From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Updegrave, Samantha (CPC)
Subject: FW: Petition Signers Supporting 550 O"Farrell Street
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 11:50:48 AM
Attachments: 550 O"Farrell Petition Sianers 1.14.2021.xIsx
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San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Corey Smith <corey@sfhac.org>

Sent: Thursday, January 14, 2021 10:09 AM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>;
Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael (CPC)
<rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>

Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Laura Clark
<laura@yimbyaction.org>; Todd David <todd@sfhac.org>

Subject: Re: Petition Signers Supporting 550 O'Farrell Street

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

Hi all,
Ahead of today's meeting, I'm attaching an updated petition with roughly 40 new signers.

Best,
Corey
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		Campaign Name		First Name		Last Name		Email		Mailing Zip/Postal Code

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Kevin		Vaarsi		kvaarsi@yahoo.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Corey		Smith		corey@sfhac.org		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		David		Tejeda		dtrepairs@gmail.com		94112

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Philip		Levin		levin.philip@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Marty		Cerles Jr		martycerles@gmail.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Matt		Thrailkill		matt@thrailkill.org		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jonathan		Pearlman		jonathan@elevationarchitects.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Leigh		Chang		leighmchang@yahoo.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Michael		Chen		mychen10@yahoo.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Patrick		McNerney		pmcnerney@martinbuilding.com		94920

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Nicholas		Pitney		nico.pitney@gmail.com		94103

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Quenton		Cook		quenton.cook@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Auros		Harman		rmharman@auros.org		94066

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Roshan		Vyas		roshanvyas@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Ryan		MacPhee		ryan.macphee@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Alexander		Best		alexander.jb@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Allie		Jones		allieherson@gmail.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Andrew		Chatham		andrew@andrewchatham.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Albert		Eibner		berto51@yahoo.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Beverly		Mills		bev@studiobeverly.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Bill		Harkins		billharkins@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Stephen		Fiehler		swf5007@gmail.com		94131

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Brian		Stone		visalianative@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Charles		Whitfield		whitfield.cw@gmail.com		94114

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Zack		Subin		zack.subin@fastmail.fm		94112

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		David		Broockman		david.broockman@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Dan		Federman		dfed@me.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jeff		Rosenberg		j.rosenberg@yahoo.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jessi		Lawrence		jessi@openhouse-sf.org		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jorge		Silva		jorge.silva.jetter@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Emily		Ham		eham@mbep.biz		93940

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Aaron		Conner		aaronconner86@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Sara		Ogilvie		sara@ogilvie.us.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Christina		Salehi		christina.dreibholz@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Scott		Pluta		scott.pluta@gmail.com		94114

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Scot		Conner		scot.conner@berkeley.edu		94123

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Diego		Lopez		diegoclopezz@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Hunter		Oatman-Stanford		hoatmanstanford@gmail.com		94107

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Thomas		Crowley		t.m.crowley@gmail.com		92262

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jeremy		Linden		jlinden@monkey.org		94103

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Dana		Beuschel		dana.beuschel@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Bereket		Abraham		babraham42@gmail.com		94158

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Margaret		Kammerud		mpirnie@stanfordalumni.org		94131

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Michael		Evans		oortsaurus@gmail.com		94121

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Nicholas		Marinakis		hoyanakis@gmail.com		94133

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		kristen		berman		kristen.berman@gmail.com		94608

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Nishant		Kheterpal		nishantkheterpal@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		David		Heflin		heflindavid.l@gmail.com		94133

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jordon		Wing		jordonwii@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Andrew		Day		aday.nu@gmail.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Sohrab		Saeb		sosata866@yahoo.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Aaron		Beitch		aaron.beitch@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Hazel		O'Neil		oneil.hazel@gmail.com		94121

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Stephen		Lambe		stephenlambe@gmail.com		94118

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		DJ		Capobianco		dj@djcap.net		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jehan		Tremback		hi@jehan.email		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Emily		Schell		emilypschell@gmail.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Truc		Nguyen		trucnguyen90@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Tyler		Kepler		tyler.kepler@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Benedict		Donahue		ben@bendonahue.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Janet		lee		leejanet23@gmail.com		94107

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Townsend		Walker		townsend@townsendwalker.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Evan		Perkins		evantheperkins@gmail.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Shoshana		Raphael		shoshanaraphael@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Aaron		Ford		fordaaronj@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Alex		Taylor		alextaylor1001@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Robyn		Leslie		rduisbergleslie@gmail.com		94103

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Adam		Buchbinder		adam.buchbinder@gmail.com		95008

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Joey		Babbitt		jrbabbitt@gmail.com		94133

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Matthew		Ticknor		matt@junctionprops.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Andrew		Holdaway		imacinstead@gmail.com		93312

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Chris		Heriot		cheriot@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Pamela		Vaughn		plvaughn@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Kenneth		Russell		krlist+yimby@gmail.com		94132

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		John		Malatras		john.malatras@gmail.com		94114

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Mark		Cappetta		mark@gsambc.com		92270-5622

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Octavio		Garcia Farfan		ogarciafarfan@gmail.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Rita		Fahrner		ritakell@comcast.net		94110-5659

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Gordon		Wintrob		gwintrob@gmail.com		94114

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Jason		Hu		jasonhu00@gmail.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Gregory		Goldgof		ggoldgof@gmail.com		94131

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Sarah		Boudreau		boudreau.sarah.m@gmail.com		94121

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Debojyoti		Ghosh		debojyoti.ghosh@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Aritree		Samanta		aritree.s@gmail.com		44110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Christina		Nguyen		me@christinanguyen.net		94114

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Neil		Shah		neilpshah@gmail.com		94105

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Greg		Brandt		brandt.greg@gmail.com		94103

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Sally		Morrow		sallyamorrow@gmail.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Anna		Stern		annasternsf@gmail.com		94107

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Justin		Chen		iareloser@gmail.com		94121

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Lauren		Chircus		lchircus@gmail.com		94107

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Chhavi		Sahni		sahnichhavi@gmail.com		94108

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Andy		Jih		andy.y.jih@gmail.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Robert		Lindsay		theride@gmail.com		94107

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Catherine		Weitenbeck		catherine.weitenbeck@ucsf.edu		94122

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		Vasanth		Swaminathan		svasanth@gmail.com		94127

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street (support-new		David		Coen		david.a.coen@gmail.com		94122






















































On Tue, Jan 12, 2021 at 10:57 AM Corey Smith <corey@sfhac.org> wrote:

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,

On behalf of the Housing Action Coalition and SF YIMBY, please see the attached list of petition
signers supporting the housing proposal at 550 O'Farrell Street. We also have a link here to the
Housing Action Coalition's Report Card.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Respectfully,
Corey Smith
Deputy Director, HAC

Corey Smith %% | Pronouns: he/him

Deputy Director | Bay Area Housing Advocacy Coalition
Deputy Director | San Francisco Housing Action Coalition
95 Brady Street, San Francisco, CA 94103

Office (415) 541-9001 | Cell (925) 360-5290

Email: corey@sfhac.org | Web: sfhac.org

Join us at our 18th Annual Housing Heroes Awards on October 7th! Go to the event page for tickets
and sponsorship information.

