial problem. San Francisco built its 
first branch in the Just developing Richmond district on a large city-owned lot, and its second in


^Enunciated in the f #52 report of the ffrst Boston t ibrary Board of Trustees was the concept oi 
the free public library as providing people with the means to formulate their political ideas 
independently. To that end, the most popular works of fiction were to be provided to attract 
readers to the library, and the library should be located where fully accessible to all. ft 
accommodated the goal of assimilation of immigrants, and was seen as a counter to "dangerous" 
forces seeking to organize working classes, and so is seen by some as an exercise in social 
control, 26 Also enunciated in the Boston statement, but then as now occupying a secondary role, 
was the public library as a resource for scholars. The relative emphasis given to meeting the 
needs of the several library user populations is still the subj'ect of date.
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its most populous district, the Mission, paying $ 12,000 for property 117'x60*. Like Oakland, 
San Francisco divided its Carnegies, albeit somewhat unequally, between its oldest and most 
populous areas (Mission and Noe Valley), an area of predominantly Italian and other foreign 
populations (North Beach, now Chinatown), and its wealthier and newer areas (Golden Gate 
Valley, Presidio, Richmond, and Sunset).


Geographical locations were diverse, ranging from Alturas, Yreka, Eureka, and Ferndate in the 
north, to Calexico at the Mexican border. There were clusters, especially near Los Angeles and 
around Sen Francisco Bay, but Carnegies were located in thirty-eight of the fifty counties. 
There were twenty-one in Los Angeles County, ten in Alameda County, eight in San Francisco 
County, six in Tulare County. Seven counties had five Carnegie libraries and twelve counties 
had just one. California counties in which no Carnegie was built were Amador, Calaveras, Del 
Norte, El Dorado, Inyo, Kern, Lessen, Mariposa, Sierra, Sutter, Tuolumne, and Yuba. In Yuba 
County, Marysville was the only incorporated city during the period of Carnegie philanthropy 
and already had its own building, in Kern County, the only city besides Bakersfield was 
Tehachipi with a population of Just 385. There was no incorporated town in Calaveras County 
and in each of the other counties there was j ust one incorporated town, very smal 1.


c. Carnegie-funded academic libraries in California


In addition to public library buildings, Carnegie funded more than one hundred college and 
university libraries. Carnegie library contributions to educational institutions began as early 
as 1900 with funding of a $32,000 library building at Grove City College in Pennsylvania, and 
a $20,000 building at Tuskegee Institute in Alabama. Most building grants were given between 
1900 and 1906, though a few were granted as late as 1915, and in several cases funding that 
had begun earlier was continued into the 1920's. The number of educational institutions which 
received grants for library development, mostly for books, exceeded the number receiving 
library buildings, but the $4.2 million for buildings was almost double the total given for 
library development. In California, Carnegie funded library buildings at Pomona College and at 
Mills College.24


Pomona College was offered $40,000 in 1905, on the condition that the college raise another 
$40,000 in new endowment to provide for its maintenance. After a successful fundraising 
campaign, the cornerstone was laid In 1906. The design by F.P. Burnham called for reinforced 
concrete. The collapse of a reinforced concrete hotel in Long Beach resulted in last minute 
revision of specifications; the substantial added cost of the building was borne by the college. 
The library opened in 1908 and served as a library until 1953 when the Interior was 
remodelled to house the departments of economics, government, sociology, education, and 
oriental affairs; additional interior remodelling and exterior repair took place in 1968.
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The early days of the pre-Carnegie Pomona College library were similar to those of many 
California community libraries. The nucleus of the collection was the 1889 gift of a personal 
library, and reading room space was provided in the YWCA alcove of one of the college buildings. 
Subsequently the collection was moved twice, occupying space in classroom buildings until 
completion of the Carnegie.


The college was asked to provide the same information as were towns; because there was no 
municipality they emphasized their endowment and the solid character of the college trustees, 
"that body being composed of some of the strongest business men in Southern California." 
Carnegie and Bertram may also have been persuaded by the fact that the college library was open 
to the residents of Claremont, which at the time of application was unincorporated. Also, the 
proposed Carnegie location was a public park donated by the town to the college "on condition 
that the college 1 ibrary be free for the town and no other building be placed on it."27


Mills College was granted $20,000 in 1905, and the Margaret Carnegie Library was dedicated 
November 17,1906, its original dedication date of May 5,1906 having been postponed because 
of the earthquake. The building was named for the daughter of Andrew Carnegie. Designed by 
Julia Morgan, it was the only California Carnegie building designed by by that noted architect. 
The senior gift of the Class of 1906 was the Panthenon frieze surrounding the wall of the 
vestibule. Located on a prominent campus site between the administration building and the 
camponile, the building still serves as college library, although considerably expanded by 
addition of a separate wing.


d. "Non-Carnegie" libraries: Other Philanthropists, and Towns that did not build 
Carnegies.


Local library philanthropists predated Carnegie in California, although Carnegie's early 
library giving elsewhere may have influenced the donors' decisions, in Stock ton, two separate 
benefactors, in 1883 and 1891, left money for a library building. The Smiley brothers of 
Redlands were active sponsors of their library even before donating land and funds for a 
building completed in 1898; in 1906 they contributed additional funds for a new wing. The 
family of Truxton Beale in Bakersfield donated a library in his honor in 1899. Some gifts 
more contemporary with Carnegie's California library benefaction were in Marysville, Napa, 
Oroville, Red Bluff, and Modesto. Red Bluff and Modesto both applied for and were offered 
Carnegie funding, but it was declined presumably when the local philanthropy materialized. 
Oroville later applied for Carnegie funding and it was granted.


Other larger cities which did not apply for Carnegie funding include Pasadena and Santa Clara. 
The library association together with the city funded the Pasadena library before 1900. In 
Santa Clara, the matter of starting a library or applying for a Carnegie grant was the subject of
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debate over a period of years, with the newspapers listing names and amounts as other cities 
received grants. It was estimated that Santa Clara would be eligible for $ 10,000. In response, 
the President of the Board of Trustees wrote in his 1902-1903 report:


The Library proposition crops up yearly. It is not considered the proper caper 
by the Board of Trustees to invite Mr. Carnegie to invest his money in a 
library building in Santa Clara when the Town possesses no books to fill the 
shelves.. .But the physical impossibility of raising the amount of money per 
annum which Mr. Carnegie demands, when the provisions of our charter do not 
allow us to levy a tax in excess of three cents for library purposes, presents 
itself. . .At last year's assessment basis, we could ask Mr. Carnegie for an 
appropriation of less than $4,500.. .an amount entirely inadequate.28


A short while later, the Santa Clara News published a telegram purportly from Carnegie:


Editor News, Santa Clara, Cal. I regret that you are unable to raise $ 1000 per 
annum for maintenance of library. I fully realize the great hardship it would be 
for your people were their taxes to be raised ever so little while the prune 
market is so very dull. I would gladly endow the library were it not that this 
would cause jealousy in the other places where ) have established libraries. I 
have been spending sleepless nights trying to think of some way in which the 
library could be maintained without being any or much expense to your citizens. 
Will not some public spirited business man perform the duties of Town 
Treasurer without the salary, leaving the $800 to go towards the support of the 
library. If there is any one in your town looking for a job, he might be appointed 
librarian and receive the $800 for his services. If he had any spare time he 
could act as Town Treasurer also (gratis). This would leave but $200 to be 
raised, which amount might be raised by a high license on the telegraph and 
telephone companies and on dogs. Rather than my plans should be frustrated, if 
you cannot find anyone willing to act as Librarian and Treasurer I would be 
willing to undertake the arduous task myself if you you can find some place for us 
to live until the new hotel is built29
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Benicia is an example of a town which applied for and received the promise of Carnegie funding, 
and then did not use it. Application was in 1903 at the instigation of the Women's Improvement 
Club. The City Trustees voted to provide a 50'xSO' portion of City Hall grounds for the library, 
but a year later decided to submit the issue to the voters. The vote was then postponed until a 
special election to avoid confusion with other city issues on the ballot. The special election 
apparently was never held and it was 1906 before the city formed a free public library, again 
under pressure from the Women's Improvement Club, and 1910 before they provided space for 
itinCityHall.30


It appeared for some time that San Francisco would be among those which did not accept a 
proferred Carnegie offer. In a 1901 handwritten letter from Andrew Carnegie to Mayor James 
Phelan, $750,000 had been offered for a main library and branches. It was 1912 before the 
Board of Supervisors voted to accept the money. The Labor Council, opposed to accepting money 
"tainted" by the Carnegie Steel anti-union reputation, then took the matter to the voters whose 
ratification of acceptance was reported as follows in one publication:


Carnegie's Money is Good


San Francisco, through its Board of Supervisors, has finally announced itself as 
pleased to accept $750,000 of Andrew Carnegie's money for the construction of a 
public library. The board is willing to forego any careful scrutiny of the method 
by which Carnegie accumulated his millions by trust manipulation and under 
paying laborers, if he will only make good his offer of 11 years ago. His wealth 
is not looked upon as loot, and is therefore not so tainted but what San Francisco's 
self-respect does not forbid it to accept the gift.31


e. The Carnegie Correspondence


Review of the correspondence leading to the construction of each of the Carnegies in California 
would contribute a great deal to the understanding of the Carnegie period in California. For most 
libraries there are two forms: (1) Bertram's record of application date, correspondent, and 
grant amount, date, and terms; and (2) the form completed by the city with requested 
information about population, assessed evaluation, and current library facilities if any, 
Unfortunately, the latter form is usually illegible on microfilm. Some correspondents included 
a review for Carnegie's and Bertram's benefit of the town's history or its library history, and a 
picture of current civic expectations, as well as names and signatures of city and library 
officials. The personality of James Bertram emerges as dedicated to Carnegie's principles that 
the library program should operate in a climate of thriftiness and self-reliance, and holding the 
line against the tendency of some civic advocates to oversell their case. The correspondence is 
not always complete and is very difficult to read, but from it can be gleaned many examples that
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typify issues that arose as a city sought a building to provide a permanent home for its library 
and to symbolize its civic and cultural advancement.


Sometimes issues of siting were discussed in the correspondence, but Bertram usually left that 
issue to the cities unless there was a particularly inappropriate location. Most correspondence 
deals with Bertram's efforts to obtain from the cities proper verification regarding provision of 
the site and tax support, and the cities effort to obtain from Bertram an approval for their 
plans, after his careful review of their plans with an eye to eliminating any wasted space with 
the potential for wasted money.


Many cities hoped that Carnegie could be enticed to visit "his library" on a 1910 trip to 
Southern California with his wife and daughter. Santa Barbara and Long Beach are two cities 
they did visit. A common misconception about Carnegie libraries is that all were required to 
advertise the name of Carnegie. No instance of the subject was found in the correspondence 
reviewed. San Diego, Escondido and Imperial are among the several libraries that did bear the 
Carnegie name.


3. The library profession and the roles of women


Both men and women, as members of organizations and as individuals, were instrumental in the 
establishment of the early social libraries in California. Among the many groups involved were 
the international Order of Odd Fellows, temperance groups, YMCA, ministers, formal and 
informal women's groups, and groups of concerned citizens. Masons provided space in their 
lodge rooms for a number of social libraries, and ceremonies conducted by Masons made civic 
occasions of the cornerstone laying of many libraries. When reported in the newspapers, with 
background descriptions of the events preceding the auspicious day, these news stories can 
provide a fascinating if not always totally accurate record of the early library history. Library 
boards of trustees traditionally presented the officiating Masons with silver trowels symbolic of 
the occasion, many of which are on display in Masonic buildings. All of these groups, perhaps 
particularly the IOOF and WCTU, deserve additional study.


Because women appear to have played a more significant part in the support of California 
libraries than was the case in the eastern states, because their primary position changed over 
time from volunteer initiators to trustees and librarians, and because their influence was long 
overlooked, the role of women merits particular attention. Shera and Ditzion, library 
historians writing in the mid 1940's, and from a national perspective, give little credit to 
contributions by women to the library movement. Held, studying the development of public 
libraries in California, and noting the importance of men's organizations, adds that "community 
women's organizations were most often a prime factor in planning and sustaining a library ;"32 
and Mussman believes that women were more influential than acknowledged by Held.33
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a. Development of the library profession


Many early social libraries were staffed by volunteers, but there was considerable variation, 
geographically and over time, in this and other matters including responsibilities and hours of 
library service. Some might be open two hours each week night, others from 2 p.m. till 4 p.m. 
two days a week. A salary of $20 a month was average to generous. Some librarians were 
expected only to shelve the books and sweep the floor, while in other cases retired scholars 
maintained the library with considerable attention to the quality of the collection.


In California, it seems clear that women played a more prominent role in the development of 
libraries than was the case nationally. Libraries were becoming established 1n California at a 
time when women's clubs nationally were taking the initiative in starting and sustaining 
libraries. Members of women's clubs frequently volunteered in the social libraries, and after 
the 1880's the number of women as librarians Increased. Legislation passed in 1901 enabled 
women to serve as library trustees.


A national movement toward the development of the profession of librarianship dates from 1876 
when the US Bureau of Education collected library statistics and published the "monumental 
library compendium" Public Libraries in the United States.54 Library Journal also first 
appeared that year, and a national library conference in Philadelphia, under the leadership of 
Melvil Dewey, resulted in the organization of the American Library Association. The 
organization's 1891 conference was held in San Francisco; out of that meeting grew the 
formation of a Southern California Library Association and, in 1898, the California Library 
Association. Under the presidency of James Gill is from 1906 until 1917, the California 
association played a major role in professional development, especially in education for 
librarians.


Until 1891 the only available professional library training was in the East, such as the school 
in Albany, New York, established by Melvil Dewey. Then the Los Angeles Public Library 
established a program to train its librarians. Intermittent summer programs followed in San 
Francisco, the University of California; a program at San Jose was conducted by the State 
Library. Other libraries started their own, notably that at the Riverside Public Library under 
Joseph Daniels, and the State Library conducted a library school In Sacramento between 1913 
and 1917. The beginning of the School of Library Science at the University of California dates 
from an undergraduate program in 1918, and the graduate program began in 1926.


Later the County librarian became influential in California, and many women were appointed to 
that post. James Gill is' county library concept was effectively promoted by a corps of library 
organizers, all women, who travelled throughout the state, meeting with public and private
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individuals and groups. Testimony to the respect they earned was the number of times boards of 
supervisors asked them to serve as the county librarian, an offer they always declined, 
believing that local librarians could best promote the library once established. Sarah 
McCardle, Fresno County Librarian from 1911 until 1945, was one of the more notable of the 
county librarians.


6111 is' county library effort did not meet with universal approval. One of the most outspoken 
opponents, Riverside's city librarian Joseph Daniels, formed a unique contract arrangement 
through which the Riverside Public Library provided services to the whole county. His distrust 
of the county library program was rooted in his distrust of the Southern Pacific Railroad and 
James Oillis' previous political role with it. Partly through Daniels' efforts, the county 
library law was revised and improved after its first year, but Daniels continued to lobby 
against county organization and for the provision of countywide library service through 
contract with municipal libraries. His work in Riverside, including Riverside's school of 
librarianship, themselves contributed to the advancement of library education and library 
service.


b. Roles of women: initiators of libraries, trustees, and librarians


Musmann in 1982 traced the role of women in founding libraries In 1 H incorporated 
municipalities that had public libraries between 1878 and 1910 and found that women 
established antecedent social libraries in 63.44$ of those cities. Men and women working 
together accounted for another 15£. These social libraries included reading rooms and social 
libraries established by the WCTU, women's clubs, or an individual woman. She also concluded 
that the goal of the libraries was primarily to influence moral values and to control social 
behavlor.35 rjfthe 1 H communities In Musmann's study, seventy obtained Carnegie libraries, 
and women established antecedent social libraries in 65.71 %. Men and women working together 
accounted for another 12.858. Additional evidence of women's efforts in establishing libraries 
was gathered In this survey of California's historic Carnegie libraries. However, calculated on 
the basis of all 142 public libraries, it appears that approximately 42% of the pre-Carnegie 
libraries were established at least in part by women or women's groups.


In her 1989 study of eighty-five Carnegies nationwide, Van Slyck also noted the significant role 
of women. She found many instances of women establishing libraries and promoting application 
for Carnegie funding, and she pursued the subject further in a paper given at a 1989 meeting of 
the Vernacular Architecture Forum. In this work she concluded that women participating in the 
women's club movement, and carrying that activity into the establishment of libraries, did not 
do so with any intention of challenging the status quo. Rather, they created a harmonious setting 
in line with women's role to nurture and educate. Van Slyck attributes the acceptance of 
inadequate temporary quarters for the library as indicative of women's unwillingness to engage
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in more than the laoyiike fundraising which yielded money sufficient for maintenance but not 
sufficient to provide a building. 36


Women's efforts to establish libraries were usually expressed in terms of social and moral 
issues, often through the temperance movement, but self-improvement was also a frequent goal 
of the women's clubs. The meetings of many clubs featured essays by the members, 
necessitating a good 1 ibrary.


Women also served as trustees and as librarians. Responses to the Carnegie survey provided 
numerous examples of women as trustees of early libraries in towns including San Jose, Long 
Beach, and Lincoln. The 1907 library board for the new East San Jose Public Library was 
composed entirely of women, and all but one were wives of the several men who had brought 
about incorporation. I n the same year in Long Beach, three women who as trustees had worked 
in behalf of the Carnegie library found that after Long Beach changed from its previous sixth 
class city government to become a new charter city, only qualified electors could serve as 
trustees; though ineligible, the women continued their efforts in behalf of the library, in 
Lincoln, the librarian was also a member of the board of trustees and was a prime mover in 
obtaining Carnegie funding. Outside opinion was sought as to the legality of serving as both 
librarian and trustee, with the response that one role or the other should be selected. The dual 
service continued for many years, however, apparently without further challenge.


By the Carnegie years, many women were working in libraries, and a few had professional 
training. Two examples from Sonoma County are not atypical. I n 1884 Santa Rosa trustees 
appointed their first woman to serve as librarian, and upon her retirement in 1890 they 
appointed Bertha Kumli, Sonoma County's first professional librarian. After seeing the new 
Carnegie library to completion in 1904, Miss Kumli hosted a State Library Association meeting 
there, and the next year took a leave of absence to catalog at the State Library. Subsequently she 
joined the State Library permanently as a public library organizer, and her name appeared 
frequently in Eddy's and Henshall's accounts of small town library formation until she became 
Kern County's first county librarian.


in another Sonoma County town, Healdsburg, "Miss Provines" was appointed librarian in 1905 
and Miss Frances Provines was her assistant and substitute. When Frances resigned in 1907, 
Miss Mary Provines was appointed. In 1909 Mary was given a leave of absence to attend the 
State Library Class in Sacramento and Miss Eloise Provines was appointed. When Mary 
resigned later that same year, however, Miss Zoe Bates was appointed to replace her.37 fiery 
Provines later served as head of the catalog department at Fresno County. Cornelia Provines, 
probably related but at some distance, was the long-time head of the Sacramento County library.
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4. Summary


The California Carnegie libraries are notable buildings In their communities, often the only 
civic building of the period, sometimes the only civic building. Many are noted for their 
architecture, craftsmanship, or the renown of the architect. Even more significant is their 
social history. The product of a remarkably short period of development, libraries profited 
from the commitment of individuals and groups, who sought both to counter potentially negative 
influences in the newly settled communities and to provide for themselves the benefits to be 
derived from a shared collection of books and a place to read them. Even after municipalities 
assumed responsibility for the collection, in nearly all cases a satisfactory long-term location 
was elusive. The libraries' plight fortuitously intersected with the philanthropy of Andrew 
Carnegie to construct buildings for publicly supported libraries, "Free to All." He advocated 
the library as the epitome of his self-help philosophy and, after endowing several, required the 
city's official commitment in the provision of a site and a prescribed level of tax support. The 
effort of individuals and groups in the community has continued during and after the Carnegie 
period to be the vital factor in sustaining that public commitment. Now, the age of those 
Carnegie libraries, their unique public architecture, and their local and regional history 
combine to focus attention on the extant Carnegie buildings, individually and as a group, and to 
highlight the need for more in-depth study of these valuable examples of community history.
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F. Associated Property Types


I. NAME OF PROPERTY TYPE: California Carnegie Library Buildings


II. DESCRIPTION


A variety of factors tended to create some uniformity of design among Carnegie library 
buildings. However, their diversity of geographical location, cost, and date combine to 
suggest that the commonly held assumption, "All Carnegie libraries look just alike," is an 
exaggeration. The period of Carnegie funding followed soon after the Chicago Columbian 
Exposition of 1893, which had captured the national imagination. The promise of a "free" 
public building in the community provided an opportunity to demonstrate civic pride and 
cultural sophistication and, not least, to equal or outdo neighboring towns in the elegance of 
the new library.


In California, the Carnegie Library period began in 1899 when grants were offered to 
Oakland, San Diego, and Alameda for buildings which were constructed in 1901 and 1902. 
The last grants were offered in 1917, but in many cases planning was not begun until after 
the war, and the last building was not completed until 1921.


In the earlier years of the program, funding was freer and oversight minimal; 
municipalities were able to indulge their civic pride with more elaborate buildings. 
Gradually, application procedures were formalized. After 1907, municipalities were 
required to submit architects' plans for approval before funds were released and, beginning 
in 1911, cities were sent copies of "Notes on the Erection of Library Bildings"* with 
suggested floor plans, stressing principles of practicality and efficiency.


Population growth, as well as California's pioneering 1909 county library legislation, 
resulted in an Increased number of applications for libraries In smaller cities, and for city 
and county branch libraries. Later, applications were accepted from rural areas which 
organized as union high school library districts, and district libraries. As funding amounts 
were based on population, many of the later grants were smaller. Through 1907, the 
average California grant was $ 16,666; of forty-two libraries funded, only three received


* The spe/tingof "Bi/dings" is an example of the simplified spelling favored by Andrew 
Carnegie and used in much of the Carnegie correspondence. "Notes "are attached as 
AppendixB.
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less than $ 10,000. After 1908 the average grant was $ 13,478; ninety-two libraries 
were constructed and thirty-two received less than $ \ 0,000.1 Generally simpler styles 
resulted.


In California, the following styles were represented by one or more Carnegie library 
buildings: Richardsonian Romanesque, Colonial Revival, Tudor Revival, Classical Revival, 
Mission/Spanish Colonial, Italian Renaissance, and Bungalow/Craftsman. Classical Revival 
was the predominant style. Three buildings will be discussed under "Other." Aspects 
related to the buildings as a group, such as current use, architects, interiors, additional 
funding, alterations, and future prospects, are also discussed.


1. Richardsonian Romanesque


Six California Carnegie libraries exemplified the Romanesque in that they were round 
arched, of rock-faced masonry, with lintels and other structural features emphasized by 
use of a variety of stone, combined with a simplicity of form. Both arched and straight 
topped windows are found, divided into rectangular lights by stone mullions and transoms. 
Towers, arches or lintels supported by colonnettes, ribbon windows and wheel windows are 
also frequent.


These buildings were all constructed between 1904 and 1907: Santa Cruz and Santa Rosa, 
constructed in 1904 with grants of $20,000 each, are no longer standing. Hanford, 
constructed in 1905 with a $ 12,500 grant, represents this group on the National Register 
of Historic Places. San Luis Obispo, and Chico, also constructed in 1905, and Nevada City 
in 1907, all received $ 10,000 Carnegie grants. Four are extant.


Hanford, San Luis Obispo, and Nevada City buildings exhibit the significant characteristics 
of the Richardsonian Romanesque. In each the style has been executed with notable 
craftsmanship, and their integrity has been maintained through the years. They are 
relatively simple and compact, and convey the weight and massiveness of the Romanesque in 
a building of smaller scale. Except for differences imposed by the two sites, Nevada City is 
almost a mirror image of San Luis Obispo as it was prior to an entrance portico addition of 
1910. The San Luis Obispo building is constructed of locally quarried granite and 
sandstone. Nevada City is faced with man-made concrete blocks, while the foundation, 
arches, lintels, corners, and spaces between the windows are emphasized by blocks with 
the rough finish of cut granite.


In 1939 the Chico Carnegie was drastically remodelled and may now be considered an 
example of Mediterranean Revival. The integrity of the "new" Chico Carnegie has been 
maintained for more than fifty years.
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During the short time that Richardson designed In the Romanesque style, between 1872 and 
his death In 1886, his contributions were numerous and influential. Harold Kirker, in 
California's Architectural Frontier. paraphrased the 1888 inaugural address of the new 
president of the San Francisco chapter of the AIA, to the effect that Richardson restored 
"integrity of materials and perfected a unified style system into which every building need 
could be harmoniously fitted." 2


Especially in the East, there was significant identification of the style with library 
buildings. Its association with Carnegies began as early as the 1886 invitational 
competition for the Allegheny City library. Several of the entrant architects had been 
connected with Richardson and the winning design was Richardsonian.


Three of the California Carnegie buildings constructed In the Richardsonian Romanesque 
style were among the works of W.H. Weeks, who later became more strongly associated 
with Classical Revival buildings. Stone & Smith, architects for Chico, and McDougall, 
architect of Hanford, each designed additional Carnegies in the Classical and Spanish Revival 
styles, while the Santa Rosa building was E.M. Hoen's sole Carnegie.


The 1939 Chico Carnegie remodelling was under the direction of Louis Brouchoud of Story 
& Brouchoud, well known in Chico both for his local buildings and his use of decorative tile. 
Reoriented and simplified, its tower and portico removed and tile roof and decorative tile 
added, it provides a unique example of an adaptation from the Romanesque. It is located in 
the downtown area, a few blocks from the Chico State University campus.


The other extant examples are similarly located. The Hanford Carnegie is surrounded by 
historic civic buildings in that city's large Courthouse Square park. San Luis Obispo also 
downtown, is adjacent to the Mission, Surrounded by the Victorian, Mission, and Spanish 
architecture that characterize that city, it is notable for its use of colorful local stone. 
The Nevada City Carnegie Is located next to the County Courthouse and the old Searls 
Historical Museum, just a block from the historic downtown.


2. Colonial Revival


Just one California Carnegie represents Georgian Revival architecture, with its strictly 
symmetrical facades, rectangular plan, and minimum of minor projections. Roofs are 
generally hipped, double pitched, or gambrel, but gables are also present. Tall, one story, 
and symmetrical, Oakland's Golden Gate branch has a central traditional Georgian
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entrance, a gable roof with stepped gable ends, and a cupola. Constructed in 1918 for 
$35,000 as part of a grant obtained for four branch libraries in Oakland, it is essentially 
unaltered.


Oakland had been a California pioneer in locating branch libraries in the neighborhoods, 
but branches of municipal libraries, without their own buildings, were as subject to 
frequent moves as had been the earlier social libraries. In 1914, Oakland city librarian 
Charles Oreene requested Carnegie funds for branches; $ 140,000 was granted. 
Constructed in 1918, the Golden Gate branch was the fourth of four built under that grant. 
It and the third branch, Alden, were located in what were then working class 
neighborhoods, characterized as homes of clerks, laborers, and mechanics. In contrast, the 
first two, Melrose and 23rd Avenue, were designated for the developing new middle class 
areas east of Lake Merr itt.3 Both Golden Gate and Alden were designed by Donovan & 
Dickey, who had designed Oakland's 23rd Avenue Branch the year before. I n Golden Gate's 
neighborhood, commercial now outweighs residential. All four branches represent a 
significant community presence, and the buildings themselves are unique public 
structures.


3. Tudor Revival


The fanciful "Old English" style, characterized by leaded wlndowpanes, exposed timbers, 
sloping roof, and asymmetrical design, was more typical of residences than public 
buildings. Landscaping was usually a contributing factor. There were two Carnegie 
examples. No longer extant, the Hollywood Carnegie, constructed in 1906 with a $ 10,000 
grant, resembled a rose covered cottage in its garden setting.


The remaining example, Oakland's Alden Branch (now the Temescal Branch), is less 
clearly Tudor and identifies itself more surely as a civic building. Its asymmetrical L- 
shape, under a steep gable roof with a tall, angled, many-windowed bay, and a double row of 
eight windows, contribute to its romanticism. Although one story over a raised basement, 
it is small in scale. The building is faced in brick; there are no exposed timbers. 
Windowpanes are not leaded. There have been no significant alterations.


The Alden branch, constructed In 1918, was the third of the four Oakland branches 
constructed with a grant that provided $35,000 for each . The Alden Branch neighborhood 
is still a working class residential area with a variety of commercial uses, where the 
library Is still a significant public structure.
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4. Italian Renaissance


Elements of the Second Renaissance Revival were used in larger-scale buildings, often faced 
with stone or marble, with emphasis on simplicity and order. California Carnegie 
libraries exemplifying the Italian Renaissance are generally urban, more sophisticated, 
often built adjacent to the street.


Numbering nine, they are the main libraries of Oakland, Sacramento, and San Francisco; 
San Francisco branch libraries in the Mission, Golden Gate Valley and Chinatown; and Los 
Angeles branch libraries in Cahuenga, Lincoln Heights, and Vermont Square. Oakland Main 
is already listed on the National Register; Los Angeles branches are included in the 
Multiple Property National Register listing of the Los Angeles branch libraries.


Of this group, all are extant and all are important civic buildings in their urban areas. All 
but Oakland were built between 1913 and 1920, and all are among the more expensive of 
the extant California Carnegles. Oakland was built in 1902 with a $50,000 grant; 
Sacramento received $ 100,000; San Francisco Main used about half of San Francisco's 
$750,000, The San Francisco branches averaged about $53,000 and the Los Angeles 
branches averaged about $35,000 The group is characterized by the elegance and 
simplicity of their classical detailing, and use of stone and terra cotta, with the branches 
reflecting the same qualities on a somewhat smaller scale. Important local architects 
designed the buildings.


All are basically unaltered. However, Oakland was damaged in the October, 1989, 
earthquake and has not reopened. The Sacramento main library is currently undergoing a 
major renovation and expansion. Of the San Francisco libraries in this group, only the 
main library was seriously affected in the recent earthquake. San Francisco and Los 
Angeles branches are expected to soon undergo renovation and restructuring to meet 
seismic codes.


A significant, national example of the Italian Renaissance style, the Boston Public Library, 
designed by McKim, Mead & White near the end of the nineteenth century, may have 
influenced its use in the major urban California Carnegie libraries. San Francisco Main 
was an important structure in the plan for the civic plaza and reflects the influence of the 
City Beautiful movement. The use of the Renaissance style in the smaller but elegantly 
styled branches carried civic and cultural pride to the neighborhoods.


The branches are also important in that they represent the commitment of Andrew Carnegie 
himself to branch libraries and small local libraries. In offering to build a main library 
and branches in San Francisco, Carnegie wrote to Mayor James Phelan that one half of the 
money should be for the branches and one half for the central library, then added
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parenthetically, "no more, I think less."4 Years later, when San Francisco wanted to divert 
more money to the main library, Carnegie stated in another letter to Phelan, then on the 
library Board of Trustees, that large cities could finance their central libraries and that 
his commitment was to "bringing books close to the homes of the people. "5


5. Mission/Spanish Colonial Revival and Mediterranean Revival


Many California Carnegies reflect Spanish and Mission Influences: arches, usually 
semicircular, sometimes segmental, without moldings; tiled roofs, low pitched, hipped or 
gable with curvilinear gable ends, or behind parapets; walls plastered, and usually smooth. 
Frequently there are balconies, towers, or turrets, capped by domes or tiled pyramid 
roofs; less frequently, there is sculptural ornament.


However, relatively few California Carnegies are true examples of either style, fewer of 
the Spanish Colonial than the Mission. In more cases, Spanish or Mission details are 
mixed with Classical elements. Of those here classified as Mission and Spanish Colonial, 
fourteen are extant and thirteen are no longer standing. This group spans the period from 
1902 to 1918. Grant amounts range from $2,500 to $50,000, with the majority built 
with grants of $ 10,000. The $50,000 grant to Santa Barbara met only half the cost of 
construction and was matched with city funds.


Riverside, Santa Ana, and Hayward, constructed in 1902, 1903, and 1906 and all since 
demolished, incorporated towers with domed and pyramidoidal roofs, balconies, arches, and 
curvilinear gable ends, and were much more exuberant representatives of Mission style 
than any that remain.


The extant buildings most clearly Mission in style are Woodland, St. Helena, Monterey, and 
Eagle Rock, constructed in 1905, 1908, 1911, and 1915, respectively. Woodland is 
symmetrical with projecting portico and curvilinear parapets, while St. Helena Is 
asymmetrical with several curvilinear gable ends with arched windows and a generous 
arched entrance. Both Woodland and St. Helena Carnegies are on the National Register. 
Eagle Rock, with Its modified curvilinear gable, is included as part of the Los Angeles 
Branch Library multiple property listing. The Monterey Carnegie is symmetrical, with a 
low hipped roof, curvilinear central element with quadrifoil above the entrance. The Santa 
Barbara Carnegie, constructed in 1917 and several times remodelled, more closely 
exemplifies the Spanish Revival.


Extant Carnegies incorporating Classical detail with Mission and Spanish elements are 
Mills College, Pacific Grove, Dixon, Corning, San Anselmo, Exeter, Oakland/23rd Street, 
Oakdale, and Calexico. These are all symmetrical and faced with plaster or stucco; most
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have or had tile roofs, either gable or hipped; arches are used In entrances or windows; 
tile or other decorative material Is used to suggest Mission style. Mills Is the oldest of this 
group , constructed in 1 905 ; construction dates of the others cover the years from 1 908 
(Pacific Grove) to 1918 (Calexlco).


A slightly larger group with these same characteristics Is no longer standing: Los Gatos, 
Palo Alto, Vlsalla, Selma, Fullerton, Portervllle, Coallnga, Inglewood, Chula Vista, and 
Concord, with construction dates from 1903 (Los Gatos) to 191 8 (Concord).


Also Incorporating some Mission elements are thirteen buildings ( nine extant) to be 
discussed under "Classical Revival, Type C," in an application of the classification devised 
by Abigail Van Slyck in her 1 989 UC Berkeley Ph.D. dissertation, "Free to All: Carnegie 
Libraries and the Transformation of American Culture, 1 886- 1917."


The Mission style was a significant California statement, an indigenous style to counter the 
domination of Eastern influences, strongly advocated by Lummls and Polk before the turn of 
the century. Whiffen associates the Spanish Colonial Revival with the work of Goodhue at 
the 1 9 1 5 Panama-California Exposition in San Diego, noting that it takes its themes more 
directly from the Spanish influence in Mexico.6


Mediterranean Revival is represented by two early libraries that now exemplify this style, 
following extensive remodelling. Re-design of both the 1 905 Romanesque Chico in 1 939 
and the 1 908 Classical Revival South Pasadena in 1 930 was planned by well known 
architects and the resulting buildings have long been important community structures.


6. B unqalow/Craftsman


Buildings here described share with bungalows their Craftsman detailing, often present in 
the projecting rafters and wood columns, as well as their affinity for a milder climate and 
informal life style, their lower cost and smaller scale. Four Bungalow/Craftsman Carnegie 
libraries were constructed in California, all small , low, one story frame buildings; three 
are extant. Yolo and Riverbank are examples of Craftsman detailing in rafters, window 
trim , porch columns, and, in the case of Riverbank , window boxes. Orosi features the use 
of random stone In a fireplace. None has been significantly altered. Santa Cruz/Eastside, 
no longer extant, and Yolo, were designed by W.H. Weeks, and were almost exact duplicates. 
Each was constructed with a $3 ,000 grant , Yolo in 1 9 1 8 and the other three in 1 92 1 .


These buildings are significant because the Bungalow and Craftsman styles are rarely 
associated with civic buildings. Also, they reflect Carnegie's support for branch libraries. 
Santa Cruz/Eastside was a branch of a municipal library. Yolo, Riverbank , and Orosi are
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county branches, products of the statewide program to bring service to California's small 
rural communities. The establishment of a county library system , and the achieving of a 
branch in a given rural locality, were processes that involved extensive grass roots 
organizing and intense community participation.


7. Classical Revival


The Classical Revival style as represented in California Carnegie library buildings 
achieves a monumental effect, but in most cases the buildings are surprisingly small. 
Their size may be a reflection of the community's population, and therefore the size of the 
grant it received, while their classicism displays its cultural achievement. Symmetrical, 
with few angles or projections, their roof lines are generally level, or slightly hipped, and 
mostly unadorned. Greek orders are used more than Roman, and pedimented porticoes are 
frequent. Beaux Arts paired columns appear only in San Francisco Main.


Not all of the California Carnegie library examples can be said to incorporate "fine 
materials" more generally associated with Classical Revival. Perhaps these are among the 
reasons that the Carnegie libraries are seldom listed in area architectural guides. The 
small buildings may have been considered more parochial and imitative, and many are 
designed by less generally well known architects, notwithstanding their considerable local 
reputations at the time.


Llntelled windows and doorways are frequent among the Classical Revival Carnegles, but 
many have incorporated round arched windows; those buildings are listed here as "Classical 
Revival CO," again referring to Van Slyck's classification. While smooth or polished stone 
surfaces are frequent, brick and, later, concrete and plaster were used in many of the 
California buildings.


In her nationwide study, Van Slyck concluded that similar designs were used in many 
communities because local trustees lacked confidence in their own ability to deal with the
architect, and so chose to copy designs they admired in other cities.? In California there do 
not seem to have been as many instances of nearby towns having similar libraries as 
perhaps was the case elsewhere, though there was considerable competition to achieve the 
superior building. The hardest problem faced by the communities was to get a building they 
wanted within the funds allocated. The choice of Classical Revival may have been a "safe" 
choice on both counts. The influence of the City Beautiful was widespread and easily 
recognized.


Many attribute the symmetry of a majority of Carnegies to the library planning imposed by 
Carnegie secretary James Bertram. The first three of the six floor plans in "Notes on the
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Erection of Library Bildings" are symmetrical, and the fourth is symmetrically oriented 
around a corner door, and the fifth and sixth are asymmetical. Few California Carnegies 
were built along the lines of the latter three plans. Although the "Notes" specifically 
address the smaller library, Bertram focused on the efficiency of plans for the largest as 
well as the smallest of library buildings. He seldom commented on the exterior 
appearance, but gave as much attention to the arrangements for stairs, restrooms, and 
boiler rooms, as he did to the space for books and location of the librarian's desk.


Perhaps because of the guidelines, Van Slyck concluded that "aside from a handful of unique 
designs, the majority of Carnegie libraries fall into one of three compositional categories, 
or their closely related variations. In all three, the buildings are symmetrical... with a 
dominant central motif giving them all an overall A-B-A rhythm. What distinguishes one 
category from another is the treatment of the central element."8 Her categories:


Type A: "The central pavilion is modeled on a Roman triumphal arch, that is, four 
or five columns (either free-standing or engaged) serve to subdivide the central 
pavilion into three bays, and at the same time support an entablature and attic. San 
Diego, California, built such a library in 1899, as did Taunton, Massachusetts, in 
1902, both evidently seeking to emulate the non-Carnegie New York Public 
Library which had such an entrance pavilion and which was under construction in 
those years. In one variation of this type, the central pavilion maintained its 
tripartite composition, but instead of stepping forward from the lateral wings, was 
subsumed within the mass of the building.. .Another variation.. .the central 
pavilion stepped forward, but lost its tripartite composition and did not rise higher 
than the roof line of the lateral wing."


Type B: "The central pavilion was dominated by a temple front, that is, with a 
triangular pediment above the entablature. Here, there were even more variations 
than there were in the first category. [Some] temple fronted libraries.. .had 
centrally placed domes, although this was a practice condemned by Bertram as an 
extravagance, and which did not continue past 1908 when Bertram began approving 
plans. Whether they had domes or not, temple fronted libraries could have either 
four or more free-standing columns,.. .four or more engaged columns,... two or 
more free-standing columns in antis,... or two or more engaged columns in antis. 
. .As in the first category, the central pavilion could step out in front of the building 
or it could be subsumed within it.. .in a less common variation on this theme, the 
entablature and pediment were not supported by columns at all, but either by piers 
or with an arched opening."
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Type C: "The central element can hardly be called a pavilion at all. Instead it is 
more correctly a three-dimensional door frame which extends forward from the 
flat plane of the rectangular building, and which does not break the roof line.. .It 
was a style that easily accommodated a variety of stylistic vocabulary... Colonial 
Revival.. .Mission Revival.. image of the Tudor.. .What is more, it became 
increasingly popular in later years, as recipient towns found rising material costs 
undercutting the buying power of their Carnegie grants."


In Van Slyck's system, the remaining styles are grouped into one category:


Type D: "Those buildings that fit none of the three main categories, and accounted 
for less than 10 percent of the buildings in the sample.


Examples of Type D are discussed above under Romanesque, Colonial Revival, Tudor, Italian 
Renaissance, Mission/Spanish Colonial Revival, Bungalow/Craftsman, and, later, under 
"Other."


Following is an application of Van Slyck's Classical Revival compositional categories to 
California Carnegie buildings.


Classical Revival Type A (Triumphal Arch)


California examples of Type A (triumphal arch) span the state's Carnegie history from the 
first year (San Diego, completed in 1901) to the last (San Francisco/Presidio, one of the 
four Carnegie libraries completed in 1921.) However .fewer were constructed in the 
later years. This group is not represented on the National Register for Historic Places. 
Twenty-four California Carnegies were constructed in this style. Eight were constructed 
prior to 1908 when Bertram initiated his plan review, and none of these remain. Extant 
are seven representatives of the style and two that have been drastically remodelled.


Those no longer standing, in chronological order of construction, are San Diego, Pomona, 
San Jose, San Bernardino, Fresno, Tulare, Watsonville, Monrovia, Long Beach, San 
Leandro, National City, Glendale, Los Angeles Arroyo Seco and Vernon, and East San Diego. 
San Jose and San Bernardino, and perhaps others, were domed. The earliest of this group 
to be demolished was San Diego in 1952, and the 1950's saw the largest share of these 
buildings destroyed. These were usually substantial buildings. The smallest Carnegie grant 
among them was $ 10,000, received by only four. San Diego received $60,000, San Jose 
$50,000, Fresno and Long Beach $30,000, and Pomona $ 15,000. By contrast, among 
those extant, San Rafael received the largest Individual grant, $25,000, and five received 
$10,000.
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Extent representatives of Type A are San Rafael, South Pasadena, El Centre, Hoi lister, 
Upland, Grass Valley, Oakland/Melrose, South San Francisco, and San Francisco/Presidio. 
All except the Presidio Branch are judged in fairly good condition. Some have been altered 
to provide additional 1 ibrary space or to meet subsequent uses. Grass Valley, 
Oakland/Melrose, and San Francisco/Presidio are essentially unaltered. El Centro was 
substantially altered due to earthquake repair as well as expansion. South Pasadena has 
been expanded and restored several times and few if any elements of the Carnegie remain.


Classical Revival Type B (Greek Temple)


Type B (Greek temple) California Carnegies were built between 1902 and 1915. This 
group is represented on the National Register by Alameda, Colton, Eureka, Gilroy, 
Healdsburg, Oxnard, and Petaluma. Fifteen are no longer standing: Santa Monica, Yallejo, 
Covina, San Pedro, Ontario, Corona, Whittier, Orange, imperial, Salinas, Santa Marina, 
Azusa, Escondldo, Hemet, and Watts. Santa Monica and San Pedro, along with the extant 
Eureka, featured domes. As a group these buildings received smaller grants than the Type 
A and were generally smaller. Top amounts were received by extant Alameda ($35,000), 
and Eureka and Vallejo ( $20,000); then various lesser amounts down to $ 10,000, 
received by twenty-one communities; and four grants for less than $ 10,000, the least 
being East San Jose's $7,000. In 1978 the Corona building, which had been on the 
National Register, was demolished; no California Carnegie has been lost since that date.


The twenty-one extant public library representatives of this group range from medium 
sized to small, with probably Alameda the largest and Lincoln the smallest. Alameda, 
Eureka, Petaluma, Colusa, Pomona College, Colton, Auburn, Gilroy, Healdsburg, Lompoc, 
Willows, Livermore, Oroville, Roseville, and Vacaville are essentially unaltered, though 
several have been renovated and interior adjustments made to accommodate new uses. 
Major extensions to Oxnard, Lodi, and Richmond have been carefully incorporated in terms 
of style and materials. A small addition to the rear of Paso Robles was also well integrated. 
In both East San Jose and Beaumont, separate buildings, simple in style, were constructed 
and then connected to the original building. A mansard roof was added to both the old and 
new sections of the Beaumont library, and the portico significantly altered. Their space 
needs seem to be fairly satisfactorily met at this time, but Vacaville, privately owned and 
currently vacant, seems potentially endangered.







NPS Form 10-900* OMB Approval No. 10244018 
(M«)


United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service


National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet
CALIFORNIA CARNEGIE LIBRARIES 


Section number F Page 12


Classical Revival TvpeC


As described by Van Slyck, the type lends itself to incorporation of elements of other styles, 
in California, the type can be divided into (1) the more purely classical, (2) those 
Incorporating Mission elements, and (3) other. Possibly those few buildings listed as 
Tudor and Colonial Revival could have been included under Type C. In many cases the line 
was very thin between classification as Classical Revival Type C with Mission elements, or 
as Mission/Spanish Colonial Revival with classical elements.


The Anaheim Carnegie building represents Type C on the National Register. Thirty-two 
buildings are included in this group and twenty-three are extant. Reasons for the high 
survival rate of this type are ambiguous. They are generally more modest buildings, as 
reflected in their size, cost, and materials. Regarded as a whole, the group spans 
approximately the same time as the previous groups, 1903 to 1921. However only three 
of the libraries were constructed prior to 1908 when Carnegie Corporation secretary 
James Bertram instituted more careful scrutiny of library plans. Berkeley and the 
metropolitan library branches, all at approximately $40,000, are unusual in having 
received substantial grants. Seventeen grants were less than $ 10,000, and the least was 
$2500. Berkeley was demolished in 1929, the first California Carnegie to be lost. Most 
of the other destructions occurred about equally through the 1960's and 1970's.


Examples of Type C that are more strictly Classical, without extensive incorporation of 
elements from other styles, total sixteen with twelve extant. Symmetry and a central 
entrance element, projecting, but lower than the roof line, or recessed, characterize the 
group, with an assortment of segmented pediments, columns, pilasters and parapets. 
Redwood City is the only one of the group built prior to 1908. With the exception of two 
metropolitan branches, Santa Monica/Ocean Park at $ 12,500 received the largest grant; 
below that were five grants of $ 10,000; the remainder range from $2,500 to $8,000. No 
longer standing are Redwood City, San Mateo, Huntington Beach, and Sebastopol.


The extant examples of the type are Ferndale, Mill Valley, Sonoma, Will its, Yreka, Antioch, 
San Francisco's Noe Valley and Sunset branches, Santa Monica/Ocean Park, Bayliss, 
Newman.andAlturas. All are in good condition. Yreka, Ferndale, and Santa Monica/Ocean 
Park have been expanded. Alturas has been substantially altered, inside and out, and now 
more closely resembles the Moderne style. Others are unaltered; none seems unduly 
threatened.


Also in this category, although less clearly Classical, are three other Carnegies, of which 
two are extant. Redding, constructed in 1903, was asymmetrical and somewhat Classical 
with an arched loggia and tall parapet; it was destroyed in 1961. Lakeport and Ukiah are
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both symmetrical, simple and dignified. Ukiah has also been described as "Prairie" and 
"Modern." Each was constructed with an $8,000 grant, Ukiah in 1914 and Lakeport in 
1917.


Examples of Type C with Mission elements total thirteen, with nine extant. Symmetry and 
a central entrance element, projecting or recessed but lower than the roof line, 
characterize the group; arched and tile openings, tile roofs, hipped or gable rooflines, 
curvilinear gable ends, wide arched windows, are variously present. All, with the 
exception of Berkeley, were constructed after 1908. Those which have been demolished 
are Berkeley, Sanger. Dinuba, and Los Angeles/Boyle Heights. Extant examples are 
Anaheim, Lincoln, Santa Cruz/Gar field and Santa Cruz/Seabright, San 
Francisco/Richmond, Turlock, Gridley, Orland, and Patterson. Excepting the metropolitan 
branch, this group is bracketed by Anaheim and Turlock with grants of $ 10,000, and the 
Santa Cruz branches and Patterson at $3000. However, the amount of the grant is not 
always the cost of the library, as will be discussed later; Patterson is a notable example, as 
that community raised an additional $8000 to construct their library. All are in good 
condition, and, with the exception of Santa Cruz/Seabright, are essentially unaltered.