Corey Smith %% | Pronouns: he/him

Deputy Director | Bay Area Housing Advocacy Coalition
Deputy Director | San Francisco Housing Action Coalition
95 Brady Street, San Francisco, CA 94103

Office (415) 541-9001 | Cell (925) 360-5290

Email: corey@sfhac.org | Web: sfhac.org

sponsorship information.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
ca Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project
Date: ‘Thursday, January 14, 2021 11:50:31 AM
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Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic Preservation
Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Eric Garrett <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 14, 2021 10:06 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <c 1s.secretary @sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I am writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners *450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
- 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

+ Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

- Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

- Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

‘We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing for our
most i cally vulnerabl lati

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
Eric Garrett
6284441832 680 Mission San Francisco, CA 94105 Constituent
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OneClickPolitics provides online communications tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association (o contact their elected officials. For more information regarding our policies and services,
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES ASSESSOR CARMEN CHU AS SAN
FRANCISCO CITY ADMINISTRATOR

Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 11:39:50 AM

Attachments: 01.14.21 City Administrator Nomination.pdf

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

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

Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 at 11:32 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES
ASSESSOR CARMEN CHU AS SAN FRANCISCO CITY ADMINISTRATOR

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, January 14, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES ASSESSOR CARMEN

CHU AS SAN FRANCISCO CITY ADMINISTRATOR

Chu, who has served the City and County of San Francisco since 2004, will bring years of
experience in local government, as well as a commitment to economic recovery and equity to
City Administrator’s Olffice

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today nominated Assessor Carmen Chu to
serve as San Francisco’s City Administrator. The City Administrator serves a 5-year term,
following confirmation by the Board of Supervisors, and is responsible for overseeing more
than 25 departments and programs that provide a range of services to the public and other City
departments.

“I am proud to nominate Carmen to lead the City Administrator’s Office. She is a committed
and well-respected public servant who has a proven track record of delivering results and
working to make our government more accessible and equitable for all San Franciscans,” said
Mayor Breed. “She has done a tremendous job as Assessor-Recorder, and during this
pandemic, she has stepped way above her normal duties to help lead the City’s economic
recovery efforts. With Carmen leading the City Administrator’s office, I am confident that we
will have the leadership we need to advance our recovery from COVID and move our City
forward through this challenging time.”

Chu has served as the elected Assessor for the City and County of San Francisco since 2013.
She is the only Asian American woman elected as Assessor in the State of California. Under
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, January 14, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES ASSESSOR CARMEN
CHU AS SAN FRANCISCO CITY ADMINISTRATOR

Chu, who has served the City and County of San Francisco since 2004, will bring years of
experience in local government, as well as a commitment to economic recovery and equity to
City Administrator’s Office

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today nominated Assessor Carmen Chu to serve
as San Francisco’s City Administrator. The City Administrator serves a 5-year term, following
confirmation by the Board of Supervisors, and is responsible for overseeing more than 25
departments and programs that provide a range of services to the public and other City
departments.

“l am proud to nominate Carmen to lead the City Administrator’s Office. She is a committed and
well-respected public servant who has a proven track record of delivering results and working to
make our government more accessible and equitable for all San Franciscans,” said Mayor Breed.
“She has done a tremendous job as Assessor-Recorder, and during this pandemic, she has
stepped way above her normal duties to help lead the City’s economic recovery efforts. With
Carmen leading the City Administrator’s office, I am confident that we will have the leadership
we need to advance our recovery from COVID and move our City forward through this
challenging time.”

Chu has served as the elected Assessor for the City and County of San Francisco since 2013. She
is the only Asian American woman elected as Assessor in the State of California. Under her
leadership, the Assessor’s Office has successfully reversed a decades-old backlog of assessment
cases, while generating over $3.6 billion in property tax revenue annually to support public
services, such as health, education, and neighborhood services. Such achievements have earned
her office the prestigious 2020 Good Government Award, an honor recognizing excellence in
public sector management and stewardship.

“I am honored and humbled to be nominated by the Mayor. In each role I’ve served, starting as
an analyst in the Mayor’s budget office, to Supervisor for the Sunset District, and as Assessor for
the City and County of San Francisco, I’ve seen the positive and important impact government
can have on uplifting people,” said Assessor Carmen Chu. “The work of the City Administrator
is big — it serves as the backbone for our entire City’s operations. | look forward to serving the
people of San Francisco in this new role.”

Since the COVID-19 pandemic crisis began, Chu has led the Economic Recovery Task Force,
which Mayor Breed convened to develop strategies to support local businesses and mitigate
economic hardships, while setting long-term goals to help San Francisco rebound stronger.

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141
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Working with over 100 business, labor union, non-profit, academia, faith-based and other
community leaders, the Task Force functioned as a bridge between industries and public health
officials, advocated for operational flexibility and cutting red tapes. Collectively, the Task Force
developed 41 recommendations and policy ideas to make the City’s economy stronger, more
resilient, and more equitable. The final report was released on October 8, 2020.

In addition to her responsibilities as a citywide elected official, Chu currently serves on the San
Francisco Employees’ Retirement System Board, where she oversees the investments and
policies of a $26 billion public pension system. She also provides direction on the Executive
Board of SPUR, a non-profit research and policy organization focused on developing regional
solutions to cross-county challenges like housing affordability, climate resilience, economic
equity, and public transportation.

Prior to her tenure as Assessor, Chu was an elected representative on the San Francisco Board of
Supervisors and Deputy Director of Public Policy and Finance for then Gavin Newsom’s
mayoral administration. She has a Bachelor’s Degree in public policy from Occidental College
and a Master’s Degree in Public Policy from UC Berkeley.

The City Administrator’s Office comprises more than 25 departments and programs that provide
a broad range of services to other city departments and the public. Examples of the Agency’s
functions include public safety, internal services, civic engagement, capital planning, asset
management, code enforcement, disaster mitigation, tourism promotion, and economic
development.

The City Administrator’s Office provides services through the following divisions: 311, Animal
Care and Control, Office of Cannabis, Civic Engagement and Immigrant Affairs, Community
Challenge Grant Program, Committee on Information Technology, Contract Monitoring
Division, Convention Facilities, County Clerk’s Office, Digital Services Program, Entertainment
Commission, Fleet Management, Grants for the Arts, Office of Labor Standards Enforcement,
Mayor’s Office on Disability, Medical Examiner, Purchasing, Real Estate Division, Repromail,
Risk Management, Office of Resilience and Capital Planning, and the Treasure Island
Development Authority.
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her leadership, the Assessor’s Office has successfully reversed a decades-old backlog of
assessment cases, while generating over $3.6 billion in property tax revenue annually to
support public services, such as health, education, and neighborhood services. Such
achievements have earned her office the prestigious 2020 Good Government Award, an honor
recognizing excellence in public sector management and stewardship.

“I am honored and humbled to be nominated by the Mayor. In each role I’ve served, starting
as an analyst in the Mayor’s budget office, to Supervisor for the Sunset District, and as
Assessor for the City and County of San Francisco, I’ve seen the positive and important
impact government can have on uplifting people,” said Assessor Carmen Chu. “The work of
the City Administrator is big — it serves as the backbone for our entire City’s operations. I look
forward to serving the people of San Francisco in this new role.”

Since the COVID-19 pandemic crisis began, Chu has led the Economic Recovery Task Force,
which Mayor Breed convened to develop strategies to support local businesses and mitigate
economic hardships, while setting long-term goals to help San Francisco rebound stronger.
Working with over 100 business, labor union, non-profit, academia, faith-based and other
community leaders, the Task Force functioned as a bridge between industries and public
health officials, advocated for operational flexibility and cutting red tapes. Collectively, the
Task Force developed 41 recommendations and policy ideas to make the City’s economy
stronger, more resilient, and more equitable. The final report was released on October 8, 2020.

In addition to her responsibilities as a citywide elected official, Chu currently serves on the
San Francisco Employees’ Retirement System Board, where she oversees the investments and
policies of a $26 billion public pension system. She also provides direction on the Executive
Board of SPUR, a non-profit research and policy organization focused on developing regional
solutions to cross-county challenges like housing affordability, climate resilience, economic
equity, and public transportation.

Prior to her tenure as Assessor, Chu was an elected representative on the San Francisco Board
of Supervisors and Deputy Director of Public Policy and Finance for then Gavin Newsom’s
mayoral administration. She has a Bachelor’s Degree in public policy from Occidental College
and a Master’s Degree in Public Policy from UC Berkeley.

The City Administrator’s Office comprises more than 25 departments and programs that
provide a broad range of services to other city departments and the public. Examples of the
Agency’s functions include public safety, internal services, civic engagement, capital
planning, asset management, code enforcement, disaster mitigation, tourism promotion, and
economic development.

The City Administrator’s Office provides services through the following divisions: 311,
Animal Care and Control, Office of Cannabis, Civic Engagement and Immigrant Affairs,
Community Challenge Grant Program, Committee on Information Technology, Contract
Monitoring Division, Convention Facilities, County Clerk’s Office, Digital Services Program,
Entertainment Commission, Fleet Management, Grants for the Arts, Office of Labor Standards
Enforcement, Mayor’s Office on Disability, Medical Examiner, Purchasing, Real Estate
Division, Repromail, Risk Management, Office of Resilience and Capital Planning, and the
Treasure Island Development Authority.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: FW: Sharing my support for UCSF Parnassus Heights
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 9:03:12 AM
Attachments: image007.png
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Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Sean McBride <Sean.McBride.404066442@p2a.co>

Sent: Thursday, January 14, 2021 7:54 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Sharing my support for UCSF Parnassus Heights

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

To whom it may concern,

As San Francisco grows, we need more hospital capacity. As San Francisco ages, we need to
modernize and expand our city's infrastructure. And we DESPERATELY need more housing, at all
levels of affordability. This project will help with all of these and more. It's important that this project
can move forward! | am a SF resident, UCSF patient, and advocate for UCSF's Comprehensive
Parnassus Heights Plan and community benefits.

These important updates will allow UCSF to expand patient care, construct new housing, and bring
transit solutions to San Francisco. Without the plan to revitalize UCSF Parnassus Heights and build a
new hospital, UCSF will be unable to invest millions in transportation, affordable housing, and a new
hospital for the community. | recently learned about the plans for renewed campus, hospital, and
neighborhood improvements and am excited by the vision. | appreciate UCSF led an extensive
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community engagement and internal planning process. These updates reflect both the University’s
mission and community's priorities, while addressing everyday neighborhood challenges such as
open space, transit, and housing. | appreciate UCSF and the City/County of San Francisco have been
working together to advance local investments that best serve our community.

Thank you, and | ask for your support for these critical investments in UCSF Parnassus Heights.
Sean McBride

4567 19th St
San Francisco, CA 94114



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC);

‘Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 9:02:36 AM
Attachments: imae007.ona
imace008.ona

image012.ona

Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in- person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic Preservation
Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Paul Sedan <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>

Sent: Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:48 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary @sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

Tam writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners *450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

- Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

- Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

- Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing for
our most economically vulnerable populations.

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
Paul Sedan
lan(@gmail.
415 5281033 695 Wawona Street San Francisco, CA 94116 Constituent
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From:

cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project
Date: ‘Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:15:37 AM

Attachments: image007.png
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic Preservation
Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Prudence Carr <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 14, 2021 4:18 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 OFarrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

Tam writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners *450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
+ 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

+ Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

+ Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

+ Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing for our
most icallv vulnerabl lati

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
Prudence Carr

@, m
17602585245 445, Wawona St, Apt., 326 San Francisco, CA 94116 Constituent
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OneClickPolitis provides online communications tools for supporters of a cause, issue, association, For more information regarding our
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 36 Delano Avenue - 2019-012567DRP
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:04:27 AM
Attachments: image007.png

image008.png
image009.png
image010.png
image011.png
image012.png

Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

0 v O « & =

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: David Mauroff <dmauroff@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 10:43 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: 36 Delano Avenue - 2019-012567DRP

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

Dear San Francisco Planning Commission,

We are writing in full support of the Campbell's proposed remodel of their home at
36 Delano Avenue. Our understanding is that there is a PC hearing scheduled for
1/14/21 and Design Review on 1/28/21.

We have known the Campbells since we moved to our home at 46 Delano Avenue
in 2008. My wife grew up in San Francisco, both of our kids attend San Francisco
public schools and we both work at community-based non-profits that are
dedicated to child welfare and criminal justice in the City. Christopher and Chandra
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were one of the first neighbors to welcome us to the block and we can attest to
their character and support for our local community. We have two girls, one of
whom is their older boy's age and our oldest is a senior in high school. We really got
to know each other through a project driven by a group of neighbors to replace the
Balboa Park Playground. It was a gigantic task for our small group as we navigated
city bureaucracy, secured funding and organized dozens of volunteers for a
community workday. Our project eventually led to a more extensive renovation
including a skateboard park spearheaded by Christopher, walking trails, lighting,

new tennis courts and pool overhaul.

We always talk about how we're fortunate to live in Mlssion Terrace and the
Campbells are a great example of why it's such a great place to raise kids. They
always pitch in on events like our annual block closure for Halloween, informal
hangouts, keeping the alley behind our homes clean, tree consultations and pruning
and generally being there for a cup of sugar or helping hand. When | heard about
the project being appealed, my initial reaction was that these types of situations are
what make it so hard to raise a family in San Francisco. We are so lucky to have
separate bedrooms for our girls, especially as they've gotten older. | don't
understand how one appeal can shut down a family's ability to grow into their
home and create the space they deserve. All you have to do is stand in our alley and
you'll see that the houses surrounding the Campbells have more mass and extend
deeper into their lots. The neighbor between us recently renovated his home and
we didn't oppose any aspect of his plans and ended up cooperating on some
foundation work. Hls house extends a bit beyond ours but I'm glad he was able to
complete what is a really nice remodel. Everybody deserves the right to be happy
inside their home.

In no way does the proposed project impact the character of our neighborhood. To
the contrary, | believe that giving families the ability to stay in their current homes
versus having to leave San Francisco to find more space only deepens the character
of our block and community. Like the Campbells, we're here to stay and we're
fortunate we have the space to make that realistic. We strongly encourage you to
approve their project without any additional changes.

Please let us know if you have questions or need additional information.



Take care,
David Mauroff, Justine Underhill, Ramona and Lucy
46 Delano Avenue



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 OFarrell Essential Housing project
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:04:15 AM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Christine Cordaro <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 10:16 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I am writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners *450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
- 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

- Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

+ Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

- Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing
for our most ically vulnerabl lati

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,

Christine Cordaro

christinecordaro@mac.com

4153371318 73 Florentine Street San Francisco, CA 94112 Constituent
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter in support of remodel at 36 Delano Avenue (Campbell home)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:04:01 AM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Dana Pluck <dana.pluck@yahoo.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 8:35 PM

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

Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Letter in support of remodel at 36 Delano Avenue (Campbell home)

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

To Whom it May Concern,

I am a resident of 30 Delano Ave. I have lived here in San Francisco since 1986 and owned my home since 1998. 1,
myself, have two HS age children sharing a bedroom. I know all too well that raising a family in San Francisco is
difficult.

After saving enough money to buy a home in San Francisco, families are often faced with deciding whether to move
(frequently outside of the city) or go through the difficult hurdles of a remodel.

I am writing today to request that my neighbors at 36 Delano, The Campbells be approved to move forward with
their current remodel plans.
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I have reviewed the plans for the remodel and have no concerns. The addition that the Campbells have planned is in
keeping with the scale of other houses in the street. Since they moved to the neighborhood in 2006. All the
improvements they have made have been tastefully done and in consideration to the existing small neighborhood
community that our street has developed over the last few decades.

Sincerely,

Dana Pluck

Home Owner
Neighbor

30 Delano Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112
415-585-6677



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Submission re 450 O"Farrell (Jan 21)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:03:41 AM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC) <marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 6:50 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Randy Shaw
<randy@thclinic.org>

Cc: Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Submission re 450 O'Farrell (Jan 21)

Hey Randy,
I've copied the Commission Secretary staff to forward to Planning Commissioners. Staff reports
consolidate public comment in the executive summary.