8. Other Styles


Three Carnegie buildings at Biggs, Clovis, and Walnut Creek, do not exemplify a particular 
style but demonstrate considerable craftsmanship and community effort. The extant 
examples, Biggs and Clovis, are important community buildings.


The Biggs Carnegie, small, brick, one story over a raised basement, is almost a cube under 
a low hipped roof. An original recessed front porch extending across the front of the 
building is now two-thirds glassed in; the remaining one-third remains a recessed porch. 
Notable for its brick craftsmanship, it was constructed with a $5,000 grant in 1908, a 
small amount for that period, but large considering that its population was less than 500.


The Clovis Carnegie, built in 1915 with a $7,000 grant, is stucco, under a low hipped 
roof, with a projecting central entrance also under a hipped roof. It has been remodelled 
after a concerted community effort, and the projecting entrance altered somewhat.


The Walnut Creek building, demolished in 1961, was a one story stucco structure having 
two wings placed at an angle with an entrance between, each with Its own gable. It was a 
product of the county library system; grants of $2,500 each for Walnut Creek, Antioch 
and Concord, all then small Contra Costa communities, represented the cooperative effort of 
the county Board of Supervisors, the town, and the townspeople. .
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In Appendix A, three Classical Revival buildings have been listed as "Classical 
Revival/Other," to indicate that alterations have substantially changed their character. 
Alturas was remodelled to a version of the Moderne style by a private owner for its new use 
as an office building. A mansard roof was added to Beaumont. El Centro was "wrapped in 
steel bands" following earthquake damage and then plastered over, then a new wing was 
constructed adjacent to it. All are extant.


9. Summary


Using Van Slyck's classifications, the California Carnegies may be summarized as follows:


Summary of California Carneoies. Van Slyck classifications


* of Buildings % of 144 * Extant % Extant in Type
Type A (triumphal arch) 24 16.67 9 37.50
Type B Oreek temple) 36 25.00 21 58.33
TypeC (Simplifiedclassical) 32 22.22 23 71.88
TypeD* (All other) 52 56.11 3! 65.38


144 100.00 87


*D Romanesque 6 4.17 4 66.67
Colonial Revival 1 .69 1 100.00
Tudor Revival 2 1.39 1 50.00
Italian Renaissance 9 6.25 9 100.00
Mission/Spanish 27 18.75 13 51.85
Bungalow/Craftsman 4 2.78 3 75.00
Other 3 2.08 2. 66.67


	52 36.11 34


As noted earlier, the line was very thin between classification as Classical Revival Type C 
with Mission elements, as opposed to Mission/Spanish Colonial Revival with Classical 
elements. Following, the numbers are re-grouped. Buildings with Mission elements are 
removed from Classical Revival Type C, Mission Revival Is removed from Type D, and the
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two are combined. The new "Mission" group totals forty, with twenty-three extant, a 
somewhat higher rate of survival than the Mission/Spanish group alone, but lower than 
Type C considered as a whole.


A + B (Classical)
C (Classical only)
C with Mission + D Mission
Other D


 * of Buildings 
60 
19
40


144


8 of 144
41.67
13.19
27.78
17.56


100.00


* Extant
30
14
23
2SL
87


Extant in Type 
50.00 
73.68 
57.50 
80.00


Also, examining classical alone:


 * of Buildings % of 144 * Extant
A + B + C 92 63.89 53
A + B + C (Classical only) 79 54.86 44


% Extant in Type 
57.61 
55.60


The predominance of the Classical Revival among Carnegie library buildings may be traced 
to nationwide enthusiasm for the City Beautiful movement. Inspired by Daniel Burnham 
and his design for the 1893 Columbian Exposition in Chicago, architects and fairgoers 
brought the City Beautiful to all parts of the country. "Grand in scale, monumental, 
symmetrical, luxuriously appointed, with a broad and richly pictorial vocabulary of 
Classical ornament, fts mode was noble, for it was the architecture of a society that sought 
reform, progress perfection."9 It lent itself to "civic monuments," including libraries. 
Van Slyck studied a sample of 85 Carnegie libraries in towns and cities nationwide which 
received a Carnegie grant for a single building. She identified buildings in each category, 
and then grouped them before and after 1908, the year when Bertram began requiring that 
plans be submitted.


Van Slvck's Sample of 85 libraries 
Type A (triumphal arch) 
TypeB (temple front) 
TypeC (simplified) 
TypeD


1899-1917
22.48 
48.38 


20* 
9.4$


1899-1907
22.6% 
53.28 
14.5* 
9.78


1908-1917
21.78 
34.88 
34.88 


8.78
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In the following comparison for California, academic libraries are not included because 
they were not subject to the Bertram plan review; the total number of libraries here is 
142.


	 % of each category constructed between
California Carnegie Public Libraries 1901-1922 1901-1907 1908-1922
Type A (24) 16.90* 18.60* 16.17*
Type B (35) 24.65* 30.23* 22.22*
Type C (32) 22.54* 9.30* 28.28*
Type D (51) 35.91* 41.87* 33.33*
Total =142 100.00* 100.00* 100.00*


	* of extant in each category constructed between
Of the above, those extant 1901-1922 1901-1907 1908-1922
Type A (9) 10.59* 0* 12.00*
Type B( 20) 23.53* 50* 20.00*
TypeC(23) 27.07* 0* 30.67*
Type D( 33) !&£28 50.8 37.33*
Total = 85 100.00* 100* 100.00*


Van Slyck's sample of 85 Carnegies and the California Carnegies both demonstrate that 
when cities erected the building of their choice, that building was often a "temple" Type B. 
Van Slyck surmises that Bertram offered cities smaller amounts of money in the later 
years to bring about a more modest architectural style.


In California, among the buildings identified as Type C, thirteen used classical elements in 
such a way as to suggest a Spanish style. This characteristic was most notable in buildings 
of the later years when, in addition to Bertram's closer scrutiny, there was the added fact 
that smaller cities, counties, and assessment districts were able to apply for branch 
libraries, and they received less funding based on their population. Included in Type D are, 
from the earlier years, several buildings Influenced by H.H. Richardson's Romanesque 
style, plus a number of Spanish Revivals, and a few examples of Cottage and Tudor; from 
the later years, several examples of the Craftsman and Bungalow styles appear.
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B. Extant libraries and their uses


In 1967, 103 of California's 142 Carnegie-funded public library buildings were still 
standing, according to Bobinski's nationwide survey of Carnegies. In 1989, 85 remain. 
Testimony to the esteem In which the buildings are held, and to the increasing effectiveness 
of the preservation movement in California, is the fact that since 1978 none has been 
demolished. In only two counties have all of the Carnegies been lost   San Diego which 
had five and Shasta which had one. Communities with the remaining Carnegies increasingly 
express awareness of a community Carnegie treasure.


In California communities, extant libraries are used in a variety of ways, with public 
library still the predominant use. (See Appendix A, sorted by use.) Following is a 
summary of current uses of California's extant Carnegies, including the two academic 
libraries, bringing the total to 144.


Richardsonian Romanesque: (6 in group, 4 extant)
Hanford, San Luis Obispo and Chico (now Mediterranean) are museums; Nevada City is a
library; all are in public ownership.


Colonial Revival: (1 in group, extant)
Oakland/Golden Gate is still a public library, and also houses the Northern California
Center for Afro-American History and Life.


Tudor Revival: (2 in group, 1 extant) 
Oakland/Alden is a public library.


Italian Renaissance: (9 in group, all extant)
Sacramento, San Francisco Main, and the San Francisco and Los Angeles branches are 
public libraries; Oakland Main contains city offices, but has been closed since the 1989 
earthquake. San Francisco Main has not fully reopened since the earthquake and planning 
has already begun for it to house the Asian Art collection upon completion of a new library. 
Renovation and seismic upgrade is planned for San Francisco and Los Angeles branches; Los 
Angeles branch operations will move to nearby alternative locations in Spring 1990 while 
this work is being completed. Sacramento is undergoing renovation and expansion. All are 
publicly owned.


Mission/Spanish: (27 in group, 14 extant)
Woodland, Pacific Grove, Dixon. Santa Barbara, and San Anselmo are public libraries. St.
Helena and Exeter are community centers; and tentative plans call for the now vacant Eagle
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Rock to become one. Oakland/23rd Avenue, also vacant, is to become a book storage area; 
Calexico is used for city storage. These buildings all are in public ownership. The future 
of the latter two may be somewhat precarious.


Corning and Oakdale are office buildings; Monterey is a library for the Institute of 
International Studies; the Margaret Carnegie Library at Mills College still serves, with an 
addition, as the school library. All appear to have satisfactory occupancy with the possible 
exception of Corning, which has vacancies.


Bunoalow/Craftsman: (4 in group, 3 extant)
Yolo and Orosi are public libraries; Riverbank houses the Chamber of Commerce and a 
small museum. All are publicly owned, but Orosi may be in some danger due to a shortage 
of county funds for libraries.


Classical Revival. Type A (Triumphal arch): (24 in group, 9 extant) 
San Rafael, South Pasadena, El Centro, Grass Valley, Oakland/Melrose, San Francisco/ 
Presidio, and South San Francisco still serve as public libraries; Hollister is a City Hall, 
and Upland is vacant but a library-related use is planned. All are in public ownership. 
(Following remodelling, South Pasadena and El Centro no longer represent the style.)


Classical Revival.Tvoe B (Greek temple): (36 in group, 21 extant) 
Alameda, East San Jose, Paso Robles, and Beaumont (though no longer representative of the 
style) still serve as public libraries. Petaluma, Oxnard, Colton, 6ilrcy, Healdsburg, 
Richmond, Livermore, Lompoc, and Willows, are now museums, in whole or in part. 
Colusa and Oroville house civic departments, Auburn an art and senior center, Lodi a civic 
meeting hall, and community use is planned for Roseville. Eureka is used for library 
administration and book storage, and Vacaville is vacant. The Pomona College Carnegie 
houses several academic departments. All but Vacaville and Pomona College are in public 
ownership. There is evidence of community commitment to preserve all of the buildings, 
but in the case of the privately owned and vacant Yacaville, this may be somewhat harder to 
exercise.


Classical Revival. Type C (with classical elements): (19 in group, 14 extant) 
Still used as public libraries are Ferndale, San Francisco/Noe Valley and Sunset branches, 
Santa Monica/Ocean Park, and Bayliss. Newman is a museum, Antioch is a museum and 
historical society, Sonoma houses the Chamber of Commerce and Visitors Center, Willits is 
being used as a office for a city-owned cable TV, and Yreka is a police department. 
Lakeport is vacant; plans to restore it and surrounding park landscaping have been delayed. 
These buildings are all in public ownership. Privately owned are Mill Valley, now a 
residence, Alturas, leased back to the county for offices, and Uklah, housing profit and non 
-profit activities. There appears to be a concensus of commitment to their protection.
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Classical Revival. Type C (with Mission elements): (13 in group, 9 extant)
Lincoln, Santa Cruz/Gar field, and San Francisco/Richmond still serve as public libraries.
Santa Cruz/Seabright is a museum, Turlock an art and crafts center, Orland a community
center, and Grfdley is vacant. These buildings are all in public ownership. Gridley is
county-owned, so concern about its welfare is once removed from the community. The
Patterson Carnegie is privately owned and new owners are in the process of planning its
restoration.


Other Styles: (3 in group, 2 extant)
Biggs is a public library, with basement offices for the city government; Clovis is a 
community center with basement offices for the Chamber of Commerce. Both are publicly 
owned and well used.


Summary of uses: (144 in group, 87 extant)
Seventy-seven of the extant Carnegies are in public ownership: thirty-eight are public 
libraries (including one which shares space with city offices); one is used for library 
administration and book storage; five are community centers for seniors and arts and 
crafts; three house Chambers of Commerce as the primary use, with other uses sharing the 
space also; six are used exclusively for major city functions, although one of those, Oakland 
Main, is temporarily closed due to earthquake damage; two provide space for lesser city 
activities (city cable TV equipment and city storage); thirteen are museums of history or 
art; three others, also museums, share space with activities such as Chamber of Commerce 
and senior center; six are vacant, with future plans Including historical library, 
community centers, and book storage.
Ten of the extant Carnegies are privately owned: one is still the college library; one houses 
college administrative offices; one is a residence; one is the library of a private institute; 
four house office buildings; one is being renovated for professional offices; one, formerly a 
restaurant, is now vacant.


C. Carnegie architects


There were a few "Carnegie specialists," and most Carnegies were designed by architects 
who designed only one; this was true nationwide and in California. Probably the most 
prolific of the specialists were Patton & Miller of Chicago, who designed more than one 
hundred Carnegies in the Midwest and as far afield as Wyoming and Louisiana. They were 
said to have designed one in every six of Iowa's Carnegies. In California, William H. Weeks 
designed twenty-one Carnegies, approximately 15& compared to Patton & Miller's 1 6% of 
Iowa Carnegies. P.P. Burnham and Burnham & Bliesner accounted for another eleven
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Carnegies. Four architects designed three each, ten architects designed two each. Over fifty 
per cent of the Carnegies were designed by architects who designed just one Carnegie 
library.


in addition to being numerous, the Carnegie libraries of William H. Weeks span nearly the 
entire Carnegie period from 1902 to 1921 and demonstrate the chronological evolution of 
style over those years. Three of his earlier commissions, in 1902, 1903, and 1904, 
were in the Romanesque style. The fourth, his 1903 design for Watsonville, was an 
elaborate variation on the triumphal arch theme. From 1906 through 1911 he designed 
eight Classic Revival Carnegies, of which seven were the pedimented type, and one Spanish 
Revival building. Between 1913 and 1921 he built just six Classical Revival libraries, 
two in the triumphal arch style and four in the more minimalist style, as well as two 
Craftsman cottage libraries.


For his first library commission, Santa Cruz, Weeks designed a building in the Richardson 
style. At $20,000 it was one of the more expensive libraries he designed. Santa Cruz had 
in fact been expecting a grant of $30,000 to $40,000 and had envisioned a splendid 
building, but Carnegie offered only $ 15,000. In one of the rare instances when Bertram 
granted a personal interview to a petitioner, a Santa Cruz advocate, aided by a shared 
Scotch ancestry, won the increase to $20,000. Weeks' design won in a competition against 
eight other architects and its construction used the entire Carnegie grant. Additional funds 
to furnish the building were raised through public subscription and benefits. 10 weeks' 
other two Romanesque libraries, in San Luis Obispo and Nevada City, were on a smaller 
scale but are notable for their use of natural and man-made stones.


Nine of Weeks' Classical Revival libraries are extant, including all seven of his "temple 
style" buildings, pedimented and columned, mostly of brick with quoins. As a group, these 
are the familiar "look-alike Carnegies." They are Oilroy, Paso Robles, Livermore, 
Lompoc, Richmond, Oroville, and Roseville. Some were saved after considerable local 
effort. One is listed on the National Register for Historic Places; one Is still a library; four 
are museums, and one is maintained by its city and houses public works departments, one 
has recently been renovated and is expected to become a community center, possibly 
including a museum. Weeks' "triumphal arch" Ookland/Melrose, and South San Francisco 
Carnegies are both libraries; but the San Leandro and Watsonville buildings have been 
demolished.


Other Weeks' Carnegies include the Spanish Revival Monterey library, the smaller 
Classical Revival buildings designed for Santa Cruz/Gar field, Santa Cruz/Seabright, 
Yreka, and Orland, and the YoloCraftsman cottage, all extant. Yolo's duplicate, Santa 
Cruz/Eastside, is no longer standing. In all t seventeen of the twenty-one Weeks Carnegies 
are still standing, as is his 1915 addition to Woodland.
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Weeks opened his office in Watsonville in 1 894 and lived in and around that area until 
more distant projects dictated a move, first to Palo Alto and then to the East Bay. Among his 
varied projects were more than fifty civic and commercial buildings, more than ninety 
residences in Watsonville, and the Casino at Santa Cruz. His schools, libraries, banks, 
lodge halls, churches, gymnasiums, hospitals, hotels, and residences are found in more 
than 1 40 communities covering almost all of California north of the Tehachipi. He designed 
at least one building in Southern California, an orphanage in Pomona, and at least one non- 
Carnegie library, the McHenry Library of Modesto, funded by a local philanthropist 1 1


P.P. Burnham might have designed as many Carnegies as Weeks had he not died at a 
relatively early age in 1 909. Already noted in the east , especially for his work on the 
State Capitol in Atlanta, Georgia, Burnham arrived in Southern California at the turn of 
the century and his work was concentrated in that region. Between 1 90 1 and 1 908, first 
as Burnham & Bliesner and later on his own, he designed eleven libraries, mostly in the 
greater Los Angeles area. In 1 90 1 , with Bliesner , he designed the Spanish Revival 
Riverside library; in 1 902, the triumphal arch Pomona and San Bernardino libraries, the 
latter with a dome. All were relatively expensive buildings, with grants of $20 ,000 , 
$ 1 5 .000 , and $20 ,000 respectively . and none remain. With the exception of the 
$30,000 Long Beach building, his last libraries, beginning in 1 904, were all in the 
temple mode, and their grants were smaller: $ 1 2 ,000 for Oxnard, $ 1 0 ,000 for Whittier 
and Corona,* Ontario, Colton , and Santa Maria, and $9000 for Covina. Only Colton and 
Oxnard are extant, and both are on the National Register, as was Corona, later demolished. 
Burnham also designed the Pomona College library, built with a $40,000 grant and extant.


Several cities hosted competitions for the design of their libraries, San Diego and Fresno 
competitions were won by the New York firms of Ackerman & Ross, and Copeland & Dole. 
These early libraries were funded for the relatively higher amounts of $60 ,000 and 
$30,000, respectively, and both were substantial buildings in the triumphal arch style. 
Both were demolished in the 1 950's.


Well known architects were enlisted by San Francisco when , after a 1 9 1 2 public vote, it 
finally accepted its 1 90 1 Carnegie grant. Bliss & Faville designed the first , the Richmond 
Branch. They had designed the Carnegie- funded Oakland Main Library in 1 90 1 , and their 
San Francisco buildings included the Southern Pacific and Matson Buildings, Geary Theater, 
St. Francis Hotel , Bank of California, and the State Building at the Civic Center. Also in 
1914, George Kelham , Albert Lansburgh , Albert Pissis, and the Reid Brothers were invited 
to compete for the main library commission. Kelham's design was selected, the only


$tt,5QO. respectively).
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representative of Beaux Arts style among the California Carnegies and an important 
element in San Francisco's City Beautiful Civic Center plan. San Francisco's Russ Building 
and Shell Building are also attributed to Kelham. John Reid Jr., designer of many schools 
including Mission High, and Ernest Coxhead, known especially for his distinctive shingle 
-style residences and churches throughout the Bay area, were responsible for the Noe 
Valley and Golden Gate branches in 1916 and 1918. The remaining four branches, 
Mission, Sunset, North Beach (now Chinatown), and Presidio, were designed by G. Albert 
Lansburgh, noted for his design of theaters and auditoriums including, in San Francisco, the 
Warfield and Golden Gate. 12


Of the other notable Carnegie architects, probably the best known today is Julia Morgan, 
whose sole Carnegie was the Margaret Carnegie Library at Mills College. Allison & 
Allison, who arrived in Los Angeles from Pittsburgh in about 1910, also designed just one 
Carnegie. They designed many Southern California schools and residences, promoted local 
manufacture of brick and used it extensively, and introduced schools with arcades or 
outside corridors. Their design for an "intellectual park" in the fast-growing city of 
Calexico drew widespread admiration, but when Carnegie funding was less than expected the 
building was severely compromised. Later, with Kelham, Allison & Allison planned the 
UCLA campus, and in the 1930's they designed a number of post offices. 13


Many of the Carnegie architects were well known locally or regionally. Except for the 
branch designed by Weeks, the Oakland branches were the work of Donovan and Dickey, in 
Sonoma County, Brainerd Jones designed three Carnegies; locally honored, he has yet not 
been extensively studied and little is known of his work outside of Sonoma County. Stone & 
Smith of San Francisco designed three very different Carnegies, the Romanesque Chico, 
Classical Revival Colusa, and Spanish Revival Hayward. In San Jose, Jacob Lenzen designed 
many commercial, civic and residential structures in addition to the East San Jose 
Carnegie; he also designed the Salinas Carnegie. Both his brother Theodore and his son 
Theodore were architects, and apparently each sometimes worked with Jacob, making exact 
attribution difficult. Marsh & Russell designed Carnegies in Santa Monica, Hollywood, and 
South Pasadena, and Norman Marsh himself is associated with the layout of the canal 
concept for Venice, adjacent to Santa Monica. Benjamin McDougall designed the National 
Register Carnegie in Hanford, as well as Carnegies in Visalia and Pacific Grove, and the 
Federal Building in Oakland. H


Homer Glidden of Los Angeles designed the Upland Carnegie and the fire house adjacent to it, 
and was to also design the city hall; however, that building was not constructed until some 
twenty-five years later, and then as a WPA project. Locally, the contractor, John Gerry, 
was very well known. He constructed many buildings in Ontario and Upland, and his 
importance to the development of the community is widely recognized. He has been the 
subject of an oral history, on file in the library.
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Many of the Carnegie architects and builders await more In-depth study. Not listed In the 
major reference works, they may be becoming better known locally and regionally as more 
communities complete historic surveys.


D. Library Interiors


When James Bertram began to exert more direct control over library planning, his 
concern was the overall efficiency of the building. The Carnegie goal, as expressed in 
capital letters by Bertram in his "Notes on the Erection of Library Bildings," was TO 
OBTAIN FOR THE MONEY THE UTMOST AMOUNT OF EFFECTIV ACCOMMODATION, CONSISTENT 
WITH GOOD TASTE IN BILDIN6. The apparent obstacle to that goal was the architect, who 
would direct his attention to architectural features and neglect interior practicality.


As noted earlier, only a few Carnegie architects, and certainly only a few library trustees, 
built more than one library. Also, few libraries were staffed by trained librarians with 
professional education, experience, or contact with other librarians; they lacked the 
knowledge and confidence to specify interior design for user satisfaction and library 
efficiency. Floor plans and admonitions provided by Bertram in the "Notes," designed to 
meet the needs of small and medium-sized libraries, were the result of his own 
consideration of "hundreds of plans," in the process of which he sometimes sought 
consultation from representatives of the newly emerging profession of librarianship.


The many-storied hall of European university libraries had been combined with the alcoves 
of the English university libraries to create the first real architecture of libraries in the 
United States, the 1854 Astor Library, "a three story row building, whose exterior was 
fashioned in the manner of a Renaissance palazzo," 15 Its pattern was followed in the 1859 
Boston Public Library, the 1861 Peabody Institute, and the 1874 Cincinnati Public 
Library.


Hall and alcoves were incorporated by H.H. Richardson in the Winn Memorial Library in 
Woburn, Massachusetts; his innovation was to plan spaces with shape and height 
appropriate to each function, and then allow the exterior to reflect that variation of shape 
and height. 16 The Richardsonian Romanesque style, as it developed in the design of three 
more libraries by Richardson, additional libraries by contemporaries, and many more by 
imitators, was the style of choice when the first Carnegies were built in the East.


The American Library Association had been organized in 1876, the same year that 
Richardson began work on Winn Memorial. At the fourth meeting of the association, in 
1881, a panel of librarians discussed planning and was almost unanimous In its criticism







NPS Form 10-900-a / t 1 ^ 1 £ 400/1(MS) M A *± lyyu


United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service


National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet
CALIFORNIA CARNEGIE LIBRARIES


Section number F Page 24


OMB AppmrtNo. 102+0018


of the tall hall and alcoves of the Astor and Winn style of library. Specifically they noted 
that the very high ceilinged halls were a danger to the books because of the inevitable 
uneven heating, that time and energy were wasted in climbing staircases and ladders to 
retrieve books from high shelves, and that the alcoves were difficult to supervise. In 
general they criticized the placing of architectural effect ahead of library function.


Nor were practical interiors a major consideration in the Classical Revival buildings of the 
City Beautiful movement, inspired by the 1893 Chicago Columbian Exposition, 
incorporated in civic plans throughout the nation, the style's popularity insured its 
application to many of the libraries which were built in such large numbers as a result of 
the Carnegie philanthropy.


Among the librarians who began to write extensively about interior library design was 
William F, Poole, present at the 1881 meeting, who in 1885 expressed many of the ideas 
to be put forth by Bertram twenty-five years later. Broadly interpreted, many are valid 
today. Number one was sufficient light and ventilation, from all sides; if lot size didn't 
permit that, he advocated a corner lot, with a skylight only if necessary. Reading rooms 
should be placed to benefit from north light. Although he specified reading rooms for 
ladies, gentlemen, reference, and periodicals, these divisions would be achieved by half 
-partitions so as not to block light; only the librarian's office and directors' meeting room 
would be separated by floor to ceiling partitions. He placed the librarian in the center, 
able to view the entire library. Above all, the counsel of librarians should be sought.


Also like Bertram, Poole called for one main floor over a basement; he also stressed the 
need for good basement drainage and a good heating system. He advocated planning from the 
beginning to enable future enlargement of the building, and a site selected to accommodate 
the expansion. In contrast to Bertram, he advocated a plan in the form of a cross, with 
expansion upwards to a second floor before extending one of the arms of the cross.


Poole also noted the importance of craftsmanship and quality in the building interior. 
Bertram did not comment on this aspect of design, but the Carnegies are generally 
characterized by Interior architectural detail, workmanship, and well-made furnishings 
such as bookcases, tables and chairs.


Bertram's "Notes" were prepared for the library costing $ 10,000, "more or less." He 
seemed to recognize an innocence, except perhaps of pride, of library committee members 
who have "lackt time or opportunity to obtain a knowledge of library planning," and 
perhaps placed more responsibility on the part of architects, when he said that the 
committees "ar led" to select impractical or uneconomical designs. As for architects
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themselves, some "ar liable, unconsciously, no dout, to aim at architectural features and to 
subordinate useful accommodation;" he also noted their lack of practical Information about 
library functions.


Bertram specified a rectangular building, one-story and basement, with the main floor 
housing the books, check-out counter, and adult and children's reading rooms, the basement 
housing lecture room, heating, and "all conveniences for library patrons and staff." 
Assuming the presence of Just one librarian, he recommended one large rectangular 
room /'sub-divided as required by means of bookcases," with a glass partition above if 
necessary for quiet. The basement should be four feet below grade, allowing natural light, 
with basement ceilings at nine to ten feet, first floor ceilings at twelve to fifteen feet. Rear 
and side windows should begin at about six feet to allow space for book cases below. The site 
selected should permit light from all sides and allow for later addition to the building, and 
Bertram found occasion to remind trustees who ignored this admonition that they should not 
expect to receive later money for a new library. He especially noted waste in entrance, 
cloak rooms, toilets and stairs. Regarding the exterior, "the community and architect may 
express their individuality, keeping to a plain, dignified structure and not aiming at such 
exterior effects as may make impossible an effectiv and economical layout of the interior."


The six floor plans that accompanied the Notes were basically all variations of the theme, 
adjusted for lots of various shapes and sizes. A and B are for wide lots, C for a deep lot; A, 
B, and C have central entrances; D, for a corner lot, has a corner entrance. The smaller E 
and F have the entrance to one side. D and E are square, the rest are rectangular.


With the exception of some Craftsman, the post-1911 small to medium buildings are 
rectangular with central entrance and are basically one large room. With the exception of 
the Tudor, Mission, and Romanesque, the same could be said of most of the small to medium 
pre-1911 buildings. The only California Carnegie that might be plan E is Biggs, built 
before the Notes were issued. Buildings with Plan D corner entrances pre-dated the plans 
and were also larger buildings. It is not possible to specifically allocate the various plans 
among the small to medium sized Carnegies built after 1911, or to compare a sufficient 
number of pre-1906 or pre-1911 buildings according to plan.


News Notes of California Libraries published reports on library buildings in their issues 
of July, 1906,and July, 1919.1? However, libraries were self-described; two libraries 
might have listed five rooms, one library including in the count various small workrooms, 
while another listed as separate rooms the various spaces in an undivided large main room. 
It is probably safe to say, based on the file of Carnegie Corporation correspondence, that 
few libraries followed the plans exactly, but that most followed them in principle, often 
after considerable cajoling from Bertram,
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News Notes included plans of several libraries, which are attached as Appendix E. Those 
shown in the 1906 issue are Corona, constructed in 1906 for $11,500*; PaloAHo, 1904, 
$10,000;Tulare, 1905, $10,000; Watsonvilie, 1905, $12,000; andCovina, 1905, 
$9,000. Interestingly, all are Carnegies, and all have been demolished. Though fairly 
open In plan, especially Palo Alto, all include workrooms and restrooms on the first floor. 
Later, trustees would have many debates with Bertram to establish the convenience and 
efficiency of locating these facilities on the first floor, and many succeeded.


in the 1919 issue, News Notes chose to focus on branch and county libraries. Plans are 
shown for Walnut Creek, 1916,$2,500;Bayliss, 1917, $4,000; Yolo, 1918, $3,000; 
Oakdale, 1917, $7,000;andOak1and/23rdAvenue, 1917, $35,000. Again, all are 
Carnegies; in this case, all but Walnut Creek are extant. Oakdale is a fairly accurate 
rendition of Plan B. Neither Bayliss nor Yolo had basements, and toilets are located on the 
first floor, in Bayliss, spaces are separated by large arched openings. The Craftsman Yolo 
building, and Walnut Creek, do not fit the plans. The Oakland branch was more expensive 
than those 1 ibrar ies covered by the Notes. As demonstrated by Oakdale, 1 ibraries that cost 
closer to the $ 10,000 are more likely to adhere to the plans.


Most new small libraries today are open in plan, and certainly light remains a major 
consideration. Most are located on one floor, and all are designed to be accessible to 
handicapped persons. The most often cited interior design obstacles to continuing use of the 
smaller Carnegie libraries have been size, basement, and inner stairs. Real problems 
arise, too, concerning lighting, wiring, heating and plumbing, and roof leaks.


A 1985 California conference for librarians, on the planning of both new buildings and 
renovations, included several workshops on pre-planning and working with architects. 18 
The most emphasized renovation problem was space and the expense of achieving it, to 
accommodate more books, more users, more services, more technical equipment, and 
usually more than one librarian. The other area of serious problem noted was to provide 
for modern electrical needs. In some cases these problems have been met by building a 
separate building with the desired modern features, connected by an entrance element to the 
older building which is retained as a reading room, as in San Rafael, or children's room, as 
in East San Jose, where the amenities of the older building can be appreciated apart from 
the more efficient library functions.


*$ome cost amounts vary from those listed in this report; see section E, "Grant amounts. "







NFS Form 10-900-a OMB Approval No. 102+0018 
(846)


United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service


National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet
CALIFORNIA CARNEGIE LIBRARIES


Section number F Page 27


E. Grant Amounts


When the first California Carnegie grants were made, to San Diego, Oakland and Alameda, 
many of the processes that later characterized the program had not yet been developed. 
Response to requests for more money is one example of this. San Diego was originally 
offered $50,000, but requested and received an additional $ 10,000 for steel book stacks. 
Alameda first accepted a $ 10,000 Carnegie grant, expecting to raise additional local funds 
to provide a "proper edifice," but soon went back to to Carnegie, and their grant was raised 
to $35,000. Fast growing Long Beach, offered $ 12,500 in 1905, was eventually granted 
$30,000. As that sort of request became more frequent, it was even more often rejected. 
Bertram eventually required that recipients sign a letter indicating their commitment to 
complete the building, ready for occupancy for the use intended, with the funds provided.


One supplementary request that was hard to deny was for earthquake damage. No Carnegie 
libraries had been built in San Francisco before the 1906 earthquake, but nearby many 
were damaged, and Carnegie granted additional funds for repair of several. Santa Rosa's 
two-year old Romanesque library lost its tower, and Carnegie provided $6900 for repairs, 
as well as for improved lighting. Other cities receiving additional funds for 1906 
earthquake repair included San Mateo, $2500; Redwood City, $6000; and Hayward, 
$ 1750. The earthquake caused costly delay where it did not do actual damage. Petaluma's 
new library was complete but had not yet opened; repairs delayed its opening until 
November, but additional funding was not requested. In Colusa, many miles from San 
Francisco, completion of the new library was delayed because furniture and fixtures, 
ordered from San Francisco, were destroyed in the fire following the earthquake. In Nevada 
City, work was delayed, with disastrous results for the contractor, because needed 
workmen were engaged in earthquake repair. Later Los Angeles and Imperial Valley 
earthquakes also caused serious damage, eliciting extra funding in a few cases; the El Centro 
library, in particular, required drastic renovation.


The more recent October 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake resulted in the temporary closing 
of most of the San Francisco libraries pending an engineering check. Most of those soon 
reopened; the Presidio Branch remained closed for a longer period, and the Main Library 
opened even later and on a limited scale. Carnegie buildings in Hollister, Monterey, Pacific 
Grove, and Santa Cruz all survived with minor, if any, damage.


The granting of additional funds has led to some confusion about the actual cost of the 
buildings. Figures listed in the several sources vary, some including supplementary 
funding and some listing the original amount. The actual chain of events may or may not be 
found in Carnegie correspondence or library minutes. When libraries ran over cost, or 
when cities determined they wanted to spend more than the allotted amount, private fund
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raising and city contribution augmented the budget, making it sometimes difficult to gauge 
the actual cost of a given building based on the reported Carnegie grant. When cities did 
report the real cost of the building, they sometimes added in the cost of the land, further 
confusing an attempt at comparison.


F. Later libraries


In the later years of the program, funding in California was not limited to municipalities. 
California legislation of 1909, revised in 1911, permitted formation of county library 
systems; after that, rural areas could meet the Carnegie prerequisites of a tax to support 
the library. The 1911 legislation also permitted formation of library districts and of 
public libraries In union high school districts. Municipal grants did continue, mostly to 
smaller towns, with the notable exceptions, in 19 H, of Sacramento and Santa Barbara. 
Several municipalities also received later funding for branches, including the four 
branches for Oakland, three for Santa Cruz and one for Santa Monica*


Beaumont is an example of a library district formed in an unincorporated area. A library 
had been initiated by the women's club in 1909, and in 1911 an election was held to 
establish a library district covering an area of 60 square miles.** Beaumont 
incorporated in 1912 but the library has remained a district library, serving the wider 
population.


Carnegie funds paid for libraries In union high school district libraries at Coallnga, Dixon, 
and Vacaville. The Coalinga building no longer stands. Vacaville's Carnegie became a 
restaurant, "The Library," but is now vacant. In Dixon the Women's Improvement Club 
organized the library in 1911, and corresponded with Bertram to obtain the library, but 
the Dixon Union High School Library District signed the deed when the library site was 
purchased for $ 10. The library continues to serve the area as the Dixon Unified School 
District Library District.


From 1915 until 1917 when the last awards were made, the majority of the grants went to 
county branches including Antioch, Concord, and Walnut Creek in Contra Costa County; 
Clovis and Sanger in FresnoCounty; DinubaandOrosi in TulareCounty; Oakdale, Patterson


*San Francisco branches, as noted ear her, were funded very early, but were not 
constructed until almost the end of the program.
** Only men were then allowed to vote; the library district was approved, 59 for and27 
against, a vote which seemed to strongly endorse both the library and the women's effort in 
fts behalf. Two months later, however, women's suffrage barely passed fn Beaumont, 7f 
for and 6 7 against.
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and Riverbank in Stanislaus County, and Yolo. In these cases it was the County Library 
which negotiated with Bertram.


In Yolo County the county librarian's request met with considerable resistance from 
Bertram, who questioned the proposed location and the equitableness of providing more 
funds for Yolo County. The Woodland library, originally funded in 1903, had in 1914 
received from Carnegie an additional $ 12,000 for expansion of the building to meet 
countywide needs. Woodland's 1917 request for Carnegie funding of a series of branch 
libraries was at first refused, but after much correspondence, $3000 was granted for one 
branch, built at Yolo.


A later library that does not fit into any of the above categories, and which is perhaps 
unique in the United States, is the Bayliss District library. It is said to be the first 
instance of Carnegie funding of a library in a rural unincorporated community that was not 
part of any district, the only such library "built at a crossroad." The library grew from a 
travelling library established in the "Bayliss Tract" by the Glenn County Library, and 
became so important to the residents of the area that they sought a permanent building. 
Land was donated by the Sacramento Valley Irrigation Company and Glenn County guaranteed 
the tax support required for the $4000 Carnegie grant. University of California classes 
planned the landscaping. The library is staffed by volunteers.


6. Additions and changes


Many communities found themselves outgrowing their libraries within a few years. Much 
of the Carnegie correspondence relates to predictions by library and city officials that this 
would be the case, as they tried unsuccessfully to convince Bertram that population figures 
from the last census scarcely described their present size and expected growth, nor took 
into account the numbers of people from surrounding areas.


Homer Glidden, architect of the Upland Carnegie, defending himself against Bertram's 
criticism of his floor plan, explained that his plans would accommodate future expansion: 
"The only possible expansion for the building is directly to the rear and the rear wing was 
given entirely to the Stack room with the intention that the rear wall (which is of frame, 
veneered on the outside with brick) may be removed and a straight or Tee wing according to 
future requirements be added." 19


The Glidden correspondence with Bertram is unusual because Bertram made it a rule not to 
correspond with architects. He wrote to the City Clerk of Upland that "We prefer to conduct 
our correspondence with you, the architect being responsible to you and you to us. "20 it is 
fortunate that Glidden did write to Bertram, because his letter is the only explanation found
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for the fact that the rear wall of the Upland library is finished in a brick of lesser grade, 
and is without the fine detailing of the balustrade and cornice.


A number of other libraries did expand by adding directly to the back. Sometimes the size 
of the rectangle was more or less doubled by a rear extension which duplicated the building 
materials and design elements of the original building. Richmond, Lodi, Ferndale, 
Hollister, Oxnard, and San Anselmo are examples of this approach. At Oxnard, the interior 
of the original building remained the same, with columns and high ceilings, but in the new 
addition a lower first floor ceiling and an upper gallery provided considerable additional 
space. Second floor space in the Ferndale rear addition was accomplished by a slight 
adjustment to the roof line.


At South San Francisco, the addition is larger than the original, but is compatible and, even 
though visible from the front, is not a detraction. An addition to the rear of Dixon is less 
structural, less integrated, but is invisible from the front. In Alameda, a residential 
structure around the corner to the rear is used for additional library space. Santa 
Cruz/Seabright has been extended to the rear twice, but in such a way that its appearance 
from the front is much the same. Now an extension to the side is contemplated, which will 
be more visible. Pacific Orove is a unique example because its several additions have been 
to the front, while the back of the old building is still visible from the rear, and original 
elements of the first and second versions are clearly discernible in the interior.


The San Rafael, East San Jose, Santa Monica/Ocean Park, Mills College, Beaumont, and El 
Centro libraries are examples of a new wing constructed as a separate building, attached to 
the original structure by a connecting element which serves to differentiate between the old 
and the new. In the first four, the connecting corridor also provides the entrance to the 
larger building, and the original entrance to the old building has been allowed to retain its 
classic entrance facade.


At Beaumont and El Centro, however, incorporation of a new wing was accomplished by 
changing the character of the building. A Mansard roof now encircles both the old and new 
sections of the Beaumont building, with the intent of tying the two elements together 
stylistically. The El Centro library suffered severe earthquake damage in the late 1920's. 
Reinforcement was added to the old building, which was then plastered over, and classical 
elements removed. The effect is modern, and a new modern wing was added, placed at an 
angle to the original. The form of the original Classical Revival building is discernible in 
the large recessed window, which was formerly the recessed entrance.


Considerable community effort was brought to the 1985 restoration of the Clovis Carnegie, 
long vacant, resulting in the creation of the Clovis Chamber Community Hall, a social and 
meeting room upstairs, with the Chamber of Commerce downstairs. In the renovation the
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front portico was somewhat restructured and new elements have been added. The building 
has been declared a Fresno County Historic Landmark.


Sometimes Carnegie funding was provided for additions, such as in Riverside, Pomona, San 
Bernardlno, and South Pasadena, but more often the city was expected to use its own taxing 
and bonding powers once its original library had been constructed. In the case of South 
Pasadena, Carnegie funded only the 1916 addition. The original architect, Norman Marsh, 
served as consultant for a complete remodelling and change of style in 1930, and a 
representative of the firm he had founded served as consultant on the extensive 1981 
renovation. The old Carnegie was never actually destroyed, but it is encompassed by the 
new building. South Pasadena does not consider its present building to be a Carnegie, and 
the remodelled building is a significant architectural asset in its own right.


If the revised and altered South Pasadena library is no longer perceived by the community 
to be a Carnegie, the question arises whether Eagle Rock, rebuilt on its old foundations, and 
Santa Barbara, remodelled several times, are still Carnegies. By contrast, Azusa provides 
an example of a library building being completely razed and then another building 
constructed on the site, while retaining the original setting.


The original Santa Barbara Carnegie, which opened in 1917, was designed in Spanish 
Revival style by Francis W. Wilson of Santa Barbara, with Pittsburgh architect Henry A. 
Hornbostel. An earthquake in 1925 severely damaged the eight year old building, 
collapsing two of its walls. Under the direction of Carleton Winslow, it was restored and 
somewhat altered the next year with city funds. Shortly thereafter the library received 
two gifts: adjacent land for an art gallery, and substantial funds for an art library. 
Architects for the new wing were Myron Hunt, who planned the Huntington mansion and 
library, and H.C. Chambers. The new building, in Egyptian style, is adjacent to the old and 
connected to it. A later bequest and substantial city and federal funding have permitted 
subsequent rehabilitation and remodeling in 1958 and 1977. It remains a building of 
considerable integrity, a significant contributor to the local architecture, and an important 
cultural resource in the community.


H. Planned changes, and threats to present buildings


Several libraries are now in the process of renovation, restoration, and expansion. I n 
Sacramento, a full block "Library Plaza" under construction will contain the restored 
Carnegie, a compatible new library alongside the old, with a connecting element, a galleria 
behind the library and set back from the street, an office building, and a parking structure 
with retail space. In Lodi, library restoration is within a civic plaza, with unifying 
walkways. At Monterey, the Carnegie is now known as the William Tell Coleman Library of
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the Monterey Institute of International Studies; it is being expanded with construction of a 
large new wing to the rear and off to one side. It appears that the original entrance will be 
maintained.


Some libraries previously expanded are now considering new buildings, incorporating 
later library design to accommodate expanded modern library functions. These include 
Alameda, San Rafael and San Anselmo, committed to preservation of the Carnegie building 
but in need of additional library facilities. Library buildings that have been adapted to 
other uses may again lack space to meet current needs. An adjacent storage building is 
being considered for the Petaluma Carnegie, now a museum. When buildings are occupied 
by city services, sometimes a shifting of departments can compensate if the present tenant 
outgrows the space, as in Colusa; then interior space must usually be rearranged.


Pending construction of a new library , the Nevada City Carnegie is expected to become 
Nevada County's historical and archival library. The Upland Carnegie has been vacated by 
its previous city tenant; there, an historical archival library is also an option being 
considered. Other Carnegies vacant at this time are Oakland/23rd (planned to become city 
storage), Gridley, and Vacaville. When ownership is private, as is the case in Vacaville, 
the building's lack of space or efficiency could potentially pose more of a threat for the 
building.


Privately owned Carnegies, in addition to Vacaville, are Mill Valley, Ukiah, Alturas, 
Monterey, Oakdale, Patterson, and Corning. All seem well maintained and in good condition. 
The Mill Valley building is a private residence; Patterson has been recently purchased and 
is being restored for professional office space. Corning and Oakdale have been restored for 
business use and their integrity maintained. Corning, however, lacks a sufficient number 
of tenants to insure its future prosperity.


Site is an important factor in the future of individual Carnegies. With the exception of the 
branches, most Carnegies were located proximate to downtown, as their pre-Carnegie 
predecessors had been. These buildings are now in or adjacent to "old downtown." Among 
the many examples of Carnegies located in towns which have been able to retain a viable 
downtown, or where an active preservation movement is restoring the downtown, are San 
Rafael, San Luis Obispo, Petaluma, Pacific Grove, and Santa Barbara. Some Carnegies that 
were located in residential areas and parks, such as Clovis, Turlock and Exeter, are well 
suited to community use. Branch libraries, although more often originally located in 
neighborhoods, or near small shopping areas, are similarly affected. The extant Santa Cruz 
branches and several of the San Francisco branches are in neighborhoods that have changed 
demographically but are still essentially residential.
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When the old downtown or the neighborhood exhibits large numbers of vacant buildings, the 
options for the Carnegie, as library or in another capacity, are more limited. Examples 
include Oridley, Yacaville, and Richmond. Some neighborhood change is being accepted as a 
challenge. East San Jose, Odkland/Melrose , and Los Angeles/Lincoln Heights are examples 
of libraries meeting the needs of their new constituents with outreach programs and books 
in five or more languages. The neighborhood of Oakland/23rd Avenue has become 
primarily industrial and commercial, with evidence of potential vandalism in the high 
chain link fences surrounding the few residences and the vacant library building, which is 
scheduled to be used for storage. All extant Carnegies are on their original sites; only 
Hollywood, since demolished, was relocated.


The threat of earthquake is ever present for Carnegies, all of which predate current 
knowledge of construction methods for building in or near fault zones. Earthquake safety is 
probably the prime reason given for demolishing those buildings already lost, although 
earthquakes can be a handy scapegoat when economics and convenience are the actual 
motivators. New earthquake protections have been incorporated in many public buildings, 
and because of current legislation, many communities are surveying their pre-1934 
buildings and appointing broadly based committees to draft local ordinances for building 
renovation and protection.


Probably the most threatened Carnegies at this time are Oak land/23rd Ave., Vacaville and 
Calexico. The editor of the Calexico Chronicle reports: "I trust the old library will be 
preserved as it is an important link with the past...it is also a serviceable building, but a 
local architect believes it is too expensive to remodel...there are some who wish to tear it 
down, others to remodel, others to use it as an additional office for city hall which is 
adjacent to it...some want it as a museum...! want it used and saved."20


III. SIGNIFICANCE


Carnegie Libraries are important in their respective communities under Criterion A in the 
area of Social History for the association with library development in California during the 
years 1849-1921. In the newly settled communities of California, the history of the 
public library was re-enacted within a few years as individuals and groups established 
reading rooms, formed library associations, and, after 1878, promoted municipal 
responsibility for libraries. However, few groups or cities could provide more than 
temporary and often inconvenient space for their library. The need for a library building 
was addressed by retired industrialist turned philanthropist Andrew Carnegie, who 
undertook the beneficial distribution of his "excess wealth" and perceived the gift of a 
library as a means to help people to help themselves. In accordance with this philosophy of 
"self help," Carnegie provided the funds for the building, while requiring the community to
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provide the land on which it was built, and to maintain the library with an annual tax of at 
least 1 08 of the gift. Communities were energized to seek the funds, locate a site, pass the 
tax, and achieve a significant public building. Carnegie financed 2509 libraries 
throughout the English-speaking world. In California, 1 42 public library buildings and 
two academic libraries were constructed between 1 90 1 and 1 92 1 with Carnegie funding. 
As communities grew and library needs changed, some buildings were demolished, seldom 
without opposition from a library constituency which wanted to preserve its Carnegie. 
Today eighty-five of the public library buildings and the two academic library buildings 
are still standing. Thirty-eight Carnegies continue to serve as public libraries, while 
others now house museums, civic offices, community centers, professional buildings, and 
offices. The commitment to preserve those that remain has intensified.


The Carnegie Libraries are also important in their respective communities under Criterion 
C In the area of Architecture because they reflect the popular styles of the time and because 
they exemplify a particular and specialized building type which, stimulated by Andrew 
Carnegie's library philanthropy, was by 1 92 J to be found in approximately 84% of 
California's communities. Library buildings were constructed to provide a permanent 
home for the community's existing or anticipated library, and that home was seen as a civic 
structure, a demonstration of the community's intellectual and cultural status and of its 
prosperity. The City Beautiful movement added further incentive to communities to apply 
to Carnegie for an opportunity to unify progress and aesthetics. Later Carnegie policies 
emphasized the library role over civic pride; nevertheless, over the span of the program , 
workmanship, materials, and artistic values combined to produce a structure that today is 
identified as the Carnegie Library, often the community's only remaining civic structure of 
the period. Since World War 1 1 , the "information explosion ," the building's structural or 
design limitations, and increased population have resulted in a demand for new and larger 
libraries with increased technological capabilities. Many libraries were expanded, and 
many others were demolished. However, since 1 978 no California Carnegie has been 
demolished and commitment to preservation has led to more Carnegies being adapted to 
other uses. At this time there is an extant representative of each architectural style of 
Carnegie library building that was constructed in California.


IV. REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS


All of the buildings of the property type, California Carnegie Library Buildings, were built 
during the period of significance, 1901 through 1921. Each demonstrates some aspect of 
the historic development of libraries in California during the period and the social history 
of their communities, and will have served for some period of time as public libraries in 
their communities. Several architectural styles are represented 1n the property type.
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Carnegie granted funds to cities, small communities and rural districts, with the amount 
based on population; grants for a single building ranged from $2,500 to $350,000. After 
1908, building plans were reviewed prior to approval, with the goal of emphasizing 
efficiency of design. Buildings range from the very simple to the elaborate.


To be eligible for the National Register, a building should demonstrate architectural 
integrity. It need not be a clear example of one style, but must possess the essential 
elements of Its style, and retain most of Its original construction elements and other 
features, including original character forming features such as columns, friezes, 
pediments, and ornamentation.


It is recognized that libraries must serve the public by providing space for the collection, 
for reading and study, and ease of access. Since construction seventy to ninety years ago, 
they have faced increases in numbers and types of books and reference works, new library 
technology, user population, and sensitivity to the needs of handicapped citizens. Often it 
will have been found necessary to carry out alterations and additions. Carnegles adapted to 
other public and private use may face similar challenges. Insofar as possible, the 
Secretary of the Interior's Standard *4 regarding changes that are part of the history and 
development of the building, should be used as a guide.


Keeping In mind the above, alterations and additions are acceptable Insofar as they are made 
only to the rear, and the proportions and mass of the building, as seen from the street or 
streets, appear to be compatible. The original entrance should be retained, though it need 
not serve as the main entrance. A new entrance should be easily located but not detract 
from the old. The original roof may be replaced with modern materials which appear to be 
similar to the original. If window materials are changed, fenestration patterns must 
remain. Any added windows or doors should be compatible with the existing patterns, or be 
replaceable. In cases where a separate wing has been built, it should not imitate the 
original building, but should be compatible; any connecting element should not be dominant.


Replacement of materials in kind is acceptable, as are minor alterations that do not impinge 
upon the historic character of the building. However, widespread use of new materials, 
such as stucco siding or aluminum windows, would render the building ineligible as long as 
those elements remain.


Stairs may have been replaced with similar stairs, and simple hand rails may be provided. 
Handicapped access ramps or elevators should be so placed as to be accessible to those who 
need them, yet not detract from the essential form or design elements of the building, and, 
if possible, should be removable without damaging the fabric of the building.
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Presence of original interior woodwork, columns, window frames, moldings, ceiling, and 
library furniture, and outside elements such as light standards, may in some cases 
compensate for some less satisfactory alteration, especially for one that may be reversed.


Carnegie library buildings that have been remodelled in such a way that It then represents 
a different architectural style, the integrity of which has stood the test of time, may be 
considered under the above requirements.


Only one California Carnegie building, later demolished, has been moved from the original 
site and it is preferable that the building should be in its original location and setting. 
However, it is possible that in the future such a move might again be found necessary, and 
such a building would be eligible if its new location and setting were similar to the original 
and appropriate to the building.
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ENDNOTES, SECTION F


1. This calculation does not include a 1901 grant to San Francisco which was not used until 
1914-1921; the grant was offered pre-1907 and it was used post-1907. The amount of 
the grant, $750,000, exceeded the $700,000 total of all other California Carnegie grants 
between 1899 and 1907, and the amounts spent per building were also far higher than 
the average. To include either amount, in either chronological category, would skew the 
figures considerably. The San Francisco grant was an Interesting anomaly In other 
respects as well:


a. Andrew Carnegie offered the grant in a personal letter to then-Mayor James D. 
Phelan.


b. San Francisco did not act on the offer unti 1 1912. Then, when the Board of
Supervisors voted to accept the offer, the Labor Council objected and took the matter 
to a vote of the people; however, the Board's action was ratified by the public.


c. The 1901 offer was made before James Bertram had initiated the requirements for 
plan review which were in effect at the time the money was spent. Bertram 
acknowledged this and although he criticized the plans extensively, even referring 
them to consultants and passing on to San Francisco library trustees the criticism of 
the consultants, he wrote to San Francisco that under the circumstances he could "only 
appeal to the common sense" of the trustees (October 11,1916). He reminded them 
that he did wish to review all of the plans, as "it is our rule to stamp plans with 
approval for identification." (January 15, 1917)


Also not included in the above calculations were grants to two academic libraries. 
California received Carnegie funding for 142 public libraries and two academic libraries, 
at Mills College and Pomona College. Because public libraries were his subject, Bobinski 
used the number " 142" for California's Carnegies. The historic context of this survey is 
rooted in the public library movement also, but the Mills and Pomona libraries are 
notable Carnegie buildings. They are included throughout Section F except in tables 
comparing library styles before and after 1908, that date referring to the beginning of 
James Bertram's close attention to the efficiency of library plans; academic libraries 
were not subject to this scrutiny.


Additionally, elsewhere reference is sometimes made to Riverside's Arlington and 
GJendale's Grandview branch libraries as Carnegies. According to Ron Baker's Serving 
Through Partnership: A Centennial History of the Riverside City and County Public 
Library. 1888-1988. Carnegie funds were applied to a Burnham-designed addition to the 
main library, and city funds used to construct to the Arlington branch. In part this may 
have been because the Arlington Branch was to include a fire station, the type of 
combination definitely not approved by James Bertram.
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Glendale librarians have referred to the Grandview branch, no longer extant, as a 
Carnegie building in two separate letters, one to the author in 1989 and one to Betty 
Lewis of Watsonville in 1985. However a Glendale branch is not listed by Anderson or 
Bobinski, and no reference to it was found in the Carnegie correspondence. Also, its 
completion date of 1926 is not consistent with Carnegie funding. In a phone call by the 
author to the Glendale correspondent, it was learned that unfortunately they have no 
documentation or articles about the building, but also no doubt that it is a Carnegie. 
Further research would be worthwhile. However, it is not included here.


2. Harold Kirker. California's Architectural Frontier: Style and Tradition in the Nineteenth 
Century (New York: Russell & Russell, 1960), 101.


3. Abigail A. Van Slyck, "Free to All: Carnegie Libraries and the Transformation of 
American Culture 1877-1917" (Ph.D. diss., University of California at Berkeley, 
1989), 205.


4. Andrew Carnegie to James D. Phelan, then Mayor of San Francisco, dated 20 June 1901. 
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5. Andrew Carnegie to James D. Phelan, then Library Trustee, dated 23 [?] December 1912. 
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6. Marcus Whiffen, American Architecture Since 1780: A Guide to the Styles (Cambridge: 
The M.I.T. Press, 1981), 225.
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Summary of Identification and Evaluation Methods 


I. THE SURVEY


The first task was to identify all of the California Carnegie libraries; the most widely known, 
recent, and accessible information resulted from Bobinski's 1967 national study:


George Bobinski, Carnegie Libraries: Their History and Impact on American Public 
Library Development, published in 1969. The text is an excellent introduction to 
Carnegie and Carnegie libraries. His Appendix B lists all U.S. Carnegie communities 
(grouped in one alphabetical list) with date and amount of the grant, and whether a public 
library was established prior to the Carnegie grant. Available in most public libraries, 
this is the most commonly used resource on Carnegies. The 1967 survey found 103 extant 
California Carnegies but they were not identified. A telephone call to Dr. Bobinski revealed 
that the raw data was no longer available but that he was considering various ways of 
reviving his study.


There is an extensive literature on library philanthropy, Carnegie's program, and the buildings 
themselves. During this project I continued to follow bibliographic leads and to read on the 
subject. Carnegie libraries in Iowa, Washington, and Kansas have been the subject of individual 
reports, and The Best Gift is an outstanding report on Carnegies in Ontario, Canada. More 
directly related to the present study are the following:


Florence Anderson's Carnegie Corporation Library Program 1911 - i 961. published by 
the Carnegie Corporation in 1963. Anderson has revised several earlier Carnegie 
Corporation lists, which were said to contain some errors, to produce this official list. All 
Carnegie public libraries throughout the world are listed by state or country, plus 
Carnegie academic libraries and other library-related funding to academic institutions and 
to professional and scholarly library organizations. For each library, Anderson lists only 
community, year of grant, and amount.


Ray E. Hold's Public Libraries in California. 1849-1878. published in 1963, and The 
Rise of the Public Library in California, published in 1973, are essential general 
resources for California libraries. Carnegies, of course, appear only in the second 
volume, which additionally provides, in its Appendix 5, a list of California Carnegies. 
Held's list contains a "notes" column showing, among other things, increases in the original 
grants (sometimes for earthquake repair) and explains some of the discrepancies between 
other lists and information from the libraries.


News Notes of California Libraries. July 1906 and July 1919. The July 1906 issue is 
Volume 1, Number 1 of this important library resource. That issue attempts to list all of
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the existing California public libraries. Occurring so soon after the April 1906 
earthquake, it also serves as a report on losses for a number of libraries. Some libraries 
didn't respond and information isn't always comparable or accurate, but among its most 
valuable information is the notation of funding for the property and the building. Also the 
name of the architect, often omitted from news stories of the day, is generally Included. 
News Notes apparently did not again provide this overview until the July 1919 issue.


The Carnegie Correspondence, some thirty-two rolls of microfilm available from the 
Carnegie Corporation in New York. This primary resource contains the extant 
correspondence between Carnegie private secretary (and primary manager of the library 
program) James Bertram, and the Carnegie communities worldwide, arranged 
alphabetically by community. Its perusal for verification of a list of California Carnegies 
would be duplicating previous work, and the information contained is not internally 
consistent or even always legible. However, it is an invaluable resource in terms of the 
program as a whole and for many individual communities, its best general use is to get a 
feeling for the kinds of issues raised and how Bertram handled by them.


When the identified Carnegie communities were located on the map, something of a cluster effect 
was revealed (see map, Appendix C). Libraries centered in the areas surrounding metropolitan 
port centers of San Francisco/Oakland, Monterey Bay, Los Angeles, and San Diego; along the 
major north-south highways, and In the San Joaquin, Sacramento, and Imperial valleys. 
Except for the cluster in the Sierra foothill mining communities, most that were scattered 
farther field tended to be the result of the county library movement. Alturas, in the far 
northeast corner of the state, represents both mining and the county libraries, and was the only 
Carnegie library to be built east of the Sierra Library locations corresponded closely to 
population densities; the few incorporated municipalities existing at the time of the Carnegie 
movement which did not seek and obtain Carnegie funding have been discussed in Section E. Two 
important resources which shed light on public libraries of the Carnegie period and the 
communities which supported them, as well as the county library movement, are:


Harriet 6. Eddy's personal recollections collected in County Free Library Organizing in 
California. 1909-1918. published by the Committee on California Library History, 
Bibliography, and Archives of the California Library Association, in 1955; and those of 
her successor, May Dexter Henshall, in County Library Organizing, published by the 
California State Library Foundation in 1985. Carnegie libraries existed in incorporated 
areas only, and the county library system was conceived to bring library service to rural 
areas. However, the process was political, through Boards of Supervisors; professional, 
through librarians of existing (and frequently Carnegie) libraries; and cultural, involving 
individuals and groups such as Women's Improvement Clubs, PTA's, Farm Bureaus, and 
Oranges. Each group had its share of proponents and opponents, and the records of Eddy and 
Henshall are lively and detailed. They should be of great interest to local historians of the
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individual counties and communities, and they provide considerable information about the 
Carnegie libraries of the later years.


A draft survey form was tested by using it in the review of Carnegie libraries alreaoy on the 
National Register of Historic Places or the Historic Resources Inventory. It then was revised, 
was tested again by sending it to those who responded to an article in the Fall 1988 Historic 
Preservation Newsletter, and revised again. Appendix D is the version of the survey form that 
was then sent, along with a brief introductory letter and a copy of the Historic Preservation 
Newsletter article, to the Local History Librarian of the public or historical library (as listed 
in the current directory of public libraries) in Carnegie communities. The survey included all 
libraries, extant or demolished. Forms were not sent, however, for those Carnegies most 
recently documented for the National Register. Generally, forms for branch libraries were sent 
to the main library. When a library was not listed in the directory, the letter, enclosure and 
forms were sent to the county library. In some cases a library, because of limited staff time, 
referred the form to the county library.


Two particularly fortuitous responses to the Historic Preservation Newsletter article, in 
addition to those from libraries, were from:


Betty Lewis, local historian from Watsonville. Ms. Lewis had written a book on architect 
W.H. Weeks, who lived in Watsonville in the early part of his professional career (W.H. 
Weeks. Architect. Fresno: Panorama West Books, 1985). She is also an ovid collector of 
postcards. In her research for the Weeks book, funded through grants from the Sourisseau 
Accademy, San Jose State University, Ms. Lewis had contacted the California Carnegie 
libraries and also gathered information from News Notes of California Libraries. 1906 and 
1919, about each library, and she generously made available three notebooks. Two 
notebooks contained responses from the libraries to her questions (address, architect, is 
the library still standing or date of destruction) plus any clippings provided; one notebook 
contained a sheet for each library listing summary information, most often accompanied by 
an historic postcard. Ms. Lewis' collection was invaluable at the beginning of the study for 
an overview of all of the libraries, and was useful throughout to compare and contrast with 
other information received, especially in regard to early and later building appearance. 
Several pages from her notebooks have been copied for the project files, and are stamped 
"From the Collection of Betty Lewis, Watsonville."


Jane Kimball. reference librarian at the Social Sciences Library. DC Davis. Having 
become interested in Carnegie libraries in England and Wales, Ms. Kimball has taken color 
slides of about two-thirds of the California Carnegies, and had also read a great deal about 
them. Use of her slides was very helpful in gaining early familiarity with the buildings, 
and information exchanged was mutually helpful.
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Articles about the study in the California State Library Newsletter (September 1988), the 
League of California Cities Small Cities Newsletter (February 1989), and Preservation Forum 
(Winter 1988-89), stimulated additional response. A second mailing, phone calls, and 
exploration of other sources, eventually elicited some response about all but four Carnegies.


II. EVALUATION


The quality of responses varied. The survey form itself was brief, but supplemental 
information was encouraged. A minimum response at least achieved the goal of a dated and 
signed record of the most essential information regarding that library; I then sought out further 
information from other sources. In some cases, the survey form inspired additional research 
on the part of the library; it was gratifying to receive comments like "The research prompted 
me to create our own file of these news stories for future reference, so the research has been 
doubly useful," and "This was fun." A library assistant who provided outstanding documentation 
for all four Santa Cruz libraries is just one of several examples of excellent participation from 
librarians, historians, Friends of the Library, library board members, and city 
representatives. Several libraries had already completed books and brochures on their 
libraries, most notably Ron Baker's excellent social history of the Riverside library. At least 
two masters theses have been completed on local library systems, including their Carnegies. 
Margaret Souza's history of Santa Cruz pubic libraries was completed in 1970 and updated; 
Robert Hook's 1968 history of the San Jose public library covers the dates 1903-1937.


However, deficiencies in the survey form also became evident. Dates that the building actually 
served as a library were not specifically requested and were sometimes difficult to accurately 
recreate from the information provided, necessitating a second contact. Identification of 
building material was not specifically requested, and few responded to the narrative request for 
it. Not all information required on the Historic Resources Inventory form was adequately 
addressed on the form. Too, most respondents felt free to skip unfamiliar questions. There 
should have been a direct question about the the library's or historical society's archival 
resources or the existence of building plans. However, most libraries seemed to reply to the 
extent that their resources permitted and expressed interest in the project, and many requested 
a copy of an eventual product.


Few provided photographs and it became evident that xerox, brief descriptions, and those few 
photos were insufficient, even with the help of the Kimball slides. An effort was made to visit 
most of the extant buildings but trips were, of necessity, rushed. In all too many cases it was 
not possible to time visits during open hours; photographs also suffered from noontime 
sunshine, dusk, and parked cars. One benefit of visiting the libraries was to see them in their
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surroundings, in scale. Nearly all are smaller than they appear in pictures. Though some seem 
"worn," the quality of their workmanship prevails, and frequently a passer-by would comment 
on the remembered "old Carnegie."


A database had been set up with basic Information from Bobinski and Lewis. That format, too, 
was revised several times to accommodate the nature and amount of information received; it 
includes all of the 144 Carnegies (142 public and two academic). All responses were double 
checked and supplemented as appropriate from Bobinski, Anderson, Held. News Notes of 
California Libraries, the Betty Lewis file, and Musmann. The latter resource provided more 
detailed information about the formation of those libraries where women had played a key role:


Victoria Musmann, "Women and the Founding of Social Libraries in California 1859- 
1910," Ph.D. dissertation, USC, 1982. Ms. Musmann conducted a detailed study of the 
role of women in the founding of libraries, finding that in many cases the role of women 
was more substantial than had been credited by Held. Although her sample seemed 
unnecessarily small, she presented well documented evidence in those cases which she did 
stuoy.


When considering the building styles, Van Slyck's work was especially helpful:


Abigail A. Van Slyck, "Free to All: Carnegie Libraries and the Transformation of American 
Culture, 1886-1917," Ph.D. dissertation, UC Berkeley, 1989. Van Slyck's thesis deals 
in large part with Carnegie and his relationship to significant issues of the time including 
those of philanthropy, the role of women, and labor and reform movements. She selected 
ten libraries nationwide as examples. California libraries treated at some length were 
Oakland as an example of branch site selection, and Calexico for its cultural center plan. 
She also analyzed Carnegie library architecture, selecting eighty-five for more detailed 
study. As discussed in Section F, she found that they fell into four main categories, and she 
considered their occurrence in the ear Her and later (post Bertram review) periods.


Both the historical importance and the architecture were considered in evaluating the merits of 
the Carnegie buildings. It Is the intent of this paper to establish that all of the Carnegie 
buildings are important in terms of their social history as libraries established over time 
within their communities, for which buildings were provided through the philanthropic 
program of Andrew Carnegie. Monumental in style if not in size, generally exhibiting a high 
level of craftsmanship, often located in the heart of the old town, they testify to the early 
community's pride In its library. In many communities the Carnegie building is a unique 
example of its style. Though there is a preponderance of Classical Revival in its various 
manifestations, the buildings are diverse in their application of it, as well as in the choice of 
materials and in their siting. Even with the similarity of some of the Weeks' pedimented "Greek 
temples," it is safe to say that each can be recognized individually. Today the community
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demonstrates that pride by Its continuing commitment to preserve the building and to find 
innovative future use if its library function cannot be maintained.


III. SELECTION


Selection for National Register nomination was necessarily made prior to stud/ of all of the 
extant Carnegie buildings. Ten were identified which appeared to demonstrate the diversity of 
the property type in terms of architectural style, architect, cost, building materials, date of 
construction, geographical location, individual community and library social history, 
alterations and additions, and current use. Only a few of those that seem obviously eligible are 
among the ten nominated, because the primary consideration was not preeminence but, rather, 
representativeness.


IV, FUTURE STUDY


Carnegie library buildings merit much more intensive study than was possible within this 
project. Some information is lacking entirely and some disparities remain unresolved, 
providing local history projects for many of the communities. Of particular future importance 
are the study now contemplated by Dr. Bobtnski, and the engineering studies now being 
reactivated by the State following the October 1989 earthquake.


Dr. Boblnski wrote an article in Wilson Library Bulletin (hay 1988) suggesting that the 
100th anniversary of Carnegie library philanthropy be celebrated by a national campaign to 
identify and preserve at least one unaltered Carnegie and to make it a museum dedicated to the 
public libraries of the United States. This was a goal for 1989, one hundred years after the 
first Carnegie library opened in Braddock, Pennsylvania (the first one funded, Allegheny, did 
not open until 1890). Dr. Boblnski hoped to bring together a national conference to this end, 
but funding was insufficient; he now hopes to conduct a survey to update the information from 
his 1967 study.


The threat of earthquake has been a dominant one in the history of Carnegie libraries, and is 
probably one of the most often cited reasons for the abandonment of many Carnegies lost in the 
middle part of this century. Since the recent earthquake, efforts have been renewed to complete 
a statewide survey of unreinforced masonry buildings that was mandated in 1986. Many 
Carnegies may be facing very high costs of rehabilitation, in competition for funds with other 
buildings.


In terms of local history research, some areas for further study include expanded information 
about the architect, names of builder and craftsmen, the actual cost of the building, and sources
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of additional funding. The amount of Carnegie funding was reported variously in different 
sources, including occasions when additional funding was requested to compensate for 
earthquake damage, when funds were granted several years later for an addition, or when funds 
for branches were comingled, Bobinski and Anderson generally but not always used a total 
figure without identifying the specific uses for which additional money was granted; the 
Correspondence is not always complete or legible, and libraries frequently rely on Bobinski for 
their information. Held's Appendix B notes come closest for accounting for subsequent library 
requests and needs.


Dates of the "earliest library" for a city may vary according to definition or to sources. In this 
study, the "early library" date was generally the earliest found, even if it proved to be 
transitory or intermittent. Also noted are later, more permanent attempts and then the 
assumption by the city of library responsibility. Held does not generally attribute later public 
library development in a municipality to the early community reading rooms and social 
libraries that may have flourished there in the past. The transient nature of the reading rooms, 
the multiplicity of their reasons for existence, and the frequent lack of documentation, make 
such attribution tenuous. However when it has been possible to locate sufficient records, 
newspaper articles, and reminiscences in a given community, a continuity of membership and 
even successive transfer of the book collection form old library to new, may be documented.


Railroad and company libraries were most often located in smaller towns and the subject was 
not pursued here, but at least one railroad library is still standing in Tulare (now used as a 
women's clubhouse) while the Carnegie that succeeded it is long gone. The role of women, as 
club women, librarians, and trustees, also merits further study, as do State and County 
libraries. Generally ignored in this study were library hours, size of collection, library fees 
and rules, available for many libraries in the News Notes. Also omitted are details of library 
financing as it related to the legal aspects California city incorporation at various levels and 
through time.


In respect to further study, two other resources should be noted, although they were not 
particularly helpful to this study of California's Carnegies. Preservation News of August 1985 
referred to a California State University exploration of social and architectural aspects of 
Carnegie libraries, and named the project director, Constance Glenn. Eventually 1 located Dr. 
Glenn at CSU Long Beach, where she is director of the University Art Museum. Her survey had 
been nationwide; she requested copies of early photographs, inquired as to the architect and 
existence of plans, whether there had been an architectural competition, and how the building 
was now used. Response had been slight and the project had been put on a back burner, but she 
invited me to review her files. The numbers nationwide would probably constitute an 
interesting sample. However, the approximately 39S§ response from California, said to be 
higher than from other states, contained little that the survey had not already obtained. Auburn,
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Beaumont, and Chula Vista indicated there had been a competition; Alturas, Beaumont, Calexieo, 
Chula Vista, Gilroy, Glendale, Imperial, Lakeport and Roseville indicated that they had plans.


Also in 1985. Architectural Record carried an article by Timothy Rub entitled "The day of big 
operations': Andrew Carnegie and his libraries." Reference was made to an exhibition at the 
Cooper-Hewitt Museum, with Rub as curator, on the "social and architectural implications of 
Carnegie's patronage." Apparently no catalog was prepared for the exhibit, and i was able to 
obtain only a copy of the press release and, eventually, a check list of the items on exhibit and 
xerox copies of photographs made of the exhibit. California Carnegies represented were Azusa, 
with a watercolor, pencil and colored pencil elevation study, and Oakland Main, Oakland 23rd 
Street Branch, and Riverside with photographs. This exhibit or a version of it has been 
mounted as a SITES (Smithsonian Institution Traveling Exhibition Service) exhibit, still 
available to libraries and museums for four-week periods for $800.
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Designation  Report  for  Landmark  259  –  Noe  Valley  Branch,451  Jersey  Street,  constructed  
1916,  architect  John  Reid,  Jr.  
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FILE NO. 080189 ORDINANCE NO. 3D -DZ .


(Landmark Designation of 451 Jersey Street (Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch
Library).)


Ordinance designating 451 Jersey Street, the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch


Library, (Assessor's Block Number 6539, Lot Number 034), as a Landmark under


Planning Code Article 10; and adopting General Plan, Planning Code Section 101.1(b)


and environmental findings


Note: Additions are single-underline italics Times New Roman;
deletions are strikcthrf:ugh italics Times .'Tew Reman.


Board amendment additions are double uhderlined.
Board amendment deletions are strikethrough normaL.


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


Section 1. Findings.


A. On November 8, 2007, at a duly noticed public hearing, the Planning


Commission in Resolution No. 17508 found that the proposed landmark designation of 451


Jersey Street (the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library) was consistent with the


City's General Plan and with Planning Code Section 101.1(b). In addition, the Planning


Commission recommended that the Board of Supervisors adopt the landmark designation. A


copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors in File No.


080189 and is incorporated herein by reference. The Board finds that the proposed


landmark designation is consistent with the City's General Plan and with Planning Code


Section 101.1 (b) for the reasons setforth in said Resolution.


B. Pursuant to Planning Code Section 302, the Board finds that the proposed


landmark designation wil serve the public necessity, convenience and welfare for the reasons


set forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 17508, which reasons are incorporated


Supervisor Duffy, Planning Commission
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1 herein by reference as though fully set forth. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk


2 of the Board of Supervisors in File No. 0801.89


3 C. The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this


4 Ordinance are in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (California. Public


5 Resources Code section 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the


6 Board of Supervisors in File No. and is incorporated herein by reference.


7 D. The Board of Supervisors hereby finds that 451 Jersey Street (the Carnegie Noe


8 Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library), Lot No 034 in Assessor's Block No. 6539, has a special


9 character and special historical, architectural, and aesthetic interest and value, and that its


1'0 designation as a Landmarkwil further the purposes of and conform to the standards set forth


11 in Article 10 of the San Francisco Planning Code.


12 Section 2: Designation. Pursuant to Section 1004 of the Planning Code, 451 Jersey


13 Street (the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library), Lot No 034 in Assessor's Block


14 No. 6539, is hereby designated a Landmark under Article 10 of the Planning Code. This


15 designation was initiated by the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board through its


16 Landmark Designation Work Program for fiscal year 1999~2000, and affirmed with Resolution


17 No. 619 of the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board and Resolution No. 17508 of the


18 Planning Commission, which Resolutions are on file with the Clerk of the Board of


19 Supervisors in File No. 080189.. and which Resolutions are incorporated herein by


20 reference as though fully set forth.


21 Section 3. Required Data.


22 (a) The description, location, and boundary of the Landmark site consists of the City


23 parcel located at the south side of the middle of Jersey Street, on Assessor's Block 6539, Lot


24


25
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1 034, with a street address of 451 Jersey Street (the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch


2 Library).


3 (b) The characteristics of the Landmark that justify its designation are described and


4 shown in the Landmark Designation Report adopted by.the Landmarks Preservation Advisory


5 Board on October 17, 2007 and other supporting materials contained in Planning Department


6 Docket No. 2001.0565 L. In brief, the National Register of Historic Places characteristics of


7 the Landmark that justify its designation are as follows:


8 (1) Association with the work of a master architect, John Reid, Jr.;


9 (2) Association with patterns of social and cultural history of San Francisco during


10 the period of significance, particularly with the contestation of political and cultural power


11 between working class based groups and middle class based Progressives;


12 (3) Architectural embodiment of Progressive and City Beautiful tenets of civic


13 grandeur used as a means of social' organization, particularly the acculturation of working


14 class and immigrant populations; and


15 (4) Architectural embodiment of the distinctive characteristics of an early branch


16 library building.


17 (c) The particular exterior features that shall be preserved, or replaced in-kind as


18 deterrnined necessary, are those generally shown in photographs and described in the


19 Landmark Designation Report, which can be found in Planning Department Docket No.


20 2001.0565L and which is incorporated in this designation by reference as though fully set


21 forth. In brief, the description of the particular exterior and interior features that should be


22 preserved are the exterior composition and materials, the paneled vestibule, the primary


23 stairway, the spatial volume of the Main Reading Room, the ornamental ceilng of the Main


24


25


Supervisor Duff, Planning Commission
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 3


1/31/2008
N:'lNDUSElYRNEluncall D..nallonsINUbl.do







5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


1 Reading Room, and the glazed and paneled partition between the Main Reading Room and


2 the Children's Room. .


3 Section 4. The propert shall be subject to further controls and procedures, including


4 Certificate of Appropriateness requirements, pursuant to Planning Code Article 10.


APPROVED AS TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City AttorneyB~~


Marlen . Byrne
Deputy. ity Attorney


Supervisor Duft, Planning Commission
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File Number: 080189 Date Passed:


Ordinance designating 451 Jersey Street, the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library,
(Assessots Block Number 6539, Lot Number 034), as a Landmark under Planning Code Article 10;
and adopting General Plan, Planning Code Section 101.1 (b) and environmental findings.
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Case No. 2001.0565L
Proposed Landmark Designation of the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library


SAN FRANCISCO


PLANNING COMMISSION


RESOLUTION NO. 7508


ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATED TO THE RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL OF THE LANDMARK
DESIGNATION OF THE CARNEGIE NOE VALLEY/SALLY BRUNN BRANCH LIBRARY (LOCATED AT 451
JERSEY STREET, ASSESSOR'S BLOCK 6539, LOT 034) AS A SAN FRANCISCO LANDMARK UNDER
ARTICLE 10 OF THE PLANNING CODE.


WHEREAS, On June 2, 1999 the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board (LPAB) established its Landmark
Designation work program for fiscal year 1999-2000. Eight sites, seven of which are Carnegie Branch
libraries, were selected to have landmark designation reports developed and brought to the Landmarks Board
for review, comment, and consideration of initiation of landmark designation. Included on that list was the
Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library; and


To date, five of the Carnegie Branch libraries have been designated by the Board of Supervisors as local
landmarks through Article 10 of the Planning Code - the Carnegie Chinatown, Mission, Sunset, Presidio, and
Richmond Branch libraries; and


Tim Kelley, past President of the LPAB, prepared the landmark designation report for the Carnegie Noe
Valley/Sally Brunn Branch library (Attachment A), and the Department of Recreation and Park's DPR 532(A)
form (Attachment B). The property owner, San Francisco Public Library, reviewed the designation report in
May, 2001 and supports the designation of the Carnegie Noe Valley Branch library as a City landmark.
Planning Department staff reviewed the report and prepared comments and opinions for the Landmarks
Board; and


The Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board, at its regular meeting of October 17, 2007, reviewed the
Landmark Designation Report for the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library. The Landmarks Board
found that the Designation Report describes the location and boundaries of the landmark site, describes the
characteristics of the landmark that justify its designation, and describes the particular features that should be
preserved, and therefore meets the requirements of Planning Code Section 1004(b) and 1 004(c)(1). That
Designation Report is fully incorporated by reference into this resolution; and


The Landmarks Board unanimously adopted Resolution No. 619, in which they recommended to the Planning
Commission that they adopt a Resolution recommending that the Board of Supervisors adopt an ordinance to
designate the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library as a local San Francisco landmark pursuant to
Article 10 of the Planning Code; and


The Commission held a duly noticed hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting on November 8, 2007 to
consider the proposed Ordinance and the Landmarks Board's recommendation.


The Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board, in considering the proposed landmark designation employed the
National Register of Historic Places criteria and found the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library to
be eligible for listing on the National Register under Register under Criterion A (Associated with events that
have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history), as well as Criterion C (Embodies the
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or that represent the work of a master,
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November 8, 2007


Case No. 2001.0565L
Proposed Landmark


Designation of
Carnegie Noe


Valley/Sally Brunn
Branch Library


or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose
components may lack individual distinction); and


The Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board reviewed and endorsed the following description of the
characteristics of the landmark which justify its designation:


a. Association with the work of a master architect, John Reid, Jr;


b. Association with patterns of social and cultural history of San Francisco during the period of
significance, particularly with the contestation of political and cultural power between working
class based groups and middle class based Progressives;


c. Architectural embodiment of Progressive and City Beautiful tenets of civic grandeur used as a
means of social organization, particularly the acculturation of working class and immigrant
populations:


d. Architectural embodiment of the distinctive characteristics of an early Branch library building,
especially those delineated in "Notes on the Erection of Library Buildings 1;" and


The Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board has reviewed and endorsed the following particular features that
should be preserved:


a. Exterior composition and materials.


b. The paneled vestibule.


c. The primary stairway.


d. The spatial volume of the Main Reading Room.


e. The ornamental ceiling of the Main Reading Room.


f. The glazed and paneled partition between the Main Reading Room and the Children's Room;


and


The Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board found that the designation of the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally
Brunn Branch Library meets the required findings of Planning Code Section 101.1 in the following manner:


a. The proposed Project will further Priority Policy No.7, that landmarks and historic buildings be
preserved. Landmark designation wil help to preserve a significant historical resource that is
associated with architecture that embodies the work of a master, and that embodies the
tenets of the City Beautiful movement.


b. The proposed project will have no significant impact to the other seven Priority Policies: the
City's supply of affordable housing, existing housing, or neighborhood character, public transit
or neighborhood parking, preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an
earthquake, commercial activity, business or employment, or public parks or open space; and,


The Planning Commission concurs with the Landmarks Board's findings and its recommendation of approval


1 "Notes on the Erection of Library Buildings," excerpted from Free to All, Carnegie Libraries and American Culture: 1890 -1920, Abigail
Van Slych (Chicago, 1995), Appendix I, Page 1.
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of the landmark designation of the Carnegie Noe Valley/Sally Brunn Branch Library.


The proposed landmark designation is consistent with the following General Plan Policies:


Urban Desiqn Element


POLICY 2.4 Preserve notable landmarks and areas of historic, architectural or aesthetic value,
and promote the preservation of other buildings and features that provide continuity
with past development.


POLICY 2.6 Respect the character of older development nearby in the design of new buildings.


POLICY 2.7 Recognize and protect outstanding and unique areas that contribute in an
extraordinary degree to San Francisco's visual form and character.


The proposed landmark designation would increase the protection of and outstanding and unique historical
resource, thereby helping to better implement the above policies.


The proposed amendments to the Planning Code are consistent with the eight Priority Policies set forth in
Section 101.1 (b) of the Planning Code in that:


1. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future opportunities


for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced;


The proposed landmark designation wil not impact such uses or opportunities.


2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to preserve


the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods;


The proposed landmark designation wil not negatively impact existing housing or neighborhood
character.


3. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced;


The proposed landmark designation wil not negatively impact the City's supply of affordable housing.


4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or neighborhood
parking;


The proposed landmark designation wil not impede transit service or overburden our streets of
neighborhood parking.


5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from


displacement due to commercial offce development, and that future opportunities for resident
employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced;


The proposed landmark designation wil not impact the diversity of economic activity.


6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an
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earthquake;


The proposed Ordinance would not modify any physical parameters of the Planning Code or other
Codes. It is furthermore not anticipated that the proposed Ordinance would result in any building
activity and therefore would have no affect on the City's preparedness for an earthquake.


7. That the landmarks and historic buildings be preserved;


Designating this significant historic resource as a local landmark wil further a continuity with the past
because the character-defining features of the building wil be preserved for the benefit of future
generations. Landmark designation wil require that the Planning Department and the Landmarks
Preservation Advisory Board review any proposed work that may have an impact on character-
defining features. Both entities wil utilze the Secretary of Interior's Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties in their review to ensure that only appropriate, compatible alterations are made.
The proposed landmark designation wil not have a significant impact on any of the other elements of
the General Plan.


8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from
development;


The proposed Ordinance would not impact or faciltate any development which could have any impact
on our parks and open space or their access to sunlight and vistas.


THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission hereby recommends to the Board of
Supervisors that it approve the proposed ordinance; and


I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was adopted by the Commission at its meeting on November 8,
2007.


Linda Avery
Commission Secretary


AYES: Alexander, Antonini, S. Lee, W. Lee, Moore, Olague, Sugaya


NOES: o


ABSENT: o


G:IDOCUMENTSILandmarks Work ProgramlNoe Valley BranchlPC Final Resolution. doc







\... LANDMARK DESIGNATION REPORT
DATE:


, CASE NO.:


PAGE 1
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LANDMARKS BOARD VOTE:
APPROVED:
PLANNING COMMISSION VOTE:
APPROVED:
PROPOSED LANDMARK NO.:


HISTORIC NAME: Noe Valley Branch Library


POPULAR NAME: same


ADDRESS: 451 Jersey Street
BLOCK & LOT:6539-034
OWNER: San Francisco Public Librar


Ci vic Center
San Francisco, CA 94102


ORIGINAL


CURRENT


ZONING:


USE: Public branch library


USE:Public branch library
liP"


National Register Criterion (a)


x Association with events that have made a significant contribution to
the broad patterns of our history.
Association with the lives of persons significant in our past.
Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period. or method of
construction, or that represent a significant and distinguishable
entity whose components may lack individual distinction.
Has yielded, or may be likely to yield information important in
history or prehistory.


(A)


(B)
(C)


x


(D)


* Period of Signifcance: 1915-oresent
Integrity: The building presently retains a high degree of integrity i both


interior and exterior.


*


Article 10 Requirements-Section 1004 (b)
* Boundaries of the Landmark Site


Boundaries of the Landmark Site are the footprint of the building
and the Jersey Street setback.


* Characteristics of the Landmark which justify its designation


1. Association with patterns of social and cultural history of
San Francisco during the period of significance, particularly
with the contestation of political and cultural power between
working class based groups and middle class based Progressives.


2. Architectural embodiment of Progressive and City Beautiful
tenets of civic grandeur used as a means of social organization,
particularly the acculturation of working class and immigrant
populations.


3. Architectural embodiment of the distinctive characteristics of
an early branch library building, especially those delineated in
"Notes on the Erection of Library Buildings n.


* Description of the Particular features that should be preserved
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LANDMARKS BOARD VOTE:
APPROVED:
PLANNING COMMISSION VOTE:
APPROVED:
PROPOSED LANDMARK NO.:


1LANDMARK DESIGNATION REPORT
DATE:
CASE NO.:


i _ Exterior composition and materials.
2. The paneled vestibule-
3. The main stairway
4. The spatial volume of the Main Reading Room.
5. The ornamental ceiling of the Main Reading Room.
6 _ The glazed and paneled partition between the Main Reading Room
and the Children' s Room.


DESCRIPTION


Exhibiting mainly Classical Revival features, the Noe Valley Branch
Library is rectangular in plan, with a smaller rectangular extension at
the rear. The main mass is one story over a raised basement, with a
tiled end-gabled roof. The roof overhangs on all sides, and features
carved rafter ends. The building is set back slightly from the street,
and is several feet above sidewalk level, reached by a low central
flight of steps.


The composition is symetrical, dominated by five tall rectangular
casement windows on the upper floor and the pedimented central
entrance. The upper windows are framed together, separated by
pilasters, with a cornon sill and lintel. The lintel is inscribed UNOE
VALLEY BRACH PUBLIC LIBRARY". A dentilated cornice with frieze runs
beneath the eaves, a belt cornice marks the upper floor level, and a
plinth forms the building's base. On the lower level, beneath each of
the flanking four upper windows, is a small rectangular, barred window_


Walls are tawny brick laid in a tapestry pattern, while polychrome
glazed terra cotta is used for ornament _ The upper cornice and frieze
feature several courses of terra cotta molding / including a dentil
course / glyphic course and a key molding. The lower cornice is
similarly complex, featuring several courses including a wave scroll, a
beaded molding / and a floral or dogtooth pattern. The plinth too is
decorated with a strip of molding _ Beneath the sill for the upper
windows is a row of fruit garlands punctuated with open books.


The pedimented door surround is elaborately ornamented with glazed
terra cotta, and is crowned by a large medallion featuring another open
book. The double doors are wooden framed glass. Inside is a small
vestibule and a wide / straight stairway that leads up to the middle of
the main reading room, which occupies nearly all of the upper floor.
The check-out desk is at the head of the stairs. To the rear / through a
paneled partition with glazed upper half / lies the children' s room,
occupying the rear extension of the building - The doorway is
pedimented, with a clock enclosed ih the pediment.


In the main room, the ceiling is ornately paneled. The room is
lighted by the high windows, five in the front and three on each side.
Low shelving serves as a ballustrade around the stairwell, and
peripheral shelving runs under the windows. The transition from the
main part of the building to the rear extension is marked by plaster
pilasters.


STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE


CRITERION A: SIGNIFICANT HISTORIC PATTERNS
The Noe Valley Branch Library was the third of seven branch buildings


financed by a Carnegie grant. The grant itself was the subject of
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twelve years of intense 
political and class conflict in San Francisco.


This branch was constructed in the well established Noe Valley
neighborhood. By providing easy access to pubished works for
neighborhood residents, the building expresses the national and local
ascendancy of Progressive political and social values, as well as the
development of public libraries. It also expresses the City Beautiful
philosophy by presenting a building intended to create a sense of civic
grandeur and diginity in the citizen who enters, or merely views it.


CRITERION C: POSSESSES HIGH ARTISTIC VALUES
In both its exterior composition and its grand main reading room, the


Noe Valley Branch Library possesses high artistic values. The
pedimented entrance and large grouped windows create the sense of a
temple. The entry path is carefully controlled, with the transition
from the street, through the small constricted vestibule upwards to the
grand, high ceilinged main reading room conveying a sense of
aspiration, and of intellectual and civic rebirth.


REFERENCES:
Bean, Walton. Boss Ruef's San Francisco. U.C. Press. 1952


Board of Supervisors. San Francisco Municipal Reports. various years 1900 to 1925


Cahill, B. J. S. "The Work of Bliss & Faville" The Architect and Engineer of California. Jan 1914


Carnegie Corporation of New York Archives, Rare Book and Munuscript Library, Columbia University


Carnegie Corporation of New York, website, "Andrew Carnegie's Legacy"


Favile, W. B., F. A. i. A. "Phases of Panama-Pacific International Exposition Architecture" The American


Architect. January 6, 1915


The Foundation for San Francisco's Architectural Heritage. "Libraries Reflect the City's Values". Heritage
Newsletter, vol XVi, No.4. uncredited author Donald Andreini


Issei, Wiliam and Robert W. Cherny. San Francisco 1865-1932; Politics, Power, and Urban Development.
Berkeley, Los Angeles, London, University of California Press. 1986


Jones, Theodore. Carnegie Libraries Across America, a Public Legacy. Washington, D.C. Preservation Press;
New York: John Wiley, 1997.


Kahn, Judd. Imperial San Francisco; Poliics and Planning in an American City, 1897-1906. Lincoln, NB,


University of Nebraska Press. 1979


Kazin, MichaeL. Barons of Labor. University of Illinois Press. Urbana and Chicago. 1987


Kelley, Tim. "Origins of the Seven San Francisco Carnegie Branch Libraries, 1901-1921" Context Statement.
Planning Department. January, 2001


Kortum, Lucy Deam. "Carnegie Library Development in California and the Architecture It Produced,
1899-1921". M.A. Thesis, Sonoma State University, 1990
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New York. Architectural History Foundation; Cambridge, Mass. MIT Press. 1983


Morrow, Irving F, "Work by John Reid, Jr., A. i. A." The Architect and Engineer. February 1920
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RATINGS: 1976 Citywide Survey "2"


PREPARED BY: Tim Kelley
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*NRHP Status Cod.
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B1. Historic Name: No!" V;i 11 pv 'Rr;inrh L; hr;irv
_ B2. Common Name: i:rlmp
_ B3. Original Use: Piih 1; r hrrlnrh 1; hrrlrv


B4. Present Use: Piihl ; r hrrlnrh 1; hrrlry
_ *B5. Archit.ctural Styl.: C'l;i:i:;rrl1 Rpv;vrll
_ *86. Construction History: (Construction date, alterations, and date of alterations)


Built 1915


_ *87. Mov.d? 18 No 0 Yes Date:
*88. Relat.d F.atures: Deck and garden in rear


Original Location:


B9a. Architect: .,ohn Rp; n .,r b. Builder: (' (' 'lprr; 11
*B10.Silnificance:Th.m. C'iiltiirrl1 H;i:tnry L;hrrlrv Ara: Srln F'rrlnr;i:ro


PeofSignik 1915-present PrTy Branch Library ApIcCr 'A ('
(Discuss impOrtnce in terms of histoncal or arcitecural context as define by thme. peri. and QeOQraphic sc. Als address intent.l
CRITERION A: SIGNIFICANT HISTORIC PATTERNS
The Noe Valley Branch Library was the third of seven branch buildings financed by a
Carnegie grant. The grant itself was the subject of twelve years of intense political
and class conflict in San Francisco. This branch was constructed in the well established
Noe Valley neighborhood. By providing easy access to pubished works for neighborhood
residents. the building expresses the national and local ascendancy of Progressive
political and social values. as well as the development of public libraries. It also
expresses the City Beautiful philosophy by presenting a building (continued)


B11. Additional Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes) HPl4 Govt. Buildino: HP13 Corruni tv
Center: HP39 Other


*812. Ref.r.nc.s: See continuation sheet, page 4


B13. Remarks: Sketch Map with north arrow required.


*B14. Evaluator: San Francisco Landmarks Board
Jersey SI.
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o Update


P3a. Description: (continued)


The upper windows are framed together, separated by pilasters, with a common sill and linteL. The lintel is inscribed
"NOE VALLEY BRANCH PUBLIC LIBRARY". A dentilated cornice with frieze runs beneath the eaves, a belt cornice
marks the upper floor level, and a plinth forms the building's base. On the lower level, beneath each of the flanking
four upper windows, is a small rectangular, barred window.


Walls are tawny brick laid in a tapestry pattern, while polychrome glazed terra cotta is used for ornament. The
upper cornice and frieze feature several courses of terra cotta molding, including a dentil course, glyphic course and
a key molding. The lower cornice is similarly complex, featuring several courses including a wave scroll, a beaded
molding, and a floral or dogtooth pattern. The plinth too is decorated with a strip of molding. Beneath the sill for the
upper windows is a row of fruit garlands punctuated with open books.


The pedimented door surround is elaborately ornamented with glazed terra cotta, and is crowned by a large
medallon featuring another open book. The double doors are wooden framed glass. Inside is a small vestibule and
a wide, straight stairway that leads up to the middle of the main reading room, which occupies nearly all of the upper
floor. The check-out desk is at the head of the stairs. To the rear, through a paneled partition with glazed upper half,
lies the children's room, occupying the rear extension of the building. The doorway is pedimented, with a clock
enclosed in the pediment.


In the main room, the ceilng is ornately paneled. The room is lighted by the high windows, five in the front and
three on each side. Low shelving serves as a ballustrade around the stairwell, and peripheral shelving runs under
the windows. The transition from the main part of the building to the rear extension is marked by plaster pilasters.


B10. Significance: (continued)


intended to create a sense of civic grandeur and diginity in the citizen who enters, or merely views it.