Thank you,
Marcelle

Marcelle Boudreaux, AICP, Principal Planner

Citywide Cultural Resource Survey & Landmarks | Current Planning Division
San Francisco Planning

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER AS OF AUGUST 17:

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 628.652.7375 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
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Dear Director Hillis and Planning Commissioners,

I want to update you on some additional reasons the Tenderloin Housing Clinic is taking the unprecedented step of strongly opposing a proposed housing development in the Tenderloin.

Financing vs. Developer Preference

Since my previous correspondence my organization has finalized negotiations with the developer of 550 O’Farrell, less than a block away. We have always supported the project and have now resolved all outstanding issues. 550 O’Farrell offers exactly the type of market-rate project the Tenderloin needs to house families with children. It will have 111 units:  35 one-bedrooms, 62 two-bedrooms, and 14 three-bedrooms. Unit sizes start at 500 square feet and go beyond 1000 square feet.  

I raise this to challenge the 450 developer’s argument that in this economic climate only micro-units can get financing---obviously 550’s developers see it otherwise. I think the sharp contrast in unit mix between the nearly adjacent projects pulls the curtain back on what is really going on here: The radical change in the proposed unit mix at 440 is not caused by financing issues; rather, micro-units are the only type of housing this developer wants to build. 

Just think. Richard Hannum buys two sites around Turk and Leavenworth and gets both approved for hundreds of micro-units. He now seeks to replace a project with most units ranging from 712-1075 square feet with virtually the same type of housing he is currently constructing. 

This is no coincidence. The developer builds only one type of housing. And now he wants this Commission to approve a unit mix that makes no sense for the neighborhood.

False Promises Re “Essential Workers”

We’ve also learned more facts that undermine the developer’s claimed targeting of “essential workers”---such as police officers and nurses---to live at 450 O’Farrell. This is pure nonsense. The project’s largest units, 550 sq. ft., will have three beds. This sounds like a student dorm, not housing for essential workers earning 110% of AMI. Police officers we talked to were incredulous at the idea that officers would choose to live in such housing. Nurses, police officers and similar workers at those income levels will not choose to live in small units in the Tenderloin. The project’s many 350 sq. ft. units, which only have two burners, also do not fit the incomes of the “essential workers” the project claims to target.

The Tenderloin has no shortage of housing for students. Hastings is building a 14-story housing project across the street from my office at Golden Gate and Hyde. We have strongly supported this project. We also did not oppose Forge’s two micro-unit projects under construction in the Tenderloin, both of which will also likely house students.

But a successful neighborhood must have housing for families with children as well. From 1907 to the 1970’s the Tenderloin had few children. This changed with the arrival of Southeast Asian refugees in the 1970’s and 1980’s. Rising rents in the Mission during the late 1990’s caused a huge Latino family influx into the Tenderloin. Many Arab-American families live here as well.

Almost no housing sites (those not already slated for development) in the Tenderloin remain. We cannot allow a project we counted upon to provide desperately needed family housing to become another site for single adults. SROs surround the project site; nobody claims there is a shortage of single-adult housing in the area.

In 1985, with the strong support of Planning Director Dean Macris, the Planning Commission bucked the tide of highrise development and rezoned the Tenderloin so that it remained a residential neighborhood. The Commission’s action saved the Tenderloin as an affordable working-class neighborhood.

We call upon you again to do what is best for the Tenderloin. And that requires rejecting this project. The developer should revise its plans or sell to someone who will build something at least close to the original unit mix. That’s what the community counted upon in backing the original project and what the Tenderloin still needs.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Randy Shaw, Executive Director, Tenderloin Housing Clinic 


































services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Randy Shaw <randy@thclinic.org>
Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 11:25 AM
To: Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>

Cc: Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC) <marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org>
Subject: Submission re 450 O'Farrell (Jan 21)

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

Please include in packet to commissioners. If | instead need to send to them
directly please let me know. Thanks

Randy Shaw, Director
Tenderloin Housing Clinic

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This document is intended for the use of the party to whom it is
addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and protected from
disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the addressee, or a person authorized to accept
documents on behalf of the addressee, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure,
dissemination, copying, or other action based on the content of this communication is not
authorized. If you have received this document in error, please immediately reply to the sender and
delete or shred all copies.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: In support of 36 Delano Avenue, 2019-012567DRP (1/14/20 PC)
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:03:18 AM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Leon Yu <leonyu@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 5:06 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: In support of 36 Delano Avenue, 2019-012567DRP (1/14/20 PC)

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

Dear Commissioners,

I'm writing today to express my support for of the proposal for work at 36 Delano Avenue in San
Francisco, California. In reviewing the proposal plans, it all appears to be very appropriate for the
block and in scale with other additions or remodels that have been approved and constructed in
the neighborhood. The plans appear to be very smart use of the limited space to provide the
owner's growing family the appropriate space they need to live. | do not see any detriment that
may potentially be brought to the neighborhood by such work.

In contrast, | can only see the benefits of the work by keeping good people in the
neighborhood. We know owners well, and find them to be outstanding members of the
community. They have contributed to many improvements to the neighborhood, including
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rebuilding local Balboa Park, regular participation in neighborhood celebrations like 4th of July
parades, Halloween celebrations and the general good neighborly behavior. Christopher
Campbell has also been a great resource for the neighborhood in providing consultation and
expertise in tree health and maintenance (as a licensed Arborist) which has huge direct benefit to
the look of the neighborhood, the desire to live here, and property values as a whole.

We appreciate your time and attention to this matter and consideration of the proposal at 36
Delano. We hope your commission sees the value in this project, as we do, and in turn help
continue to keep single family residency stable for good people who love to live in San Francisco.

With appreciation,
Leon Yu and Tessa Lee

19 Delano Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94112
415.269.3004



From: CPC-Commissions Secrefary
Cce: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project
Date: ‘Thursday, January 14, 2021 8:03:09 AM
Attachments: imaae007.0na

image008.ona

im: .o

image010.png

image011.ona

image012.ona

Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

H v O

=

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic Preservation
Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Eric W Rodenbeck <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 4:26 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I'am writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
+ 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

+ Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

+ Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

+ Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

‘We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing for
our most economically vulnerable populations.

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,

Eric W Rodenbeck

erode@stamen.com

4155187795 631 O'Farrell Street, 1605 San Francisco, CA 94109 Constituent
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OneClickPoliics provides online communications tools for supporters ofa cause. issue, organization or association to contaet their elected offiials. For more information regarding our policies and services, please contact info@oneclickpolitics com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letters in support of DR - 3145-3147 Jackson Street - Agenda Item 15
Date: Thursday, January 14, 2021 7:59:28 AM

Attachments: Additional DR Support Letters - 3145-3147 Jackson St.PDF

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Ryan Patterson <ryan@zfplaw.com>

Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 at 7:00 PM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Fung, Frank (CPC)"
<frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)" <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>, Theresa
Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Chan, Deland (CPC)" <deland.chan@sfgov.org>,
"Tanner, Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Diamond, Susan (CPC)"
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>

Cc: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC)"
<elizabeth.gordon-jonckheer@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Brett
Schweinberg <Brett@zfplaw.com>

Subject: Letters in support of DR - 3145-3147 Jackson Street - Agenda Item 15

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

Dear Commissioners:

Please find three additional letters of support for this DR attached, which were not included in the
hearing packet.

Thank you,

Ryan J. Patterson

Zacks, Freedman & Patterson, PC
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (415) 956-8100
Facsimile: (415) 288-9755

Email: ryan@zfplaw.com
www.zfplaw.com
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October 27, 2020

Dear Planning Department,

RE: Project: 2017-011977PRJ

| am Carol Chichester, at 3248 Washington Street. | am writing to express concerns about the
proposed construction at 3145-47 Jackson St, which borders the southern edge of my property
where | have lived since 1972. | have previously voiced my concerns at a preplanning meeting
on September 2018 with the homeowners and their architect as well as in writing with the city
planner at the time. | subsequently had a phone call with the homeowner earlier this month
during which time the same issues emerged but remain unaddressed.

These include concerns regarding the effect of the excavation and the height of the planned
construction. Specifically, my concerns are:

1. The integrity of the retaining wall at the rear of my property
The stability of mature trees including a hard bark eucalyptus tree at the rear of my
property (photo attached) with shallow roots

3. The height of a rear spiral staircase outside the south elevation leading to the roof deck
which is 30 feet in height and exceeds the planning code allowance for the last 10 feet of
the building's depth extending into the rear yard. _

4. The invasion of privacy with a roof deck at another 10 feet additional height right at the
very edge of the building and siting very close to the south-facing property line.

5. The loss of light/sun with a 10 foot higher penthouse elevation and change in the
character of the neighborhood with a building substantially higher than others.

In my prior meeting with the owner in 2018, | raised these concerns and | they were also put in
my letter to the planner. | specifically asked for a plan regarding whether they were building a
retaining wall. | also asked for assurance that my retaining wall would remain intact. | requested
an arborist regarding protection of native and mature landscaping. Finally, | asked for privacy
considerations for the rear deck and windows on the south elevations to include privacy barriers
and a setback of any deck.

I have not heard from the owners until October 2020 at which time they have not addressed any
of the prior raised concerns about my retaining wall and what their plans are for a retaining wall
to be constructed on their property. They have not hired an arborist in the interim either. They
said they would not do a sun study unless | agreed not to file a DR. That conversation was with
the owner and another neighbor. During that time, the owner said that he would not be willing to
collaborate on considerations regarding construction noise level and intensity, if we were going
to be “obstructionist” by asking questions.






| am writing this letter to support the DR being filed by my neighbor at 3242 Washington St and
neighbors on Jackson St. | request that the planning department consider the impact of this
massive excavation on the stability of surrounding properties and trees and the impact the
disproportionate elevation (involving the roof deck and penthouse) will have on privacy,
character, and light in the midblock space.

Thank you, é LQM%C,/&:/‘@&J

Carol Chichester
3248 Washington Street






Michael B. Cohen
158 27" Avenue

San Francisco, CA 94121

Elizabeth Gordon

Planner

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Elizabeth.Gordon-Jonckheer@sfgov.org

Re: Objection to the proposed Plans for 3145 Jackson Street
October 18, 2020
Dear Laura,

| was born at 3248 Washington Street and | lived there for approximately 25 years. | visit my mother (who
continues to live there) very often. | very much enjoy the tranquility of the neighborhood that has been promoted
by the consistency of the houses. The proposed remodeling and massive building project submitted by 3145
Jackson threatens to significantly disrupt not only my mother’s property, but the cohesiveness of the entire block.

First, the Project proposes a significant amount of excavation work (16 feet down and removal of at least 2000
cubic yards) in order to expand the lower floor and build new retaining walls. The new walls will be located in the
required rear yard setback on the east, south and west sides of the Property. In addition to issues with shoring my
property, the new retaining walls will damage the roots of surrounding trees and diminish the mid-block open
space.

Second, the Project encroaches into the required rear yard setback, in violation of §§ 134 and 136 of the Planning
Code. The existing building already extends beyond both adjacent neighboring buildings and does not provide the
required rear yard setback. The Project proposes to exacerbate this issue — the rear deck, spiral staircase, and a
large portion of the new “back lounge” extend into the required rear yard area, beyond the point allowed by
averaging the adjacent buildings. (Planning Code, § 136(c).) Moreover, if, as here, a project sponsor uses averaging
to extend into the required rear yard, the last 10’ of the building’s depth is limited to 30’ in height. (Planning Code,
§ 136(c)(1).) The Project proposes a height of 43’-4” at the new rear wall. The excessive size of the rear addition
will block light to the neighboring properties and create serious privacy impacts.

| urge you to block the proposed building at 3145 Jackson!
Please feel free to contact me with any questions.
Regards,

Michael Cohen

Michael B. Cohen

Michael.cohensfo@gmail.com





From: John Amster <jamster.1998@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Letter that you sent to the planner
Date: January 7,2021 at 1:19:22 PMPST

To: Tony Origlio

Cc: Maria Ansari

—>, Carol Chichester

Franklin Kip Vanderbilt

Tully Murphy

Here 1s a copy of the email I sent. .

Dear Ms. Gordon-Jonckheer,

I am writing about the proposed plans for 3145-3147 Jackson Street.
I live at 3256 washington Street and will be negatively impacted by
the proposed plans. I wanted to let you know that we support the
objections laid out in more detail by my neighbors, including Carol
Chichester and Maria Ansari. The main objection from our point of
view is the increase in the height of the building and rear roof deck
that will have a big impact on our light and privacy. We have
experienced this with recent projects on Presido Avenue. The
proposed addition of a rear-facing roof deck as well as the 10 foot
increase in height to accommodate the proposed penthouse will be
very problematic. From a privacy perspective, it will dramatically
change the nature of all the backyards in the neighborhood by having
a deck that 1s higher than other roof lines and looks into our
backyards and directly into 2nd and 31d story rooms. In addition, the
presence of both the deck and the penthouse will block some degree
of afternoon light.

We would strongly encourage you to limit the height of the
penthouse and to eliminate the rear deck. Especially given the fact
that they have a roof deck proposed in the front of the house, we feel
the rear deck is superfluous and will negatively impact many homes
privacy on the block. Please let me know if there is anything else I
need to do to make sure my objection is considered.

Thanks for your consideration.

Jobhn Amster
3256 washington Street










This communication and its contents may contain confidential and/or privileged material for the sole use
of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited. If you are not the

intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies. Unless expressly stated, nothing in
this communication should be regarded as tax advice.



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Vanderslice, Allison (CPC)
Subject: FW: FEIR for UCSF Comprehensive Parnassus Heights Plan
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 12:46:37 PM

FYI

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: "Vanderslice, Allison (CPC)" <allison.vanderslice@sfgov.org>

Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 at 12:45 PM

To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY @sfgov.org>, "lonin,
Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: "Shum, Ryan (CPC)" <ryan.shum@sfgov.org>, Wade Wietgrefe
<wade.wietgrefe@sfgov.org>, Richard Sucre <richard.sucre@sfgov.org>, Marcelle Boudreaux
<marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org>, "Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC)" <elizabeth.gordon-
jonckheer@sfgov.org>

Subject: FEIR for UCSF Comprehensive Parnassus Heights Plan

Jonas,

Can you please forward to the HPC Commissioners:

The Final Environmental Impact Report for the Comprehensive Parnassus Heights Plan is now available.
The Master Response to comments on the Toland Hall Murals is Master Response 11, found on page

58 of FEIR Volume 2. Responses to the letter sent by the City and County of San Francisco start on
page 101 of Volume 2.

Historic Resource mitigation measures are found in FEIR Volume 1, Section 4.4-19 (page 343) and

include the following added mitigation measure:

CPHP Mitigation Measure CUL-1e: Display of Zakheim Murals

Provided that the Zakheim murals are successfully removed from Toland Hall and stored, UCSF will convene a
Task Force by the end of 2021 to advise on options for the display of the murals in a publicly accessible setting,
either on a UCSF campus or at a museum or other institution. The Task Force will include the Chair of the City’s
Historic Preservation Commission, or their designee.