CRITERION C: POSSESSES HIGH ARTISTIC VALUES
In both its exterior composition and its grand main reading room, the Noe Valley Branch Library possesses high


artistic values. The pedimented entrance and large grouped windows create the sense of a temple. The entry path
is carefully controlled, with the transition from the street, through the small constricted vestibule upwards to the
grand, high ceilinged main reading room conveying a sense of aspiration, and of intellectual and civic rebirth.
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		Date of Submittal: July 22, 2020                             

		PROPERTY OWNERS NAME: City and County of San Francisco Public Library                                                                                  

		PROPERTY OWNERS ADDRESS: San Francisco Public Library - Main Branch100 Larkin StreetSan Francisco, Ca 94102

		TELEPHONE: 415 557 4400                                             
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		SAA_1: Off
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		LOT AREA SQ FT: 3,125

		ZONING DISTRICT: P, Public

		HEIGHTBULK DISTRICT: 40X

		OTHER ADDRESS  HISTORIC ADDRESS  if applicable: 

		ZIP CODE_2: 

		HISTORIC NAME OF PROPERTY IF APPLICABLE: Golden Gate Valley Branch Library
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		ACTUAL YEAR: On

		ESTIMATED YEAR: Off

		SOURCE FOR DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: Library and City records

		ARCHITECT OR BUILDER: Ernest Coxhead                                   

		ARCHITECTURAL STYLE: 
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free to contact me should you have questions.
Sincerely,
Bridget Maley
 
--
bridget maley
architecture + history, llc
415 . 760 . 4318
san francisco, ca
 
www.architecture-history.com
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: Item 16. St Ignatius Sports Lighting - Please require an EIR.
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:21:30 PM
Attachments: 2020-07-22 Saint Ignatius - Sierra Club comments -.pdf

 
 
 
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: Kathy Howard <kathyhoward@earthlink.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 11:33 AM
To: Chan, Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-
Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Kathrin Moore
<mooreurban@aol.com>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan
(CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>
Cc: 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: Item 16. St Ignatius Sports Lighting - Please require an EIR.
 

 

Planning Commission President Joel Koppel,
 
Attached please find the Sierra Club's letter regarding our concerns with  the proposed sports
lighting at St. Ignatius and the need for an Environmental Impact Report.

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:Jeffrey.Horn@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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1243 42nd Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94122       Tel. (415) 710-2402              kathyhoward   at   earthlink.net 


July 22, 2020 


Mr. Joel Koppel, President  


San Francisco Planning Commission 


City Hall 


San Francisco, CA 


Re:   PLANNING CASE NUMBER 2018-012648CUA  


 SAINT IGNATIUS STADIUM LIGHTING PROJECT 


Dear President Koppel, 


The Saint Ignatius (SI) Stadium Lighting project will install 90 foot tall utility poles with extensive night 


sports lighting, projected to be in use up to 200 nights a year, for sporting events that will both involve 


and attract large numbers of people from outside of the local community.  We are concerned with the 


combined adverse effects of light and glare, noise, and traffic congestion on the community and the 


surrounding environment.   


An Environmental Impact Report is needed 


The SI stadium lighting project has received a categorical exemption under CEQA; however, a full 


Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is needed to understand this project’s impacts in terms of light 


pollution, nighttime noise pollution, impacts to wildlife and increased VMT (vehicle miles travelled) in 


this residential neighborhood.  The SI Stadium Lighting project should not be approved until these 


impacts have been fully evaluated.   


Wildlife Impacts  


Western San Francisco is on the Pacific Flyway.  Artificial night lighting can have negative impacts on the 


nesting habits and migration patterns of many species of birds.  The proposed project could cause 


significant light pollution, even with fully shielded fixtures.  This can be exacerbated by the fog that 


often blankets the area and could increase ambient illumination over a wide area to levels that are 


ecologically disruptive. 


The school is adjacent to the Sunset Boulevard Greenbelt and the Sunset Community Garden.  As of July 


2020, 67 different species of birds have been recorded in the area on ebird.  An EIR is needed to 


evaluate the impact on nesting birds, migrating birds, and bats currently living in the vicinity of the 


project. 


Health Impacts 


Studies commissioned by the community have concluded that the quantity, height, and planned 


frequent use of the lights will create a significant impact on the health and well-being of those living 


near the fields – especially the children living directly adjacent to the school.  These findings need to be 







Sierra Club 
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evaluated in an EIR. 


Lack of Dialogue and Inclusion    


The Sierra Club supports the Jemez Principles, the goals of which are to "achieve just societies that 


include all people in decision-making" and to "be sure that relevant voices of people directly affected 


are heard." 
1
    However, the community has expressed frustration with a lack of meaningful 


engagements by SI with the community and with SI's refusal to discuss community-proposed 


alternatives.  A full EIR would present alternatives that could benefit both parties.  


Vehicle Miles Travelled (VMT) 


The creation of a night-time lighted sports field will likely result in increased traffic on Sunset Blvd and 


local streets.  Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG) will likely increase. This needs to be evaluated in an EIR. 


Conclusion 


The potential for negative environmental impacts from this project and the lack of effective community 


participation are such that the Sierra Club supports a full Environmental Impact Report be completed  


before this project can be approved. 


Sincerely, 


 


Katherine Howard 


SF Group Executive Committee, member 


SF Group Conservation Committee, member 


California Conservation Committee, past member 


 


CC:      Planning Commissioners 


 Board of Supervisors 


 Commission Secretary 


  


                                                   
1
   "Jemez Principles,"   This policy was developed by European-American representatives for Environmental and Economic 


Justice and widely used in the development of environmental policy.   http://www.ejnet.org/ej/jemez.pdf 







 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Katherine Howard
 
SF Group Executive Committee, member
SF Group Conservation Committee, member
California Conservation Committee, past member
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES INCREASE IN COVID-19 TESTING

CAPACITY AND ADDITIONAL NEIGHBORHOOD SITES
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 1:42:41 PM
Attachments: 07.22.20 COVID-19 Testing Expansion.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, July 22, 2020 at 1:29 PM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES
INCREASE IN COVID-19 TESTING CAPACITY AND ADDITIONAL NEIGHBORHOOD
SITES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, July 22, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES INCREASE IN

COVID-19 TESTING CAPACITY AND ADDITIONAL
NEIGHBORHOOD SITES

City to add 1,400 testing slots at three COVID-19 testing sites and an expansion of
CityTestSF. Testing to be located in communities disproportionately impacted by COVID-19.

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced new strategies for COVID-
19 testing prioritization and availability to address the surge in COVID-19 cases and
hospitalizations in San Francisco. San Francisco’s public COVID-19 testing program will
focus on people who have symptoms consistent with the virus, close contacts of confirmed
cases, and people prioritized by the Department of Public Health such as those impacted by an
outbreak.
 
In addition, San Francisco’s public COVID-19 testing program will continue to serve first
responders, activated Disaster Service Workers, people who must leave their homes to work in
San Francisco, people without health insurance, and communities disproportionately impacted
by this global pandemic. People with private health insurance should continue to request tests

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Wednesday, July 22, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org  
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES INCREASE IN 


COVID-19 TESTING CAPACITY AND ADDITIONAL 
NEIGHBORHOOD SITES 


City to add 1,400 testing slots at three COVID-19 testing sites and an expansion of CityTestSF. 
Testing to be located in communities disproportionately impacted by COVID-19. 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced new strategies for COVID-19 
testing prioritization and availability to address the surge in COVID-19 cases and 
hospitalizations in San Francisco. San Francisco’s public COVID-19 testing program will focus 
on people who have symptoms consistent with the virus, close contacts of confirmed cases, and 
people prioritized by the Department of Public Health such as those impacted by an outbreak.  
 
In addition, San Francisco’s public COVID-19 testing program will continue to serve first 
responders, activated Disaster Service Workers, people who must leave their homes to work in 
San Francisco, people without health insurance, and communities disproportionately impacted by 
this global pandemic. People with private health insurance should continue to request tests from 
their health care providers. 
 
To support this effort, the CityTestSF site at the Embarcadero will add 400 new appointments 
per day to ensure that first responders, including City Disaster Service Workers, have access to 
testing. Additionally, two new mobile testing sites that can each conduct up to 250 tests per day 
will be added to the City’s current testing assets, and will be deployed in neighborhoods 
disproportionately affected by the pandemic. The placement of these new sites will be 
determined in consultation with community members. A new long-term test site also will be 
added in the southeastern part of the City, starting with approximately 500 more tests per day for 
individuals most in need of testing.  
 
“San Francisco has been exceeding our goals for daily COVID-19 testing, but like cities around 
the country we’re now facing challenges due to increasing demand,” said Mayor Breed. “Since 
we issued the first Stay Home Order, there have been over 29 testing sites set up throughout the 
City with nearly 200,000 tests performed. Our public CityTestSF sites are conducting thousands 
of tests per day and we’re continuing to expand capacity, but we need private providers to step 
up and do their part so that our public resources remain available for those most in need.” 
 
Consistent prioritization of testing in congregate settings such as skilled nursing facilities has 
greatly contributed to San Francisco’s achievement of a fivefold lower death rate than those in 
comparable counties. San Francisco has consistently exceeded its target of conducting 1,800 tests 
daily, reaching an average of 3,212 daily tests this week.  



mailto:mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
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“We have made tremendous progress, but the data show that we must prioritize specific 
populations for testing in order to flatten the curve again. Paired with contact tracing, that is the 
best way to find cases and subsequently reduce further exposures and infections,” said Dr. Grant 
Colfax, Director of Health. “New cases are up fourfold from where they were one month ago, 
and hospitalizations are currently higher than they were at the initial rise of the pandemic in 
San Francisco. The City needs to continue adapting and improving our prevention and response 
efforts, including testing. I’m grateful to our many partners in this work, as it will take all of us 
to reach our goal of universal access to testing for San Franciscans.” 
 
In early July, a combination of increased testing demand paired with a delay in national 
laboratory results created a need to reevaluate existing testing resources in the City and 
determine how testing capacity could be improved, reprioritized and expanded. 
 
“Containing the spread of COVID-19 requires a significant increase in testing and fast 
turnaround times for results,” said Caroline Savello, Chief Commercial Officer, Color. “Working 
with the City of San Francisco, Color and our clinical partners have built one of the most 
efficient testing programs in California. We’ve provided over 100,000 fast, reliable results 
through CityTestSF, and built the foundation that will help meet changing public health needs.” 
 
“With the recent surge of the virus across the country and in the Bay Area, increased access to 
testing throughout our communities is paramount. We appreciate the commitment of the Mayor’s 
office in continuing to lead the response in battling this pandemic,” said Eren Bali, Co-Founder 
and CEO of Carbon Health. “We are excited to expand our partnership with the City, which will 
provide us with an opportunity to add hundreds of new jobs for our local healthcare workers 
while increasing access points for thousands of San Franciscans.” 
  
Next Steps for COVID-19 Testing Improvements in San Francisco    
 
Issued a Health Order requiring private health care providers to expand testing services 
San Francisco’s Health Officer has ordered private health care providers to test people with 
symptoms, close contacts of confirmed cases, and anyone whose test is recommended by the 
Department of Public Health. The new Health Order also recommends that private health care 
providers test people whose work outside the home puts them at higher risk of exposure to 
COVID-19. 
 
Reassess existing testing assets and revise testing priorities 
Starting this week, the City is assessing existing City and privately operated testing facilities 
throughout San Francisco to determine where capacity can be expanded particularly for priority 
populations. Priorities include close contacts to a confirmed positive case as identified by contact 
tracers, those showing symptoms, and those prioritized by the Department of Public Health. 
 
Expand community testing to locations that show recent increases in transmission  
Starting next week, the Department of Public Health will expand alternative testing sites in 
partnership with the San Francisco Health Network (SFHN) Primary Care and community 



https://www.sfdph.org/dph/alerts/files/Order-C19-15-Health-Facility-and-Provider-Testing.pdf
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partners to provide testing based on existing health care and community infrastructure. This 
continued focus on community will include the launch of two CityTestSF Mobile assets which 
will be deployed to areas that show intensive active transmission of COVID-19.  This will allow 
San Francisco’s response efforts to follow the path of the virus throughout the community and 
will decrease the burden of COVID-19 in the City as a whole.  
 
Expand testing for priority populations in areas with less access to testing  
The southeastern section of San Francisco includes the neighborhoods of highest transmission of 
COVID-19 and populations of highest risk of severe outcomes. Improving access to testing 
decreases the amount of time that individuals may be unknowingly spreading the virus 
throughout their communities. Therefore, the City is currently assessing potential locations for a 
new CityTestSF site in the southeastern quadrant of the City. Once finalized, the location will 
mimic the existing CityTestSF site in SoMa and will have the ability to begin testing 500 people 
per day.  
 
The new testing sites will be created in partnership with Color and Carbon Health. San Francisco 
will begin implementation of the above next steps for testing improvements this week as part of 
the City’s response to the surge of COVID-19 in our community.  
 
 


### 







from their health care providers.
 
To support this effort, the CityTestSF site at the Embarcadero will add 400 new appointments
per day to ensure that first responders, including City Disaster Service Workers, have access to
testing. Additionally, two new mobile testing sites that can each conduct up to 250 tests per
day will be added to the City’s current testing assets, and will be deployed in neighborhoods
disproportionately affected by the pandemic. The placement of these new sites will be
determined in consultation with community members. A new long-term test site also will be
added in the southeastern part of the City, starting with approximately 500 more tests per day
for individuals most in need of testing.
 
“San Francisco has been exceeding our goals for daily COVID-19 testing, but like cities
around the country we’re now facing challenges due to increasing demand,” said Mayor
Breed. “Since we issued the first Stay Home Order, there have been over 29 testing sites set up
throughout the City with nearly 200,000 tests performed. Our public CityTestSF sites are
conducting thousands of tests per day and we’re continuing to expand capacity, but we need
private providers to step up and do their part so that our public resources remain available for
those most in need.”
 
Consistent prioritization of testing in congregate settings such as skilled nursing facilities has
greatly contributed to San Francisco’s achievement of a fivefold lower death rate than those in
comparable counties. San Francisco has consistently exceeded its target of conducting 1,800
tests daily, reaching an average of 3,212 daily tests this week.
 
“We have made tremendous progress, but the data show that we must prioritize specific
populations for testing in order to flatten the curve again. Paired with contact tracing, that is
the best way to find cases and subsequently reduce further exposures and infections,” said Dr.
Grant Colfax, Director of Health. “New cases are up fourfold from where they were one
month ago, and hospitalizations are currently higher than they were at the initial rise of the
pandemic in San Francisco. The City needs to continue adapting and improving our prevention
and response efforts, including testing. I’m grateful to our many partners in this work, as it
will take all of us to reach our goal of universal access to testing for San Franciscans.”
 
In early July, a combination of increased testing demand paired with a delay in national
laboratory results created a need to reevaluate existing testing resources in the City and
determine how testing capacity could be improved, reprioritized and expanded.
 
“Containing the spread of COVID-19 requires a significant increase in testing and fast
turnaround times for results,” said Caroline Savello, Chief Commercial Officer, Color.
“Working with the City of San Francisco, Color and our clinical partners have built one of the
most efficient testing programs in California. We’ve provided over 100,000 fast, reliable
results through CityTestSF, and built the foundation that will help meet changing public health
needs.”
 
“With the recent surge of the virus across the country and in the Bay Area, increased access to
testing throughout our communities is paramount. We appreciate the commitment of the
Mayor’s office in continuing to lead the response in battling this pandemic,” said Eren Bali,
Co-Founder and CEO of Carbon Health. “We are excited to expand our partnership with the
City, which will provide us with an opportunity to add hundreds of new jobs for our local
healthcare workers while increasing access points for thousands of San Franciscans.”



Next Steps for COVID-19 Testing Improvements in San Francisco  
 
Issued a Health Order requiring private health care providers to expand testing services
San Francisco’s Health Officer has ordered private health care providers to test people with
symptoms, close contacts of confirmed cases, and anyone whose test is recommended by the
Department of Public Health. The new Health Order also recommends that private health care
providers test people whose work outside the home puts them at higher risk of exposure to
COVID-19.

Reassess existing testing assets and revise testing priorities
Starting this week, the City is assessing existing City and privately operated testing facilities
throughout San Francisco to determine where capacity can be expanded particularly for
priority populations. Priorities include close contacts to a confirmed positive case as identified
by contact tracers, those showing symptoms, and those prioritized by the Department of Public
Health.
 
Expand community testing to locations that show recent increases in transmission
Starting next week, the Department of Public Health will expand alternative testing sites in
partnership with the San Francisco Health Network (SFHN) Primary Care and community
partners to provide testing based on existing health care and community infrastructure. This
continued focus on community will include the launch of two CityTestSF Mobile assets which
will be deployed to areas that show intensive active transmission of COVID-19.  This will
allow San Francisco’s response efforts to follow the path of the virus throughout the
community and will decrease the burden of COVID-19 in the City as a whole.
 
Expand testing for priority populations in areas with less access to testing
The southeastern section of San Francisco includes the neighborhoods of highest transmission
of COVID-19 and populations of highest risk of severe outcomes. Improving access to testing
decreases the amount of time that individuals may be unknowingly spreading the virus
throughout their communities. Therefore, the City is currently assessing potential locations for
a new CityTestSF site in the southeastern quadrant of the City. Once finalized, the location
will mimic the existing CityTestSF site in SoMa and will have the ability to begin testing 500
people per day.
 
The new testing sites will be created in partnership with Color and Carbon Health. San
Francisco will begin implementation of the above next steps for testing improvements this
week as part of the City’s response to the surge of COVID-19 in our community. 
 
 

###
 

https://www.sfdph.org/dph/alerts/files/Order-C19-15-Health-Facility-and-Provider-Testing.pdf


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Hearing Date 07/23/20 Supplemental to DR
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 11:05:23 AM
Attachments: O"Neill_email_041320.pdf

 
 
 
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: Jose Pardell <JPardell@msn.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 10:21 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Hearing Date 07/23/20 Supplemental to DR
 

 

Agenda Item # 2019-012023DRP (1856 29th Avenue)

 

Dear San Francisco Planning Commission:

 

We are Jose and Mimi Pardell, the DR requestors. We live next door at 1860 29th Ave, south
of the subject property 1856 29th Avenue and have lived here 22 years.

 

We oppose the issuance of a permit for the 1856 29th Avenue proposed expansion. We have
lived on the 1800 block of 29th Avenue 22 years. There is no other home on the block

similar to the type of home our next door neighbor is requesting. This oversized, "big box
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mini-mansion" proposed for next door is incompatible with the neighboring homes scale and
character.

 

We have organized neighborhood opposition to the permit. We are grateful for the 29th
avenue, Ortega Street, and 28th Avenue neighbors who have sent in comments in opposition
to the permit and we thank you.

 

Please refer to the attached email by Mr O'Neill to me, Jose Pardell, dated 04/13/20 where he
states at the midpoint of the email: "Paul is planning to commence some of the interior work
this summer (pending the relaxation of the shelter in place requirements due to the COVID 19
situation) The extent of this work will be interior only, to such an extent as to allow his family
to relocate to the lower level in preparation for the vertical addition work which will render his
main living level uninhabitable."

 

We would like to note that the San Francisco planning department ADU handbook states:

 

 An addition is permitted to incorporate the ADU(s), as long as the addition does not
increase the building’s height. 

 

The proposed addition will increase the height of the building from approximately 20’ to
26’6”.  With the increase in the height of the building,  the proposed plan violates Section
207(c)(iii) of the Planning Code which provides:

 

(ii) An Accessory Dwelling Unit shall be constructed entirely within

the built envelope of an existing building or within the built envelope of an existing and
authorized

auxiliary structure on the same lot, as the built envelope in either case existed three years
prior to the

time the application was filed for a building permit to construct the ADU. For purposes of this

provision. the "built envelope" shall include all spaces included in Zoning Administrator
Bulletin

4, as amended from time to time, as well as any infilling underneath rear extensions the open

area under a cantilevered room or room built on columns: decks. except for decks that



encroach into the required rear yard. or decks that are supported by columns or walls other

than the building wall to which it is attached and are multi-level or more than 10 feet above

grade: and lightwell infills provided that the infill will be against a blank neighboring wall at
the

property line and not visible from any off-site location: as these spaces exist as of July 11.

2016 and except for any of these spaces that encroach on the required rear yard. In the event

that an ADU is built in any of these additional spaces. such construction shall require notice

pursuant to Planning Code Section 311 or 312.

 

The proposed third floor addition to allow for the construction of the ADU on the ground floor
violates this provision because the construction of the ADU is only possible based upon the
addition of the third story which is outside the existing envelope of the structure. The proposed
structure should not be permitted because the need for the third floor is premised upon the
addition of the ADU.

 

We also believe that the proposed construction may violate the Building Code because one of
the second floor bathrooms is at the bottom of a light well on the third floor.  That bathroom’s
roof is not part of the rest of the roof and may drain onto our property in violation of the
Building Code.  The provided plans do not show the type of roof and the method for removing
water from that roof.

 

The proposed third floor addition may affect our mid-day to late afternoon sun exposure.  We
are concerned of the loss of natural light into our stairwell and skylights that will result if the
structure next door is approved.. 

 

Also, the proposed structure does not take into consideration the need for additional parking
resulting from an increase in the structure from 2 bedrooms to 6 bedrooms.

 

There are a several senior citizens living in homes across the street from us who are of
advanced age. They deserve to live their lives in peace and quiet. Please do not burden them
with construction noise and disruption for an indeterminate length of time. 

 

We request denial of the permit. Thank you.



Jose and Mimi Pardell

1860 29th Avenue

 



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1856 29th Ave Paul Doherty remodel/ addition
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:59:14 AM

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: Carole Holt <russianhill@att.net>
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 9:46 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1856 29th Ave Paul Doherty remodel/ addition

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

In my mind, Mr Doherty perhaps should have purchased a larger home instead of coming into this quiet
neighborhood, purchasing an affordable home and wanting to go down, up and out the back.
As a merchant of 27 years on Polk Street, I have been to many meetings at city hall where the little guy loses. How
can we possibly have the ear of the planning dept when the city stands to make some good money on the fees that
Doherty will be paying for his project.
This project will undoubtedly set a trend for copy cat. There goes the sweet neighborhoods.      Years ago in Carmel,
people were buying small bungalows and making them into monster houses.
After the complexion of neighborhoods changed, Carmel stopped giving permits.
No more.
I say no more before it starts.
Please suggest Mr Doherty to move to St Francis Wood to have a house the size he needs .
Sunset obviously is not for him.
Carole Holt
1800 29th Ave
I am a renter of 20 years at this address

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Alexander, Christy (CPC)
Subject: FW: Comments in opposition to construction project at 624 Moultrie Street
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:58:30 AM

 
 
 
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: Tom Flusty <tflusty@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 7:54 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Comments in opposition to construction project at 624 Moultrie Street
 

 

To SF Planning Department,
 
We are writing to express our opposition to certain aspects of the proposed addition at 624 Moultrie
Street (case ID is: 2019-016947DRP).
We have lived two houses down the street at 636 Moultrie Street for more than 30 years and have
seen a lot of change in the neighborhood.  Although we generally like to see improvements to
homes on the street, this goes a bit too far.  Moultrie is a very narrow street with small lots.  The
existing homes are packed in tight.  This addition is too large to fit comfortably into the block.  Most
third stories on Moultrie have dual pitched roofs and setbacks in the rear to lessen the impact on
neighbors.  This design is too large, invasive, and does not consider the privacy of the immediate
neighbors.  We are also concerned that this project blocks sunlight from neighbors to the north.  Nor
does it address noise issues that come from this property and inconvenience others. 
We believe that design compromises could be made that would allow this project to move forward
to everyone's satisfaction.
 
Thank you for your attention to our concerns,
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Tom and Karen Flusty



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Cc: Dito, Matthew (CPC)
Subject: FW: 861 Baker Street
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:56:42 AM

 
 
 
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: Dito, Matthew (CPC) <matthew.dito@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 4:43 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.gordon-jonckheer@sfgov.org>; Rachna, Rachna
(CPC) <rachna.rachna@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: 861 Baker Street
 
Just following up, it doesn't look like this was added to the advance calendar. Regardless, could I
switch this to 9/24? I would also like to add a condo case at 764 Cole (2020-001911CND) to that
same 9/24 advance?
 
Thanks,
Matt
 
 
 

Matt Dito, Senior Planner 

Current Planning Division

San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9164 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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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: Dito, Matthew (CPC)
Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2020 12:43 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC) <Elizabeth.Gordon-Jonckheer@sfgov.org>; Rachna, Rachna
(CPC) <rachna.rachna@sfgov.org>
Subject: 861 Baker Street - 8/27 Advance
 
Hi,
 
Could I please add 861 Baker Street to the advance calendar for 8/27? Thanks!
 
2017-009840CUA – legalize removal of unauthorized dwelling unit
 
Matt Dito, Senior Planner
Current Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9164 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
The Planning Department is open for business during the Stay Safe at Home 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 and Historic
Preservation Commissions are convening remotely and the public is encouraged to participate. The
Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, and Planning Commission 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.
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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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The Grateful Dog SF
Date: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:56:27 AM

 
 
 
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: Adela Jacobson <ajacobson@kona-ice.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 3:24 PM
To: Weissglass, David (CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland
(CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; erncervantes@gmail.com
Cc: karlagrateful@gmail.com
Subject: The Grateful Dog SF
 

 

Dear San Francisco Planning Commission Team,
 
I am writing to you today to make you aware of our support of The Grateful Dog SF and it's owners,
Ernie and Karla Cervantes.
 
As another small, family owned business here in the Bay Area, we understand the hurdles necessary
to start and maintain a business in Marin and San Francisco.  While we have only gotten to know The
Grateful Dog and Ernie and Karla over the last year, they have made a tremendous impact on us as a
business and friends. 
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@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


We have been able to partner up with them this summer and do a few Kona Ice pop ups in their
parking lot....servicing dog owners and their furry friends Konas.  It has been a joy to interact with
their customers, friends and pups as well.  We can see the impact through the caring and passion
they have for not only their business but those who trust them with their forever friends and
companions. 
 
I would ask that you consider the positive impact they have not only on the community around them
and their customers but with other small businesses such as ourselves.  When the SIP hit us, we shut
our business down.  After careful consideration and in talking with our local Health Department, we
put guidelines in place to ensure a safe and sanitary business model.  When we went back out to
serve our community, Ernie and Karla immediately reached out to us and allowed us to partner with
them at their place of business.  It was a blessing to us and those who came to see us by allowing a
few minutes of "normal" in an otherwise crazy time.
 
I would ask that you do everything in your power to allow this great business to continue serving our
community as they have over the past decade and know that they are an essential business in these
challenging times.
 
Thank you for your consideration.  
 
Best,
 
 

Adela & Corey Jacobson
Kona Ice of North Marin
ajacobson@kona-ice.com
415-226-7576
www.kona-ice.com

 

 

mailto:ajacobson@kona-ice.com
http://www.kona-ice.com/
https://www.instagram.com/konaice_northmarin/
https://www.facebook.com/konaicenorthmarin/


 
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 SF Planning"s "Standard Environmental Requirements"
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 3:26:55 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: Jeremy Schaub <jeremy@slasf.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 at 2:39 PM
To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)"
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, "Chan, Deland (CPC)" <deland.chan@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>
Cc: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Flores, Veronica (CPC)"
<Veronica.Flores@sfgov.org>, My My Ly <mymy@slasf.com>
Subject: Support for SF Planning's "Standard Environmental Requirements"
 

 

President Koppel & Commissioners-
I'm writing to express my support for the Planning Department's proposed Standard Environmental
Requirements, last presented to you on January 16th. The case number is 2020-000052PCA. 
 
Our firm has had several projects go through lengthy air quality and archeological reviews. We also
have a few upcoming homes that could utilize this streamlined process. I also think that
standardizing the process will help the environment on all projects in our city. 
 
I would like to request that the Planning Commission hold another hearing on the matter, and
hopefully support the legislation. Thank you for your attention.
 
Sincerely-
 
Jeremy Schaub, Principal Architect

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


 
Schaub | Ly | Architects, Inc.
Formerly Gabriel Ng + Architects, Inc.
1360 9th Avenue, Suite 210 | San Francisco, CA 94122
415.682.8060 x 103 | www.slasf.com
 
Please Note: I will be working from home until further notice. Email is the best way to reach me. 

http://www.gabrielngarchitects.com/
http://www.slasf.com/


From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Market Octavia CAC Resolution - Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment Covid-19 Pandemic

Transportation Mitigations
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 2:59:21 PM
Attachments: 2020 07 20 MOCAC Pandemic Transport Resolution (1).pdf

 
 
 
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: Nelson, Andrea (CPC) <andrea.nelson@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 2:25 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ambati, Svetha (CPC) <svetha.ambati@sfgov.org>; Krute Singa <ksinga@bayareametro.gov>;
Jason M Henderson <jhenders@sonic.net>; Langlois, Lily (CPC) <lily.langlois@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Market Octavia CAC Resolution - Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment Covid-19
Pandemic Transportation Mitigations
 
Hello Commissions Secretary,
 
Please pass the attached resolution on to the Planning Commissioners: Market and Octavia
Area Plan Amendment Covid-19 Pandemic Transportation Mitigations.
 
Thank you for your consideration. Please let me know if you have any questions.
 

Andrea Nelson, Senior Community Development Specialist
Citywide Division

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.8723 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Market and Octavia Community Advisory Committee 
 


Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment Covid-19 Pandemic Transportation Mitigations  
 
MOTION NO.: 2020-07-20-01 
 
ACTION: 
 
This resolution conveys to the San Francisco Board of Supervisors, the San Francisco Municipal 
Transportation Agency Board of Directors, and the San Francisco Planning Commission that as traffic 
steadily increases during pandemic recovery there is urgent need for quick cycling, pedestrian, and 
transit improvements in the Market and Octavia Plan and adjacent areas.  
 
Whereas the city will conduct a 6-month racial and social equity analysis before final adoption of the 
Market Octavia Area Plan Amendment;  
 
Whereas Market and Octavia Area is a dense area with a large tenant population residing in apartments 
with little open space; 
 
Whereas the Market and Octavia Area absorbs a disproportionately large amount of local and regional 
traffic and traffic-related air and noise pollution; 
 
Whereas the Market Octavia area includes a number of Vision Zero streets (high injury corridors) 
including Franklin and Gough; 
 
Whereas our basic understanding of urban mobility futures has been upended by mandates for physical 
distancing and restricted movement due to the coronavirus pandemic; 
 
Whereas the immediate mobility impacts of mandatory physical distancing and restrictions on 
movement include cratering public transit ridership, significant changes in car traffic, upticks in cycling 
and walking, and the rapid rise in app-based food delivery and other forms of e-commerce; 
 
Whereas transit capacity is significantly compromised; 
 
Whereas there will be urgent need to provide cycling and pedestrian access to the Hayes Street merchant 
corridor, Market Street businesses, and businesses throughout the Area Plan; 
 
Whereas access to neighborhood commercial corridors on Hayes and Market and throughout the city is 
not going to be possible with cars due to limited parking and competing efforts to open streets for 
outdoor eating; 
 
Whereas new forms of delivery by bicycle, e-bike, and cargo bikes are very promising and can provide 
more economic opportunity in this dense part of the city; 
 







Whereas it is nearly impossible to bicycle safely north-south between Hayes Valley/Civic 
Center/Western Addition and the Mission and points South, because this part of the city is chronically 
congested and unwelcoming to cycling (and walking - especially crossing blocked intersections); 
 
BE IT RESOLVED that the Market and Octavia CAC endorses the following concepts for making 
mobility in the Market and Octavia Plan Area and surrounding communities safer, more equitable, more 
convenient and attractive, and accommodating for physical distancing on streets.  These concepts are 
displayed in the attached maps and graphics and include: 
 


• Separated and protected cycle tracks on Franklin and Gough Streets between Market Street and 
as far north as Hayward Playground/Jefferson Park (Golden Gate or Turk Streets) 
 


• Expanded pedestrian areas for walking with safe physical distancing on Franklin and Gough 
Streets between Market Street and Golden Gate or Turk Streets 
 


• Restricting freeway-bound traffic on Haight Street to protect the important 7 Haight-Noriega bus 
from congestion and delay 
 


• Converting up to three blocks of Hayes Street between Laguna and Franklin to city-approved 
outdoor seating and open spaces, as well as adjacent segments of Octavia and Laguna Streets 
 


• Extending the car free Market westward to Gough Street and providing safe connectivity 
between Valencia Street and the proposed Gough-Franklin cycle tracks (as displayed in the 
attached map) 
 


• “Slow Streets” on Buchanan, Grove, and Laguna Streets (as displayed in the attached map) 
 


• Living Alleys on sections of Ivy, Hickory, Linden, Lily and Rose providing recreation and 
outdoor dining space  
 


Be it further resolved that the City should implement these projects as soon as possible, and that they be 
included in the racial and social equity analysis of the Market and Octavia Area Plan Amendment  
 
MOTION: Levitt 
 
SECOND: Henderson 
 
AYES: Tolentino, Singa, Chambers, Levitt, Olsson, Henderson 
 
NOES: None 
 
RECUSAL: None 
 
Attachments: [8 maps and images]  
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 HAYES  VALLEY  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSOCIATION
Transportation & Planning Committee


July 1, 2020


Bike Lanes and Paths
Bike Blvds & Traffic Calmed Streets
Other Bike Routes
Proposed Bike Infrastructure


PUBLIC  REALM  IMPROVEMENTS
(Hayes Valley / ‘Hub’ Area)


500’0’ 250’


Extend Car-Free 
Market St.  Across 


Van Ness to Gough St.
     


‘Shared Space’
Areas for


Socially-Distanced 
Gathering


     


Critial Bike Infrastructure
Improvements Needed to
Connect Valencia Bikeway


to Western Addition, 
Hayes Valley and 


Civic Center Neighborhoods


     Restricted Auto Movements
to Limit Freeway-Bound Traffic


     







HAYES  VALLEY  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSOCIATION
Transportation & Planning Committee


June 1, 2020


Franklin / Gough Bike Couplet


80’0’ 40’


Expanded Pedestrian Area
(to allow for social distancing)







I I 


SIDEWAL� 


TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE, HVNA 


San Francisco, CA 


TRAVEL 


<J 


11 PROTECTED 
CYCLE 
TRACK 


EXPANDED 
PEDESTRIAN 


1½ 
r l 


0- �□ 


�( 
= 


I� i I 


f
6, I\ 


□-
----


GOUGH ST. (Example)


GOUGH & FRANKLIN STREET BICYCLE COUPLET STUDIES 


San Francisco, CA 


AREA 


2.5' 


O' 5' 


TRANSPORTATION & PLANNING COMMITTEE, HVNA 


San Francisco, CA 







 HAYES  VALLEY  NEIGHBORHOOD  ASSOCIATION
Transportation & Planning Committee


July 9, 2020


Possible Pedestrian Activity Areas
Possible Bike Parking or Bike Valet Areas
Existing Garage Access Locations
‘Gateways’ to Pedestrian Areas


HAYES  ST  PEDESTRIAN  PLAZA
(Covid Adaptation Studies)


100’0’ 50’


Emergency Access Lane
(16.5’ wide w/ no obstructions)


     


Vehicular Access Allowed 
to Mid-Block Garage 


     


Possible Bike Storage Areas (or Bike Valet) 
at End and Middle of Blocks


     


Pedestrian Zone Ends
(to avoid conflict w/ garage access)


     


3’ wide Unobstructed Access
(every 20’)


     


15’ x 20’ Pedestrian Activity Areas
(for Dining, Retailing, or Open Space)


     


Existing Parklets
Incorporated


     


Existing Parklets
Incorporated


     







Haight Street Proposal


• Extend medians on
Octavia across Haight


• Prohibit right and left
turns from Haight to
Octavia


• Allow Buses, Cyclists, &
Pedestrians to move
across Octavia


Source: Dehan Glanz (2019)
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Haight @ Octavia (eastbound and westbound) 


• Eliminates Freeway
Traffic on Haight


• Maintain resident
access by car


• Maintain curb parking &
driveway access on
Haight


Source: SFMTA 2019 conceptual drawings







Extend Car Free Market to Gough 
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Force right turn here, at Gough. No private cars past Gough. 











 
The Planning Department is open for business during the Stay Safe at Home 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 and Historic
Preservation Commissions are convening remotely and the public is encouraged to participate. The
Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, and Planning Commission 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.
 

https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2417 Green st
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 2:58:10 PM

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: Stephanie Peek <stephaniepeek1@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 10:26 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2417 Green st

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

Re:

2417 Green Street: Appeal of Preliminary Mitigated Negative

Declaration (2017-002545ENV) and Request for Discretionary Review;

Case No. 2017-002545DRP-03; Agenda Item 16.

Planning  Commission Secretary Jonas Ionin

Dear Secretary Ionin,

            I ask you to reverse the approval of the Mitigated Negative Declaration and grant a discretionary review,
directing the developer to revise his project to eliminate the ADU, to eliminate any excavation, and to remain within
the existing building footprint and envelope of 2417 Green Street.  

            The sponsor’s current plans for the vertical and horizontal expansion of 2417 Green Street endanger the
neighboring house, compromising the foundation of the 128 year-old Coxhead house. So, it is not just a question of
the project blocking light and air of this historic treasure (16 windows would be blocked!), but the excavation is

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org


dangerous to the lives of the people in neighboring house.

            Also, I urge you to require an EIR because the sponsor’s project would have a significant effect on the
environment as stated by the Board of Supervisors and by an earlier Planning Commission. And, I ask that the
project comply with the Cow Hollow Neighborhood Design Guidelines.

            This developer’s project is just too risky!

Thank you,

Stephanie Peek



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO FUND HOMELESSNESS RECOVERY

PLAN PRIORITIZING HOUSING EXPANSION
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 2:22:17 PM
Attachments: 07.21.20 Homelessness Recovery 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: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 at 2:00 PM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO
FUND HOMELESSNESS RECOVERY PLAN PRIORITIZING HOUSING EXPANSION
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, July 21, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO FUND

HOMELESSNESS RECOVERY PLAN PRIORITIZING
HOUSING EXPANSION

With planned investments in upcoming two-year budget and continued delivery of funded
projects and programs, the City will make 6,000 additional placements available for people

experiencing homelessness over the next two years—including the largest two-year expansion
of new Permanent Supportive Housing units in the last 20 years

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed announced a plan to support investments in
housing and shelter as part of a broader Homelessness Recovery Plan that will help the City
create more housing and shelter for homeless residents as San Francisco endures and
eventually emerges from the COVID-19 pandemic.
 
Through the Homelessness Recovery Plan, the City will expand capacity in the Homelessness
Response System and will make 6,000 placements available for people experiencing
homelessness through Coordinated Entry, including 4,500 placements in Permanent
Supportive Housing. This includes acquiring or leasing 1,500 new units of Permanent
Supportive Housing in the next two years, the largest one-time expansion in the City in 20

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



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Tuesday, July 21, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org  
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES PLAN TO FUND 


HOMELESSNESS RECOVERY PLAN PRIORITIZING 
HOUSING EXPANSION 


With planned investments in upcoming two-year budget and continued delivery of funded 
projects and programs, the City will make 6,000 additional placements available for people 


experiencing homelessness over the next two years—including the largest two-year expansion of 
new Permanent Supportive Housing units in the last 20 years 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed announced a plan to support investments in 
housing and shelter as part of a broader Homelessness Recovery Plan that will help the City 
create more housing and shelter for homeless residents as San Francisco endures and eventually 
emerges from the COVID-19 pandemic.  
 
Through the Homelessness Recovery Plan, the City will expand capacity in the Homelessness 
Response System and will make 6,000 placements available for people experiencing 
homelessness through Coordinated Entry, including 4,500 placements in Permanent Supportive 
Housing. This includes acquiring or leasing 1,500 new units of Permanent Supportive Housing in 
the next two years, the largest one-time expansion in the City in 20 years.  
 
The Homelessness Recovery Plan will include placements so that the City can ensure homeless 
residents who have been moved into Shelter in Place hotels during the COVID-19 pandemic are 
not returned to the streets. These exits include new and existing Permanent Supportive Housing, 
maintaining safe sleeping sites, and reactivating some spaces in the shelter system at a safe 
capacity with COVID-19 modifications in place. By the close of 2022, the City plans to 
complete its historic expansion of Permanent Supportive Housing. 
 
“Throughout this pandemic, San Francisco has provided emergency housing and shelter for 
thousands of unhoused people, and we are continuing to work to help those living on our streets 
each and every day,” said Mayor Breed. “But we have also continued our long-term planning to 
provide housing and shelter for thousands of people for years to come. Even in the midst of this 
historic budget crisis, we can still do our part to move forward solutions, while still advocating 
for more support from the federal and state government. We know housing is the solution to 
homelessness, and by expanding access to housing, we can help people get more stable and also 
create more opportunities to help people off our streets and into our system of care.” 
 
This system expansion is dependent on the passage of two measures on the November ballot—
the Business Tax Reform measure and the Health and Recovery General Obligation Bond, in 
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addition to activating further state and local funding sources. The Health and Recovery Bond 
received unanimous support from the Board at its first vote on Tuesday, July 14th.  
 
The Mayor’s Homelessness Recovery Plan is based on proven approaches such as Rapid 
Rehousing, Prevention and Problem Solving, and Permanent Supportive Housing. Permanent 
Supportive Housing is the City’s most effective intervention for ending chronic homelessness for 
people with long histories of homelessness and complex health care needs. San Francisco 
currently has approximately 8,000 units of PSH which house approximately 10,000 people every 
night. 
 
“This Plan is nothing short of a game changer. San Francisco leads in the most Permanent 
Supportive Housing per capita of any community in the country and with the Mayor’s 
leadership, will have the largest one-time expansion of housing in twenty years,” said Abigail 
Stewart-Kahn, Interim Director of the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing. “It 
is critical that we provide more housing, shelter, prevention and diversion for those experiencing 
homelessness to realize our goal of not exiting anyone who came inside during this crisis to the 
street while preventing thousands more from becoming homeless during this crisis.” 
 
As part of the City’s COVID-19 response, the City has opened more than 20 hotels with 2,527 
rooms for vulnerable residents to isolate, quarantine and shelter in place, as well as 120 RVs and 
additional safe sleeping villages and sites. In the short-term, the City will continue to move 
approximately 1,000 more people currently experiencing homelessness off the streets and into 
alternative housing sites, including Shelter in Place hotel rooms, shelter, and safe sleeping sites.  
 
Homelessness Recovery Plan 
 
The City’s Homelessness Recovery Plan is as follows: 


• Beginning this year, the City will move Coordinated Entry Housing-Referral Status 
individuals, some currently in Shelter in Place Hotels, into Permanent Supportive 
Housing (PSH) units. 


• In Fiscal Year (FY) 2020-21, the City plans to purchase and lease 1,000 new Permanent 
Supportive Housing (PSH) units and add an additional 500 PSH units in FY 2021-2022.  


• In partnership with Tipping Point Community, 200 of the newly leased units will be 
made available through a flexible housing subsidy pool, which matches people 
experiencing homelessness with private market apartments and provides support services 
and rental subsidies to keep them housed. Tipping Point and other philanthropic partners 
are also hard at work raising additional funds to support this Recovery Plan. 


• The City will be looking at a variety of possible sites for acquisition to identify buildings 
that meet the needs of future tenants and that are financially feasible for the City. By 
2022, the City will have completed the largest one-time expansion of PSH in the last 20 
years, with 1,500 new units on-line.  


• In addition to the new units, each year, the City will place approximately 1,500 
individuals in PSH each year, identifying and optimizing a pipeline of units completing 
construction and maximizing turnover within the City’s current PSH portfolio.  
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• Additionally, the City plans to reactivate its adult shelter system up to approximately 
1,000 beds, reopening more placements for people experiencing homelessness. This 
increase will maintain necessary spacing between residents and will include robust safety 
measures including daily health screening, social distancing, enhanced cleaning, testing, 
and other preventative measures. Due to the pandemic, the City’s adult congregate shelter 
system will remain at 50% total capacity to protect the safety of clients and staff.  


• In fall 2020, the City plans to open a new first-of-its-kind Transitional Age Youth 
Navigation Center at 888 Post, providing beds for young people ages 18-24.  


• In January 2021, the City expects to open a new adult SAFE Navigation Center at 1925 
Evans Street to serve the Bayview community. 


• Additionally, the City plans to continue the operation of 120 RVs to maintain this 
expanded emergency shelter. 


• In addition to expanded exits to homelessness, the City will invest further in 
homelessness prevention as the City anticipates that people experiencing the crisis of 
homelessness may increase as the economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic evolve. 


• Finally, assuming the COVID-19 pandemic has subsided, capacity in the adult shelter 
system will return to pre-COVID levels, reopening approximately 1,000 placements in 
previously existing shelter locations. 


 
 


### 







years. 
 
The Homelessness Recovery Plan will include placements so that the City can ensure
homeless residents who have been moved into Shelter in Place hotels during the COVID-19
pandemic are not returned to the streets. These exits include new and existing Permanent
Supportive Housing, maintaining safe sleeping sites, and reactivating some spaces in the
shelter system at a safe capacity with COVID-19 modifications in place. By the close of 2022,
the City plans to complete its historic expansion of Permanent Supportive Housing.
 
“Throughout this pandemic, San Francisco has provided emergency housing and shelter for
thousands of unhoused people, and we are continuing to work to help those living on our
streets each and every day,” said Mayor Breed. “But we have also continued our long-term
planning to provide housing and shelter for thousands of people for years to come. Even in the
midst of this historic budget crisis, we can still do our part to move forward solutions, while
still advocating for more support from the federal and state government. We know housing is
the solution to homelessness, and by expanding access to housing, we can help people get
more stable and also create more opportunities to help people off our streets and into our
system of care.”
 
This system expansion is dependent on the passage of two measures on the November ballot—
the Business Tax Reform measure and the Health and Recovery General Obligation Bond, in
addition to activating further state and local funding sources. The Health and Recovery Bond
received unanimous support from the Board at its first vote on Tuesday, July 14th. 
 
The Mayor’s Homelessness Recovery Plan is based on proven approaches such as Rapid
Rehousing, Prevention and Problem Solving, and Permanent Supportive Housing. Permanent
Supportive Housing is the City’s most effective intervention for ending chronic homelessness
for people with long histories of homelessness and complex health care needs. San Francisco
currently has approximately 8,000 units of PSH which house approximately 10,000 people
every night.
 
“This Plan is nothing short of a game changer. San Francisco leads in the most Permanent
Supportive Housing per capita of any community in the country and with the Mayor’s
leadership, will have the largest one-time expansion of housing in twenty years,” said Abigail
Stewart-Kahn, Interim Director of the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing.
“It is critical that we provide more housing, shelter, prevention and diversion for those
experiencing homelessness to realize our goal of not exiting anyone who came inside during
this crisis to the street while preventing thousands more from becoming homeless during this
crisis.”
 
As part of the City’s COVID-19 response, the City has opened more than 20 hotels with 2,527
rooms for vulnerable residents to isolate, quarantine and shelter in place, as well as 120 RVs
and additional safe sleeping villages and sites. In the short-term, the City will continue to
move approximately 1,000 more people currently experiencing homelessness off the streets
and into alternative housing sites, including Shelter in Place hotel rooms, shelter, and safe
sleeping sites. 
 
Homelessness Recovery Plan
 
The City’s Homelessness Recovery Plan is as follows:



Beginning this year, the City will move Coordinated Entry Housing-Referral Status
individuals, some currently in Shelter in Place Hotels, into Permanent Supportive
Housing (PSH) units.
In Fiscal Year (FY) 2020-21, the City plans to purchase and lease 1,000 new Permanent
Supportive Housing (PSH) units and add an additional 500 PSH units in FY 2021-2022. 
In partnership with Tipping Point Community, 200 of the newly leased units will be
made available through a flexible housing subsidy pool, which matches people
experiencing homelessness with private market apartments and provides support
services and rental subsidies to keep them housed. Tipping Point and other philanthropic
partners are also hard at work raising additional funds to support this Recovery Plan.
The City will be looking at a variety of possible sites for acquisition to identify
buildings that meet the needs of future tenants and that are financially feasible for the
City. By 2022, the City will have completed the largest one-time expansion of PSH in
the last 20 years, with 1,500 new units on-line. 
In addition to the new units, each year, the City will place approximately 1,500
individuals in PSH each year, identifying and optimizing a pipeline of units completing
construction and maximizing turnover within the City’s current PSH portfolio. 
Additionally, the City plans to reactivate its adult shelter system up to approximately
1,000 beds, reopening more placements for people experiencing homelessness. This
increase will maintain necessary spacing between residents and will include robust
safety measures including daily health screening, social distancing, enhanced cleaning,
testing, and other preventative measures. Due to the pandemic, the City’s adult
congregate shelter system will remain at 50% total capacity to protect the safety of
clients and staff.
In fall 2020, the City plans to open a new first-of-its-kind Transitional Age Youth
Navigation Center at 888 Post, providing beds for young people ages 18-24.
In January 2021, the City expects to open a new adult SAFE Navigation Center at 1925
Evans Street to serve the Bayview community.
Additionally, the City plans to continue the operation of 120 RVs to maintain this
expanded emergency shelter.
In addition to expanded exits to homelessness, the City will invest further in
homelessness prevention as the City anticipates that people experiencing the crisis of
homelessness may increase as the economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic
evolve.
Finally, assuming the COVID-19 pandemic has subsided, capacity in the adult shelter
system will return to pre-COVID levels, reopening approximately 1,000 placements in
previously existing shelter locations.

 
 

###
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1222 Funston
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:42:57 PM

 
 
 
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: Allan Chalmers <allanchalmers@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:09 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Cc: Tim Carlstedt <tcarlstedt@me.com>; tim mc cue <tmccue32@yahoo.com>; Lena Schneider mark
<lena.schneider@gmail.com>; Andrew Chun <achun@patelco.org>; James & Ruby Cheng
<lucky.chengs888@gmail.com>; Michael Flynn <msflynn420@yahoo.com>
Subject: 1222 Funston
 

 

I am a neighbor of this property and I wish to strongly oppose this project.  It will have
a terrible impact on the old couple in the adjoining 1908 house, among other
neighborhood impacts.   Neighbors did nor receive a notice of this meeting, only the
previously postponed hearing.
 
Allan Chalmers
1231 12th ave
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: St. Ignatius Lights Project
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:42:23 PM
Attachments: SI Lights Support Emails.1.pdf

 
 
 
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: Ms. Nicole Harlan <nharlan@siprep.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 11:54 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: St. Ignatius Lights Project
 

 

Dear Commissions Secretary,

Please accept these letters of support for the SI Lights project
(Item 16, SF Planning Agenda 7/23/20) written by supporters. 
Thank you.

Sincerely,
Nicole Harlan  
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From: Georgia Davey <gdavey@siprep.org> 


Date: May 8, 2020 at 12:28:11 PM PDT 


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, jonas.ionin@sfgov.org, 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 


Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 


Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


 


Dear Commissioners: 


My name is Georgia Davey and I am a born and raised Sunset girl. I grew up on 31st in Rivera and since I can 
remember, St. Ignatius has always been a part of my life, especially when it came to athletics. At SI, I was one of 
the few that enjoyed going to the football games and soccer games. School spirit was pretty low and no one 
seemed to care about it enough to change it. After graduating from SI, I went to Gonzaga University, home of 
the Bulldogs. If you have heard anything about Gonzaga, it's probably because of their basketball team. That's 
where I felt school spirit for the first time in my life. Not only was Gonzaga basketball in the hearts of all the 
students and faculty, but in Spokane as a whole. Now I know college athletics is different than high school, but 
Saint Ignatius is in the heart of the Sunset. I've been working at SI since August 2019, and there has been a total 
culture shift. It's fun going to games, plays and even going to work. The lights give Saint Ignatius an opportunity 
to bring the Sunset community together. These lights will allow young athletes to play their sports and practice 
longer. As a resident of the Sunset, a proud alumna, a faculty member, coach and sibling of two current 
students. I support the lights at SI.   


I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe oƉƚionƐ foƌ 
student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in accordance to CA State law. 


There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to build these lights 
will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances to practice. 


St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests and get good 
grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through the shared experience on the 
field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a strong feeling of community by supporting their 
friends and fellow classmates. 


 


Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 


 


Sincerely,  


 


Georgia Davey 


2182 31st Ave  


gdavey@siprep.org 







 
Tim Egan <egan07@gmail.com> 
 


Fri, May 8, 
4:54 PM 


  
 


 


 
 


---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Tim Egan <egan07@gmail.com> 
Date: Fri, May 8, 2020 at 4:53 PM 
Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius 
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>, <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, 
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Cc: <Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org> 
 


Commissioners, 
My name is Tim Egan, and I have lived in District 4 (26th & Ulloa) for the past three 
years, when my wife and I bought our home as we plan to make our lives in San 
Francisco. Our two daughters attend St. Gabriel and hopefully someday they will go to 
St. Ignatius. I know that many of the student-athletes at SI have to take buses to 
practice facilities that are outside of the city. 
 
Allowing lights to go in at the SI athletic field will relieve a lot of kids from the burden of 
this extra travel. My understanding is that, with lights, the school will also be able to 
push their start-time back, something that developmental psychologists say is helpful for 
the teenage brain. 
 
In addition, if there are athletic events in the evening, it could be a place that brings the 
community together in support of young people.  
 
Having a great school like SI in the neighborhood is good for the community, and if this 
helps them attract more and better students, then I think the community is better off 
because of it. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
Tim Egan 
415-606-3351 
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From: Peter G <pgofsf@yahoo.com> 
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 <fran
k.fung@sfgov.org>; theresa.imperial@sfgov.org <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; milicent.johnso
n@sfgov.org <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; jonas.ionin@sfgov.org <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; c
ommissions.secretary@sfgov.org <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org <gordon.mar@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Saturday, May 9, 2020, 10:35:57 PM PDT 
Subject: Support for Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
May 9, 2020 
President Joel Koppel 
and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
VIA EMAIL 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
  
Dear Commissioners: 
  
My name is Peter Gabancho and I live in the Outer Sunset district.  I have lived here most of my 
54 years and my wife and I own a home here and are raising our child, who is currently in 
middle school here.    
  
I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law.  While I was never much of an athlete myself I have many fond 
memories of attending sporting events when I was a student at St. Ignatius.  
  
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
  
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students like me who participated as spectators 
gained a strong feeling of community by supporting our friends and fellow classmates. 
  
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Peter Gabancho 
2539  41st Ave.  
San Francisco CA 
94116 
pgofsf@yahoo.com 
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Gillian Clements <gillianclements@gmail.com> 
 


Sun, May 10, 
6:00 PM 


  
 


to joel.koppel, kathrin.moore, sue.diamond, milicent.johnson, jonas.ionin, commissio
ns.secretary, frank.fung, theresa.imperial, Gordon.Mar, bcc: me 


 
 


May 10, 2020 
  
President Joel Koppel and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
  
VIA EMAIL 
  
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
  
Dear Commissioners: 
  
My name is Gillian Clements. I have been a teacher at St.Ignatius for twelve years, a San 
Francisco resident for twelve years and an Outer Sunset resident for five years. My 6-year old 
daughter attends St. Gabriel and my 4-year old son is in preschool at SF State Children's 
Campus. I love this city and have absolutely loved raising my family in the Outer Sunset.  
 
I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe 
options for student athletes and also to allow St. Ignatius to implement a later start time in 
accordance to CA State law. 
  
There are fewer spaces for students to practice field sports in San Francisco and allowing S.I. to 
build these lights will keep students closer to the campus rather than traveling great distances 
to practice. 
  
St. Ignatius College Preparatory has been an excellent center of learning not just to take tests 
and get good grades but to be in service to others.  Many of those lessons are learned through 
the shared experience on the field.  Even the students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
  
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Dr. Gillian Clements 
1528 36th Avenue, San Francisco  
gillianclements@gmail.com 
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Angela Isola <armisola@gmail.com> 
 


Mon, May 11, 
10:33 AM 


  
 


to joel.koppel, kathrin.moore, sue.diamond, frank.fung, theresa.imperial, milicent.johnson, jonas
.ionin, commissions.secretary, Gordon.Mar, bcc: me 


 
 


 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
I have been a resident of Parkside/Sunset since 2011 and take pride in our neighborhood, I am 
thankful for our district community.  
 
I am writing in strong support for approval of the lights for the St. Ignatius field.  These lights would 
create more options for student athletes as there are fewer spaces for these young athletes to 
practice in San Francisco and by allowing S.I. to build these lights, students won't have to travel 
great distances away from campus to practice.  
 
Athletics is an important aspect of school for many students, whether it be by playing or by being 
spectators. At St. Ignatius, so many of the lessons the students learn extend well beyond the 
classroom and onto that very field.  Where they have a shared experience playing and 
watching their friends and classmates play.  Keeping students active in healthy pursuits should be 
supported in every manner. 
 
I hope you vote YES to the lights at St. Ignatius, I thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Angela R. Isola 
2579 30th Avenue 
armisola@gmail.com 
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VIA EMAIL 
 


May 12, 2020 
President Joel Koppel and Honorable Commissioners 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
San Francisco City Hall 
 
Re: Lights at St. Ignatius J.B. Murphy Field 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
We are long term residents of the Sunset District having lived on 41st Avenue between Quintara 
and Rivera, 2 blocks directly behind St. Ignatius College Preparatory¶s J.B. Murphy Field, for 
over 46 years. Both our sons attended St. Ignatius (Classes of 1994 and 2001) and their 
experiences at S.I. were greatly enhanced by their participation in Wildcat football and track, and 
we were proud to participate as spectators.   Our friends with sons and daughters who were 
classmates of our sons and who participated in a variety of sports on that field, without 
exception, shared the same positive experience. 
 
We strongly support Whe CommiVVion¶V approval of the addition of lights at J.B. Murphy Field. 
The lights will enhance student athletes¶ options and also will allow St. Ignatius to implement a 
later start time for football and other games in accordance with CA State law. In addition, even 
on normal practice days, practices frequently finish after dark and the lights would enhance 
student safety. The lights will, of course, also benefit future students, including our 
grandchildren. 
 
As members of the San Francisco Planning Commission you are well aware that spaces for 
students to practice field sports in San Francisco are extremely limited. Permitting S.I. to erect 
these lights will allow students to remain closer to the campus rather than being required to travel 
great distances to practice. 
 
St. Ignatius not only maintains high academic standards and provides its students with a top rate 
education, but in keeping with the teachings of its patron St. Ignatius, teaches its students to be 
men and women providing service for others.  Many of those lessons are learned through the 
shared experience on the athletic field.  Even those students who participate as spectators gain a 
strong feeling of community by supporting their friends and fellow classmates. 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius J.B. Murphy Field. Thank you for your 
consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Anne and Brent Faye 
2151-41st Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94116 
bfaye@comcast.net 
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&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\���������


3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO�DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO


5H���/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�-HDQQLH�4XHVDGD���,�DP�D�OLIHORQJ�UHVLGHQW�RI�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�D����\HDU�UHVLGHQW�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW���0\
KXVEDQG�5LFKDUG��D�FLW\�QDWLYH��DQG�,�UDLVHG�WKUHH�FKLOGUHQ�LQ�WKH�QHLJKERUKRRG���$OO�WKUHH�FKLOGUHQ�JUDGXDWHG�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV
&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\���:H�DOVR�KDYH�WZR�JUDQGFKLOGUHQ�OLYLQJ�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�


:H�DUH�ZULWLQJ�WR�VWURQJO\�VXSSRUW�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���:H�EHOLHYH�OLJKWLQJ�WKH�)LHOG�ZLOO�DOORZ�IRU�PRUH
RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�DQG�6�,��WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�IRU�VFKRRO�DV�SHU�&DOLIRUQLD�6WDWH�ODZ���%HFDXVH�WKHUH�DUH�IHZHU
IDFLOLWLHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��OLJKWV�DW�6�,��ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�RQ�FDPSXV�LQVWHDG�RI�WKHP�KDYLQJ�WR�WUDYHO
ORQJ�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�


6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�D�ORQJ�KLVWRU\�RI�VHUYLFH�WR�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��RXU�FRPPXQLW\��DQG�HGXFDWLQJ�RXU�\RXWK��
$OORZLQJ�6�,��WR�OLJKW�WKH�)LHOG�ZLOO�KHOS�FUHDWH�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�IRU�VWXGHQWV��DWKOHWHV��IDPLOLHV��DQG�QHLJKERUV���


3OHDVH�YRWH��<(6��WR�DSSURYH�WKH�OLJKWLQJ�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���7KDQN�\RX�


6LQFHUHO\�


-HDQQLH�	�5LFKDUG�4XHVDGD
���������WK�$YHQXH��6)������
MTXHVDGD���#JPDLO�FRP
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��������� )ZG��6SRUW�)LHOG�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10EI3E*T)]JU]-%%W[5::'1] ���


�����������)RUZDUGHG�PHVVDJH����������
)URP��'DQLHO�0F&DUWK\��GFROLQPFFDUWK\#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7XH��0D\����������DW������$0
6XEMHFW��6SRUW�)LHOG�/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


ϭϮͲDĂǇͲϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
/�Ăŵ�Ă�ƚŚŝƌĚ�ŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĂŶĚ�Ă�ƚŚŝƌĚ�ŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ĂůƵŵŶƵƐ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ
WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ͘�/�ůŝǀĞ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ƚŽ�ƚŚŝƐ�ĚĂǇ͕ �ƌĂŝƐŝŶŐ�ŵǇ�ŽǁŶ�ĚĂƵŐŚƚĞƌ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�/�ŐƌĞǁ�ƵƉ�ŝŶ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘


/Ŷ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶ͕�/�ďĞůŝĞǀĞ�ƚŚĂƚ�ǁĞůůͲůŝƚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ĮĞůĚƐ�ĐĂŶ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�Ă�ƐĂĨĞƌ�ƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ�ĂƌĞĂ͘


^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�Ă�ŚƵď�ŽĨ�ĞĚƵĐĂƟŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�ŵǇ�ŽǁŶ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ�ĂŶĚ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�Ă
ƉĂƌƚ�ŽĨ�ŵǇ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ�ĂŶĚ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ĨŽƌ�ŐĞŶĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ
ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ
ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘


WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
�ĂŶŝĞů��ŽůŝŶ�DĐ�ĂƌƚŚǇ
ϯϳϭϲ�dĂƌĂǀĂů�^ƚ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
��ŽůŝŶDĐ�ĂƌƚŚǇΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ
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Re: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 
 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
 
My name is Nicholas Calabrese and I am a parent, an educator, a therapist and a resident of the Sunset 
District for nearly 20 years. I have the pleasure of working at St. Ignatius and supporting and educating 
students there on all matters of wellness and mental health. 
 
I͛m ǁƌiƚing in Ɛƚƌong ƐƵƉƉoƌƚ foƌ aƉƉƌoǀal of lighƚƐ aƚ Sƚ͘ IgnaƚiƵƐ Field in oƌdeƌ ƚo cƌeaƚe moƌe oƉƚionƐ foƌ 
student athletes for practice. With fewer spaces in San Francisco for students to practice their sports, 
students from S.I. are having to travel further and further from campus to practice with their teams. Allowing 
S.I. to build these lights would lessen travel time for students and also allow St. Ignatius to implement a later 
start time in accordance with California State law, both of which would greatly benefit the well-being of 
students and families. 
 
 
St. Ignatius College Preparatory is focused on developing the whole student not just academically, but also 
physically, mentally, and socially. It is well known that being a part of a team helps develop many important 
skills and characteristics, and athletics within a school offers students a powerful sense of community with 
their classmates. Offering the students at S.I. more accessibility to practice with their team and being part of 
healthy competition will be a wonderful and healthy addition to their highschool experience. 
 
 
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Nicholas M. Calabrese 
2235 27th Avenue, SF, CA 94116 
nickcalabrese@gmail.com 
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��������� )ZG��5HJUDGLQJ�WKH�6)�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ�YRWH�RQ�OLJKWLQJ�IRU�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDW«


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10EI3E*]0]]ZI=G]=F[9+4U/ ���


)URP��&KULVWRSKHU�7XUHN��FWXUHN#PLFURVRIW�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5HJUDGLQJ�WKH�6)�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ�YRWH�RQ�OLJKWLQJ�IRU�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�ILHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
-RHO�.RSSHO�
.DWKULQ�0RRUH��6XH�'LDPRQG��)UDQN�6��)XQJ��7KHUHVD�,PSHULDO��
0LOLFHQW�$��-RKQVRQ��
&OHUN��-RQDV�,RQLQ�
�
&F���6XSHUYLVRU�*RUGRQ�0DU�'LVWULFW��


DĂǇ͕ �ϭϯ�ϮϬϮϬ
�
WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
/�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�Ă�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�WĂƌŬƐŝĚĞ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ĨŽƌ�Ϯϭ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��ŽƚŚ�ŵǇ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ĂƌĞ�ŐƌĂĚƵĂƚĞƐ�ŽĨ�^/�ĂŶĚ�ǁĞ�ůŝǀĞ�ĨŽƵƌ�ďůŽĐŬƐ�ĨƌŽŵ�ƚŚĞ�^/�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ͘�tĞ�ůŽǀĞ�ŽƵƌ
ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌƐ͕�ŽƵƌ�ŶĞŝŐŚďŽƌŚŽŽĚ�ĂŶĚ�^ĂŝŶƚ�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ͘�tĞ�ŚĂǀĞ�ŚĂĚ�Ă�ǁŽŶĚĞƌĨƵů�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐĐŚŽŽů�ĂŶĚ�ŽƵƌ�ĐŚŝůĚƌĞŶ�ďŽƚŚ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ƉƌŽŐƌĂŵƐ�Ăƚ�ƚŚĞ
ƐĐŚŽŽů͘�


/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă
ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ
ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ�ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ
ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ�ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ
ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
�ŚƌŝƐƚŽƉŚĞƌ�dƵƌĞŬ
ϮϮϳϴ�ϯϯƌĚ�ĂǀĞ͘
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕��Ă�ϵϰϭϭϲ
�ƚƵƌĞŬΛŵŝĐƌŽƐŽŌ͘ĐŽŵ
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10EI3E*T3W&W5'%G0WN[5K4: ���


)URP��-LP�6SDKU��MLP�#VSDKU�FRP!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW�������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\��������


'HDU�3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSO��DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�-LP�6SDKU��DQG�UHVLGH�DW��������WK�$YHQXH��,�DP�D�QHLJKERU�RI�6W��,JQDWLXV��DQG�D�SDUHQW�RI�D�FXUUHQW�VRSKRPRUH
DW�6W��,JQDWLXV��2XU�IDPLO\�KDV�OLYHG�XS�WKH�KLOO�IURP�6W��,JQDWLXV�IRU�RYHU����\HDUV��:H�YDOXH�KDYLQJ�DQ�LQVWLWXWLRQ�OLNH�6W�
,JQDWLXV�LQ�RXU�QHLJKERUKRRG�


,�DP�ZULWLQJ�WR�VWURQJO\�VXSSRUW�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV
DQG�WR�DVVLVW�ZLWK�6W��,JQDWLXV�LPSOHPHQWLQJ�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH��$QG�LW�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�LQVWHDG�RI�KDYLQJ
WR�WUDYHO�WR�RWKHU�YHQXHV�


:H�KDYH�ORQJ�EHHQ�VXSSRUWHUV�RI�LQFUHDVLQJ�SUDFWLFH�ILHOGV�DQG�SOD\LQJ�ILHOGV�IRU�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�UHVLGHQWV��HVSHFLDOO\�\RXWK�
:H�GR�XQGHUVWDQG�WKDW�WKHUH�LV�DOZD\V�FRQFHUQ�ZKHQ�WKHVH�SURMHFWV�FRPH�XS�EXW�ZH�QHHG�WR�NHHS�FKLOGUHQ�DQG�\RXWK�LQ�WKH
FLW\��:H�QHHG�WR�SURYLGH�PRUH�SODFHV�DQG�VDIH�SODFHV�IRU�RXU�\RXQJ�WR�SOD\�DQG�EH�DFWLYH��:H�QHHG�WR�EH�QHLJKERUO\��DQG
ZHOFRPH�UHFUHDWLRQ�DUHDV�LQ�RXU�RZQ�QHLJKERUKRRG�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<HV�WR�WKH�OLJKWV��DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�


-LP�6SDKU
�������WK�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
MLP�#VSDKU�FRP
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�VHDUFK�VZHHQH\�)0IFJ[Z+10=7+M=[%O9)Y[E3JU[Q1I0: ���


)URP��0LFKDHO�6ZHHQH\��PVZHHQH\ODZ#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��7XH��0D\����������DW������
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�ILHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&&���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


7R�WKH�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ�
,�DP�ZULWLQJ�WR�\RX�LQ�VXSSRUW�RI�OLJKWV�IRU�WKH�VSRUWV�ILHOG�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�
,�DP�D�QDWLYH�DQG�FXUUHQW�UHVLGHQW�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW���,�DP�DOVR�D�SUDFWLFLQJ�DWWRUQH\�ZLWK�DQ�RIILFH�LQ�WKH�QHDUE\�:HVW
3RUWDO�QHLJKERUKRRG�IRU�WKH�ODVW����\HDUV�
$V�D�JUDGXDWH�RI�6W�$QQH
V�HOHPHQWDU\�VFKRRO��6W�,JQDWLXV��WKH�8QLYHUVLW\�RI�&DOLIRUQLD�DW�%HUNHOH\�DQG�WKH�8QLYHUVLW\�RI
&DOLIRUQLD���+DVWLQJV�&ROOHJH�RI�WKH�/DZ��,�DP������WKH�SURGXFW�RI�ORFDO�VFKRROV��DQG��DV�VXFK��NQRZ�WKH�WUHPHQGRXV
LPSRUWDQFH�RI�UHFUHDWLRQDO�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�\RXQJ�SHRSOH�JURZLQJ�XS�LQ�DQ�XUEDQ�HQYLURQPHQW�OLNH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR���$V�\RX
NQRZ��6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�KDV�WKH�ORZHVW�SHUFHQWDJH�RI�FKLOGUHQ�DPRQJ�WKH�%D\�$UHD�FRXQWLHV�DQG�RQH�RI�WKH�ORZHVW�SHUFHQWDJHV
DPRQJ�DOO�8�6��FLWLHV���$Q\WKLQJ�WKDW�FDQ�EH�GRQH�WR�H[SDQG�WKH�UHFUHDWLRQDO�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�\RXWK�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�VKRXOG
EH�D�KLJK�SULRULW\�IRU�WKH�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ�
$V�D�JUDGXDWH�RI�6W�,JQDWLXV��,�NQRZ�ZKDW�D�JRRG�SDUWQHU�WKH�VFKRRO�KDV�EHHQ�IRU�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�DQG�IRU�WKH�ODUJHU�6DQ
)UDQFLVFR�FRPPXQLW\�RYHU�WKH�SDVW�KDOI�FHQWXU\��,�FDQ�UHFDOO�WKH�VFKRRO�KRVWLQJ�6SHFLDO�2O\PSLFV�HYHQWV�LQ�LWV�VSRUWV�IDFLOLWLHV
ZKHQ�,�ZDV�D�VWXGHQW�WKHUH�LQ�WKH�����V���$V�WKH�XQFOH�RI�D����\HDU�ROG�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ��,�DP�DOVR�DZDUH�RI�WKH�ODUJH�H[WHQW�WR
ZKLFK�6W�,JQDWLXV�PDNHV�LWV�VSRUW�IDFLOLWLHV�DYDLODEOH�WR�.���VWXGHQWV�IURP�WKH�QHLJKERUKRRG�IRU�YDULRXV�WRXUQDPHQWV�DQG
SUDFWLFHV��$OORZLQJ�OLJKWV�DQG�HYHQLQJ�VSRUWLQJ�HYHQWV�ZLOO�RQO\�H[SDQG�VXFK�RSSRUWXQLWLHV�
6LQFHUHO\�
0LFKDHO�7��6ZHHQH\
�������QG�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$�
WHO��������������
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE UP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10EI3E*T.9+GZU;'0SEN*JU: ���


)URP��-RKQ�0XOOLJDQ��JUDQGLQGXVWULHVLQF#VEFJOREDO�QHW!
'DWH��:HG��0D\����������DW������$0
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���JRUGRQ�PDU#VIJRY�RUJ!��0LFKDHO�7KRPDV��PWKRPDV#VLSUHS�RUJ!


'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�


0\�QDPH�LV�-RKQ�)��0XOOLJDQ��,�DP�D�QDWLYH�6DQ�)UDQFLVFDQ�WKDW¶V�OLYHG�KLV�HQWLUH�OLIH�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW��,�ZDV�UDLVHG�ZLWK�P\
EURWKHUV�DQG�P\�VLVWHUV�RQ���WK�DQG�4XLQWDUD��,�WRR�UDLVHG�P\�RZQ�IDPLO\�KHUH�LQ�WKH�6XQVHW�RQ���WK�DQG�4XLQWDUD��


$V�D�OLIHORQJ�6XQVHW�UHVLGHQW��,�DP�ZULWLQJ�WR�HQGRUVH�WKH�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�WKH�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG��


+DYLQJ�P\�RZQ�FKLOGUHQ�DQG�ZDWFKLQJ�WKHP�SOD\�VSRUWV�WKURXJKRXW�WKH�\HDUV��KDV�KHOSHG�PH�EHWWHU�XQGHUVWDQG�WKH
LPSRUWDQFH�WKDW�DWKOHWLFV�SOD\�LQ�WKH�GHYHORSPHQW�RI�\RXQJ�PHQ�DQG�ZRPHQ��)URP�WKH�VWXGHQWV�RQ�WKH�ILHOG��WR�WKH�VWXGHQWV
FKHHULQJ�LQ�WKH�VWDQGV��WR�WKH�VWXGHQWV�DVVLVWLQJ�WKH�HYHQW��DQ�RSSRUWXQLW\�OLNH�WKLV�ZRXOG�EULQJ�D�WUHPHQGRXVO\�SRVLWLYH�LPSDFW
WR�QRW�RQO\�WKHVH�VWXGHQWV�EXW�WR�WKH�6XQVHW�&RPPXQLW\�DV�ZHOO�


3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�


6LQFHUHO\�
-RKQ�)��0XOOLJDQ
�������WK�$YH��6)�&D
*UDQGLQGXVWULHVLQF#VEFJOREDO�QHW
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From: Carole Weir <cweir1359@yahoo.com> 
Date: May 15, 2020 at 09:54:45 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>, "jonas.ionin@sfgov.org" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, 
"commissions.secretary@sfgov.org" <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Cc: "Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org" <Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Lights at St. Ignatius Field 


  
Dear Commissioners: 
  
As a 25 year resident of the sunset and parent of 2 St. Ignatius alumni- I want 
to encourage you to vote "YES" on installing lights at St. Ignatius 
Field.  Illuminating the field for night activities will not only offer more hours of 
outdoor activity/competitions for SI students, but also offer the community 
access to school events that can start after the workday. 
 
Clearly, there are tremendous benefits for the student community at SI to 
have extended hours on track/field/sporting events- but it also serves the 
broader sunset community to have sporting events where students from 
competing schools can play locally.  Those students may hail from the long list 
of SF high schools; and having local, evening events will allow the broader SF 
parent community to attend. 
  
There is successful precedence to install outdoor lighting for field events in the 
Sunset- the South Sunset and Beach Chalet pitches.  Allowing SI to pursue 
this, expands evening athletic options to track/field/football/etc without 
requiring students to travel great distances to practice, or compete with scare 
local resources to accommodate evening hours. 
  
Please vote YES! to the lights at St. Ignatius Field and thank you for your 
consideration. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Carole Sheridan 
1555 25th Ave, SF, CA. 94122 
cweir1359@yahoo.com 
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+1:-5USY5W3SW0)'GK6TFPJ.S ���


)URP��-XQ�:DQJ��MXQZDQJ����#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�:ƵŶ�tĂŶŐ͘��DǇ�ŚƵƐďĂŶĚ�yƵ�>ŝƵ�ĂŶĚ�/�ŚĂǀĞ�ďĞĞŶ�ůŝǀŝŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĚŝƐƚƌŝĐƚ�ĨŽƌ�ŵŽƌĞ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚǁĞŶƚǇ
ǇĞĂƌƐ͘��tĞ�ŚĂǀĞ�Ă�ĚĂƵŐŚƚĞƌ�ǁŚŽ�ŝƐ��ĨƌĞƐŚŵĂŶ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
:ƵŶ�tĂŶŐ


�ϮϲϮϮ�ϯϲƚŚ��ǀĞŶƵĞ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ͕����ϵϰϭϭϲ
ũƵŶǁĂŶŐϵϭϱϴΛŐŵĂŝů͘ĐŽŵ



mailto:junwang9158@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org

mailto:junwang9158@gmail.com





��������� )ZG��6,�/LJKWV���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10GY'[6%%7;ZN%WT]G[3Z7G+"FRPSRVH QHZ ���


)URP��.HQ�-RKQVRQ��NHQM���#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��6,�/LJKWV
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!


���������
�
3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
9,$�(0$,/
�
5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�.HQ�-RKQVRQ��D����\HDU�UHVLGHQW�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�'LVWULFW�DQG�SDUHQW�RI�D
IRUPHU�6W��,JQDWLXV�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWH�DQG�D�VWURQJ�DGYRFDWH�IRU�SURYLGLQJ�DQ\�DQG�DOO
RSSRUWXQLWLHV�IRU�KLJK�VFKRRO�VWXGHQWV�WR�SDUWLFLSDWH�LQ�VSRUWV��LI�WKH\�DUH�VR�LQFOLQHG��DV
SDUW�RI�WKHLU�KLJK�VFKRRO�H[SHULHQFH�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH
PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR�LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW
WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG
DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV�UDWKHU�WKDQ
WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH
WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV���0DQ\�RI�WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH
OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH
DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\�E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ
FODVVPDWHV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
.HQ�-RKQVRQ
�����8OORD�6W��6�)�������
NHQM���#JPDLO�FRP



mailto:kenj630@gmail.com

mailto:joel.koppel@sfgov.org

mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org

mailto:sue.diamond@sfgov.org

mailto:frank.fung@sfgov.org

mailto:theresa.imperial@sfgov.org

mailto:milicent.johnson@sfgov.org

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

https://www.google.com/maps/search/2126+Ulloa+St.+S.F.+94116?entry=gmail&source=g

mailto:kenj630@gmail.com





��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10GZFS;V[UFOI=0VSFK/;K4F"FRPSRVH QHZ ���


)URP��5LOH\�'XQQ��UHGGXQQ���#LFORXG�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��/LJKWV�DW�6W�,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!���WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��0U��0LFKDHO�7KRPDV��PWKRPDV#VLSUHS�RUJ!


�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
DǇ�ŶĂŵĞ�ŝƐ�ZŝůĞǇ��ƵŶŶ͕�/�Ăŵ�Ă�ƌĞĐĞŶƚ�ŐƌĂĚ�ŽĨ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ĐŽůůĞŐĞ�ƉƌĞƉ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚůǇ�ĂƩĞŶĚŝŶŐ�DĂƌƋƵĞƩĞ�hŶŝǀĞƌƐŝƚǇ͘
/�ŚĂǀĞ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�ůĂƐƚ�ϭϮ�ǇĞĂƌƐ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŵǇ�ĨĂŵŝůǇ͘�
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
�
dŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ĨĞǁĞƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ�ĮĞůĚ�ƐƉŽƌƚƐ�ŝŶ�^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůůŽǁŝŶŐ�^͘/͘�ƚŽ�ďƵŝůĚ�ƚŚĞƐĞ
ůŝŐŚƚƐ�ǁŝůů�ŬĞĞƉ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ĐůŽƐĞƌ�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ĐĂŵƉƵƐ�ƌĂƚŚĞƌ�ƚŚĂŶ�ƚƌĂǀĞůŝŶŐ�ŐƌĞĂƚ�ĚŝƐƚĂŶĐĞƐ�ƚŽ�ƉƌĂĐƟĐĞ͘
�
^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ��ŽůůĞŐĞ�WƌĞƉĂƌĂƚŽƌǇ�ŚĂƐ�ďĞĞŶ�ĂŶ�ĞǆĐĞůůĞŶƚ�ĐĞŶƚĞƌ�ŽĨ�ůĞĂƌŶŝŶŐ�ŶŽƚ�ũƵƐƚ�ƚŽ�ƚĂŬĞ�ƚĞƐƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ŐĞƚ�ŐŽŽĚ
ŐƌĂĚĞƐ�ďƵƚ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶ�ƐĞƌǀŝĐĞ�ƚŽ�ŽƚŚĞƌƐ͘��DĂŶǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚŽƐĞ�ůĞƐƐŽŶƐ�ĂƌĞ�ůĞĂƌŶĞĚ�ƚŚƌŽƵŐŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŚĂƌĞĚ�ĞǆƉĞƌŝĞŶĐĞ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ
ĮĞůĚ͘���ǀĞŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚƐ�ǁŚŽ�ƉĂƌƟĐŝƉĂƚĞ�ĂƐ�ƐƉĞĐƚĂƚŽƌƐ�ŐĂŝŶ�Ă�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ĨĞĞůŝŶŐ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ�ďǇ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�ƚŚĞŝƌ
ĨƌŝĞŶĚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĨĞůůŽǁ�ĐůĂƐƐŵĂƚĞƐ͘
�
WůĞĂƐĞ�ǀŽƚĞ�z�^͊�ƚŽ�ƚŚĞ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ĂŶĚ�ƚŚĂŶŬ�ǇŽƵ�ĨŽƌ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĐŽŶƐŝĚĞƌĂƟŽŶ͘
�
^ŝŶĐĞƌĞůǇ͕
�
ZŝůĞǇ��ƵŶŶ�
ϮϮϮϳ�>ŝŶĐŽůŶ�tĂǇ
ZĞĚĚƵŶŶϭϮϯΛŝĐůŽƵĚ͘ĐŽŵ
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From: tqg@icestorm.com 
Date: May 15, 2020 at 22:17:51 PDT 
To: joel.koppel@sfgov.org 
Cc: Gordon.Mar@sfgov.org 
Subject: Re:  Lights at St Ignatius Field 


President Joel Koppel and Honorable Commissioners 
 
San Francisco Planning commission 
 
San Francisco City hall 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
I have lived in Sunset District, San Francisco, Ca since 1971. My two sons, Neil and Adrian, graduated from  
St Ignatius College Prep. They both participated with the St Ignatius varsity tennis 
 
I am writing to voice my strong support for the approval of lights at St Ignatius field in order to create more  
options for student athletes and also to allow St Ignatius to implement a later start time in accordance to  
CA State Law. Allowing S.I. to build these lights will keep the students closer to the campus rather than 
traveling far away from campus. 
 
St Ignatius is a great high school. I consider S.I. one of the best in the State of California. Their students are  
exemplary! 
 
Please vote YES to the lights at St Ignatius Field. 
 
Thank you very much! 
 
TOMAS Q. GONZALES 
4021 Ortega Street 
San Francisco, Ca 94122 
Tel# 415-665-3731 
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE RP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10GZFTIP+ZUO=Q*Q'6'*]WO; ���


)URP��-HQQLIHU�-RUGDQ��MHQQLIHU#GUDJRQHHU�FRP!
'DWH��6DW��0D\����������DW�������$0
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ��MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ��NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ��VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!��IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ��IUDQN�IX
RUJ��FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�RUJ!
&F��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ��*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


0D\���������
�
3UHVLGHQW�-RHO�.RSSHO
DQG�+RQRUDEOH�&RPPLVVLRQHUV
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�3ODQQLQJ�&RPPLVVLRQ
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&LW\�+DOO
�
9,$�(0$,/
�
5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
�
'HDU�&RPPLVVLRQHUV�
�
0\�QDPH�LV�-HQQLIHU�-RUGDQ��,�DP�D�FXUUHQW�UHVLGHQW�RI�WKH�6XQVHW�����\HDUV���SDUHQW�RI�WZR�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV�6WXGHQWV��FXUUHQW�MXQLRUV���D�GDXJKWHU�RI�DQ
DOXPQL��DQG�D�IRUPHU�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�&DWKROLF�+LJK�6FKRRO�6WXGHQW��6W��5RVH�$FDGHP\��ZLWK�PDQ\�\HDUV�RI�IRQG�H[SHULHQFHV�DW�6DLQW�,JQDWLXV��6W��,JQDWLXV
LV�D�VFKRRO�DERXW�FRPPXQLW\��VR�DSSURSULDWHO\�OLYHV�LQ�RQH�RI�WKH�VWURQJHVW�FRPPXQLWLHV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��WKH�6XQVHW�
�
,¶P�ZULWLQJ�LQ�VWURQJ�VXSSRUW�IRU�DSSURYDO�RI�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�FUHDWH�PRUH�RSWLRQV�IRU�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�DQG�DOVR�WR�DOORZ�6W��,JQDWLXV�WR
LPSOHPHQW�D�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�LQ�DFFRUGDQFH�WR�&$�6WDWH�ODZ�
�
7KHUH�DUH�IHZHU�VSDFHV�IRU�VWXGHQWV�WR�SUDFWLFH�ILHOG�VSRUWV�LQ�6DQ�)UDQFLVFR�DQG�DOORZLQJ�6�,��WR�EXLOG�WKHVH�OLJKWV�ZLOO�NHHS�VWXGHQWV�FORVHU�WR�WKH�FDPSXV
UDWKHU�WKDQ�WUDYHOLQJ�JUHDW�GLVWDQFHV�WR�SUDFWLFH��2YHU�WKH�\HDUV�WKH�ODFN�RI�VSDFH�DYDLODEOH�KDV�FKDQJHG�WKH�OLYHV�RI�VWXGHQWV��7KH�ODFN�RI�ORFDO�ILHOGV
DYDLODEOH�IRU�XVH�RQ�D�UHJXODU�EDVLV��OLNH�:HVW�6XQVHW���KDV�FKDQJHG�WKH�ZD\�VWXGHQWV�OLYH��6WXGHQWV�ZHUH�DEOH�WR�EH�KRPH�DQG�JHW�ZRUN�GRQH�DQG�KDYH
IDPLO\�WLPH��1RZ�WKH\�DUH�JHWWLQJ�RQ�EXVVHV�DQG�KRPH�DW��SP��:LWK�WKH�ODWHU�VWDUW�WLPH�EHLQJ�LPSOHPHQWHG�WKLV�ZLOO�JHW�HYHQ�ZRUVH��0DQ\�RI�WKHVH
VWXGHQWV�DUH�MXJJOLQJ�WR�NHHS�XS�ZLWK�FODVVHV��DWKOHWLFV��FRPPXQLW\�VHUYLFH��DQG�VR�PXFK�PRUH��%\�HOLPLQDWLQJ�FRPPXWH�WLPH�IRU�WKHVH�VWXGHQW�DWKOHWHV�RQ
D�GDLO\�EDVLV�ZH�FDQ�KHOS�WR�PDLQWDLQ�VRPH�EDODQFH�IRU�WKHP��:KLFK�,�WKLQN�LV�VR�LPSRUWDQW�IRU�WRGD\¶V�\RXQJ�DGXOWV�
�
6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�KDV�EHHQ�DQ�H[FHOOHQW�FHQWHU�RI�OHDUQLQJ�QRW�MXVW�WR�WDNH�WHVWV�DQG�JHW�JRRG�JUDGHV�EXW�WR�EH�LQ�VHUYLFH�WR�RWKHUV��0DQ\�RI
WKRVH�OHVVRQV�DUH�OHDUQHG�WKURXJK�WKH�VKDUHG�H[SHULHQFH�RQ�WKH�ILHOG���(YHQ�WKH�VWXGHQWV�ZKR�SDUWLFLSDWH�DV�VSHFWDWRUV�JDLQ�D�VWURQJ�IHHOLQJ�RI�FRPPXQLW\
E\�VXSSRUWLQJ�WKHLU�IULHQGV�DQG�IHOORZ�FODVVPDWHV��1RZ�PRUH�WKDQ�HYHU�WKHVH�VWXGHQWV�QHHG�WR�KDYH�DQ�RXWVLGH�DFWLYLW\�WKH\�FDQ�GHSHQG�RQ��DQG�D�VDIH
DQG�VSLULWHG�HQYLURQPHQW�WR�FRPH�WRJHWKHU�ZLWKLQ�WKHLU�FDPSXV�
�
3OHDVH�YRWH�<(6��WR�WKH�OLJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG�DQG�WKDQN�\RX�IRU�\RXU�FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�
�
6LQFHUHO\�
�
-HQQLIHU�-RUGDQ
���(VFRQGLGR�$YHQXH
6DQ�)UDQFLVFR��&$������
MHQQLIHU#GUDJRQHHU�FRP
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��������� )ZG��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG���QKDUODQ#VLSUHS�RUJ���6W��,JQDWLXV�&ROOHJH�3UHSDUDWRU\�0DLO


KWWSV���PDLO�JRRJOH�FRP�PDLO�X���"WDE FP�LQER[�)0IFJ[Z+10GZFS='%5'[+QOJ.OE[)Z-'"FRPSRVH QHZ ���


)URP��,JRU�.RVR\��LJRU�NRVR\#JPDLO�FRP!
'DWH��)UL��0D\����������DW������30
6XEMHFW��5H��/LJKWV�DW�6W��,JQDWLXV�)LHOG
7R���MRHO�NRSSHO#VIJRY�RUJ!���NDWKULQ�PRRUH#VIJRY�RUJ!���VXH�GLDPRQG#VIJRY�RUJ!���IUDQN�IXQJ#VIJRY�RUJ!�
�WKHUHVD�LPSHULDO#VIJRY�RUJ!���PLOLFHQW�MRKQVRQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���MRQDV�LRQLQ#VIJRY�RUJ!���FRPPLVVLRQV�VHFUHWDU\#VIJRY�
RUJ!
&F���*RUGRQ�0DU#VIJRY�RUJ!


WƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�:ŽĞů�<ŽƉƉĞů
ĂŶĚ�,ŽŶŽƌĂďůĞ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ�WůĂŶŶŝŶŐ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ
^ĂŶ�&ƌĂŶĐŝƐĐŽ��ŝƚǇ�,Ăůů
�
s/���D�/>
�
ZĞ͗�>ŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ
�
�ĞĂƌ��ŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶĞƌƐ͗
�
/�Ăŵ�^ƵŶƐĞƚ�ƌĞƐŝĚĞŶƚ�ĂŶĚ�ůŝǀĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ĂƌĞĂ�ůĂƐƚ�ϭϱ�ǇĞĂƌƐ͘�WĂƌĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�^/�ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ͘
�
/͛ŵ�ǁƌŝƟŶŐ�ŝŶ�ƐƚƌŽŶŐ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů�ŽĨ�ůŝŐŚƚƐ�Ăƚ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�&ŝĞůĚ�ŝŶ�ŽƌĚĞƌ�ƚŽ�ĐƌĞĂƚĞ�ŵŽƌĞ�ŽƉƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ
ƐƚƵĚĞŶƚ�ĂƚŚůĞƚĞƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂůƐŽ�ƚŽ�ĂůůŽǁ�^ƚ͘�/ŐŶĂƟƵƐ�ƚŽ�ŝŵƉůĞŵĞŶƚ�Ă�ůĂƚĞƌ�ƐƚĂƌƚ�ƟŵĞ�ŝŶ�ĂĐĐŽƌĚĂŶĐĞ�ƚŽ����^ƚĂƚĞ�ůĂǁ͘
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DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK�WKLV�GLVWLQJXLVKHG�FROOHJH�SUHSDUDWRU\��LQFOXGLQJ�
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Lindsay, Ashley (CPC)
Subject: FW: 590 2nd avenue
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:41:46 PM

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: Patrice Tanguy <patricelouis@rocketmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 10:41 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 590 2nd avenue

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

Hi,

I am opposed to the installation of the ten AT&T power antennas on 590 2nd avenue.

Patrice Tanguy

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:ashley.lindsay@sfgov.org


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Conditional Use Hearing for 1760 Ocean Avenue: Block / Lot: 3283 / 195: Request for Continuance into

August
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 9:54:59 AM

 
 
 
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: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 9:33 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; Daniel Weaver <djpweaver@gmail.com>; Peter
Tham <peter.tham@ltgroupre.com>; Keith Hansell <keithh@savelyhealthcarearchitects.com>;
Christopher L Hume <Christopher.Hume@fmc-na.com>
Subject: Conditional Use Hearing for 1760 Ocean Avenue: Block / Lot: 3283 / 195: Request for
Continuance into August
 

 

Project: 1760 Ocean Avenue

Block/Lot: 3283 / 195

Record Number: 2019-016388CUA

 

Hi Planning Commission,

On behalf of Ocean Avenue Association, the Loc Tham Group, and the residents of OGHA HOA
at 18 Dorado Terrace, we’d like to request a continuance on the Conditional Use Permit for

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@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


the project at 1760 Ocean Avenue.

 

OAA was able to set up a Community Meeting between residents, local business interests and

Fresenius on June 18th.  During this meeting, we discussed the below topics and we requested

a 2nd meeting to further discuss how we would resolve.  Keith Hansell at Savely Health Care

Architects indicated on July 15th that they were not ready to meet with us prior to the July

23rd hearing with the Planning Commission.  We are requesting a continuance into August to
give us enough time to work out the issues listed below.

 

1.  Traffic / Congestion

a.  Per Lisa Elie at Fresenius, the company feels that whatever traffic issues are going on
outside their business is not for them to manage.  The issue is the new location will
double the amount of traffic and given that para-transit vans tend to double park on
Ocean Avenue, multiple parties that live and do business around that intersection feel a
solution needs to be agreed upon or that the conditional use permit needs to be
denied if the safety of pedestrians and drivers can’t be addressed.

b.  The Executive Summary from the Planning Department mentions that the developer
will “will seek to add additional on-street loading along the building’s Dorado Terrace
frontage”.  We need to discuss this some more.  The grade of the sidewalk on the
Dorado Terrace side will not be conducive to wheelchair bound, stretcher bound, or
certain elderly or infirm (pretty steep hill).  Will our residential street parking be given
up for this?  Will the handicapped space on Dorado be given up for this?  Will
pedestrian safety be at risk if vans are using Dorado? Will vans be double parked on
Dorado?  If so, we can’t have this as it make it dangerous for drivers to make a right
turn onto Dorado Terrace from westbound Ocean.

2.  Medical Waste Pick-up truck on Dorado traffic:  There is concern that due to double patient
volume, the medical waste pick-up truck that blocks Dorado Terrace will increase in weekly
pick-ups.  We ask that this truck no longer double parks on Dorado Terrace.  We ask they do
not double park on Ocean Avenue either.

3.  Pedestrian Safety: Residents in the community expressed concerns for safety as cars back up
on Ocean Avenue to get out of right lane and when para-transit vans back up without
checking for pedestrians.  Again, we ask that para-transit vans stop double parking on Ocean
Avenue.

4.  Noise:

a.  Honking on Ocean Avenue when cars are backed up.  This is a direct result of the issue
caused by 1a.

b.  HVAC system noise is expected to remain the same in both the center island and the
north area, however Savely architects will do some due diligence to ensure vibration



noise is kept to a minimum. This note is being placed here solely as documentation

from June 18th.  No further action necessary unless noise becomes an issue during
construction or operation.

5.  Air Quality

a.  Medical Waste Exhaust Air Quality is still to be determined (18 Dorado center island).

i.  Currently the units at 18 Dorado report the smell of disinfectant chemicals
coming from the HVAC tower located in the central island.  Ocean Gardens HOA
(OGHA) would like to request that Fresenius add a particulate and odor
eliminating HVAC filter, equivalent to an MPR (micro-particle performance
rating) of 1200 or higher OR a MERV (minimum efficiency reporting value) of 11
or higher.  The HVAC output tower is located in the HOA's center island.  The
request would be to change the filter every 30 days and would require Fresenius
staff to coordinate scheduled access to the tower.  OGHA would like to make this
request effective immediately regardless of the Conditional Use timeline.  This
recommendation should not be seen as OGHA's approval of the conditional use
permit in exchange for the filter.

ii.  Should Fresenius move into 1760 Ocean Avenue, we’d like to request that an air
exhaust study be executed within 3 months of when the business is open to
patients at 1760 to ensure residents are not exposed to any toxic air waste. 

b.  Idling vans exhausting fumes to residents facing Ocean Avenue (Fresenius claims they
are not responsible for behavior of drop-off vans, but we are bringing this up to find a
solution to the issue)

6.  Inability for OGHA HOA or OAA to reach management about issues like trash cans being left
out, employees smoking out front.  Action Item from June 18th:  Per Lisa Elie, Fresenius shall
publish an email and / or phone number for a Fresenius regional contact.

Community Engagement Topics
 
7. Retail storefront request:  Ocean Avenue Association and Livable City would like the business to
consider offer some kind of retail service to the general public to engage residents in the community
(similar to what NEMS is doing by offering a pharmacy in front of the store or CPMC did by offering a
lemonade stand at the front of the store).
 