Thank you!
Allison

Allison Vanderslice, MA
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CEQA Cultural Resources Team Manager, Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER AS OF AUGUST 17:
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 628.652.7505 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we
are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to
participate. Find more information on our services here.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)

Subject: FW: Sharing support for UCSF"s Parnassus and community benefits
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 8:45:36 AM
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Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Andrew Baker <Andrew.Baker.404095648@p2a.co>

Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 8:12 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Sharing support for UCSF's Parnassus and community benefits

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

To whom it may concern,

| am a SF resident, supporter, and support the UCSF Comprehensive Parnassus Heights Plan (CPHP).
A revitalized campus will help UCSF expand patient care, construct new housing, and bring transit
solutions to San Francisco.

Late last year | had to receive emergency (non-COVID) care at UCSF Parnassus. | was astonished at
the quality of care and the fact it was available at all during the pandemic. But now our city and
state’s COVID situation is much different. Would | be able to get safe emergency care if | needed it
today? This moment proves that our city needs more hospital capacity, including residences for the
talented and caring frontline workers.

Without the CPHP, UCSF will be unable to address the region’s growing critical health care needs. |
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recently learned about the plans for renewed campus, hospital, and neighborhood improvements
and am excited by the vision. | learned about the CPHP and community benefits through my
community organization and support these vital improvements. These updates reflect both the
University’s mission and community's priorities based on years of internal collaboration,
neighborhood engagement, and community input. | appreciate UCSF and the City/County of San
Francisco have been working together to advance local investments that best serve our community.
The plan also addresses everyday neighborhood challenges identified by the campus' direct
neighbors, including transit, housing, and open space.

| ask for your support of UCSF, the CPHP, and community benefits. Thank you.
Andrew Baker

144 Alpine Terrace
San Francisco, CA 94117



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 36 Delano Avenue - 2019-012567DRP
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 8:36:02 AM
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San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Jon Mayo <jlmayo@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 6:41 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: 36 Delano Avenue - 2019-012567DRP

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

To Whom it May Concern at the SF Planning Commission,

Glenn and | are writing you this letter with our unequivocal support for the project being planned at
36 Delano Avenue in San Francisco.

We have been neighbors for nearly 7 years in the home DIRECTLY behind the property under
consideration. To say that this project not only is a beautification to the home and impactful to the
families living happiness, it also continues to increase the value of homes in this wonderful southern
City neighborhood.

The Campbells are a wonderful family who participate wholly in he entire neighborhood's well-
being: from Independence Day celebrations at Balboa Park, annual Halloween Street events for the
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children, etc.
We reviewed the proposal that they had submitted and support it without concern.
Thank you,

Jon Mayo
Glenn Pineda

Homeowners - 1859 San Jose Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94112

Jonathan Mayo

415-823-4093
jlmayo@gmail.com
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From: ~Commissions Secr
cc Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project
: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 8:35:49 AM
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San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic Preservation
Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Larry Sullender <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 10:14 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I'am writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
- 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

- Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

- Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

- Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing for
our most economically vulnerable populations.

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
Larry Sullender

larry.sullender@gmail.com
4159945117 1745, Franklin St Apt 203 San Francisco, CA 94109-3505 Constituent

Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at hips:/avanan.url-protection.com/vL/url?
=Y M3MWM3NDg3MDY ONGFIY w=—&h-] DA;YiRKNDQOY mOQ4: 1! TIhZGFmODC
OneClickPolitics provides online communications tools for supporters of  cause, issue, organization or association o contact their elected officials. For more information regarding our pol d services,
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 36 Delano Avenue 2019-012567DRP (01/14/2021 PC hearing)
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 8:35:29 AM
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San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: rechs@comcast.net <rechs@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 7:21 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: 36 Delano Avenue 2019-012567DRP (01/14/2021 PC hearing)

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

To Whom It May Concern,

We have reviewed and completely support the addition proposal for 36 Delano
Avenue. It is a small house, which can be a challenge for a growing family. We have
lived on Delano Avenue since 1986. 30 years ago we were in the same situation with
two young daughters, needing another bedroom. At that time we were fully supported
by our neighbors. It was either add an addition or possibly move out of the
neighborhood. The addition is totally appropriate for this block, in size and mass.

The Campbell family are wonderful neighbors, who participate in all of the
neighborhood events and functions. In the past all of the neighbors have supported
each other through the many additions that have taken place on Delano Avenue. We
would be sad if they are forced to leave our neighborhood, to look for a larger home,
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which we think is totally unnecessary
Sincerely,
Buzz and Nancy Rechsteiner

2 Delano Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94112



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 36 Delano Avenue, 2019-012567DRP
Date: Wednesday, January 13, 2021 8:35:17 AM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Michael J Potepan <mpotepan@sfsu.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 4:40 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: 36 Delano Avenue, 2019-012567DRP

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

Reference: 36 Delano Avenue, 2019-012567DRP

Hearing Date: 1/14/2020

Dear Commissioners:

We are writing in support of the above referenced project at 35 Delano Avenue.

We have known Chandra and Christopher Campbell since they moved in across the street

from us in 2006. Since then, they have contributed to the neighborhood and surrounding
community in numerous ways both large and small. Christopher was instrumental in the
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development of the Balboa Park children’s playground and nearby skatepark. He and Chandra
have worked with other neighbors on a street closure to ensure a safe Halloween and on
Fourth of July and Easter festivities. On a personal note, as a certified arborist, Christopher
has done work for us, exceeding expectations every time.

We have reviewed the plans for the Campbell’s remodel at 36 Delano. We believe their
proposal represents a reasonable extension that allows them to remain in the house as their
family has grown and requires additional living space. The plans as proposed are in scale with
the neighborhood and totally in keeping with the size and scope of surrounding houses on the
block. We do not see how this proposed remodel could have any negative impact on other
residents on the block.

We understand that one neighbor has objected to the Campbell’s project. We find it ironic
that this same neighbor recently undertook a two-plus year remodeling project on his own

house that was very similar to the proposed project by the Campbells. No one including the
Campbells objected to that neighbor’s right to improve their home then.

We strongly urge you to support this very reasonable project.
Sincerely,
Donna Ficarrotta & Michael Potepan

35 Delano Avenue
San Francisco



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Re Item 14, 2018-017283DRP for 476 LOMBARD STREET on your January 14, 2021
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 3:47:10 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Teri Rousseau <terimmc@aol.com>

Reply-To: Teri Rousseau <terimmc@aol.com>

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 at 2:34 PM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@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>, "Tanner, Rachael
(CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>,
"Hillis, Rich (CPC)" <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>,
"Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)"
<jonas.ionin@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>,
"Tanner, Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Hillis, Rich (CPC)" <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>

Cc: Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>, "Hepner, Lee (BOS)"
<lee.hepner@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>

Subject: Re Item 14, 2018-017283DRP for 476 LOMBARD STREET on your January 14, 2021

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

Supervisor Peskin — | am writing regarding my opposition to allowing the expansion of this
historic building.
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The proposal presented seems in direct conflict with San Franciscos’ initiative to preserve
the historic architecture so unique to our beloved city and most especially North Beach.

Built in 1926, this building is one of the few remaining today that was passionately designed
by the acclaimed Louis Mastropasqua, architect of the Juluis’ Castle.

The project proposes a massive and gross expansion of the building including the addition of
a roof deck, exterior spiral staircase and large back of building extension. It is completely out
of scope of the neighborhood and if built, reduces valuable light, air and privacy of its
neighbors.

As a representative entrusted with preserving the historic character of San Francisco, | am
sure you will agree, that this would undeniably have a severe negative impact on North Beach,
one of San Franciscos’ most treasured areas. Additionally, if approved, it opens the door for
other such projects throughout our beloved city.

| am resident of the Bay Area, with deep roots in North Beach, and spend significant time in
San Francisco, proudly hosting friends and family at various establishments in this iconic
neighborhood.