8. Exterior architecture improvement to make the storefront look more attractive.
 
9. Community Outreach (request for Fresenius to join OAA): Fresenius declined to join board, but

may attend meeting(s).  Action Item from June 18th:  If still interested, Fresenius should notify OAA
of who on their staff should represent the community for future meetings.

So as you can see, there are way too many topics to cover in a Planning Commission hearing.  We’d
like to respectfully ask for a continuance into August so that we can may work through these in



another Community Meeting.  

Sincerely,

Shirley Lima

Resident & HOA Board Member, 18 Dorado Terrace

Board Member, Ocean Avenue Association

cc:  
Dan Weaver, Executive Director, Ocean Avenue Association
David Blumenfeld, President, Ocean Gardens Homeowners Association
Peter Tham, Agent, Loc Tham Group, Compass Real Estate
Keith Hansell, Project Manager, Savely Healthcare Architects
Christopher Hume, Project Manager, Fresenius Kidney Care
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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,
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From: Heather Farnham <hferne@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 9:15 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Comment: 1856 29th Ave Discretionary Review Hearing Thursday July 23, 2020
 

 

Dear SF City Planning Commission,
 
I am writing in opposition to the proposed plans for a third floor addition of the property at 1856 29th Avenue. 
Record #2019-012023DRP
 
I would like to reference the SF Planning Code page 25, Building Scale at the Mid-Block Open Space.
It states: 
 
"Rear yards provide open space for the residences of that block, collectively contributing to the open space that is visible to most residents of the block. 
Even when permitted by the planning department, a building expansion may not be appropriate if it is uncharacteristically deep or tall depending on the context of the other buildings that define the mid block
space. An out of scale rear yard and height addition (such as the one proposed at 1856 29th Ave) will leave many residents cut off from the mid block space. "
 
In order to respect and preserve the basic and fundamental aspect of the residential profile of this block and neighborhood open space, I urge you to consider one of the following modifications: 
 
•Set the footprint of the 3rd floor addition toward the front of the house to provide a larger rear yard setback
 
•Reduce the size of the 3rd floor addition. The proposed plan has a master bedroom, master bath, second bedroom and two roof decks (front and rear) that extend the entire length of the existing roofline. 
There is ONE other existing 3rd floor addition on the 1800 block of 28th Ave, which is significantly smaller and less obtrusive than the one proposed for the home expansion of 1856 28th Ave. 
 
Reducing the square footage of this large scale 3rd floor addition by any amount would greatly preserve the integrity and home value of the houses neighboring this block. With the sloping profile of the
landscape in this part of the city, every height and/or depth increase creates a noticeable impact on its neighbors. 
 
Please see attached images of the mid block open space and home profiles in the block of 28th-29th Avenue and Ortega Streets in the Outer Sunset. 
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Thank you for your consideration,
 
Heather Farnham
Home owner @
2126 Ortega St SF 
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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
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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: Jose Pardell <JPardell@msn.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 10:14 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1856 29th Avenue 2019-012023DRP
 

 

Hearing Date 07/23/20
 
Attached letters from neighbors who oppose the permit.
 
Thank you
Jose Pardell
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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: Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 9:34 PM
To: n smith <noelan9@gmail.com>
Cc: Weissglass, David (CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland
(CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Statement of support for The Grateful Dog
 

 

Hi Noela,
Thank you so much  we really appreciate it! ❤️
 
Ernie

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 20, 2020, at 4:52 PM, n smith <noelan9@gmail.com> wrote:
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Date: June 20, 2020

Planning Department
Case No. 2018-012576CUA
City and County of San Francisco
Attn: David Weissglass

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I am writing in support of the Grateful Dog daycare and boarding facility on Lombard
Street.

As a client of ten years, I strongly believe that TGD provides a valuable and much-
needed service that's not available anywhere else in this area, and that it would cause
hardship for many dog owners were it forced to close. 

If I may, I'd like to explain why I consider TGD's services so important. I didn't think I
would need dog daycare because I already worked from home.  Yet the Grateful Dog
ended up being a real life-saver.

In 2010 my husband and I felt prepared for a dog. We had time, energy, and resources.
I had a flexible job schedule. We adopted a young shepherd mix who'd been
abandoned. We quickly fell in love with this sweet, intelligent dog. We also discovered
she had severe separation anxiety. If I went outside for literally 45 seconds, she would
have a panting, drooling, barking meltdown. 

We poured our effort into helping her, consulting private trainers and slowly increasing
the duration she could be alone. It worked, albeit slowly. However, I was struggling to
fit this extra training, plus 2-3 hours of high-energy dog walks, into my full-time job.
Going out was still very difficult and she still needed us there almost 24/7. Despite all
our love and commitment, we were becoming overwhelmed. 

Finding The Grateful Dog was a complete life-saver. We began scheduling regular time
for her. It was an immense relief knowing our dog was happy and safe, not miserable
and barking. The benefits went beyond a simple break. The TGD staff have been
phenomenal about working with us on our dog's individual needs, reinforcing her
training and accommodating feeding schedule requests. We have boarded her there
too, and she invariably comes home tired and happy. The Grateful Dog became such a
positive part of our lives. Today our anxious young dog is a still-active, confident senior.
Even if we don't need it as often, ten years later, she still loves going into that cheerful
red door. 

Everyone has to go out sometime, even now - especially essential workers. Having
trusted dog care provides peace of mind. The Grateful Dog is a professional option with
trained staff and a dedicated facility. They are also not just another chain franchise, but



a trusted small neighborhood business which has provided a vital service to responsible
local dog-owners for over a decade. I hope to continue as a client of The Grateful Dog
on Lombard Street for years to come.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Noela N. Smith
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Preservation Commissions are cancelled until April 9, at the earliest. Click here for more
information.
 
 

From: d4wardsf@gmail.com <d4wardsf@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 7:12 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>
Cc: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC)
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>
Subject: PLANNING CASE NUMBER 2018-012648CUA - SAINT IGNATIUS STADIUM LIGHTING PROJECT
 

 

Sunset Rises to Action
www.facebook.com/D4wardSF

D4wardSF@gmail.com
July 20, 2020
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Other similar projects have required CEQA EIRs 



a) San Marin High School prepared an EIR in response to neighbor concerns.  The EIR was later rejected in a recent appellate court ruling which required the school district to prepare a revised draft EIR that includes an appropriate baseline, evaluation of aesthetics, analyzes the project in light of its cumulative impact related to other approved field lighting and future planned school changes, and light spillover, glare and skyglow.   



b) San Diego’s Hoover High School’s project was also determined to require an EIR in appellate court.[endnoteRef:1]  The court found an EIR was required based on potentially significant traffic and parking impacts.  The ruling noted that the school district “abused its discretion as a decision maker under CEQA” because there was not sufficient information about the project's impacts on parking and traffic with which to form a basis for evaluation of significance under CEQA.  The court based its traffic determination on the many residents' comment letters about significant traffic problems they observed during past events at the stadium.  The ruling stated: “any traffic problems experienced in the past logically will only be exacerbated if the Project is completed…” The court also found that the project’s traffic and parking analysis was inadequate due to the lack of adequate baseline figures for game attendance. [1: ] 




c) Monterey High School originally planned to move forward with a limited Mitigated Negative Declaration for their stadium lighting project but is now preparing an EIR in response to community concerns over the project.[endnoteRef:2]  [2: ] 




d) Clayton Valley High School prepared an EIR and later a supplemental EIR for their stadium lighting project. The supplemental EIR noted: “the reassigning of practices and games to the evening hours will affect traffic patterns and evening noise conditions” and evaluated those project impacts. 



e) Northgate High School prepared an EIR[endnoteRef:3] for their stadium lighting project that included, among other aspects, detailed noise, traffic/parking studies, and lighting/glare studies.   [3: ] 




f) Saratoga High School prepared an Initial Study[endnoteRef:4] for their stadium lighting project which included a detailed noise study, among other evaluated impacts.  [4: ] 




g) Marin Catholic High School withdrew their stadium lighting application based on the County Planning Department’s comments which reflect our own concerns about the Saint Ignatius project, including:



1. The field would not be available for use by the public, the field would only be utilized for games and practices associated with the school’s athletics programs, thus the only benefit is to the school.

2. The combined effects of the project related to the projected light and glare, noise, and traffic congestion would adversely affect the character of the surrounding community.

3. While the notion of light pollution, spill light, and glare are subjective, it is apparent that the addition of a field lighting system at the school would result in a level of light contrast and light pollution that is out of character with the neighborhood.





San Francisco Planning Commission
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
 
Re:  PLANNING CASE NUMBER 2018-012648CUA - SAINT IGNATIUS STADIUM LIGHTING PROJECT

Mr. Jeff Horn, Senior Planner, Current Planning,
 
D4Ward has reviewed the materials on the proposed Saint Ignatius (SI) Stadium Lighting CUA
proposal, and we have concerns regarding the impacts of these 90-ft tall permanent stadium lights
and SI’s planned usage of these lights for 200 nights a year and until 9-10 PM. 

We join with the SI neighborhood community and share their legitimate concerns regarding the
combined adverse effects of the project on nighttime light and glare, noise, traffic congestion and
parking availability on the surrounding community.  The school is located in a residential
neighborhood with some homes only 90 feet away from their football field.  The school is also
adjacent to the Sunset Boulevard Greenbelt and the Sunset Community Garden.

These proposed Stadium Lights will be enormous -- four towers rising 90 ft high with light arrays
atop measuring roughly the size of two dumpsters.  These poles will not only be out of character
with the residentially-based Sunset neighborhood, and will be an eyesore for many blocks around.

The SI Stadium Lighting project has received a CEQA exemption – and this exemption determination
is incomplete and flawed.  Specifically, a full EIR is needed to understand this project’s impacts;
including light/glare, traffic/parking studies, and noise study. 

It is not uncommon, and in fact, standard practice for similar California high school stadium lighting
projects to prepare an EIR and undergo a full CEQA review (see attached).

Saint Ignatius is an exclusive private school, its campus and facilities are closed for public use, has
very few students from the neighborhood, and this project would only benefit the school to the
permanent detriment of the Sunset neighborhood community. The field would not be available for
use by the public, the field would only be utilized for games and practices associated with the
school’s athletic programs.  Permanent stadium lights will clearly enhance Saint Ignatius’ exclusive
reputation and recruitment efforts. No other San Francisco high school has nighttime stadium lights
and they are able to have vibrant and healthy sports programs without pushing their students until 9
– 10 pm.

Currently, after SI’s classes and daytime sports activities – the campus is locked up and the school
population drives home to their own presumably quiet and peaceful neighborhoods. Evenings are
the only quiet times in the SI adjacent neighborhood and they will be irrevocably disrupted --
significantly affecting the livability of the neighborhood.

In conclusion, the SI Stadium Lighting Project will, in no conceivable way, benefit the public or
enhance the Sunset neighborhood or its character.

Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Rigo
Corresponding Secretary



 

 

 

 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Concerns re 998 Filbert Street Planned conversion of laundromat
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 9:52:49 AM

 
 
 
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: marion mcfarlane <mcfarlane.marion@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 3:44 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Chandler, Mathew (CPC)
<mathew.chandler@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>
Cc: marion mcfarlane <mcfarlane.marion@gmail.com>
Subject: Concerns re 998 Filbert Street Planned conversion of laundromat
 

 

I am writing to express my concern about the planned conversion of "Tons of Bubbles", our local and
much valued laundromat. I and many of my neighbors rely on a local laundromat. We are long time
residents who don't have access to laundry facilities in our buildings. Many of us are older and less
mobile and very concerned about this proposal . It is important that we have access to a clean, safe
laundry within walking distance of our apartments, particularly important during these pandemic
times. I hope "Tons of Bubbles" gets to remain and to continue performing this essential
neighborhood service.
 
Thank you for your attention.
 
Sincerely,
Marion McFarlane
2119 Jones Street
San Francisco

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
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https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
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mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
https://sfplanning.org/node/1964
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Mcfarlane.marion@gmail.com
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From: Son, Chanbory (CPC)
To: CTYPLN - CITY PLANNING EVERYONE
Subject: July 30, 2020 "FIRST DRAFT" Virtual Planning Commission
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 8:52:04 AM
Attachments: 20200730_cal.docx
Importance: High

Hi All,
Staff whom have items on this calendar, please review the attached draft and save new or any changes to
agenda language by clicking on the document of the corresponding hearing date here. Notify us only if there is
an update to a previously saved language.
 
CONTINUED items:

Agenda language from the previous agenda will be used if updated language is not found in the current
agenda language document.
If packet was previously submitted, please advise if a new packet will be provided.

 
PACKETS are due no later than 12 pm on Thursday.
 
TEAMS Invite:
In preparation for next week’s hearing(s), please add any staff names (AND project sponsor/DR emails) of those that
should be sent a MS Teams hearing invite here: https://sfgov1-
my.sharepoint.com/:x:/g/personal/christine_silva_sfgov_org/Eafvk8NFcQFEms2oW3VODI4Bb1Aa4Zv9VZtICSl5gCPNWg?
e=cNceUv.
 
Please add names no later than COB, the day before the hearing.
 
 
Thank you,
Chanbory Son, Executive Secretary
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.6926 | 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.
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DRAFT - Notice of Hearing

&

Agenda





Remote Hearing

via video and teleconferencing



Thursday, July 30, 2020

1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Joel Koppel, President

Kathrin Moore, Vice President

Deland Chan, 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 



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:                	Deland Chan, 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.



a.	2020-000052PCA	(V. FLORES: (415) 575-9173)

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL REQUIREMENTS [BF TBD] – Various Code Amendments – Ordinance amending the Administrative Code to authorize the Planning Commission to standardize policies that avoid or lessen common environmental impacts of Development Projects, as defined; create a program to apply those policies as requirements to Development Projects that meet certain applicability criteria, in order to protect public health, safety, welfare and the environment while expediting environmental review for housing and other Development Projects; and to make conforming amendments to the Planning, Environment and Police Codes; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA); and making findings of consistency with the General Plan and the eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1, and findings of public necessity, convenience and welfare findings under Planning Code, Section 302.

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve

(Continued from Regular hearing on April 30, 2020)

(Proposed for Indefinite Continuance)



b.	2020-000052PCA	(J. POLLAK (415-575-8766)

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL REQUIREMENTS – AIR QUALITY – Adopt Standard Environmental Review Requirements related to the topic of Air Quality.

Preliminary Recommendation:  Adopt

(Continued from Regular hearing on April 30, 2020)

(Proposed for Indefinite Continuance)



B.	CONSENT CALENDAR 



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



	2019-016420CND	(C. FAHEY: (415) 575-9139)

424-434 FRANCISCO STREET – NEED LANGUAGE



	2011.1356PCA-02	(M. SNYDER: (415) 575-6891)

CENTRAL SOMA CLEAN-UP – NEED LANGUAGE



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



6.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for July 16, 2020



7.	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



8.	Director’s Announcements



9.	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.



	2016-003351CWP	(C. FLORES: (415) 558-6473)

RACIAL & SOCIAL EQUITY INITIATIVE - PHASE II – NEED LANGUAGE

[bookmark: _GoBack]

	2018-012576CUA	(D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)

1769 LOMBARD STREET – south side of Lombard Street between Laguna and Octavia Streets; Lot 027 in Assessor’s Block 0506 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 145.2, 303, and 712 to authorize an Outdoor Activity Area in conjunction with a Kennel Use (d.b.a. “The Grateful Dog”) as well as a one-year review of Motion No. 20355, which authorized the Kennel Use, within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial, Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project is not a project under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(c) and 15378 because there is no direct or indirect physical change in the environment.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on June 25, 2020)

Note: On March 5, 2020, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to April 23, 2020 for the sponsor to adhere to original conditions of approval by a vote of +6 -0. On April 23, 2020, without hearing, continued to May 28, 2020 by a vote of +6 -0. On May 28, 2020, without hearing continued to June 25, 2020 by a vote of +7 -0. On June 25, 2020, without hearing continued to July 30, 2020 by a vote of +7 -0. 



	2019-023628AHB	(J. HORN: (415) 575-6925)

3601 LAWTON STREET – southwest corner of the intersection of Lawton Street and 42nd Avenue; Lot 001 in Assessor's Block 1901 (District 4) – Request for is for HOME-SF Project Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Section 328 to demolish an existing one-story, 1,463 square foot gas station (dba 76) and construct a new five-story with basement, 46,050 gross square foot mixed-use building with a 2,826 square feet of commercial retail space and 41 dwelling units (which includes a mix of 27 one-bedroom, 13 two-bedroom, and 1 three-bedroom unit) on a 10,000 square foot project site. The project also includes 5,080 square feet of common open space, 1,635 square feet of private open space, 24 vehicle parking spaces and 41 Class I and 12 Class II bicycle parking space. The Project is pursuing a Tier 2 HOME-SF Project, which would permit form-based density and one additional story of height in exchange for providing 25% on-site affordable units. The project site is located within a Neighborhood Commercial Cluster (NC-1) District and 40-X Height and Bulk. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on June 25, 2020)



	2018-009487SHD	(E. SAMONSKY: (415) 575-9112)

811 VALENCIA STREET – NEED LANGUAGE



	2019-019722CUA	(J. VIMR: (415) 575-9109)

916 KEARNY STREET – south side at the intersection of Kearny Street and Columbus Avenue; Lot 013 in Assessor's Block 0176 (District 3) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.4, 303, and 810 to convert floors 3 through 7 of the landmark Columbus Tower (aka Sentinel Building) from an office use to a hotel. The hotel would occupy approximately 5,743 square feet and accommodate 15 guest rooms. Limited ground floor alterations are also proposed to create the hotel lobby and reception area. No changes are proposed for the exterior, ground floor restaurant, basement, second, or eighth floors. The project site is located within the CCB (Chinatown-Community Business) Zoning District and 65-N 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



	2019-022627CUA	(C. FEENEY: (415) 575-9174)

1310 BACON STREET – NEED LANGUAGE



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.



a.	2019-007159DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

145 MISSOURI STREET – east side of Missouri Street between 17th and Mariposa Streets; Lot 022 in Assessor’s Block 3985 (District 10) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2019.0503.9703 to legalize a first story garage horizontal addition and second story rear porch. The porch was built as a replacement of the previous porch, single-family residence within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

(Continued from Regular hearing on July 16, 2020)



b.	2019-007159VAR	(A. WESTHOFF: (415) 575-9120)

145 MISSOURI STREET – east side of Missouri Street between 17th and Mariposa Streets; Lot 022 in Assessor's Block 3985 (District 10) – Request for Rear Yard Variance, proposing to legalize a rear porch that is 4 feet 7 inches by 17 feet 10 inches. The porch was built as a replacement of the previous porch within a RH-2 (Residential House Two Family) Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal is subject to a rear-yard variance per Planning Code Section 134. 

(Continued from Regular hearing on July 16, 2020)



	2019-015999DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

246 EUREKA STREET – NEED LANGUAGE



	2019-001613DRP	(M. CHANDLER: (415) 575-9048)

2100-2102 JONES STREET / 998 FILBERT STREET – NEED LANGUAGE



	2018-011065DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

3233 16TH STREET – NEED LANGUAGE



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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From: San Francisco Health Service System
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: Your Feedback Matters: SFHSS Well-Being Survey
Date: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 5:59:50 AM

San Francisco Health Services Sytem (SFHSS) Well-Being Division focuses on helping our
members to Live, Feel and Be Better Everyday. In today's climate, prioritizing your well-being is
more important now more than ever. We want to learn what matters most to you and your well-
being.

Your Feedback Matters
Start now by taking a 10-mintue
survey. The survey is anonymous and
no personal identifying information will
be collected.

Your feedback will help guide
departments  support your well-being
and identify opportunities to bring new
and relevant resources to support you.

Survey will remain open through July
31, 2020.

Provide Your Feedback and Be
Entered to Win!

Thank you for your feedback. At the end of
the survey, you will be invited to enter a raffle; 25
winners will be announced. 

Survey responses are anonymous
and confidential. Participants will be given an
external link to participate in the raffle. Don't forget

to click on the link to be entered to win!

sfhss.org/well-being
well-being@sfgov.org 

https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/17xp7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/td1p7k
mailto:well-being@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/5mwp7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/lfxp7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/h0yp7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/xszp7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/xszp7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/dl0p7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/951p7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/951p7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/py2p7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/5q3p7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/lj4p7k
https://t.e2ma.net/click/piq95b/tx4d8nvb/1b5p7k
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Request to Present as Opposition: July 23 -- # 2018-012648 CUA
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 3:40:59 PM

 
 
 
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: SISunsetNeighbors @hotmail.com <sisunsetneighbors@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 2:37 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Request to Present as Opposition: July 23 -- # 2018-012648 CUA
 

 

The Saint Ignatius Neighborhood Association (SINA) is requesting to present as organized
opposition in accordance with Commission Hearing Procedures.  This is in opposition to the
proposed installation of permanent stadium lighting at Saint Ignatius College Preparatory #
2018-012648 CUA, on the agenda for the July 23, 2020 Planning Commission Hearing.

 

We will have three speakers in this order:

Deborah Brown  (slides)

Maryalice Fischer (slides)

Timothy Brey (1 slide)

 

We will work with Jeffrey Horn (the planner for this project) to organize and share his screen

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@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


for our slides.

 

Question:  we are not clear how to dial in and be recognized as formal presentation speakers in
this remote meeting format.

Do we have different dial in instructions?  (vs. the public comment instructions on your
website)

Please will you, or your staff, send us these instructions.

 

Finally, we are requesting that this # 2018-012648 CUA discussion be translated into
Cantonese for our Chinese speaking neighbors.

I do not believe any of our Chinese neighbors will be calling in for public comment - this
would be for the agenda item's broadcast portion.

 

Please acknoweldge receipt of this email.

 

Thank you

Deborah 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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Public Hearing ID#2019-016947DRP - Advance Comment - Block 5722/Lot 005
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 11:53:05 AM

 
 
 
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: guymbarbaro@gmail.com <guymbarbaro@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 11:35 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Public Hearing ID#2019-016947DRP - Advance Comment - Block 5722/Lot 005
 

 

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed plan and permit for 624 Moultrie (Block
522/Lot 005). 
 To be honest, I generally am opposed to the expansion of homes on Bernal Heights – for a variety of
reasons:

People know the size of the house they are buying when they purchase it.  If it’s not the right
size – don’t buy it. 
The lots on Bernal Hill are smaller than the average city lot.  Bernal already has a crowded
feel. 
If expansion occurs, I strongly believe that it should be architecturally consistent with the
existing historic homes to preserve the quaint look and feel of Bernal Heights.

Having said that, I understand that building and expansion is going to happen and that allowances
need to be made.  However, I think this project is problematic for the following reasons:

The design is not consistent with existing homes.  Per the picture attached, you can see that
90+% of homes with two or three stories have dual pitched roofs.  This project has a flat roof,
and at 3 stories will look like a large box. 
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There is a reason that residents live – and tourists love to visit – San Francisco.  It has
maintained quaint neighborhoods with older styled homes not found elsewhere in such large
quantities in any other major city in the western United States. 

If the project is to move forward, I would recommend the following modifications:

Change the proposed 3rd floor addition to a dual pitched roof (or some other non-box design)
so it looks like it belongs in the neighborhood and not look like an apartment building. This
would make it consistent with the historical architectural look of the neighborhood. 

Thank you.  I look forward to the hearing on Thursday.

Guy Barbaro

531 Andover Street, 94110



 
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); Weissglass, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: The Grateful Dog - An Important Request
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 9:08:57 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: Joanne Foy <joannefoy@comcast.net>
Date: Saturday, July 18, 2020 at 11:45 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com>
Subject: The Grateful Dog - An Important Request
 

 

Dear Jonas,

As a San Fancisco Commissioner I am sure you agree that San Francisco needs its small businesses,
and those that are considered essential.   On behalf of The Grateful Dog I am sending you a request
to keep The Grateful Dog open.  I would be devastate as other dog owners in San Francisco would
be, if The Grateful Dog closed.   So many dog owners in the Marina depend on The Grateful Dog
100% for daily care and occasional boarding. I am one of those owners. The Grateful Dog is an
essential business to us. 

I work very hard at work, allowing me to give back to my community.  I work in the health care
industry finding jobs for RN’s, LVN’s and CNA’s for San Francisco hospitals, nursing homes, and
assisted living.

With the outbreak of the Covid 19 virus, we are all pulled in many directions. Many business people,
along with dog owners, need to work form home due to Covid 19.  It is overwhelming to  take care of
family members who are elderly,  and ensure our kids are properly cared for.  Walking a dog on top
of these family responsibilities is really difficult, I could not do my job if I had to also tend to my dog,
who is in a lot of ways, just like a child. Dogs need daily attention besides being walked multiple
times.

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
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Other dog owners  who use the The Grateful Dog feel just like I do, we are all requesting that you will
see how important it is to keep The Grateful Dog on Lombard Street open. 

Thank you so very much for your  professional understanding.

Sincerely,  
Joanne
 
Joanne Foy
Beach Street 
Marina Resident jonas



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposing Permit Application (1856 29th avenue (2019-012023DRP)
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 8:23:43 AM

 
 
 
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: patty wong <yimwong@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 10:44 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: Opposing Permit Application (1856 29th avenue (2019-012023DRP)
 

 

I am (Bofunn Wong) the property owner of 1855 29th Ave. I have received the Notice of Public Hearing 
for record number 2019-012023DRP.
 
I am REJECTING the proposal of Multi -level expansion based on the following concerns:
 

If approved, this oversized home will ruin the aesthetic beauty of our street and nearby area.

And if approved, we can expect approximately few years of daily construction noise, heavy truck traffic on
our block, and lack of parking after the new tenants are moved in. 
 
Thanks for your time in looking into this matter.
 
 
Bofunn Wong
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Hicks, Bridget (CPC)
Subject: FW: 811 Valencia Street (2018-009487SHD)
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 8:23:30 AM

 
 
 
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: Marisa Lafontaine <marisa.lafontaine@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 9:10 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 811 Valencia Street (2018-009487SHD)
 

 

To whom it may concern,
 
I received notice that the property at 811 Valencia Street is under review to become a 6 story SRO
development. As a resident across the street I strongly object to this development plan as 6 stories is
far taller than any of the buildings on the block. It will look out of place and unsightly and it will
obstruct views as well as create a shadow over the playground. 
 
I also personally think SRO's are a terrible idea. No one really wants to live in an SRO but is more so
forced to by their financial situation. This seems like a way to improve the city's numbers of
affordable houses without actually giving people space to live. But hey at least it's not another luxury
modern condo building that will have units vacant all the time. 
 
thanks for considering the neighborhood input
 
marisa lafontaine
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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
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Chandler, Mathew (CPC)
Subject: FW: Project: 2100-2102 Jones St/998 Filbert Street Discretionary Review
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 8:22:21 AM

 
 
 
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: Louise Miller <louiseaileenmiller@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 8:04 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Project: 2100-2102 Jones St/998 Filbert Street Discretionary Review
 

 

To: Commissions Secretary,
From: Louise Miller

Date: July 18th, 2020
Project Address: 2100-2102 Jones Street/998 Filbert Street 
 
I am writing to express my strong concern about the potential loss of Tons of
Bubbles.  I am one of the many residents in San Francisco that relies on a
neighborhood laundromat to maintain a civilized lifestyle.  Many renters in this area
do not have laundry facilities in their apartments nor in their apartment
buildings.  It is imperative that we have access to a clean and safe laundry facility
within walking distance of our homes in this very hilly area.  And, that walking
distance must take into consideration that some of our citizens are senior citizens,
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myself included, and carrying a load of laundry.
 
Tons of Bubbles is the only facility that meets those requirements for me, and many
of my neighbors that I meet there.  
 
I appreciate that property owners should have the opportunity to request review of
the zoning of their property, but in this instance I request that 998 Filbert Street
remain zoned as commercial space, and I hope Tons of Bubbles remains in business
there for the foreseeable future.  
 
Thank you for your attention.
 
Sincerely,  
Louise Miller
2121 Jones Street
San Francisco
louiseaileenmiller@gmail.com
415-44-6556

mailto:louiseaileenmiller@gmail.com


From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1856 29th Ave
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 8:21:40 AM

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: Margaret Olson <huladivamo@yahoo.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 18, 2020 5:15 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1856 29th Ave

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

This is in regards to the permit application for a multi-level expansion of the home at 1856 29th Ave.

My husband, Charles Tobias, and I are homeowners at 1887 29th Ave since 1995.  We choose to live in this part of
the city for the proximity to the ocean and the more quiet lifestyle.  This neighborhood thrives because it has so far
avoided the development that has overtaken most of the city.  I am very opposed to the idea of existing homes being
allowed to expand out of character with the neighborhood, not to mention the ensuing noise of construction and the
disruption, traffic, and parking woes that would accompany such a project.

I hope you will consider the lifestyle and needs of we the residents, who would suffer the consequences if this
project is allowed to go forward.

I would appreciate a response at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely
Margaret Olson

Sent from my iPhone
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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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of Support for The Grateful Dog
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 8:21:11 AM

 
 
 
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: Coleen Hill <coleenehill@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, July 18, 2020 1:48 PM
To: Weissglass, David (CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland
(CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: erncervantes@gmail.com
Subject: Letter of Support for The Grateful Dog
 

 

Dear Planning Commissioners:
 
I am writing to you regarding the One-Year Review of the approved permit for The Grateful Dog at
1769 Lombard St. I am requesting that you please support this business and grant approval for them
to continue operation.
 
We have been using The Grateful Dog for doggy daycare and overnight boarding for our hound mix,
Lucy, for over two years. With both my partner and I working full-time and traveling frequently, The
Grateful Dog has been a lifesaver in providing services for our pup so that we can be productive
members of the workforce. 
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We live in a small apartment with no outdoor space and cannot leave Lucy at home alone for
extended periods of time while we are at work. Lucy going to daycare at The Grateful Dog allows us
to go to work and not worry about what she is getting into while at home. Additionally, Lucy is an
anxious dog and has become a better member of society with additional socialization and time spent
outside of the apartment at The Grateful Dog. It brings me joy to see how excited Lucy gets
everytime we walk into The Grateful Dog. I am truly thankful that we found a place to send Lucy that
she loves and much as we do. 
 
When we travel, we also send Lucy to The Grateful Dog to stay overnight. It puts my mind at ease
that she is going to a place that she is familiar with and being cared for by people that she loves and
trusts. Prior to sending Lucy to The Grateful Dog while traveling, we had many negative experiences
with boarders who did not understand Lucy's anxiety and how to take care of her while we were
anyway. We are thankful that this is no longer an issue with The Grateful Dog. 
 
The Grateful Dog is part of a network of critical small businesses that keep this city going. It is a vital
service that us and many other families in this city rely on. I urge you to please approve The Grateful
Dog for continued operation.
 
Thank you,
 
Coleen Hill 
 
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Weissglass, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: The Grateful Dog - An Important Request
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 8:21:00 AM

 
 
 
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: Joanne Foy <joannefoy@comcast.net> 
Sent: Saturday, July 18, 2020 11:47 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com>
Subject: The Grateful Dog - An Important Request
 

 

Dear Commissions Secretary, 

I am sure you agree that San Francisco needs its small businesses, and those that are considered
essential.   On behalf of The Grateful Dog I am sending you a request to keep The Grateful Dog open.
 I would be devastate as other dog owners in San Francisco would be, if The Grateful Dog closed.   So
many dog owners in the Marina depend on The Grateful Dog 100% for daily care and occasional
boarding. I am one of those owners. The Grateful Dog is an essential business to us. 

I work very hard at work, allowing me to give back to my community.  I work in the health care
industry finding jobs for RN’s, LVN’s and CNA’s for San Francisco hospitals, nursing homes, and
assisted living.

With the outbreak of the Covid 19 virus, we are all pulled in many directions. Many business people,
along with dog owners, need to work form home due to Covid 19.  It is overwhelming to  take care of
family members who are elderly,  and ensure our kids are properly cared for.  Walking a dog on top
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of these family responsibilities is really difficult, I could not do my job if I had to also tend to my dog,
who is in a lot of ways, just like a child. Dogs need daily attention besides being walked multiple
times.

Other dog owners  who use the The Grateful Dog feel just like I do, we are all requesting that you will
see how important it is to keep The Grateful Dog on Lombard Street open. 

Thank you so very much for your  professional understanding.

Sincerely,  
Joanne
 
Joanne Foy
Beach Street 
Marina Resident 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 7/23/20 Public Hearing 2019-012023DRP
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 7:42:09 AM
Attachments: Marko_Edwards.pdf

Betty_Fung.pdf

 
 
 
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: Jose Pardell <JPardell@msn.com> 
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 10:07 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 7/23/20 Public Hearing 2019-012023DRP
 

 

Attached neighbor letters in opposition to the 1856 29th Avenue permit application.
 
Thank you
 
Jose and Mimi Pardell
1860 29th Avenue
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1856 29th Avenue (2019-012023DRP)  


Hearing Date 07/23/2020 


 


I am Betty Fung. My address is 1853 28th Avenue, San Francisco. 


I asked Jose Pardell to write this letter for me because my English is not good. 


I oppose the 1856 29th Avenue permit. 


I do not like the 3rd floor extension and I do not like the back yard extension. 


 


Betty Fung 







 
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: Planning Staff analysis of State housing bills
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:34:22 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: anastasia Yovanopoulos <shashacooks@yahoo.com>
Reply-To: anastasia Yovanopoulos <shashacooks@yahoo.com>
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 at 3:27 PM
To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Hillis, Rich (CPC)"
<rich.hillis@sfgov.org>
Cc: Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)"
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, "Fung, Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "Diamond, Susan
(CPC)" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)" <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>,
"Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Chan, Deland (CPC)"
<deland.chan@sfgov.org>, AnMarie Rodgers <anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org>
Subject: re: Planning Staff analysis of State housing bills
 

 

Dear Planning Commission President Joel Koppel and Director Hillis,
 
Thank you for accommodating requests made by Planning Commissioners and the general
public to have Planning staff analyze housing bills that are now pending at the State.
 
I look forward to the staff's informational presentation on July 23rd.
 
Sincerely,
Anastasia Yovanopoulos
District 8 tenant
 
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: anastasia Yovanopoulos <shashacooks@yahoo.com>
To: Hillis Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>

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


Cc: Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Kathrin Moore <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>;
frank.fung@sfgov.org <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; sue.diamond@sfgov.org <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Johnson
Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Koppel Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Ionin Jonas CPC
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2020, 05:14:13 PM PDT
Subject: Planning Staff analysis of State housing bills
 
Dear Planning Department Director Rich Hillis,
 
I echo a request made by Commissioners Imperial and Moore in
their Commissioner comments last week for the timely analysis of State Senate Bill 902,
among others. 
 
 Planning staff has previously provided informative and highly reputable analyses re: the
positive and negative impacts of SB 50 and of SB 330 for DBI and Planning staff, the general
public and the Commission.
 
Since all the Senate housing bills for this legislative session will be heard on May 26th and
27th by the Senate Housing Committee, a hearing at the Planning Commission on May
28th re: SB 902 would be ideal. 
 
I am looking forward to your staff's analysis. Thank you.
 
Respectfully,
Anastasia Yovanopoulos
District #8 tenant



 
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); Weissglass, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: Grateful Dog Case, 012576CUA
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:24:45 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: "Margaret S. Oswald" <omollieo@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 at 1:06 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Grateful Dog Case, 012576CUA
 

 

          Dear Jonas,
 
           I lived in San Francisco from 2007 - 2019, and have recently moved to Marin County.  

The Grateful Dog is a conscientious business; its a hospitable welcoming place for my dog and me.

The business site is impeccably clean. The people are kind. This is a community treasure.

 

Please weigh any complaints launched against this company, and carefully consider their Merit. 

After my own Property Tax Appeals and knowing the City's stringent planning constraints, this appears to

be Pure Static from the new Kids on the Block..

Thank you,

 

Margaret S. Oswald

415.930.0010

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:David.Weissglass@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: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of Support 624 Moultrie
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:20:05 PM
Attachments: image0282.pdf

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

From: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 at 5:26 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Letter of Support 624 Moultrie
 
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: Gabriel Guerriero <gg@masonkirby.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 4:36 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winnie Aoieong <winnie.aoieong@gmail.com>; Michael Coates <mwcoates@gmail.com>
Subject: Fwd: Letter of Support 624 Moultrie
 

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







 

Hi David - Please see attached letter of support for the 624 Moultrie project. 
 
Thanks!
 
Gabriel Guerriero
 
Architect Mason Kirby Inc.
306 Precita Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94110
(office) 415-867-5357
(cell) 415-786-7552
 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Luttrell, Michelle, N.P. <LuttreM@sutterhealth.org>
Date: Thu, Jul 16, 2020 at 12:59 PM
Subject: Letter of Support 624 Moultrie
To: gg@masonkirby.com <gg@masonkirby.com>
Cc: mwcoates@gmail.com <mwcoates@gmail.com>
 

Please see attached.
 
Michelle
 
Michelle Luttrell, BSN, MSN, AGNP
Nurse Practitioner
415.600.3840 - SF Primary Care Clinic
415.369.1383 - Fax
 
INSTITUTE FOR HEALTH & HEALING 
Sutter Pacific Medical Foundation  
San Francisco, CA 94115 

P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
Confidentiality Statement: This e-mail may contain confidential health or other information that is legally privileged and that is intended

for the use of the intended recipients(s). If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,

distribution, or action taken in reliance

 
 

mailto:LuttreM@sutterhealth.org
mailto:gg@masonkirby.com
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 436 Tehama St. support letters
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:20:04 PM
Attachments: support letters.pdf

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

From: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 at 5:29 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: 436 Tehama St. support letters
 
 
Please forward to the commissioners.
These arrived too late for inclusion in the packets.
 
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: Bryon Waibel <bryonwaibel@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 5:00 PM
To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; Jessica Alexandra
<jessica@jalexandralaw.com>
Subject: 436 Tehama St. support letters
 

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



Stephen Stolte 
459 Bellevue Ave  
Daly City, CA 94014 
(646) 620-8484 
stephen.stolte@gmail.com  
 
August 7, 2019 
 
RE: Preservation of Mr. Clarke De Mornay’s Garden in San Francisco  
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I am writing in support of the cultivated green space of Mr. Clarke De Mornay, a horticulturist and 
resident of the SOMA neighborhood of San Francisco. This green space, in the form of a private garden, 
provides immense benefits to the neighborhood and City. The horticultural collection contains many 
rare and endangered plants, expertly curated and cultivated to thrive in California’s unique climate. It 
also provides inspiration to the horticultural community, from garden designers to landscape architects 
to home gardeners. The fact that Mr. De Mornay has created a stunning garden solely in containers is 
even more impressive. The removal of such a garden would be a detriment not only to Mr. De Mornay 
and the surrounding neighborhood, but also to a large, extended community of horticultural 
practitioners. The loss would be immense.  
 
As a sustainability professional that works in local government in the Bay Area, I administer an award-
winning program to increase the amount of green space in the urban environment. Green spaces 
provide a wealth of benefits, from stormwater and air pollution mitigation to improved health outcomes 
and ecosystem support. They also play an important role in our response to climate change by 
sequestering carbon and limiting the urban heat island effect. Green spaces are vital to urban life.  
 
San Francisco is the fourth most densely populated city in the entire country, with more than 17,000 
people per square mile. In a city dominated by impervious surface with a small urban canopy, residents 
are left completely exposed to the effects of air pollution, noise pollution, heat and stressors of an urban 
existence. Heavy vehicular traffic combined with a lack of trees and green spaces exposes residents of 
SOMA to some of the highest air pollution levels in the state – Mr. De Mornay’s census tract experiences 
more pollution than 60-65% of the rest of California! He also lives less than one block from a 
Disadvantaged Community (DAC), an official designation by the State of California for census tracts with 
pollution burdens above 75%. The residents of your property, and nearby properties, all benefit from 
this green space. With large residential and commercial developments in construction nearby in SOMA, 
such as the Chronicle 5 M project, the value of remaining green space soars.  
 
Green spaces absorb airborne particulate matter and neutralize pollutants. Green spaces also boost 
property values and curb appeal; even the view of green space from a window provides a large benefit! 
There is a larger value, though, as urbanization has accelerated in the Bay Area. Emerging research 
shows that even small gardens in urban settings dramatically boost pollinator abundance and diversity. 
In the age of the “insect apocalypse” and the pollinator crisis, urban gardens have become important 
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lifelines for the base of our entire ecosystem: insects. They also provide habitat and forage for migratory 
birds and other wildlife. The only reason that hummingbirds exist in the City of San Francisco is because 
they have food sources in the green spaces of the city. What types of urban wildlife would be displaced 
in the event the garden is dismantled? The loss of a garden is not just about the loss of plants; it is so 
much more about the losses to the wider and considerably larger network of life those plants sustain. 
The act of gardening is a partnership with Mother Nature and the interconnected network of lifeforms 
that gardens support directly contribute to the charming environment of San Francisco.  
 
It is unacceptable for a green space, cultivated as a garden for decades before Mr. De Mornay’s 
stewardship, to be dismantled for a lower value use. Green spaces deserve protection by all 
stakeholders in the City, including landlords. The values of San Francisco must be reflected in the special 
care and consideration of this garden. I am deeply concerned about the fate of this unique and 
horticulturally noteworthy garden, as are countless other individuals.  
 
I urge you to preserve the use of the space on your property as a garden, acknowledging the array of 
benefits it provides both to you and your tenants.    
 
Sincerely,  
 


 
Stephen Stolte 
  
 
 







August 9, 2019 


 


 


To Whom It May Concern: 


I have known Clark for about 14 years – as a sales associate at various nurseries. Clark’s expansive 
knowledge of plants and the ways he uses his own garden to inspire people to create magical gardens 
across SF cannot be underestimated. 


The SOMA neighborhood is densifying very fast and with that, comes a reduction of green space and 
gardens. The recently built large multi‐family projects often use plazas with pots or roof decks to meet 
the open space requirements ‐‐‐ but these are not really gardens, they are open space. Clark’s garden is 
a real garden with real plants and took over 15 years of gardening love to make it the magical place it is 
today. 


There are very few plant centric and unique gardens like the one Clark has created on Tehama Way. This 
garden contributes significantly to the diversity and character of this area of SOMA. The garden is shared 
by all the tenants in the building and is also viewable from adjacent properties. 


The impact of locating bike parking and trash in the garden will ruin this space. In addition, I have 
reviewed the plans and it appears that the planning of the internal space is very tight and is missing 
some of the infrastructure; such as the lack of a 36” clear width of space from the rear stair (2nd exit) to 
the street. It seems that some of the requirements may increase the need for even more interior space 
and result in MORE items being shoved into the garden. This puts the garden at even more risk.  


I hope this letter clarifies why I am supporting Clark to maintain his garden in it’s full glory with the 
current footprint and without the introduction of code required elements (that can easily be relocated 
to other spaces inside the structure). 


Please contact me if you would like any more information regarding this matter. 


 


 


Bonnie Bridges 


738 Wayland Street 


SF, CA 94134 


Bonnie.bridges8@gmail.com 


415‐819‐2181  


 


 







Steven Brodie 


 


May 15, 2020 


David Winslow 
San Francisco Planning Dept. 
1650 Mission St, Ste. 400, SF CA 94103 
 


Dear David and Planning Dept. Staff, 


 


Hi all, I’ve moved into the 436 and 438 Tehama Street property earlier this year. I’ve had nothing but 
pleasant encounters from the people associated with this place. This goes from Steve, our landlord, on 
down to all the current and former neighbors. Everyone has either had pleasant things to say about this 
small but cozy apartment building. I’ve noticed at the beginning the unit size is a huge part of why the 
cost is lower than some other units on the same street. Given the space constraints, both my roommate 
and I were quite pleased there is a small backyard and garden. It gives a small oasis to offset the smaller 
set of quarters. 


When any questions arose or anything needed fixing, Steve (part of Happy Campers LLC ownership 
group) responded promptly and addressed concerns. Bryon, Clarke, Heather and some people in the 
apartment that have since moved out (from the time I moved in) have had good conversations and they 
told me they liked living here. 


I have enclosed a favorite pic of the garden. 


Respectfully yours, 


 


 


 


Steven Brodie 


           Steven Brodie







Bryon Waibel <bryonwaibel@gmail.com>


Fwd: Letter to help save my garden


Clarke de Mornay <clarke@floragrubb.com> Fri, Aug 16, 2019 at 4:42 PM
To: Bryon Waibel <bryonwaibel@gmail.com>


---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Jason Dewees <jason@floragrubb.com>
Date: Fri, Aug 16, 2019 at 4:37 PM
Subject: Re: Letter to help save my garden
To: Clarke de Mornay <clarke@floragrubb.com>
Cc: Brendan Lange <BLange@sfbg.org>, Jim Kumiega <jim@floragrubb.com>, Flora Grubb <flora@floragrubb.com>,
Bonnie Bridges <bonnie.bridges8@gmail.com>


To whom it may concern:
The garden at 436 - 438 Tehama Street in San Francisco's South of Market District is an example of exceptional urban
horticulture while being an exemplar of San Francisco's residential character. The garden contributes significantly to the
neighborhood around it while providing crucial outdoor space for residents of the building, neighbors, and visitors, and
natural habitat for pollinating, foraging, and nesting birds and insects. The beautifully designed and publicly recognized
container and in-ground garden, composed with an extraordinary diversity of plants, art, and furnishings, provides light,
calming greenery, and lively floral color for all the buildings within sight. It also aids the percolation of rainwater into the
water table. Along with a very few other sites in the neighborhood, such as the former garden of Richard Gervais at 965
Natoma Street, it represents one of the best examples of small-space gardening in a dense urban setting, a complete
work of garden design art unto itself, implemented and cultivated over the course of nearly two decades by Clarke de
Mornay and Bryon Waibel. It provides a social space for gatherings, and a testing ground for garden design and plant-
growing for de Mornay and Waibel, both professional horticulturists and garden designer, and former a salesperson at a
plant nursery in San Francisco. 
The grid of South of Market comprises streets at two scales: 1) the multi-lane numbered streets (First through 12th)
crossed at long intervals by major named streets (Mission through Townsend and King); and 2) alleys running at shorter
intervals behind these major streets. It is the alleys that have traditionally been the most hospitable residential and
pedestrian spaces, lined with two-to-four-story apartments such as 436 - 438 Tehama. The planted backyard, breezeway,
and lightwell components of these residential sub-sections of South of Market echo the same pattern of garden-centered
blocks found in other dense and semi-dense districts of San Francisco, such as North Beach, Hayes Valley, the Mission,
and even the Tenderloin. It is the green spaces threaded behind the residential alleys that knit them into the city's
particular residential development pattern that make our dense city livable. If alleys are the capillaries of the city's
circulation, the garden at 436 - 438 Tehama Street is one of the alveoli that allow the city to breathe. Any reduction in
square footage of these respiratory organs is a degree of strangulation of urban life.


Jason Dewees
415.694.6445


jason@floragrubb.com
www.floragrubb.com


See my award-winning book:
Designing with Palms
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https://www.ahsgardening.org/gardening-programs/national-awards/book-awards

https://www.workman.com/products/designing-with-palms





	
May	8,	2020	
	
Dear	Sir	or	Madam,	
	
I	want	to	take	a	moment	to	advocate	for	the	garden	on	Tehama	street.	
	
I	am	a	leader	(variously	Plot	Manager	and	other	less	formal	roles)	at	the	SOMA	community	
garden	a	few	blocks	away,	Howard	Langton	Community	Garden.	I	am	also	a	longtime	resident	of	
SOMA	(and	now	the	inner	Mission),	and	I	am	familiar	with	challenges	to	the	neighborhoods	
character	as	well	as	its	assets.	The	community	continually	experiences	people	who	are	eager	to	
find	gardens	and	plants,	away	from	the	challenges	of	the	street.	Nature-deficiency	syndrome	
isn't	necessarily	widespread	in	San	Francisco,	but	it	is	endemic	to	SOMA.	People	vocally	hunger	
for	more	green	space	in	the	climate	of	civic	neglect	in	the	6th-street	area.	
	
In	the	ten	years	that	I've	visited	and	enjoyed	the	garden	at	436	Tehama,	I	have	been	among	
those	who	have	been	awed	by	the	green	oasis	that	grows	there.	Immediately	apparent	is	the	
passion	and	care	that	has	gone	into	growing	and	shaping	the	space.	Visible	from	the	street	and	
to	the	adjacent	buildings,	the	garden	prompts	you	to	take	a	moment	and	reflect.	It's	a	space	
openly	available	to	all	the	building	and	their	guests.	
	