Please do not approve this project it would be a disservice to our community.

Thank you, Teri Rousseau



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Proposed Continuance - 1145 Mission Street - Agenda Item 11 - Case No. 2007.0604X
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 3:45:26 PM

Please be advised.

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Ryan Patterson <ryan@zfplaw.com>

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 at 2:58 PM

To: "Ajello Hoagland, Linda (CPC)" <linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)"
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: Shoshana Raphael <shoshana@zfplaw.com>, Richard Sucre <richard.sucre@sfgov.org>,
"Hillis, Rich (CPC)" <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>,
"RivamonteMesa, Abigail (BOS)" <abigail.rivamontemesa@sfgov.org>

Subject: Proposed Continuance - 1145 Mission Street - Agenda Item 11 - Case No. 2007.0604X

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

Dear All,

The Project Sponsor’s team respectfully requests a one-month continuance in order to explore
alternative project options. We agree to waive the right to include this continued hearing in the
number of permissible hearings under SB 330.

Thank you, and happy New Year.
Best,
Ryan

Ryan J. Patterson

Zacks, Freedman & Patterson, PC
235 Montgomery Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (415) 956-8100
Facsimile: (415) 288-9755

Email: ryan@zfplaw.com
www.zfplaw.com


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//east.exch029.serverdata.net/owa/redir.aspx%3FSURL%3DChGeaZrpD8PHzbcw60jDRZn-LPJ2JCMksSXGGny0fDGU2M0s7k7TCG0AYQBpAGwAdABvADoAcgB5AGEAbgBAAHoAZgBwAGwAYQB3AC4AYwBvAG0A%26amp%3BURL%3Dmailto%253aryan%2540zfplaw.com&g=ODdjNTQzMmFlYWM4ZTZhNg==&h=ZjY4ZGM5MDg2NzAzOTM3MDc4ZGUyYWUyYjlmNjM3Zjk0MmVlYmUwOGFiZDA3ODVhYTU1NmNmODIyYTg3YTgyYg==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOjg3MWFhMmJiMmQ2ODA0NjRhM2YyYjU2MjAzNmU2Y2MyOnYx
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//east.exch029.serverdata.net/owa/redir.aspx%3FSURL%3DwYWABWm6VfDOQc3OZH7nl2-3wKvBbw_6zgd1d1Rib5CU2M0s7k7TCGgAdAB0AHAAOgAvAC8AdwB3AHcALgB6AGYAcABsAGEAdwAuAGMAbwBtAC8A%26amp%3BURL%3Dhttp%253a%252f%252fwww.zfplaw.com%252f&g=MjlhNTBmMTE1ODZkYjZhOA==&h=ZGFjOGM1MzI4N2Y5NWU3ZDVlNzJiYzM5NWQwMzgwNTlhYWUxODY0YTEzYzIzYWE4NjFkNDZiZGE1ODFkYzg1YQ==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOjg3MWFhMmJiMmQ2ODA0NjRhM2YyYjU2MjAzNmU2Y2MyOnYx

This communication and its contents may contain confidential and/or privileged material for the sole use
of the intended recipient. Any review or distribution by others is strictly prohibited. If you are not the

intended recipient, please contact the sender and delete all copies. Unless expressly stated, nothing in
this communication should be regarded as tax advice.



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 36 Delano Avenue SF Ca 94112 2019-012567DRP
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 3:16:17 PM
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Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

0 v O « & =

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: EMERALD <emeraldmoving@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 11:54 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>; emeraldmoving@yahoo.com

Subject: 36 Delano Avenue SF Ca 94112 2019-012567DRP

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

Dear Commissioners & Architect, David Winslow,
Re: 2019-012567DRP

This is the perfect project for this neighborhood. | and my family support the project. | live very
close 36 Delano on Santa Ysabel Ave. This neighborhood is perfect for families. | have raised my
family here. Thankfully | had enough room for them otherwise | would not be living here.

The house is on a huge lot. There are other homes in the neighborhood that have expanded the
envelope years ago so they could avail of living in the area. We live within walking distance to Bart
and Muni. We don’t need a car because of this.

The project should be approved and allow this family to remain in the neighborhood. It will also be
good in the future for families to buy into this area many years to come.

Yours Sincerely
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Hearing on 476 Lombard- wrong description
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 1:22:48 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 1:55 PM

To: Matthew Sturla <sturlamatthew@gmail.com>, "Joel.Koppel@sfgov.or"
<Joel.Koppel@sfgov.or>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas
(CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>

Subject: RE: Hearing on 476 Lombard- wrong description

The agenda language has been corrected and the calendar amended at 1:00 this afternoon - 72
hours prior to the hearing as required by the Brown act.

David Winslow

Principal Architect

Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness, Suite 1400 | San Francisco, California, 94103
T: (628) 652-7335

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: Matthew Sturla <sturlamatthew@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 1:22 PM

To: Joel.Koppel@sfgov.or; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com

Cc: Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland (CPC)
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<deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC)
<frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael
(CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Hearing on 476 Lombard- wrong description

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

Dear President Koppel,

My Grandparents have a DR before you on January 14, 2021, but the way the project is described is completely
wrong. [ am asking for a continuation on their behalf so the information gets corrected and their neighbors who
want to speak know they are calling in for the right project. This mistake may cause confusion for people who want
to comment.

Thank you for understanding,

Matt Sturla



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Agenda Language has not been corrected and the calendar has not been amended as Mr. Winslow indicated
in his email!

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 1:21:46 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Reply-To: Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 at 12:03 PM

To: Corey Teague <corey.teague@sfgov.org>, "joel.koppel@sfgov.org"
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)" <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas
(CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>

Subject: Agenda Language has not been corrected and the calendar has not been amended as
Mr. Winslow indicated in his email!

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

Dear President Koppel and Zoning Administrator Teague

Please continue the hearing on 476 Lombard! The agenda is still incorrect despite Planner Winslow's email
stating it has been corrected.

I do not understand why the language for the hearing on Thursday on Item 14 - 476 Lombard has not been changed
as of this morning January 12, at 11:00 am. It is not less than the 72 hours prior required by the Brown act.

Mr. Winslow stated in his email on Monday, January 11, 2021 at 1:55 pm (Original text below), that the Agenda
language has been corrected and the calendar amended within the time frame required by the Brown Act.

I have taken video of the pages as well as photos to confirm it has not been done. The
public deserves the correct information so every voice can be heard.

https://youtu.be/i4s-5yRQ2ts - Video shows the hearing notice is still incorrect as of 11:00
am Tuesday, January 12, 2021
https://voutu.be/FUgSfIRW3cU - Video shows the hearing notice is still incorrect as of
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6:24pm, Monday, January 11, 2021

Supporting photos from 8:09 pm on Monday January 11, 2021 are attached.
Supporting photos from 11:04 am on Tuesday, January 11, 2021 are attached.

As always, thank you for your time and attention, and I hope you will honor this request for a continuation. Staff
has acknowledged the language on the agenda is incorrect, the the correct calendar has not be posted, so it has not
met the deadline for correction as presented.

Shelley Bradford Bell
415-749-1083

On Monday, January 11, 2021, 01:55:51 PM PST, Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org> wrote:

The agenda language has been corrected and the calendar amended at 1:00 this afternoon - 72 hours prior to the
hearing as required by the Brown act.

David Winslow
Principal Architect

Design Review | Citywide and Current Planning
San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness, Suite 1400 | San Francisco, California, 94103

T: (628) 652-7335

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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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Continue Hearing on 476 Lombard due to wrong description
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 1:21:46 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Savannah Sturla <ssturla@berkeley.edu>

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 at 10:46 AM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Continue Hearing on 476 Lombard due to wrong description

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

Dear President Koppel,

My grandparents have a DR before you on January 14, 2021, but the way the project is described is completely
wrong. I am asking for a continuation on their behalf so the information gets corrected and their neighbors who want
to speak know they are calling in for the right project. This mistake may cause confusion for people who want to
comment and that would not be fair to the public.