I	currently	work	at	the	San	Francisco	AIDS	Foundation	a	couple	blocks	away	at	6th	and	Market.	
My	desk	overlooks	Stevenson	alley,	with	its	heartbreaking	flux	of	SF	residents	who	are	having	a	
really	hard	time.	The	alley	is	devoid	of	anything	green	and	living.	It's	a	tragedy	to	consider	
subjecting	this	neighborhood	—	so	depauperate	of	green	spaces	—	to	further	blight	and	to	
encourage	the	removal	of	its	precious	gardens.	
	
With	a	Master’s	degree	in	Ecology,	I	can	affirm	the	importance	of	green	islands	in	an	urban	
landscape.	Most	urban	birds	and	bees	have	short	foraging	distances.	Flowering	plants	and	green	
spaces	provide	food	sources	as	well	as	refuges,	and	these	need	to	be	closely	spaced	for	the	
urban	ecosystem	to	thrive.	My	graduate	work	focused	on	island	biogeography,	countryside	
biogeography,	and	urban	biogeography.	These	disciplines	study	the	rate	at	which	animals,	such	
as	pollinators	like	butterflies	and	honeybees,	travel	within	an	ecosystem.	Pollinators,	for	
example,	need	to	invest	significant	energy	to	move	between	patches	of	floral	resources.	These	
animals	grow	stressed	when	there	are	no	stopovers	between	larger	green	areas	like	parks	and	
city	gardens.	I	know	of	no	other	such	green	island	within	a	several	block	radius.	The	garden	at	
436	Tehama	plays	a	unique	role.		
	
Please	feel	free	to	contact	me,	David	Goehring,	415.937.1324,	davidmgoehring@gmail.com	—	I	
am	happy	to	discuss	the	value	of	this	space	to	the	community.	
	
	
	
David	Goehring	
301	Bryant	St	Unit	604	
San	Francisco	CA,	94107	







Bryon Waibel <bryonwaibel@gmail.com>


Fwd: Garden Letter


Clarke de Mornay <clarke@floragrubb.com> Fri, Aug 16, 2019 at 12:45 PM
To: bryonwaibel@gmail.com


Sent from my iPhone


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jim Kumiega <jim@floragrubb.com>
Date: August 16, 2019 at 12:38:51 PM PDT
To: Clarke de Mornay <clarke@floragrubb.com>
Subject: Garden Letter


Hello,


I am a 25 year South of Market resident and 30 year resident of San Francisco. My professional experience
includes a nearly 20 year history of Nursery and Landscaping in San Francisco .I have also spent many
years deeply involved with local gardening organizations including helping create and run the Howard
Langton Community Garden in SOMA, working with SLUG (San Francisco League of Urban Gardens)
SFGRO (San Francisco Garden Resource Organization) and working directly with San Francisco Parks
& Recreation Department to draft their current policies on managing Community Gardens throughout the
City.  These experiences and my current role as a senior manager at Flora Grubb Gardens give me daily
insight into the influence of plants and green space on quality of life for residents of the Bay Area. 


The increase of density in SOMA has made the few open green spaces even that much more valuable. The
joy of still being able to hear birds outside our windows and having a space to sit surrounded by plants as a
respite from the hard edges of the city around us is immeasurably valuable. The grounding connection
between plants and people is such a proven concept. Nothing makes me happier than when I see someone
making that connection and the delight in their eyes and soul that is creates. We know ignoring that value is
simply shortsighted.


There is no question that a garden like Clarke de Mornay & Bryon Waibel's holds such value for the quality
of life of all that encounter it. I trust that value will be preserved and encouraged. This garden's influence on
the environment of such a densely populated and developed area cannot be underestimated.


Thank you for your time and attention,
Jim Kumiega
jim@floragrubb.com


www.floragrubb.com
415.694.6455



mailto:jim@floragrubb.com

mailto:clarke@floragrubb.com

mailto:jim@floragrubb.com

http://www.floragrubb.com/





5/18/20, 4*40 PMFlora Grubb Gardens Mail - Letter to help save my garden


Page 1 of 1https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=722ab4481a&view=pt&search=…=msg-f%3A1641329610998122385&simpl=msg-f%3A1641329610998122385


Clarke de Mornay <clarke@floragrubb.com>


Letter to help save my garden


Brendan Lange <BLange@sfbg.org> Thu, Aug 8, 2019 at 12:51 PM
To: Clarke de Mornay <clarke@floragrubb.com>


To whom it may concern,


 


I am writing in support for maintaining the beautiful garden on Tehama Street as an important urban oasis to the
densely populated SOMA community as it has been for the tenants of this building since its construction in 1907.


 


Housing Element Objective 11 of the General Plan states that it is an objective of the City to “Support and Respect the
Diverse and Distinct Character of San Francisco’s Neighborhoods.” Policy 11.3 under that Objective is to “[e]nsure
growth is accommodated without substantially and adversely impacting existing residential neighborhood character.”
Removing DR Applicants’ garden to facilitate the construction of ADUS would contribute to the diminishing diversity
and character of this neighborhood. The garden is available to all tenants at the subject property and is admired by
many neighbors and notable persons in San Francisco. DR Applicants are the last long-term residents of the subject
property. Other tenants have lived at the subject property for less than two years.


 


Thank you for your time,


Brendan Lange


District 4 Outer Sunset Resident


 


Brendan Lange | Director of Visitor Experience and Marketing


__________________________________________
San Francisco Botanical Garden Society
1199 Ninth Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122
P 415.661.1316 Ext. 416
F 415.661.7427


blange@sfbg.org
sfbg.org


[Quoted text hidden]



mailto:blange@sfbg.org

http://www.sfbg.org/





May 11, 2020 


To the San Francisco Planning Department: 


My name is Grace Z. Li, and I’m a reporter for SF Weekly. I was born and raised in the Bay 
Area, and I’m proud to call San Francisco my home. I recently learned that my landlord, Steve 
Boulliane, is planning on removing the garden behind my apartment’s home (436/8 Tehama St.) 
during construction, and then reducing its already-small size significantly.  


Doing so would be irresponsible, especially during a pandemic. This garden is crucial for our 
mental and physical health.  People need safe outdoors spaces, and that’s hard to find downtown. 
I do not want my roommates or my neighbors pressured to go out of our home for fresh air in the 
middle of a pandemic that’s projected to last another two years.  


My neighbors, Clarke and Bryon, have made the garden into a beautiful oasis, one that’s well-
appreciated by myself and my roommates in a congested city. Over the years, they’ve devoted an 
incredible amount of time and energy to tending after this green space, and I’m eternally grateful 
to them for cultivating a welcoming, open space that we all enjoy. 


But Mr. Boulliane’s current plans involve shrinking the garden, and moving garbage cans and 
adding a shed to its layout. It’s not a pleasant picture to say the least, especially when its current 
state is already so well-organized for the limited square footage we have. I’m not exaggerating 
when I say our garden is like a miniature forest, one that’s surprisingly lush. This is an era of 
social isolation and climate change, and that calls for more flora and (safe) community gathering 
spaces for our household members. That’s the function that this garden serves, and San Francisco 
would lose something rare and valuable without it. 


I really look forward to the summer, when I can read outside in this space like Bryon does, and 
learn how to grow my own fruits as Clarke is doing so right now. I sincerely hope that the San 
Francisco Planning Department understands why we’re fighting to keep this garden at its current 
size and state. We’re human beings and San Francisco residents, and we deserve a space to 
breathe safely outdoors. 


Thank you so much for reading this letter. 


Best, 


Grace Z. Li 
gracezhali@gmail.com 



mailto:gracezhali@gmail.com





Date: August 7, 2019 


Importance of Backyard Space in SoMa 


To Whom It May Concern, 


This letter addresses the planned construction of additional units at 436-438 
Tehama Street, in the South of Market neighborhood of San Francisco. Our 
understanding is that the property owner is considering extending the existing 
building onto the backyard.  


This project does not enhance or conserve neighborhood character or balance the 
right to develop the property with impacts on nearby properties or occupants.  


Residents of that building have always had that backyard garden to enjoy and 
enhance their way of life. Many of us in the neighborhood have planted trees on 
our block to beautify our area. 


Tehama is a one-way alley enclave in SoMa. Additional construction would 
negatively impact all our neighbors. 


Even the San Francisco Planning Commission recognizes the importance of 
backyards in their East SoMa (South of Market) Area Plan: 


“In small-scale residential developments in this area, open space is provided as 
backyards. Currently many of the blocks -- especially the interior blocks and the 
residential alleys -- of East SoMa have a rear yard pattern similar to many of the 
residential neighborhoods in the city. Taken together in the center of a block, 
these rear yards provide a sense of visual relief and access to open space in this 
part of the city. In areas where the existing pattern is one of rear yards, this 
pattern should be maintained. However, in areas where rear yards do not 
predominate, new residential developments should provide open space in a 
manner that best fits the characteristics of the particular site, while still ensuring 
high quality open space design.” 
 
Source: 
 
http://commissions.sfplanning.org/soma/FinalPlan_optimized.pdf 
 
Thank you, 
Betty Marshall  
Brian Wallace 
473 Tehama Street #A 
San Francisco, CA 94103 







Heather Melhem 


438 Apt C Tehama Street  


San Francisco, California 94103 


May 11th 2020 


San Francisco Planning Department  


To Whom this May Concern,  


Hope you have been safe and healthy during these strange times. I just wanted to take 


a minute and introduce myself -my name is Heather Melhem and I am not only relatively 


new to 438C Tehama Street but also to San Francisco.  


To be honest, when I first toured the apartment I had my doubts because of its location, 


but the second I saw the garden I was sold! It’s so rare to come across an apartment 


that’s so central but also has such a tranquil vibe even in the chaos of the city- and we 


have the garden to thank for that. I cannot tell you how excited I was to move in! 


It felt like having a little slice of heaven in the center of the city. It has brought be so 


much joy to sit in the sun surrounded by plants and hear the birds chirping. It’s so 


visually pleasing and so calming for the soul. 


Since the shelter in place order started it has been even more of a blessing to have a 


beautiful outdoor space to read, meditate, and enjoy the neighbors company (Steven, 


Bryon, and Clarke- at a distance of course).  


It’s my favorite part of my daily routine and the place I’m most excited to show to my 


friends and family on my virtual FaceTime tours! I truly don’t know where I’d mentally be 


without it.  







Clarke and Bryon have been lovely in teaching me about all the gorgeous plants - they 


have so much knowledge (and have even taken the time to point out the ones from 


Australia -since that’s where I previously lived).  


I’m looking forward to the time when we can all gather again and maybe host a few 


happy hours down there.  


If you should require an additional information please don’t hesitate to reach out.  


Sincerely,  


Heather Melhem  
Heather.melhem@gmail.com 







  sources.

 

Here are the support letters as a single, uncompressed pdf.



 
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: 2421 Green Street - Protest
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:19:14 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: Rusty Schwartz <rschwartz22@gmail.com>
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 at 9:27 PM
To: "May, Christopher (CPC)" <christopher.may@sfgov.org>, "Hillis, Rich (CPC)"
<rich.hillis@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin
(CPC)" <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, "Chan, Deland (CPC)" <deland.chan@sfgov.org>, "Fung,
Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "sue.diamond@sfgov.com"
<sue.diamond@sfgov.com>, Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>,
"millicent.johnson@sfgov.org" <millicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)"
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2421 Green Street - Protest
 

 

Dear Planning Commissioners and others,

I am a resident of San Francisco and I have been a visitor at
2421 Green Street on several occasions.  I am writing to
protest the speculative development plans at 2417 Green
Street. This is not the type of development our city needs.
2421 Green Street is an architectural gem and it stands to be
compromised both structurally and in its very nature, by the
greed of one developer who has nothing more in mind than
putting up an expensive monstrosity in an otherwise
beautiful old neighborhood– only in the name of $$. This is
reckless development at its worst. 

Sincerely

Russell Schwartz

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


134 Steiner St., SF



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 436 Tehama 2018-012442DRP
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:18:10 PM
Attachments: 436 Tehama garden.pdf

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

From: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 at 2:26 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>
Subject: 436 Tehama 2018-012442DRP
 
Jonas,
These came after my packet was due. Would you please forward these to the Commissioners?
Thank you.
 
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.
 
 

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























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

JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)
Subject: CPC Calendars for July 23, 2020
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:16:25 PM
Attachments: 20200723_cal.docx

20200723_cal.pdf
Advance Calendar - 20200723.xlsx
CPC Hearing Results 2020.docx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for July 23, 2020.
 
Enjoy the weekend,
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.SeniorManagers@sfgov.org
mailto:Kate.Stacy@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Austin.Yang@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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Notice of Hearing

&

Agenda





Remote Hearing

via video and teleconferencing



Thursday, July 23, 2020

1:00 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Joel Koppel, President

Kathrin Moore, Vice President

Deland Chan, 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 



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:                	Deland Chan, 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.	2019-015984CUA	(A. LINDSAY: (415) 575-9178)

590 2ND AVENUE – on east side of 2nd Avenue between Anza Street and Balboa Street, Lot 026 of Assessor’s Block 1544 (District 1) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 209.2, to install a new AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility at rooftop consisting of installation of ten (10) panel antennas, and ancillary equipment as part of the AT&T Mobility Telecommunications Network. Antennas and ancillary equipment will be screened within two (2) FRP enclosures. The subject property is located within a RM-2 (Residential-Mixed, Moderate Density) and 40-X Height and Bulk Districts. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on July 16, 2020)

(Proposed for Continuance to September 3, 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



2.	2020-003177CUA	(W. HUGHEN: (415) 575-8722)

[bookmark: _Hlk45723890]621-635 SANSOME STREET – at Jackson Street, Lot 001 in in Assessor’s Block 0196 (District 3) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 184, 210.1, 239, and 303 for the renewal of a commercial Public Parking Lot, at the subject property located within a C-2 (Community Business) Zoning District, Jackson Square Special Use District, Washington-Broadway Special Use District and  65-A 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



3.	2020-001294CUA	(M. CHRISTENSEN: (415) 575-8742)

2441 MISSION STREET – east side of Mission street, between 20th and 21st Streets; Lot 026 in Assessor’s Block 3610 (District 9) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 754 and 303, requesting to amend Planning Commission Motion No. 19776 to authorize smoking and vaporizing on-site at the existing Medical Cannabis Dispensary (dba Mission Cannabis Club) within the mezzanine of the first floor of the subject property within the Mission Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on July 9, 2020)



4.	2020-002262CUA	(D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)

3200 CALIFORNIA STREET – northwest corner of California Street and Presidio Avenue; Lot 038 in Assessor’s Block 1021 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, 209.2, 249.21, and 724 to establish a Formula Retail Limited Restaurant (d.b.a. “Bean Sprouts”) within the Sacramento Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial) and RM-1 Zoning Districts, the California Street and Presidio Avenue Community Center Special Use District, and 65-X Height and Bulk District. The establishment is to be located within the existing community center lobby and will have no visible frontage on the street. This project was reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). This is not defined as a Project under CEQA Guidelines Sections 15378 and 15060(c)(2) because it would not result in a direct or indirect physical change in the environment. 

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



5.	2020-002615CUA	(D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177)

2000 VAN NESS AVENUE – northeast corner of Van Ness Avenue and Jackson Street; Lot 005 in Assessor’s Block 0595 (District 3) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 209.3 to establish a Personal Service use Tattoo Parlor (d.b.a. “Diamond Club Tattoo”) within a RC-4 (Residential – Commercial, High Density) Zoning District and 80-D Height and Bulk Districts. The Tattoo Parlor is proposed at the 2nd level of the building facing the interior lightwell. This project was reviewed under the Community Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



6.	2019-021795CUA	(M. CHANDLER: (415) 575-9048)

650 FREDERICK STREET – northside between Arguello Boulevard and Stanyan Street (Kezar Stadium), Lot 001 of Assessor’s Block 1264 (District 5) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 211.2 and 303, to install a Verizon Wireless macro wireless telecommunications facility to increase wireless communications coverage within Golden Gate Park and the surrounding area. The Verizon Wireless project consists of fifteen (15) new Antennas, eighteen (18) new remote radio units, and two (2) Surge Suppressors on existing stadium light pole, and ancillary equipment including ground mounted equipment screened within a fence. The subject property is located within a P (Public), and OS Height and Bulk Districts. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on May 28, 2020)



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



7.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for July 9, 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.



11.	2018-016522CWP	(S. NICKOLOPOULOS: (415) 575-9089)

STATE HOUSING LEGISLATION – Informational Presentation – The Commission has requested a review of certain housing bills pending within the California State Legislature. This year's legislative session has been delayed and compressed by COVID-19. At this time, there are still many viable bills that could affect San Francisco's housing stock. Staff have provided a cursory review of fourteen (14) bills and an overview of potential effects within San Francisco for discussion. 

Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational 

[bookmark: _GoBack]





12.		(T. SHEYNER: (415) 575-9127)

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS IMPACT ANALYSIS – This Informational Presentation will provide an overview of how the Department analyzes hazardous materials, specifically subsurface soil, groundwater, and vapor contamination, as part of the environmental review process pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. The presentation will also cover the Department’s coordination with the Department of Public Health regarding the Maher Program and sites on the Cortese list. 

(Continued from Regular hearing on April 30, 2020)

Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational 



13.	2016-016100ENV	(T. JOHNSTON: (415) 575-9035)

SFPUC SOUTHERN SKYLINE BOULEVARD RIDGE TRAIL EXTENSION PROJECT – The project area includes watershed lands along the Fifield-Cahill ridge trail, which is approximately 1.5 miles north of the State Route 92 (S.R. 92)/State Route 35 (S.R. 35) intersection (north of the Skylawn Memorial Park), and watershed lands extending south from S.R. 92 approximately 6 miles to the Phleger Estate boundary and east from S.R. 35 a few hundred feet. Commission Review and Comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report. The proposed project seeks to improve and develop recreational trails and associated facilities located within the Peninsula Watershed in central San Mateo County. The Peninsula Watershed property is owned by the City and County of San Francisco and managed by the SFPUC. The project is a component of the SFPUC’s Peninsula Watershed Management Plan. 

Written comments will be accepted at the Planning Department until 5:00 p.m. on August 10, 2020.

Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment



[bookmark: _Hlk35955030]14a.	2018-008397CUA	(K. DURANDET: (415) 575-6816)

[bookmark: _Hlk40193091]2005 17TH STREET – south side of 17th Street between Kansas and Vermont Streets, Lot 001J of Assessor’s Block 3977 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to remove an unauthorized dwelling unit from the ground floor basement/garage level of an existing single-family, two-story residential building. The building would retain the one existing legal dwelling unit. The subject property is located within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) 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: Approve

(Continued from Regular hearing on July 9, 2020)

 

14b.	2018-008397VAR	(K. DURANDET: (415) 575-6816)

2005 17TH STREET – south side of 17th Street between Vermont and Kansas Streets, Lot 001J of Assessor’s Block 3977 (District 10) – Request for Variance from the Zoning Administrator to reconstruct an unauthorized deck and stair with an addition of a firewall which extends into the required rear yard. Planning Code Section 134 requires the subject property to maintain a rear yard of approximately 23 feet. Therefore, a rear yard variance is required. The subject property is located within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 45-X Height and Bulk District.

(Continued from Regular hearing on July 9, 2020)





15.	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 an Out-Patient Dialysis Center (DBA Fresenius Kidney Care), a Health Services (Retail Sales and Service) use within a currently vacant 15,300 square foot tenant space most recently used as an Formula Retail Pharmacy Use (DBA CVS). 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 and the project proses to operation from 5:00 am to 10:30 pm on Monday through Saturday. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on June 25, 2020)



16.	2018-012648CUA	(J. HORN: (415) 575-6925)

2001 37TH AVENUE – northeast side of 39th Avenue and Rivera Street; Lot 006 in Assessor’s Block 2094 (District 4) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.1, 303, and 304 to amend an existing Planned Unit Development (PUD) for St. Ignatius College Preparatory to allow the construction of a lighting system at the J.B. Murphy Field athletic stadium for weekday and weekend evening use and to install a Verizon Wireless macro wireless telecommunications services (WTS) facility. The project will construct four 90-foot tall light standards and the WTS facility and ancillary equipment will be attached to the northwest standard. Under the PUD, the project is seeking an exception to rear yard (Planning Code Section 134) requirements. The subject property is located 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: Approve with Conditions

(Continued from Regular hearing on June 11, 2020)



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.



17.	2018-015239DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

[bookmark: _Hlk45809959]1222 FUNSTON AVENUE – between Irving Street and Lincoln Way; Lot 040 in Assessor’s Block 1738 (District 5) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.1211.8001 to demolish an existing one-car garage at the front of the subject property and construct a new four story, single-family residence within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 

(Continued from Regular hearing on July 16, 2020)



18.	2018-012442DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

436 TEHAMA STREET – between 5th and 6th Streets; 106 in Assessor’s Block 3732 (District 6) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.0628.3202 to create 2 new dwelling units on the ground floor per ordinance 162-16 and eliminate two off-street parking spaces within a MUR (Mixed Use - Residential) 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: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 

(Continued from Regular hearing on May 28, 2020)



19.	2019-016947DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

624 MOULTRIE STREET – between Tomkins and Ogden Avenues; Lot 005 in Assessor’s Block 5722 (District 9) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2019.0904.0581 to construct  a one-story 514 sq. ft. vertical addition and roof deck, which is set back from the building edge, over an existing two-story single-family residence 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 



20.	2019-012023DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159)

1856 29TH AVENUE – between Noriega and Ortega Streets; Lot 004P in Assessor’s Block 2065 (District 4) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2019.0517.1003 to construct a third story addition, set back 15’ from the front building wall, and front and rear decks over an existing 2-story single-family residence 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



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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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:                 Deland Chan, 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. 2019-015984CUA (A. LINDSAY: (415) 575-9178) 


590 2ND AVENUE – on east side of 2nd Avenue between Anza Street and Balboa Street, Lot 
026 of Assessor’s Block 1544 (District 1) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization, 
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 209.2, to install a new AT&T Mobility Macro 
Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility at rooftop consisting of installation of ten 
(10) panel antennas, and ancillary equipment as part of the AT&T Mobility 
Telecommunications Network. Antennas and ancillary equipment will be screened within 
two (2) FRP enclosures. The subject property is located within a RM-2 (Residential-Mixed, 
Moderate Density) and 40-X Height and Bulk Districts. This action constitutes the Approval 
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative 
Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from Regular hearing on July 16, 2020) 
(Proposed for Continuance to September 3, 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 


 
2. 2020-003177CUA (W. HUGHEN: (415) 575-8722) 


621-635 SANSOME STREET – at Jackson Street, Lot 001 in in Assessor’s Block 0196 (District 
3) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 184, 
210.1, 239, and 303 for the renewal of a commercial Public Parking Lot, at the subject 
property located within a C-2 (Community Business) Zoning District, Jackson Square 
Special Use District, Washington-Broadway Special Use District and  65-A 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 


 
3. 2020-001294CUA (M. CHRISTENSEN: (415) 575-8742) 


2441 MISSION STREET – east side of Mission street, between 20th and 21st Streets; Lot 026 
in Assessor’s Block 3610 (District 9) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant 
to Planning Code Sections 754 and 303, requesting to amend Planning Commission 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2019-015984CUAc1.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/2020-003177CUA.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/2020-001294CUA.pdf
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Motion No. 19776 to authorize smoking and vaporizing on-site at the existing Medical 
Cannabis Dispensary (dba Mission Cannabis Club) within the mezzanine of the first floor of 
the subject property within the Mission Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) 
Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval 
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative 
Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from Regular hearing on July 9, 2020) 


 
4. 2020-002262CUA (D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177) 


3200 CALIFORNIA STREET – northwest corner of California Street and Presidio Avenue; Lot 
038 in Assessor’s Block 1021 (District 2) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, 
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303, 303.1, 209.2, 249.21, and 724 to establish a 
Formula Retail Limited Restaurant (d.b.a. “Bean Sprouts”) within the Sacramento Street 
NCD (Neighborhood Commercial) and RM-1 Zoning Districts, the California Street and 
Presidio Avenue Community Center Special Use District, and 65-X Height and Bulk District. 
The establishment is to be located within the existing community center lobby and will 
have no visible frontage on the street. This project was reviewed under the Community 
Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). This is not defined as a Project under CEQA 
Guidelines Sections 15378 and 15060(c)(2) because it would not result in a direct or 
indirect physical change in the environment.  
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


 
5. 2020-002615CUA (D. WEISSGLASS: (415) 575-9177) 


2000 VAN NESS AVENUE – northeast corner of Van Ness Avenue and Jackson Street; Lot 
005 in Assessor’s Block 0595 (District 3) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, 
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 209.3 to establish a Personal Service use 
Tattoo Parlor (d.b.a. “Diamond Club Tattoo”) within a RC-4 (Residential – Commercial, High 
Density) Zoning District and 80-D Height and Bulk Districts. The Tattoo Parlor is proposed 
at the 2nd level of the building facing the interior lightwell. This project was reviewed 
under the Community Business Priority Processing Program (CB3P). This action constitutes 
the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 
 


6. 2019-021795CUA (M. CHANDLER: (415) 575-9048) 
650 FREDERICK STREET – northside between Arguello Boulevard and Stanyan Street (Kezar 
Stadium), Lot 001 of Assessor’s Block 1264 (District 5) – Request for a Conditional Use 
Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 211.2 and 303, to install a Verizon 
Wireless macro wireless telecommunications facility to increase wireless communications 
coverage within Golden Gate Park and the surrounding area. The Verizon Wireless project 
consists of fifteen (15) new Antennas, eighteen (18) new remote radio units, and two (2) 
Surge Suppressors on existing stadium light pole, and ancillary equipment including 
ground mounted equipment screened within a fence. The subject property is located 
within a P (Public), and OS Height and Bulk Districts. This action constitutes the Approval 
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative 
Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from Regular hearing on May 28, 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

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2020-002262CUA.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2020-002615CUA.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/2019-021795CUA.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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C. COMMISSION MATTERS  
 


7. Consideration of Adoption: 
• Draft Minutes for July 9, 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. 


 
11. 2018-016522CWP (S. NICKOLOPOULOS: (415) 575-9089) 


STATE HOUSING LEGISLATION – Informational Presentation – The Commission has 
requested a review of certain housing bills pending within the California State Legislature. 
This year's legislative session has been delayed and compressed by COVID-19. At this time, 
there are still many viable bills that could affect San Francisco's housing stock. Staff have 
provided a cursory review of fourteen (14) bills and an overview of potential effects within 
San Francisco for discussion.  
Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational  
 
 


 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/20200709_cal_min.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2018-016522CWP.pdf
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12.  (T. SHEYNER: (415) 575-9127) 
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS IMPACT ANALYSIS – This Informational Presentation will provide 
an overview of how the Department analyzes hazardous materials, specifically subsurface 
soil, groundwater, and vapor contamination, as part of the environmental review process 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. The presentation will also cover the 
Department’s coordination with the Department of Public Health regarding the Maher 
Program and sites on the Cortese list.  
(Continued from Regular hearing on April 30, 2020) 
Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational  
 


13. 2016-016100ENV (T. JOHNSTON: (415) 575-9035) 
SFPUC SOUTHERN SKYLINE BOULEVARD RIDGE TRAIL EXTENSION PROJECT – The project 
area includes watershed lands along the Fifield-Cahill ridge trail, which is approximately 
1.5 miles north of the State Route 92 (S.R. 92)/State Route 35 (S.R. 35) intersection (north 
of the Skylawn Memorial Park), and watershed lands extending south from S.R. 92 
approximately 6 miles to the Phleger Estate boundary and east from S.R. 35 a few hundred 
feet. Commission Review and Comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report. The 
proposed project seeks to improve and develop recreational trails and associated facilities 
located within the Peninsula Watershed in central San Mateo County. The Peninsula 
Watershed property is owned by the City and County of San Francisco and managed by the 
SFPUC. The project is a component of the SFPUC’s Peninsula Watershed Management Plan.  
Written comments will be accepted at the Planning Department until 5:00 p.m. on August 
10, 2020. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment 
 


14a. 2018-008397CUA (K. DURANDET: (415) 575-6816) 
2005 17TH STREET – south side of 17th Street between Kansas and Vermont Streets, Lot 
001J of Assessor’s Block 3977 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization 
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317 to remove an unauthorized dwelling unit 
from the ground floor basement/garage level of an existing single-family, two-story 
residential building. The building would retain the one existing legal dwelling unit. The 
subject property is located within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) 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: Approve 
(Continued from Regular hearing on July 9, 2020) 
  


14b. 2018-008397VAR (K. DURANDET: (415) 575-6816) 
2005 17TH STREET – south side of 17th Street between Vermont and Kansas Streets, Lot 
001J of Assessor’s Block 3977 (District 10) – Request for Variance from the Zoning 
Administrator to reconstruct an unauthorized deck and stair with an addition of a firewall 
which extends into the required rear yard. Planning Code Section 134 requires the subject 
property to maintain a rear yard of approximately 23 feet. Therefore, a rear yard variance is 
required. The subject property is located within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) 
Zoning District and 45-X Height and Bulk District. 
(Continued from Regular hearing on July 9, 2020) 
 


 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2016-016100ENV.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2018-008397CUAVARc1.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/2018-008397CUAVARc1.pdf
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15. 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 an Out-Patient Dialysis Center (DBA Fresenius Kidney Care), a Health Services 
(Retail Sales and Service) use within a currently vacant 15,300 square foot tenant space 
most recently used as an Formula Retail Pharmacy Use (DBA CVS). 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 and the project proses to operation from 5:00 am to 
10:30 pm on Monday through Saturday. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the 
project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 
31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from Regular hearing on June 25, 2020) 
 


16. 2018-012648CUA (J. HORN: (415) 575-6925) 
2001 37TH AVENUE – northeast side of 39th Avenue and Rivera Street; Lot 006 in Assessor’s 
Block 2094 (District 4) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning 
Code Sections 209.1, 303, and 304 to amend an existing Planned Unit Development (PUD) 
for St. Ignatius College Preparatory to allow the construction of a lighting system at the J.B. 
Murphy Field athletic stadium for weekday and weekend evening use and to install a 
Verizon Wireless macro wireless telecommunications services (WTS) facility. The project 
will construct four 90-foot tall light standards and the WTS facility and ancillary equipment 
will be attached to the northwest standard. Under the PUD, the project is seeking an 
exception to rear yard (Planning Code Section 134) requirements. The subject property is 
located 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: Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from Regular hearing on June 11, 2020) 


 
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. 
 
17. 2018-015239DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 


1222 FUNSTON AVENUE – between Irving Street and Lincoln Way; Lot 040 in Assessor’s 
Block 1738 (District 5) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 
2018.1211.8001 to demolish an existing one-car garage at the front of the subject property 
and construct a new four story, single-family residence within a RH-2 (Residential House, 
Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the 
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve  



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2019-016388CUA.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/2018-012648CUAc1.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/2018-015239DRP.pdf
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(Continued from Regular hearing on July 16, 2020) 
 


18. 2018-012442DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 
436 TEHAMA STREET – between 5th and 6th Streets; 106 in Assessor’s Block 3732 (District 6) 
– Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2018.0628.3202 to create 2 new 
dwelling units on the ground floor per ordinance 162-16 and eliminate two off-street 
parking spaces within a MUR (Mixed Use - Residential) 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: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve  
(Continued from Regular hearing on May 28, 2020) 
 


19. 2019-016947DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 
624 MOULTRIE STREET – between Tomkins and Ogden Avenues; Lot 005 in Assessor’s Block 
5722 (District 9) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2019.0904.0581 to 
construct  a one-story 514 sq. ft. vertical addition and roof deck, which is set back from the 
building edge, over an existing two-story single-family residence 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  
 


20. 2019-012023DRP (D. WINSLOW: (415) 575-9159) 
1856 29TH AVENUE – between Noriega and Ortega Streets; Lot 004P in Assessor’s Block 
2065 (District 4) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2019.0517.1003 to 
construct a third story addition, set back 15’ from the front building wall, and front and 
rear decks over an existing 2-story single-family residence 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 
 


ADJOURNMENT  



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2018-012442DRP.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. 
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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. 
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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. 
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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.



				July 23, 2020 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-015984CUA		590 2nd Avenue 				fr: 7/16		Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility 		to: 9/3

		2020-003177CUA		621-635 Sansome Street				CB3P		Hughen

						Renewal of a commercial Public Parking Lot

		2020-002262CUA		3200 California Street				CB3P		Weissglass

						Limited Restaurant in the lobby of the JCC

		2020-002615CUA		2000 Van Ness Avenue				CB3P		Weissglass

						Retail Sales and Services Use (tattoo parlor) at the 2nd story

		2020-001294CUA		2441 Mission Street				fr: 5/21; 7/9		Christensen

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

		2019-021795CUA		650 Frederick Street 				fr: 5/28		Chandler

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

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

						Informational

				Pending State Housing Legislation						Rodgers

						Informational

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

						DEIR

		2018-008397CUAVAR		2005 17th Street				fr: 4/2; 5/21; 7/9		Durandet

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

		2019-016388CUA 		1760 Ocean Avenue				fr: 5/7; 6/25		Horn

						New health service (Dialysis Center)

		2018-012648CUA 		2001 37th Avenue				fr: 5/14; 6/11		Horn

						SI Sports Field Light Standards

		2018-015239DRP		1222 FUNSTON AVE				fr: 5/28; 7/16		Winslow

				  		Public-Initiated DR

		2018-012442DRP		436 TEHAMA STREET				fr: 5/28		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-016947DRP		624 Moultrie Street						Winslow

						one-story vertical addition on top of an existing two-story single-family residence

		2019-012023DRP		1856 29th Avenue						Winslow

						Addition of 3rd floor

				July 30, 2020 - CLOSED

		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		to: Indefinite

		2019-016420CND		424-434 Francisco Street				CONSENT		Fahey

						Condo-conversion

		2011.1356PCA-02		Central SoMa Clean-Up 				CONSENT		Snyder

						Intro of Text Amendments

		2016-003351CWP		Racial & Social Equity Initiative - Phase II						Flores

						Informational

		2019-023628AHB		3601 Lawton Street				fr: 6/25		Horn

						HOME-SF

		2018-009487SHD		811 Valencia Street						Samonsky

						no adverse impact on the Mission Playground park

		2018-012576CUA		1769 Lombard St				fr: 1/16; 2/13; 3/5; 4/23; 5/28; 6/30		Weissglass

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

		2018-002124CUA 		54 4th St 				fr: 12/19; 1/16; 2/6; 3/12; 5/7; 6/18		Alexander

						conversion of residential hotel rooms to tourist hotel 

		2019-019722CUA		916 Kearny Street						Vimr

						 conversion of office use on Floors 3-7 to a boutique hotel

		2019-022627CUA		1310 Bacon Street						Feeney

						TBD

		2019-007159DRP		145 Missouri Street				fr: 7/16		Winslow

						work previously completed at the rear deck

		2019-015999DRP		246 Eureka Street						Winslow

						vertical and horizontal addition, single-family residence

		2019-001613DRP		2100-2102 Jones Street / 998 Filbert Street						Chandler

						convert two (2) existing commercial spaces to two (2) ADUs at the ground floor

		2018-011065DRP		3233 16th Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				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 - CLOSED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-017421CUA		227 Church Street				CONSENT		Cisneros

						CUA just for Use Size (permitted change of use from bookstore to yoga studio)

				Prop E 						Teague

						Informational

		2020-006126PCA		Conversion of Certain Limited Restaurants to Restaurants - North Beach						Merlone

						Planning Code Amendment

		2016-003164GPA 		Health Care Services Master Plan				fr: 3/12; 3/19; 3/26; 4/9; 4/23; 5/21; 6/25		Nickolopoulos

						Initiate GP Amendments

		2007.0604		1145 Mission Street				fr: 6/11; 7/9		Hoagland

						New 25 DU building

		2020-004023CUA		2512 Mission St						Liang

						Establish Restaurant and Nighttime Entertainment use

		2019-017867CUA		1566 - 1568 Haight Street				fr: 6/18		Young

						legalize the merger of two commercial spaces

		2018-014795ENX		1560 Folsom Street						Christensen

						LPA and SDB merger of 4 lots, demo of 5 Industrial bldgs, and new 8-story, 244 unit bldg

		2019-014214DRP		457 MARIPOSA ST				fr: 4/16; 4/23; 5/21; 7/9		Christensen

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-022450DRP-02		326 Winding Way						Winslow

						horizontal addition and facade alterations

		2016-014777DRP-02		357 Cumberland Street						Winslow

						Demo - New Construction

				September 3, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-000494DNXCUAVAR		555 Howard Street						Foster

						Downtown Project Authorization, CUA for Hotel Use, Variance

		2019-013808CUAVAR		4300 17th Street						Horn

						New Construction is Corona Heights SUD

		2019-015984CUA		590 2nd Avenue 				fr: 7/16; 7/23		Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility 		to: 

				September 10, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2017-009964DRPVAR		526 LOMBARD 				fr: 3/12; 4/23; 6/18		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-020783DRP		26 Whitney Street						Winslow

						two-story over basement rear addition

		2019-016047DRP		1350 Hayes St						Winslow

						new two-story single-family dwelling at the rear of the lot

				September 17, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2019-013951CUA		224-228 Clara Street						Liang

						Residential demolision and new construction of 9 units

		2019-015600DRP		3751 21st Street						Winslow

						new second and third floor to the existing one-story, single-family residence

		2019-019671DRP		1463 43rd Ave						Winslow

						157 S.F. expansion of the existing top floor towards the front of the building

				September 24, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2011.1300CUAENX-02		901 16th St						Sucre

						reuse of existing buildings for new Flower Mart and a new parking garage

		2017-015039DRP		350-352 SAN JOSE AVE				fr: 3/12; 3/19; 3/26; 4/16; 6/18; 7/9		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				October 1, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner





				October 8, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				October 15, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				October 22, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				October 29, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				November 5, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				November 12, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

		2015-009955CUA		1525 Pine Street						Updegrave

						Demo and new construction of an 8-story mixed-use building

				November 19, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				November 26, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				December 3, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				December 10, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				December 17, 2020

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				December 24, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				December 31, 2020 - CANCELED

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		Planner

				January 7, 2021

		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: 20764

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 709

                  

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



    July 16, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-015239DRP

		1222 Funston Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-007159DRP

		145 Missouri Street

		Winslow

		Continued to July 30, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-007159VAR

		145 Missouri Street

		Westhoff

		ZA Continued to July 30, 2020

		



		

		2019-015984CUA

		590 2nd Avenue

		Lindsay

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-000634DRP-02

		876 Elizabeth Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		+7 -0



		

		2019-000634VAR

		876 Elizabeth Street

		Winslow

		Asst. ZA Continued to July

		



		

		2018-011031DRP-03

		219-223 Missouri Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		+7 -0



		M-20757

		2019-012206CUA

		1430 Van Ness Avenue

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20758

		2019-021084CUA

		355 Bay Shore Boulevard

		Feeney

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as Amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		R-20759

		2020-001411PCA

		100% Affordable Housing and Educator Housing Streamlining Program [Board File No. 191249]

		Merlone

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20760

		2020-003036PCA

		100% Affordable Housing and Educator Housing Streamlining Program [BOARD FILE NO. 200213]

		Merlone

		Approved as Proposed

		+7 -0



		R-20761

		2020-005179PCA

		Continuation of Use For Certain Nonconforming Parking Lots - Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Transit District [BOARD FILE NO. 200421]

		Flores

		Approved

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004047CWP-02

		Housing Inventory Report and Update on Monitoring Reports

		Ambati

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20762

		2019-014033CUA

		800 Market Street

		Kirby

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		M-20763

		2019-005176CUA

		722 Steiner Street

		Ferguson

		Disapproved

		+6 -1 (Fung against)



		DRA-708

		2017-002545DRP-03

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Took DR and Approved as Revised with reference to the Mitigation Measure(s)

		+7 -0





  

   July 9, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-008397CUA

		2005 17th Street

		Durandet

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-008397VAR

		2005 17th Street

		Durandet

		ZA Continued to July 23, 2020

		



		

		2020-001294CUA

		2441 Mission Street

		Christensen

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-014214DRP

		457 Mariposa Street

		Christensen

		Continued to August 27, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-015984CUA

		590 2nd Avenue

		Lindsay

		Continued to July 16, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2007.0604X

		1145 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to August 27, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2017-015039DRP

		350-352 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to September 24, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-000507DRP

		3537 23rd Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-705

		2019-016969DRM

		4326-4336 Irving Street

		Weissglass

		Took DR and Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20754

		2019-000727CUA

		339 Taraval Street

		Phung

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 18, 2020 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 25, 2020 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 25, 2020 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20755

		2019-002743CRV

		853 Jamestown Avenue

		Liang

		Adopted Findings as Amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		M-20756

		2019-000013CUA

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		Disapproved

		+4 -3 (Diamond, Fung, Koppel against)



		

		2019-000013VAR

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Deny

		





  

  June 25, 2020 Closed Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionn

		Adopted a Motion to Assert Attorney-Client Privilege

		+7 -0



		

		

		Closed Session discussion

		Ionin

		Reported No Action Taken and Adopted a Motion to Not Disclose

		+7 -0







    June 25, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-016388CUA

		1760 Ocean Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012576CUA

		1769 Lombard Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to July 30, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-023628AHB

		3601 Lawton Street

		Horn

		Continued to July 30, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2016-003164GPA

		Health Care Services Master Plan

		Nickolopoulos

		Continued to August 27, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2017-013272DRP

		3074 Pacific Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 11, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20750

		2020-003039PCA

		Arts Activities and Social Service or Philanthropic Facilities as Temporary Uses  [Board File No. 200215]

		Merlone

		Approved with Staff Modifications and extending the initial duration to two years with a two year extension.

		+7 -0



		

		2017-004557ENV

		550 O’Farrell Street

		Mckellar

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20751

		2018-012065CUA

		5500 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012065VAR

		5500 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		ZA Clsoed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20752

		2019-007154CUA

		4333 26th Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2019-007154VAR

		4333 26th Street

		Horn

		ZA Clsoed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20753

		2019-004110CUA

		2675 Geary Boulevard

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -1 (Koppel Against)



		

		2019-016969DRM

		4326-4336 Irving Street

		Weissglass

		Adopted a Motion of Intent to Approve with Staff Modificiations; Continued to July 9, 2020.

		+7 -0



		

		2019-016969VAR

		4326-4336 Irving Street

		Weissglass

		ZA Clsoed the PH and took the matter under advisement

		



		DRA-706

		2018-013422DRP

		1926 Divisadero Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+7 -0



		DRA-707

		2018-001662DRP

		2476 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff Modifications, reducing the overall height of the wall and fence; and directing the Sponsor to continue working with Staff on final materials and landscaping.

		+7 -0





  

  June 18, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-015039DRP

		350-352 San Jose Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to July 9, 2020

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2018-002124CUA

		54 04th Street

		Alexander

		Continued to July 30, 2020

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2018-001088CUA

		4211 26th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued Indefinitely

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-022295DRP

		600 Indiana Street

		Christensen

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2020-001942CUA

		1699 Van Ness Avenue

		Lindsay

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2017-002545DRP-03

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to July 16, 2020

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-017867CUA

		1566 - 1568 Haight Street

		Young

		Continued to August 27, 2020

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2017-009964DRP

		526-530 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		Continued to September 10, 2020

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2017-009964VAR

		526-530 Lombard Street

		Fahey

		Asst. ZA Continued to September 10, 2020

		



		M-20745

		2019-007111CUA

		1400 17th Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		DRA-703

		2019-014433DRP-03

		3640 21st Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 4, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		M-20746

		2014.1441GPR

		Mission Bay South Redevelopment Plan Amendments

		Snyder

		Adopted GP Findings

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		M-20747

		2019-017309CUA

		1700-1702 Lombard Street

		Ajello

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		M-20748

		2020-001158CUA

		899 Columbus Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		M-20749

		2020-004439CUA

		764 Stanyan Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -1 (Fung  Against; Chan, Johnson Absent)



		DRA-704

		2018-015993DRP-02

		762 Duncan Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff modifications as amended to reduce the five-foot setback to three-feet.

		+4 -1 (Fung  Against; Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-000634DRP-02

		876 Elizabeth Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 16, 2020 with direction from the Commission.

		+5 -0 (Chan, Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-000634VAR

		876 Elizabeth Street

		Winslow

		After hearing and closing public comment; Asst. ZA Continued to July 16, 2020 with direction from the Commission.

		





  

   June 11, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-012065CUA

		5500 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012065VAR

		5500 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		ZA Continued to June 25, 2020

		



		

		2019-021084CUA

		355 Bay Shore Boulevard

		Feeney

		Continued to July 16, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-011031DRP-03

		219-223 Missouri Street

		Winslow

		Continued to July 16, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-003900DRP

		1526 Masonic Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2019-000013CUA

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		Continued to July 9, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-000013VAR

		552-554 Hill Street

		Campbell

		ZA Continued to July 9, 2020

		



		

		2018-012648CUA

		2001 37th Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-000528DRP-04

		440 and 446-48 Waller Street  

		Gordon-Jonckheer

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2015-008247VAR

		440 and 446-48 Waller Street  

		Gordon-Jonckheer

		ZA Continued to June 24, 2020

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 28, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20738

		2016-003351CWP

		Resolution Centering the Planning Department’s Work Program and Resource Allocation on Racial and Social Equity

		Chion

		Adopted with Amendments

		+7 -0



		

		2019-023608CRV

		FY 2020-2022 Proposed Budget Update

		Landis

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20739

		2010.0515CWP

		Potrero Hope SF Development

		Snyder

		Approved

		+7 -0



		

		2007.0604X

		1145 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to July 9, 2020

		+7 -0



		M-20740

		2019-001455CUA

		1750 Wawona Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2019-001455VAR

		1750 Wawona Street

		Campbell

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20741

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -1 (Imperial Against)



		M-20742

		2015-004568SHD

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Adopted Findings

		+5 -2 (Imperial, Moore Against)



		M-20743

		2015-004568DNX

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -1 (Imperial Against)



		M-20744

		2015-004568CUA

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -1 (Imperial Against)



		

		2015-004568VAR

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		DRA-700

		2020-000909DRP

		3591 20th Street

		Giacomucci

		Did NOT Take DR, Approved as Proposed

		+7 -0



		DRA-701

		2017-013959DRP

		178 Seacliff Avenue

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR, Approved as Proposed

		+7 -0



		DRA-702

		2020-001090DRP

		3627 Ortega Street

		Winslow

		Did NOT Take DR, Approved as Proposed

		+7 -0





  

  June 4, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2015-004568SHD

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2015-004568DNX

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2015-004568CUA

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2015-004568VAR

		10 South Van Ness Avenue

		Perry

		ZA Continued to June 11, 2020

		



		

		2019-000634DRP

		876 Elizabeth Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-000634VAR

		876 Elizabeth Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2018-015993DRP-02

		762 Duncan Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2020-000909DRP

		3591 20th Street

		Giacomucci

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-015984CUA

		590 2nd Avenue

		Lindsay

		Continued to July 16, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2018-000528DRP-04

		440 and 446-48 Waller Street  

		Gordon-Jonckheer

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2015-008247VAR

		440 and 446-48 Waller Street  

		Gordon-Jonckheer

		ZA Continued to June 11, 2020

		



		M-20736

		2019-017877CUA

		2 Geneva Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 21, 2020 – Regular Planning

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 21, 2020 – Joint Rec and Park

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2020-002347CWP

		UCSF Comprehensive Parnassus Heights Plan

		Switzky

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20737

		2018-015790CUA

		342 22nd Avenue

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		DRA-696

		2019-014211DRP

		667 Mississippi Street

		Christensen

		Took DR and Approved with Conditions amended by Staff

		+5 -0 (Imperial recused; Johnson Absent)



		DRA-697

		2019-014251DRP-02

		2001 Chestnut Street

		Dito

		Took DR and Approved with a condition for a Community Liaison

		+5 -1 (Fung against; Johnson Absent)



		DRA-698

		2019-020151DRP-02

		486 Duncan Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff modifications

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-016969DRM

		4326-4336 Irving Street

		Weissglass

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to June 25, 2020

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2019-016969VAR

		4326-4336 Irving Street

		Weissglass

		After hearing and closing public comment; ZA Continued to June 25, 2020

		



		DRA-699

		2017-009796DRP

		1088 Howard Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with a one-foot separation.

		+6 -0 (Johnson Absent)



		

		2017-009796VAR

		1088 Howard Street

		Winslow

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		





  

  May 28, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2017-002545DRP-03

		2417 Green Street

		May

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012576CUA

		1769 Lombard Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2019-021795CUA

		650 Frederick Street

		Chandler

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-015239DRP

		1222 Funston Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		

		2018-012442DRP

		436 Tehama Street

		Winslow

		Continued to July 23, 2020

		+7 -0



		M-20722

		2019-020527CUA

		2675 Geary Boulevard

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20723

		2019-020831CUA

		1117 Irving Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20724

		2020-000200CUA

		1240 09th Avenue

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 14, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20725

		2020-003041PCA

		Conditional Use Review and Approval Process

		Sanchez

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+4 -3 (Chan, Imperial, Moore against)



		M-20726

		2016-014802ENV

		98 Franklin Street

		Alexander

		Adopted Findings

		+7 -0



		M-20727

		2016-014802SHD

		98 Franklin Street

		Alexander

		Adopted Findings

		+7 -0



		M-20728

		2016-014802DNX

		98 Franklin Street

		Alexander

		Approved with Conditions including minor corrections and cross-references to comply with the HUB Plan

		+7 -0



		M-20729

		2019-019985CUA

		755 Stanyan Street/670 Kezar Drive

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -1 (Fung against)



		M-20730

		2018-007883ENV

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Poling

		Certified

		+7 -0



		M-20731

		2018-007883ENV

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Adopted Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations

		+7 -0



		R-20732

		2018-007883GPA

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval as Amended

		+7 -0



		R-20733

		2018-007883PCAMAP

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20734

		2017-016313CWP

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20735

		2018-007883DVA

		Balboa Reservoir Project

		Hong

		Approved

		+7 -0



		

		2019-016230CWP

		Housing Element 2022 Update

		Haddadan

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-004110CUA

		2675 Geary Boulevard

		May

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to June 25, 2020

		+4 -3 (Diamond, Fung, Koppel against)





  

  May 21, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-003041PCA

		Conditional Use Review And Approval Process

		Sanchez

		Continued to May 28, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-014211DRP

		667 Mississippi Street

		Christensen

		Continued to June 4, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-009796DRP

		1088 Howard Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 4, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-009796VAR

		1088 Howard Street

		Winslow

		Acting ZA Continued to June 4, 2020

		



		

		2019-020151DRP-03

		486 Duncan Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 4, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2016-003164GPA

		Health Care Services Master Plan

		Nickolopoulos

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-001294CUA

		2441 Mission Street

		Christensen

		Continued to July 9, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-014214DRP

		457 Mariposa Street

		Christensen

		Continued to July 9, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-008397CUA

		2005 17th Street

		Durandet

		Continued to July 9, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-008397VAR

		2005 17th Street

		Durandet

		Acting ZA Continued to July 9, 2020

		



		

		2019-005176CUA

		722 Steiner Street

		Ferguson

		Continued to July 16, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Requirements [BF TBD]

		Flores

		Continued to July 30, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-000052PCA

		Standard Environmental Requirements – Air Quality

		Pollak

		Continued to July 30, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2017-011214CUA

		9 Apollo Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0



		M-20703

		2018-016668CUA

		585 Howard Street

		Updegrave

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20704

		2019-013418CUA

		526 Columbus Avenue

		Updegrave

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20705

		2020-001384CUA

		1650 Polk Street

		Chandler

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20706

		2020-003090CUA

		1299 Sanchez Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 7, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		M-20707

		2015-000940ENV, 2017-008051ENV, 2016-014802ENV

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

		Callagy

		Certified

		+6 -0



		M-20708

		2015-000940ENV

		Market Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Adopted Findings with Corrections noted by Staff

		+4 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		R-20709

		2015-000940GPA

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

		Langlois

		Approved with Corrections noted by Staff

		+5 -1 (Imperial against)



		R-20710

		2015-000940PCA-01

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

		Langlois

		Approved with Corrections noted by Staff, as amended to include a recommendation to pursue a nexus study for Community Facility Fees.

		+6 -0



		R-20711

		2015-000940MAP

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

		Langlois

		Approved with Corrections noted by Staff

		+4 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		R-20712

		2015-000940PCA-02

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

		Langlois

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Corrections noted by Staff

		+4 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		R-20713

		2015-000940CWP-02

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of the Implementation Program

		Langlois

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Corrections noted by Staff

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		May 21, 2020 Special Joint Hearing Results:



		M-20714

		2017-008051ENV

		30 Van Ness Avenue

		Foster

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -0



		R-20715

		2017-008051SHD

		30 Van Ness Avenue

		Foster

		Raised Cumulative Shadow Limit

		+4 -2 (Imperial, Moore against) +6-0, Low recused



		

		2017-008051SHD

		30 Van Ness Avenue

		Perez

		Adopted a Recommendation of no adverse impact

		RP: +6-0, Low recused



		M-20716

		2017-008051SHD

		30 Van Ness Avenue

		Foster

		Adopted Shadow Findings

		+5 -1 (Moore against)



		M-20717

		2017-008051DNX

		30 Van Ness Avenue

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20718

		2017-008051CUA

		30 Van Ness Avenue

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20719

		2017-008051OFA

		30 Van Ness Avenue

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		   May 21, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:



		M-20720

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project

		Schuett

		Certified

		+6 -0



		M-20721

		2020-000215CUA

		4118 21st Street

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

A new survey with a legal description of the property, provided to staff and neighbors prior to BPA issuance.

		+6 -0





     

   May 14, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-000528DRP-04

		440-448 Waller Street

		Gordon-Jonckheer

		Continued to June 4, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-012648CUA

		2001 37th Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to June 11, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2020-003039PCA

		Arts Activities and Social Service or Philanthropic Facilities as Temporary Uses [Board File No. 200215]

		Merlone

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940ENV, 2017-008051ENV, 2016-014802ENV

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

		Callagy

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940ENV

		Market Octavia Area Plan Amendment

		Langlois

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940GPA

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

		Langlois

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940PCA-01

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

		Langlois

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940MAP

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

		Langlois

		Continued to May 21, 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 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-000940CWP-02

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment – Adoption of the Implementation Program

		Langlois

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2015-004568ENV

		10 South Van Ness Avenue Mixed-Use Project

		Schuett

		Continued to May 21, 2020

		+6 -0



		M-20701

		2020-001318CUA

		3813 24th Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		M-20702

		2015-002604ENX-02

		667 Folsom Street, 120 Hawthorne Street, 126 Hawthorne Street

		Westhoff

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 30, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		DRA-695

		2018-005918DRP-02

		254 Roosevelt Way

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Staff Modifications

		+6 -0





  

  May 7, 2020 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-007111CUA

		1400 17th Street

		Liang

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-002124CUA

		54 04th Street

		Alexander

		Continued to June 18, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2019-016388CUA

		1760 Ocean Avenue

		Horn

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+6 -0



		

		2018-001662DRP

		2476 Diamond Street

		Winslow

		Continued to June 25, 2020

		+6 -0



		M-20699

		2019-022072CUA

		855 Brannan Street

		Feeney

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Koppel absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 23, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Koppel absent)



		M-20700

		2018-014766CUA

		1043-1045 Clayton Street

		Jimenez

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions as amended, to provide three-foot setbacks from southern property lines for second floor balcony decks.

		+6 -0



		DRA-693

		2015-014170DRP

		804 22nd Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with a five-foot reduction in depth at the rear ground level.

		+6 -0



		

DRA-694

		2018-017375DRP-02

		3627 Divisadero Street

		Winslow

		Did Not Take DR, Approved as proposed

		+4 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)





  

   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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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: The Planning Department needs to stop the 801 Corbett ADU
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:07:24 PM
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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: ROGER DAWSON - CPOST <roger@cpost.com> on behalf of ROGER DAWSON - CPOST <roger@cpost.com>
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 at 2:22 PM
To: Marcelle Boudreaux <marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org>, "Lewis, Victoria (CPC)" <victoria.lewis@sfgov.org>, Kate Conner <kate.conner@sfgov.org>,
"Kwiatkowska, Natalia (CPC)" <natalia.kwiatkowska@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)" <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, "Johnson, Milicent (CPC)"
<milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Fung, Frank (CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "Diamond, Susan (CPC)"
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Hillis, Rich (CPC)" <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)"
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "deland@stanford.edu" <deland@stanford.edu>, "Chan, Deland (CPC)" <deland.chan@sfgov.org>, "Hyland, Aaron (CPC)"
<aaron.hyland@sfgov.org>, "Matsuda, Diane (CPC)" <diane.matsuda@sfgov.org>, "kate.black@sfgov.org" <kate.black@sfgov.org>, Chris Foley
<chris.foley@sfgov.org>, "Johns, Richard (CPC)" <richard.se.johns@sfgov.org>, "Pearlman, Jonathan (CPC)" <jonathan.pearlman@sfgov.org>, "So, Lydia
(CPC)" <lydia.so@sfgov.org>, "Munyan, Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.munyan@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "MandelmanStaff, [BOS]" <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>, "Fewer, Sandra (BOS)"
<sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>, "Haney, Matt (BOS)" <matt.haney@sfgov.org>, "Mar, Gordon (BOS)" <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>, "Ronen, Hillary"
<hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>, "Safai, Ahsha (BOS)" <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>, "Stefani, Catherine (BOS)" <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>, "Walton, Shamann
(BOS)" <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>, "Yee, Norman (BOS)" <norman.yee@sfgov.org>, "Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)" <rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>,
"Preston, Dean (BOS)" <dean.preston@sfgov.org>, "Breed, Mayor London (MYR)" <mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>
Subject: The Planning Department needs to stop the 801 Corbett ADU
 

 

Dear San Francisco Planning Department,

I am reaching out to all of you at the Planning Department again and pleading with you to stop this impending ADU at 801 Corbett here in San Francisco.
Please do it now, at the Historic Resource Assessment stage where you can declare this building off limits to ruination by Joe Peters and his boss Mark
E. Hyatt (aka: MEH Pioneer, LLC).

There is absolutely no benefit to the citizens of San Francisco to let his ADU happen. There is no housing crisis anymore and given the increasing
vacancies and mass exodus of people from our City, allowing this ADU to proceed would only benefit a rich out of town developer and add to the glut of
vacancies. Adding one or two extra units in this building probably won’t even benefit the developer as apartment building prices plummet and he finds
himself underwater having bought at the top of the market for $10 million two years ago. His dreams of buying this building, adding more units and then
flipping it for a big profit are gone. If you block it now, not only will you save us, but you will save him from his foolishness and more losses.  Already
over the past month this building has become one quarter vacant.  For well over a half century I have seen this city overreact every time there is a transient
increase in the population. Scott Wiener’s ill conceived and hastily approved ADU is perhaps the worst overreaction yet. The misery it has caused existing
tenants, the ruination of charming apartment buildings and the invasion by out-of-town developers to exploit it has been a disaster.

The ADU here at 801 Corbett will benefit no one, not even the developer. It will only cause serious damage and possibly death for the vulnerable
residents of this building Including an African American couple living at Ground Zero right above the proposed ADU. The intolerable noise, the toxic
dust and the influx of dozens of heavy breathing workers likely creating a COVID-19 hotspot is more than enough justification to stop this ADU before it
gets started. If it were to proceed it will most certainly kill me, a senior citizen with health challenges. I also live directly on top of the thinly walled
garage, the incredibly loud noise and vibration will shatter my nerves every day for eight hours a day and give me a heart attack. And, if the noise (see
attached mp3 audio) doesn’t kill me first, then COVID-19 spreading throughout the building surely will.

I plead with you to take action on this and spare the residents of this building the misery of having to defend themselves with lawsuits and injunctions,
tying up the resources of The City to protect our well-being and this truly unique mid-century apartment building.

Mark E. Hyatt (a wealthy Newport Beach developer, aka: MEH Pioneer, LLC) bought our building on 10/3/2018  with the sole intention of cramming it
with ADU's and flipping it for profit. We all lived in peace here until he became our landlord and made our lives a living hell.  Now he's getting ready to
file for an ADU that will cause great harm, it must not be allowed to proceed.

I received a San Francisco buildingeye alert to the following:

801 CORBETT AVE, SAN FRANCISCO, CA

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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Application Number: 2020-004981GEN
Received Date: May 13, 2020
Description: 801 CORBETT AVE - Historic Resource Assessment (HRA)    Applicant: Joe Peters, MEH Pioneer, LLC, 230 Newport Center Dr., Newport Beach 92660
Opened: 5/13/2020 Status: Under Review 7/9/2020
Assigned Planner: Elizabeth Munyan: elizabeth.munyan@sfgov.org / 415-558-6614

Joe Peters, doing the bidding of his standoffish boss Mark E. Hyatt (aka: MEH Pioneer, LLC)  is now trying to knock down the Planning Department
obstacles he is facing in trying to destroy the architectural harmony that is embodied in 801 Corbett. Our building has historic significance in its near
perfect design for living in San Francisco. Even more so with the outbreak of COVID-19.

Our building is listed on several real estate sites as being designed by renowned SF architect H. C. Baumann and his son. Completed two years after his
death in 1960, this 1962 building is a perfect example of mid century modernism and functionality. Perfectly balanced with 21 units (all small 1 bedrooms
with brick fireplaces, very unique) and 18 parking places (plus 2 motorcycle). It’s not known if his plans were implemented directly or inherited by his
son and completed. If H. C. Baumann is indeed the original architect, then this would be his final building in San Francisco, superseding the 1800 Pacific
Ave. "International Style" apartment tower built in 1959.

The heart of our building and the only large open area protected from the weather, yet bright with sunlight is the garage pictured above. This is exactly
where Joe Peters wants to build an ADU, for no other reason than to add to the unit count in hopes of flipping the building for a higher price. If this were
allowed to happen then the functionality intended by the architect would be destroyed. This is the only protected place off the street where residents can
park and unload their vehicles without having to worry about someone walking by and stealing something. In happier times this is where we would have
social gatherings accommodating all the residents of the building with potluck dishes spread on top of the low back wall. This is where we have had
meetings to discuss issues like the ADU and crime. With the laundry room just off camera left, this is where we wait and relax in the sunshine for our
clothes to finish washing. It is a precious open area with dozens of uses every day from sawing bookshelves and cutting large sections of carpet to fixing
things like a broken mirror on a car.

In addition to providing a sunlit open space, the design of the garage allows for the breeze to pass through keeping the trash bins and cars from making a
smell. If Joe Peter’s ADU were to plug it up then the whole building would start to stink, especially the lower floors directly above the garage.
Aesthetically this open space gives the building character and avoids it looking like a monolithic block. The architect envisioned all these things when he
designed this building, Joe Peters plans would destroy all of this.

As a wonderful example of mid century modernism and functionality, this building is an architectural rarity up here on Twin Peaks. It should not be
allowed to suffer a tragic demise like the Largent House did just up the hill.

This news video highlights why Joe Peters and his boss Mark E. Hyatt (aka: MEH Pioneer, LLC) must be stopped:

https://sanfrancisco.cbslocal.com/2018/12/15/planning-commission-orders-man-who-demolished-landmark-house-build-replica/

mailto:elizabeth.munyan@sfgov.org
https://sanfrancisco.cbslocal.com/2018/12/15/planning-commission-orders-man-who-demolished-landmark-house-build-replica/


Architecturally significant buildings like 801 Corbett in San Francisco should not be allowed to have their character destroyed.

 

It is completely unacceptable that an African American family will get hurt the most if an ADU is allowed to proceed here.
 
My friend Lorenzo and his wife live in a unit directly above where the ADU construction is proposed:

If an ADU is allowed to proceed they will lose their parking place making it much more difficult to get to their jobs. The construction noise (which will be unbearable
directly below them) going on for two years or more will make it impossible for them to relax while off work. Jackhammers, nail guns and heavy machinery working
directly underneath their floor will shake their unit like an earthquake every day and fill it with acrid dust and toxic fumes. With nerves rattled and in a constant
state of fatigue from all the construction combined with the burden of a more difficult commute, this disruption could inevitably lead to their losing their jobs and
their housing here.
 
Eliminating racial inequality starts by taking definitive action so that the life of this African American family is not harmed so that a wealthy privileged Orange County
developer can get even richer.
 
 

Joe Peters and his boss Mark E. Hyatt (aka: MEH Pioneer, LLC) must be stopped because his plans will seriously disrupt and injure
those of us who are Senior Citizens.
 
Many of us seniors here now rely more than ever on our automobiles for essential needs like visiting our doctors, physical therapists and getting
medications/groceries. In this tragic new era of COVID-19, public transit and taxis are no longer an option for those of us who are so vulnerable to getting infected.
The only safe way for us to get around is in our cars. Joe Peters intended ADU will destroy the garage, eliminate our parking and seriously degrade our quality of life,
putting us all at risk.

In addition to taking away access and parking for our cars, an ADU construction here will bring in dozens of workers on a daily basis for at least two
years or more, some of whom may unknowingly spread the virus. The heavy breathing from hard physical exertion and inevitable yelling instructions etc.
will fill the air with infected particles more so than any other activity in this neighborhood. This would turn into a death sentence for us seniors here, the
same way it has been when infected individuals have entered retirement and nursing homes. It will be impossible for us to avoid them and regardless of
how many precautions we take, air from the garage comes up freely into units like mine directly above the garage, there will eventually be a tragedy.

Is allowing an ADU for one or two extra units (that in all likelihood will not be rented given the ongoing economic crash, disappearing jobs and inevitable
softening of the rental market) worth putting the lives of 30 San Francisco residents at risk for the benefit of a wealthy Newport Beach developer?

I was one of the first whistle-blowers (well over a year ago) to bring ADU abuse to the attention of the Supervisors and later the Planning Commission at
a hearing on 3/14/19. 



Since the 1950's up to today, I've never seen such abuse of renters as that created by Scott Wiener’s ill conceived and hastily passed ADU... drawing
greedy out-of-town speculators like flies. 

Because of my efforts to prevent the disruption of lives at our building,  I have faced constant retaliation by new
owner/speculator Mark E. Hyatt (aka: MEH Pioneer, LLC) and Joe Peters his ADU developer.

  

Wealthy Newport Beach Mark E. Hyatt is extremely secretive and there are no images of him anywhere.  However, his wife "Honeybee" (yes, her real
name) loves flaunting their wealth (and CO2 emissions) for the news in Republican-rich Orange County.  Mr. Hyatt has never returned any of the dozens
of calls made, letters and emails I have sent him regarding building problems and harassment by his developer Joe Peters.

Because of my outspoken opposition to the ADU plans that they have here, I have been the victim of an ever increasing amount of harassment by Joe
Peters, the developer hired by Mark Hyatt. Joe Peters recently moved here from NY and has made it his full time activity to exploit the ADU law for the
quick enrichment of out-of-town speculators. Developer Joe Peters is the worst human being I've ever encountered in my entire life. 

•  He has refused to rent a needed parking space to a senior with disabilities.

•  He has followed me with a camera taking pictures of me and then sends me printouts letting me know he is "watching" me. 

•  He has come to the building late at night knocking on my door, waking me up and taunting me. I have had to call the police to escort him off
the property. 

•  In collusion with the owner Mark Hyatt they have conspired to isolate me by not responding to my requests/concerns.  When I confronted him
about this he just looked at me with a sickly smile and acknowledged that no one is going to talk or respond to me. My requests go unanswered
and the building continues to deteriorate. 

•  Despite my emotional pleading with him, he deliberately removed the security system protecting our cars in the garage. It had been keeping us
safe for years preventing burglaries and even helping the police catch gang suspects that were doing crime all over the city.  As soon as he tore it
down we had a rash of burglaries in the garage and no more protection for our vehicles. This was intentionally inflicting emotional distress upon
myself and the other tenants.



•  He has repeatedly threatened me with eviction in an arrogant and abusive manner.  He takes every opportunity to remind me of the eviction
power he has because of his employment by the owner.   

I believe he is doing all this because he perceives me as being old and perhaps easily intimidated. He is attacking those of us who are most vulnerable.   

I believe these people have but one priority: to stuff the building's garage with an extra unit or two and then flip it for what they hope will be a big profit. 
I don't think they care at all about the housing situation here in Our City because I've never seen the building with so many vacant units since they took
over.  That is the problem that the ADU has created and it must be addressed and these people must be stopped before their actions further erode my
health and well being as well as negatively affecting the 30 other tenants who live here.

Since developer Mark E. Hyatt (aka MEH Pioneer, LLC) bought our building to ADU it for a quick profit, we have had issues with the smoke alarms and leaking water
around the fire sprinkler system. We live in constant fear that our building will burn like his Woodside building did (see below). This is especially concerning since
some of the children at Rooftop School across the street use our garage to wait for their parents to pick them up. Mark Hyatt should not be allowed to own property
here in San Francisco.

Newport Beach based Mark E. Hyatt (aka MEH Pioneer, LLC) has a bad history of building ownership and fire, just reference this newspaper article  (also note his use
of many corporate aliases: MEH Pioneer LLC,  KDF Hallmark LP,  KDF Communities LLC, etc.) :

The San Mateo County Times - 2013

The six-alarm fire in the 72-unit Hallmark House Apartments at 531 Woodside Road displaced 97 residents and killed one tenant — 48-year-old
Darin Michael Demello-Pine.  About 20 people, including three firefighters, were injured as a result of the fire, first reported around 2 a.m. on
July 7.  A lawsuit, filed in San Mateo County Superior Court on behalf of Jorge and Juanita Chavez, states that Hallmark House residents
“suffered displacement, fear, emotional trauma, and the loss of most of their life’s possessions” because of the fire.  The building’s owner, KDF
Hallmark LP, is to blame for the way the fire spread, according to the lawsuit, because it failed to “properly inspect, maintain and safeguard the
property from a foreseeable unit fire.”  KDF founder Mark Hyatt said in a phone interview that he can’t comment on the pending legal action.

Several of us seniors now live in fear because of Mark E. Hyatt's (aka MEH Pioneer, LLC) troubled history with his Woodside building burning and causing death. Mr.
Hyatt has never returned any of the dozens of calls made and emails I have sent to him regarding harassment by his developer Joe Peters, neglected building
maintenance issues, or flooding emergencies.  Not even a response regarding a large dripping water damage hole in the fire sprinkler section of our garage ceiling
that wasn't repaired for 10 months. 

This person Mark E. Hyatt (aka MEH Pioneer, LLC) cannot be trusted with the well-being of tenants here in San Francisco. If he can’t properly manage this building or
the one in Woodside, then it is highly likely that his ADU plans for our garage will become a disaster. His history speaks for itself. 

When he submits his ADU planning application IT MUST BE REJECTED for the well-being of all of us that call San Francisco home. 



I pray that all of you at The Planning Department will do the right thing.

Please help me stop this.

Sincerely,

Roger Dawson
801 Corbett, # 15
San Francisco, CA 94131

Cell: (650) 218-5431
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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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: In Support of Grateful Dog
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 1:41:06 PM

 
 
 
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: Deborah Gouailhardou <deborah_gouailhardou@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 12:17 PM
To: Weissglass, David (CPC) <david.weissglass@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland
(CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ernie Cervantes <erncervantes@gmail.com>; me <deborah_gouailhardou@yahoo.com>
Subject: In Support of Grateful Dog
 

 

Date:  07/17/2020
 
Planning Department
Case No. 2018-012576CUA
City and County of San Francisco
Attn: David Weissglass
 
Dear Planning Commissioners,
 
  I am writing in support of the Grateful Dog's permit renewal.  
  The pandemic has shown me that this business, always important for working people, is really vital for
the community.  Essential workers of all kinds have in the Grateful Dog a place where they can safely
leave their dogs while they are at work, no matter how long their job requires them to be away from
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home.  In addition, any of us in the general public might find ourselves incapacitated from the virus, or
even hospitalized, and needing to find a safe, reliable place for our dogs at short notice.  Grateful Dog is
such a place.  
  Please renew the permit for this important business.  It offers so many people peace-of-mind to know
that The Grateful Dog is there for them when they need it.
 
Thank you for your consideration
Deborah Gouailhardou
Grateful Dog customer
 
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO ANNOUNCES NEXT STEPS ON CONTROLLING SPREAD OF

COVID-19 AND CONTINUED PAUSE ON REOPENING
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 11:37:51 AM
Attachments: 07.17.20 COVID-19 Continued Response.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, July 17, 2020 at 11:37 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO ANNOUNCES NEXT STEPS ON
CONTROLLING SPREAD OF COVID-19 AND CONTINUED PAUSE ON REOPENING
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, July 17, 2020
Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, dempress@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
SAN FRANCISCO ANNOUNCES NEXT STEPS ON

CONTROLLING SPREAD OF COVID-19 AND CONTINUED
PAUSE ON REOPENING

City will focus on changing behavior, serving communities most impacted by virus, and
increasing testing capacity

New Public Health Order to be issued Monday will require private healthcare providers to
expand testing to ensure access to testing for symptomatic people, close contacts of known

cases, and frontline workers
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Dr. Grant Colfax, Director of Health,
today announced next steps for flattening the curve in San Francisco as cases and
hospitalizations have continued to rise. The City’s schedule for reopening will remain on
pause indefinitely in order to slow the spread of COVID-19 in San Francisco and protect
community health. The decision by the San Francisco Department of Public Health to pause
reopening comes as San Francisco has been placed on the State of California’s county
monitoring list, or “watch list.”
 
The City will follow the State’s restrictions for counties on the watch list, while continuing its

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:dempress@sfgov.org
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Friday, July 17, 2020 


Contact: San Francisco Joint Information Center, dempress@sfgov.org  


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


SAN FRANCISCO ANNOUNCES NEXT STEPS ON 


CONTROLLING SPREAD OF COVID-19 AND CONTINUED 


PAUSE ON REOPENING 
City will focus on changing behavior, serving communities most impacted by virus, and 


increasing testing capacity 


  


New Public Health Order to be issued Monday will require private healthcare providers to 


expand testing to ensure access to testing for symptomatic people, close contacts of known cases, 


and frontline workers 


 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Dr. Grant Colfax, Director of Health, today 


announced next steps for flattening the curve in San Francisco as cases and hospitalizations have 


continued to rise. The City’s schedule for reopening will remain on pause indefinitely in order to 


slow the spread of COVID-19 in San Francisco and protect community health. The decision by 


the San Francisco Department of Public Health to pause reopening comes as San Francisco has 


been placed on the State of California’s county monitoring list, or “watch list.” 


 


The City will follow the State’s restrictions for counties on the watch list, while continuing its 


work to slow the spread of the virus. Key strategies include increasing public outreach to change 


San Franciscans’ behavior, focusing on communities most impacted by the virus, and expanding 


access to testing. The Department of Public Health will be issuing a new Health Order requiring 


private health care providers to expand testing, including to require that symptomatic people 


those with close contacts of confirmed cases access to same day testing. The Department of 


Public Health has expanded testing recently in the Bayview, Tenderloin, Mission and other 


impacted communities in the last week, and will continue that work to provide more testing 


access in areas of need. 


 


“We are living with COVID, and we all need to do our part to take basic steps to get this virus 


under control immediately,” said Mayor London Breed. “If we want our schools to reopen, if we 


want to our small businesses to be able to operate, we all need to do the basics: limit our 


gatherings, cover your face in public, and wash your hands. We also know that we need to see 


more testing if we are going to identify cases quickly. This requires the entire healthcare system 


to expand access so when people need a test, they can get one. San Francisco has flattened the 


curve before, and we can do it again.” 


 


“In the past weeks, San Francisco has been experiencing a surge in COVID-19 cases and 


hospitalizations that have forced us to pause our reopening plans, increase our testing and contact 


tracing and care for many more COVID positive patients,” said Dr. Colfax. “We need to focus 
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on these key strategies so San Francisco residents, businesses, the health care system and the 


City are all working together toward one single purpose. Together, we have the opportunity to 


flatten the curve once again, if we act now.” 


 


Next Steps for Flattening the Curve in San Francisco 


 


Pausing Reopening 


San Francisco is experiencing a surge of cases and hospitalizations, and reopening cannot 


continue until the spread of the virus has slowed once again. The pause in reopening businesses 


and activities will continue until San Francisco Key Public Health Indicators improve, and none 


of them are in red, or “high-alert.” In addition to the health indicators, other data will inform the 


decision on how to proceed, including the Reproductive Rate of the virus, the State’s actions, and 


the impact of the virus in the Bay Area region. 


 


Following the State’s Requirements 


As of today, San Francisco is on the State’s watch list due to rising hospitalizations. This means 


that San Francisco must abide by the State’s restrictions, which includes closing indoor malls 


and non-essential offices, and continue the paused reopening, at least until the State lifts its 


restrictions. Indoor malls and non-essential offices must close, except for minimum basic 


operations, effective Monday, July 20. If the State adds more restrictions for counties on the 


watch list, San Francisco will abide by those restrictions as well. If local conditions do not 


improve, San Francisco maintains the ability to close additional businesses and activities that go 


beyond the State’s requirements. 


 


Changing Behaviors – Face Coverings and Reduced Gatherings 


In order to slow the spread of COVID-19 in the short-term and adapt to living with the virus until 


there is a vaccine, San Franciscans need to redouble their efforts to consistently wear face 


coverings and limit gatherings with people not in their household. Research shows that if the vast 


majority of people wear masks that cover their nose and mouth, San Franciscans can effectively 


slow the spread of the virus and save lives. Many of the new cases of COVID-19 that are part of 


the current surge are the result of social gatherings among family members and friends, so it is 


important that San Franciscans limit such gatherings as much as possible. In addition to these 


behavioral changes, everyone must continue practicing social distancing, hand washing, and 


staying home as much as possible.  


 


Focus on Equity and Impacted Communities 


San Francisco has focused on equity and addressing the disparate impacts of COVID-19 since 


the beginning of the pandemic. As part of the City’s five-point plan, San Francisco will continue 


to focus on the communities most impacted by the virus, especially members of the Latino 


community, people who must leave home to work, Black and African American residents, and 


the eastern and southeastern neighborhoods. This focus includes expanding access to COVID-19 


testing and conducting targeted community outreach in impacted communities. For example, this 


week, San Francisco opened a new testing site at the Potrero Hill Health Center, adding to a 


recent expansion of testing options in the Tenderloin, Mission, Sunnydale and Bayview. 
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Expanding Access to Testing 


The City continues to meet its testing goals, however in the current surge it has taken longer for 


people to access testing appointments and receive their results. In an effort to address this 


challenge, the City will issue a Health Order on Monday requiring private health care providers 


to increase their testing services by providing same-day testing for patients with symptoms and 


close contacts of confirmed COVID cases. Additionally, private hospitals and clinics must 


provide testing to asymptomatic workers in jobs where they have more risk of exposure, such as 


health care, first responders, and jobs with frequent public interactions at less than six-feet apart. 


Staff and residents of congregate settings also must be provided testing if requested. 


 


The goal of this Health Order is to more fairly distribute testing across city providers and ease 


the demand on City-run sites so that residents who are uninsured or are members of impacted 


communities are able to get tested in a timely manner. 


 


   


### 







work to slow the spread of the virus. Key strategies include increasing public outreach to
change San Franciscans’ behavior, focusing on communities most impacted by the virus, and
expanding access to testing. The Department of Public Health will be issuing a new Health
Order requiring private health care providers to expand testing, including to require that
symptomatic people those with close contacts of confirmed cases access to same day testing.
The Department of Public Health has expanded testing recently in the Bayview, Tenderloin,
Mission and other impacted communities in the last week, and will continue that work to
provide more testing access in areas of need.
 
“We are living with COVID, and we all need to do our part to take basic steps to get this virus
under control immediately,” said Mayor London Breed. “If we want our schools to reopen, if
we want to our small businesses to be able to operate, we all need to do the basics: limit our
gatherings, cover your face in public, and wash your hands. We also know that we need to see
more testing if we are going to identify cases quickly. This requires the entire healthcare
system to expand access so when people need a test, they can get one. San Francisco has
flattened the curve before, and we can do it again.”
 
“In the past weeks, San Francisco has been experiencing a surge in COVID-19 cases and
hospitalizations that have forced us to pause our reopening plans, increase our testing and
contact tracing and care for many more COVID positive patients,” said Dr. Colfax. “We need
to focus on these key strategies so San Francisco residents, businesses, the health care system
and the City are all working together toward one single purpose. Together, we have the
opportunity to flatten the curve once again, if we act now.”
 
Next Steps for Flattening the Curve in San Francisco
 
Pausing Reopening
San Francisco is experiencing a surge of cases and hospitalizations, and reopening cannot
continue until the spread of the virus has slowed once again. The pause in reopening
businesses and activities will continue until San Francisco Key Public Health Indicators
improve, and none of them are in red, or “high-alert.” In addition to the health indicators, other
data will inform the decision on how to proceed, including the Reproductive Rate of the virus,
the State’s actions, and the impact of the virus in the Bay Area region.
 
Following the State’s Requirements
As of today, San Francisco is on the State’s watch list due to rising hospitalizations. This
means that San Francisco must abide by the State’s restrictions, which includes closing indoor
malls and non-essential offices, and continue the paused reopening, at least until the State lifts
its restrictions. Indoor malls and non-essential offices must close, except for minimum basic
operations, effective Monday, July 20. If the State adds more restrictions for counties on the
watch list, San Francisco will abide by those restrictions as well. If local conditions do not
improve, San Francisco maintains the ability to close additional businesses and activities that
go beyond the State’s requirements.
 
Changing Behaviors – Face Coverings and Reduced Gatherings
In order to slow the spread of COVID-19 in the short-term and adapt to living with the virus
until there is a vaccine, San Franciscans need to redouble their efforts to consistently wear face
coverings and limit gatherings with people not in their household. Research shows that if the
vast majority of people wear masks that cover their nose and mouth, San Franciscans can
effectively slow the spread of the virus and save lives. Many of the new cases of COVID-19
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that are part of the current surge are the result of social gatherings among family members and
friends, so it is important that San Franciscans limit such gatherings as much as possible. In
addition to these behavioral changes, everyone must continue practicing social distancing,
hand washing, and staying home as much as possible.
 
Focus on Equity and Impacted Communities
San Francisco has focused on equity and addressing the disparate impacts of COVID-19 since
the beginning of the pandemic. As part of the City’s five-point plan, San Francisco will
continue to focus on the communities most impacted by the virus, especially members of the
Latino community, people who must leave home to work, Black and African American
residents, and the eastern and southeastern neighborhoods. This focus includes expanding
access to COVID-19 testing and conducting targeted community outreach in impacted
communities. For example, this week, San Francisco opened a new testing site at the Potrero
Hill Health Center, adding to a recent expansion of testing options in the Tenderloin, Mission,
Sunnydale and Bayview.
 
Expanding Access to Testing
The City continues to meet its testing goals, however in the current surge it has taken longer
for people to access testing appointments and receive their results. In an effort to address this
challenge, the City will issue a Health Order on Monday requiring private health care
providers to increase their testing services by providing same-day testing for patients with
symptoms and close contacts of confirmed COVID cases. Additionally, private hospitals and
clinics must provide testing to asymptomatic workers in jobs where they have more risk of
exposure, such as health care, first responders, and jobs with frequent public interactions at
less than six-feet apart. Staff and residents of congregate settings also must be provided testing
if requested.
 
The goal of this Health Order is to more fairly distribute testing across city providers and ease
the demand on City-run sites so that residents who are uninsured or are members of impacted
communities are able to get tested in a timely manner.
 
 

###
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); May, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: FW: Thumbs Down on 2417 Green St.
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 10:11:09 AM

 
 
 
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: Paul <paul@digitalrevolution.tv> 
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 12:43 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Thumbs Down on 2417 Green St.
 

 

Dear Commissions,
 
I am a business owner in San Francisco for over 35 years. Business owners need to be practical in
order to survive.
Weighing risk vs. reward is a constant task that we need to get right most of the time or we will be
out of business.
 
2417 Green St. Proposal (let’s weigh)
Pros:
-Adds housing units to the city? (no, it doesn’t do that)
-Adding to the open space in the neighborhood? (no, doesn’t do that)
-Adding parking spaces? (nope)
-Add to the architectural heritage of the neighborhood? (no-ugly-non conforming)
-Creating employment for attorneys? (YES!)
 
Cons:
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-Disturbing toxic soil? (probably)
-Making Mr. Kaufman’s house fall down? (probably)
-Disrespectfully blocking Mr. Kaufman’s light, air and view? (yes)
-Making the backyard even smaller? (yes)
-Massive waste of the city’s time & money? (yes)
 
I am opposed to the revised building plan for 2417 Green St. This “new” plan is akin to changing
wind direction on the Hindenburg Zeppelin.
The builder is planning on digging down into the foundation and blocking Mr. Kaufman’s light, air
and view. I hope that you have had a chance to go to the building site to see the severe steepness of
the hillside.
You could roll a bowling ball from the top of the street to the bottom in under 5 seconds. It has
STAIRS.
The houses are attached to each other via the foundations. You can’t even slip a piece of wax paper
between them.
 
There are Rules, Guidelines, Protocols & Laws that govern this project. But what about the Law of
Common Decency? Or simply being considerate of your neighbor? The developer is laughing at the
city. He has committed violation after violation after violation already on this project.
He has come at Mr. Kaufman’s like a linebacker out of nowhere. Mr. Kaufman has been residing in
his home for decades, being a good neighbor-citizen and has contributed to the city that he loves in
unique ways that no other could.
Now he is forced to defend himself and his home through no fault of his own. Sleepless nights,
worry, massive legal expenses. Constant UNFAIR  PRESSURE thrust upon him. Come on now!
 
Let’s not succumb to the current leadership climate created by a developer who resides in our White
House. We are asked to believe that truth is fiction, up is down, inside is outside, danger is safety
etc.
We do NOT live in a fantasy world. We live in a world of fact, science and the probability that when
human beings get involved things go wrong.
 
It only takes common sense to see that if the barrier (uphill pressure) to Mr. Kaufman’s foundation is
compromised as John Cougar sang, “and the walls come tumbling down.” This would put not only
Mr. Kaufman’s life at risk, but whatever family member(s) may be staying with him at the time.
Also, what about the poor construction worker who would be digging down there? They’d be buried
alive or possibly poisoned by toxic chemicals in the mud. CONTAMINATING the groundwater for the
neighborhood. Don’t forget about the neighbor on the downside of 2417. Part of Mr. Kaufman’s
house would surely fall into that home as well. The builder says that if Mr. Kaufman’s foundation
starts to slip or crack, then they would stop digging. WHAT?!! That’s like saying “If the Hoover Dam
starts to slip or crack we will stop the nuclear test explosions underneath it” As Carly Simon sang,
“it’s too late baby”.
 
If the project does get approved, it would be the City’s time to worry with sleepless nights –hoping
against hope- that things would not go wrong.
I don’t want to see anyone get hurt, Mr. Kaufman’s house get blocked from light, air & view AND I



don’t want to see my business taxes go up because the city was warned, a disaster happens and has
to pay out a massive settlement. That would be irresponsible governance.
 
This project appears to me to all risk and no reward. As a business proposition, if I had a 10ft. pole, I
wouldn’t touch 2417 Green St. with it. I advise that you don’t either.
 
 

  Paul Grippaldi
   CEO
   69 Green Street 3rd Fl.
   San Francisco, CA 94111      
   www.digitalrevolution.tv
   (415) 398-1200
   (415) 385-4682 mobile
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Opposed to proposed project at 2417 Green Street
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 10:09:23 AM

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: Wayne Garcia <wayne@digwinesf.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 12:47 PM
To: Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin
(CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC)
<frank.fung@sfgov.org>; sue.diamond@sfgov.com; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>;
millicent.johnson@sfgov.org; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; May, Christopher (CPC)
<christopher.may@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Sher Rogat <sher@piccino.com>
Subject: Opposed to proposed project at 2417 Green Street

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

Dear Commissioners:

It was our intention to appear at today’s hearing, but as we’re unable to do so please accept this email in lieu of our
personal appearance.

As small business owners as well as residents of San Francisco, we’re deeply concerned by the proposed project at
2417 Green Street. As we know, the SF Board of Supervisors has twice unanimously voted (11-0) in favor of Philip
Kaufman to preserve both the historic nature as well as structural integrity of his neighboring Coxhead home at 2421
Green Street. Moreover, on January 9, 2020, the Planning Commission voted unanimously  (6-0) to redesign the
project with sensitivity to the historic resource, eliminating excavation, the ADU (Accessory Dwelling Unit) and the
added garage space. Even though the developer/speculator has not followed the Commission's mandates, Planning
Staff is nevertheless supporting his project

In the intervening two years the historic significance and fragility of the Ernest Coxhead home at 2421 has been
acknowledged by both the Planning Department and the Developer. In this same period of time the Developer has
racked up Notices of Violation—demonstrating that he, like many developers who have drawn the Commission’s

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org


scrutiny, has bargained that asking for forgiveness is more efficient than asking for permission.

And the home has been left to deteriorate. Against this backdrop, the Planning Department proposes to permit
commencement of construction, even though it is very likely to damage this unique and irreplaceable historic
landmark. The conduct to date suggests it is not advisable to simply trust the Developer will proceed carefully or
cautiously or even that he will follow the limitations of permits issued. Given the historic nature of 2421 and its
unique features that make it extremely susceptible to irreparable harm, we urge the Commission to rescind the plan
and direct the issuance of an EIR.

Sincerely,
Wayne Garcia & Sheryl Rogat
1132 Rhode Island Street
SF 94107



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Winslow, David (CPC)
Subject: FW: construction on 1222 Funston Ave. Case No. 2018-015239DRP.
Date: Friday, July 17, 2020 10:04:28 AM
Attachments: Comments_Andrew.doc

 
 
 
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: Andrew Feng <andrewf2022@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 10:39 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: construction on 1222 Funston Ave. Case No. 2018-015239DRP.
 

 

Dear Mr. or Mrs.,
 
Attached is my comments for construction on 1222 Funston Ave. Case N. 2018-015239DRP.
 
Thanks!
Andrew
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The Raisins in the Bread




The 1222 Funston Ave. Project


1.) The side walk on the east side of 1200 block of Funston Ave diminishes by almost 4 feet.  


2.) The setbacks in front and rear severely overstep leading to gross lot coverage issues. The lot open space shrinks.

3.) There seems to be no input from the Fire Marshall about the necessary egress for the small older cabin to the immediate rear of this proposed building.


4.) The height exceptions to the code are very unclear, even wrong.


5.) No attempt has been made to determine the historical character and status of these 1908 structures.

Our neighborhoods are the delight of many residents and visitors who see the amazing variety and preservation as a wondrous quality to San Francisco. Is this project a good replacement or an excessive blockish abuse of variances shrinking open space?

This single-family residence should not have 4 code variances and be more compatible with this desired neighborhood variety.  




 
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); May, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: FW: Thumbs Down on 2417 Green St.
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 12:49:51 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: Paul <paul@digitalrevolution.tv>
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 at 12:44 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Thumbs Down on 2417 Green St.
 

 

Dear Jonas,
 
I am a business owner in San Francisco for over 35 years. Business owners need to be practical in
order to survive.
Weighing risk vs. reward is a constant task that we need to get right most of the time or we will be
out of business.
 
2417 Green St. Proposal (let’s weigh)
Pros:
-Adds housing units to the city? (no, it doesn’t do that)
-Adding to the open space in the neighborhood? (no, doesn’t do that)
-Adding parking spaces? (nope)
-Add to the architectural heritage of the neighborhood? (no-ugly-non conforming)
-Creating employment for attorneys? (YES!)
 
Cons:
-Disturbing toxic soil? (probably)
-Making Mr. Kaufman’s house fall down? (probably)
-Disrespectfully blocking Mr. Kaufman’s light, air and view? (yes)
-Making the backyard even smaller? (yes)
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-Massive waste of the city’s time & money? (yes)
 
I am opposed to the revised building plan for 2417 Green St. This “new” plan is akin to changing
wind direction on the Hindenburg Zeppelin.
The builder is planning on digging down into the foundation and blocking Mr. Kaufman’s light, air
and view. I hope that you have had a chance to go to the building site to see the severe steepness of
the hillside.
You could roll a bowling ball from the top of the street to the bottom in under 5 seconds. It has
STAIRS.
The houses are attached to each other via the foundations. You can’t even slip a piece of wax paper
between them.
 
There are Rules, Guidelines, Protocols & Laws that govern this project. But what about the Law of
Common Decency? Or simply being considerate of your neighbor? The developer is laughing at the
city. He has committed violation after violation after violation already on this project.
He has come at Mr. Kaufman’s like a linebacker out of nowhere. Mr. Kaufman has been residing in
his home for decades, being a good neighbor-citizen and has contributed to the city that he loves in
unique ways that no other could.
Now he is forced to defend himself and his home through no fault of his own. Sleepless nights,
worry, massive legal expenses. Constant UNFAIR  PRESSURE thrust upon him. Come on now!
 
Let’s not succumb to the current leadership climate created by a developer who resides in our White
House. We are asked to believe that truth is fiction, up is down, inside is outside, danger is safety
etc.
We do NOT live in a fantasy world. We live in a world of fact, science and the probability that when
human beings get involved things go wrong.
 
It only takes common sense to see that if the barrier (uphill pressure) to Mr. Kaufman’s foundation is
compromised as John Cougar sang, “and the walls come tumbling down.” This would put not only
Mr. Kaufman’s life at risk, but whatever family member(s) may be staying with him at the time.
Also, what about the poor construction worker who would be digging down there? They’d be buried
alive or possibly poisoned by toxic chemicals in the mud. CONTAMINATING the groundwater for the
neighborhood. Don’t forget about the neighbor on the downside of 2417. Part of Mr. Kaufman’s
house would surely fall into that home as well. The builder says that if Mr. Kaufman’s foundation
starts to slip or crack, then they would stop digging. WHAT?!! That’s like saying “If the Hoover Dam
starts to slip or crack we will stop the nuclear test explosions underneath it” As Carly Simon sang,
“it’s too late baby”.
 
If the project does get approved, it would be the City’s time to worry with sleepless nights –hoping
against hope- that things would not go wrong.
I don’t want to see anyone get hurt, Mr. Kaufman’s house get blocked from light, air & view AND I
don’t want to see my business taxes go up because the city was warned, a disaster happens and has
to pay out a massive settlement. That would be irresponsible governance.
 
This project appears to me to all risk and no reward. As a business proposition, if I had a 10ft. pole, I



wouldn’t touch 2417 Green St. with it. I advise that you don’t either.
 
 

  Paul Grippaldi
   CEO
   69 Green Street 3rd Fl.
   San Francisco, CA 94111      
   www.digitalrevolution.tv
   (415) 398-1200
   (415) 385-4682 mobile
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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); May, Christopher (CPC)
Subject: FW: OPPOSITION to this dangerous project at 2417 Green Street.
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 11:48:00 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: Aggie Murch <aggiemurch@earthlink.net>
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 at 12:55 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: Phil Kaufman <xiaomu@aol.com>
Subject: OPPOSITION to this dangerous project at 2417 Green Street.
 

 

Dear Mr. Ionin,
 
I am writing in OPPOSITION to this project at 2417 Green Street in San Francisco.
 
It is hard to believe that you are seriously considering giving consent to this very extensive, badly
thought out, and dangerous project at 2417 Green Street in San Francisco.
 
Reading as much as I can – on the page – and between the lines – I see a project that is 
1. An Investment 
2. A Trophy
3. A disrespect for the architecture that made the buyer want to purchase there in the first place.
 
This is – not to put too fine a point on it – a bizarre, thoughtless and dangerous undertaking and one
that in no way merits the risks to the street and particularly the house next door at 2421.
 
I have seen this behavior before in San Fransisco where a beloved family were literally forced out of
their home of over 30 years because of the greed of new neighbors  and short-sightedness of the
planning committee.
 

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


It is my sincere request that you reconcider this aplication and ask the owners to withdraw their
application.
And yes, I will be sending this out to you all.
 
With good wishes for your sensible conclusion.
 
Mrs Muriel Murch
 

Muriel/Aggie Murch
aggiemurch@earthlink.net
415 868-0683
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