All the best,
Savannah Sturla

Savannah Sturla
she/her/hers

B.S. Environmental Sciences, B.S. Molecular Toxicology Minor | Class of 2021
University of California, Berkeley

ssturla@berkeley.edu | (925) 594-9440
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW $62 MILLION RELIEF PLAN FOR
SMALL BUSINESSES

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 11:29:34 AM

Attachments: 1.12.21 New Small Business Relief.pdf

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

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

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 at 11:02 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW $62
MILLION RELIEF PLAN FOR SMALL BUSINESSES

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, January 12, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.or

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW $62 MILLION
RELIEF PLAN FOR SMALL BUSINESSES

Combination of grants and loans will triple San Francisco’s total direct financial support for
small business during the pandemic

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced a new plan to provide
immediate financial relief for small businesses struggling as a result of COVID-19. The $62
million plan will provide a combination of grants and very low to zero-interest loans, which
will complement and expand existing local, state, and federal initiatives.

Locally, San Francisco has already provided more than $24 million in grants and loans, and
recently waived an additional $5 million in fees for our hardest hit small businesses. This new
small business relief plan will triple the overall support provided by the City. This comes as
the federal government has directed new funding in the expansion of the Paycheck Protection
Program (PPP), and the State has launched its own Small Business COVID-19 Relief Grant
Program.

“These have been long, hard months on so many of us, but in particular our small business
owners and workers have really struggled,” said Mayor Breed. “We have lost too many of our
small businesses already during this pandemic, and this relief plan will help many businesses
get through these next challenging months as the vaccine is distributed and we can begin our
recovery. The San Francisco we are going to be moving forward needs our small businesses to
provide jobs and make our neighborhoods vibrant again sooner for residents and visitors.”
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, January 12, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW $62 MILLION
RELIEF PLAN FOR SMALL BUSINESSES

Combination of grants and loans will triple San Francisco’s total direct financial support for
small business during the pandemic

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced a new plan to provide
immediate financial relief for small businesses struggling as a result of COVID-19. The $62
million plan will provide a combination of grants and very low to zero-interest loans, which will
complement and expand existing local, state, and federal initiatives.

Locally, San Francisco has already provided more than $24 million in grants and loans, and
recently waived an additional $5 million in fees for our hardest hit small businesses. This new
small business relief plan will triple the overall support provided by the City. This comes as the
federal government has directed new funding in the expansion of the Paycheck Protection
Program (PPP), and the State has launched its own Small Business COVID-19 Relief Grant
Program.

“These have been long, hard months on so many of us, but in particular our small business
owners and workers have really struggled,” said Mayor Breed. “We have lost too many of our
small businesses already during this pandemic, and this relief plan will help many businesses get
through these next challenging months as the vaccine is distributed and we can begin our
recovery. The San Francisco we are going to be moving forward needs our small businesses to
provide jobs and make our neighborhoods vibrant again sooner for residents and visitors.”

“With the rollout of COVID-19 vaccines, we are finally seeing some light at the end of the
tunnel, but we are not there yet, and these resources will make sure some of our favorite
neighborhood businesses will still be around when we get there,” said Carmen Chu, San
Francisco Assessor and Co-chair of the Economic Recovery Task Force, a collaborative body
responsible for compiling over 40 recommendations to help the City rebound stronger. “San
Francisco will rise again and we can do this together.”

Proposed Grant Program -- $12.4 million

SF Relief Grants: The proposed grant program will provide immediate relief to help stabilize
small business operations by offering grants of $5,000 to $20,000, based on the number of
employees that each employer had in February 2020. The goal of this program will be to reach
businesses across the City and in high need neighborhoods in particular. This program will
support small businesses operated by people of color, women, long-standing businesses, those
most impacted by Stay at Home orders, and those that were excluded from or otherwise unable

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141
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to access state and federal programs. Businesses will be required to have a San Francisco
location and/or a San Francisco business license to operate. These funds will be distributed
quickly to help address impacts of the current surge, with more substantial loan funds to follow
supporting businesses as they reopen and bring people back to work.

Proposed Loan Program -- Up to $50 million

SF Community Investment Loans: This planned loan program is aimed at supporting businesses
by providing working capital, especially to those left out of existing relief programs. This will
include businesses that normally generate more than $2.5 million in annual revenue, including
many restaurants. To meet the overwhelming need created by COVID-19, during the past year,
the City has successfully leveraged investments to maximize available loans to small businesses.
Working with the City’s established local community lending partners as well as federal and
state government, the City plans to leverage this latest, unprecedented investment to make a $50
million loan program available, offering San Francisco small businesses very low to zero-interest
loans ranging up to $250,000. By targeting small community anchor businesses that employ
more people, with an ultimate aim of retaining and creating new jobs, the loan program will help
stabilize San Francisco’s local workforce. This plan also includes a focus on microloans for
businesses who may not otherwise be in a position to borrow capital.

“We’re a city that tackles challenges head on and through this pandemic, we’ve seen our
communities step up in support of our neighborhood small businesses who rely on everyday
purchases to stay open,” said Joaquin Torres, Director of the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development. “The announcement of today’s financial relief plan reflects the City’s commitment
toward a more equitable future by investing millions to support our mom and pop shops and their
workers who are struggling to make ends meet. Together, with state and federal resources, we'll
ensure our businesses have the capital to stay open, preserve jobs, and provide a continuity of
services for the public over the next few months as we move toward an aggressive economic
recovery.”

The Mayor is working with Departments to analyze their budgets and spending in order to
identify any possible savings that could be used to support our small businesses. This program
will be funded by these departmental expenditure savings. This funding will require a
supplemental ordinance to be approved by the Board of Supervisors, which will be introduced in
January.

“The devastating effect on our small businesses due to the pandemic has really crushed a vital
part of our economy in SF. The millions of dollars in assistance, for these businesses from this
relief plan, is the lifeline that we need to help a lot of our businesses survive,” said Board of
Supervisors President Shamann Walton. “I am super excited about the grants that will be
provided from this funding and zero interest loans will also help maintain a safety net for our
businesses. | am thrilled that this support is available, while we continue to fight off the virus and
get to the point where we can reopen safely.”

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
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“In the face of budget deficit, our city is working hard to identify funding to provide a lifeline for
our local merchants,” said Supervisor Connie Chan. “We know the only way we can get through
this pandemic is for all of us to work together and find creative solutions, including more grant
programs to support our small businesses and working people. I’'m committed to do whatever |
can to meet that responsibility.”

“The pandemic put our local economy into survival mode, and no one has been hurt harder than
our small business community,” said Supervisor Catherine Stefani. “Small businesses employ
half of the workers and make our neighborhoods vibrant places to live. They are the backbone of
our city, and we need to do everything we can to support them. This relief package is an
important step toward providing small businesses the stabilization they will need to survive.”

“Qur city is hemorrhaging small businesses: The Cliff House, Slims, The Stud, the list of
businesses we’ve lost during the pandemic goes on, and on,” said Supervisor Matt Haney. “If we
don’t act swiftly, we’re in danger of losing many more of our most iconic businesses that
contribute so much to our city. As Chair of the Budget and Finance Committee, | am proud to
stand by the Mayor in announcing this package to help our small businesses. These funds can’t
come soon enough.”

“The pandemic has already permanently shuttered far too many San Francisco small businesses
and we know that even more will follow in the coming months if we don’t intervene,” said
Supervisor Rafael Mandelman. “This relief plan is the sort of decisive and impactful action from
City Hall that our small businesses need to stay afloat. The $62 million in this plan triples the
amount of support we have previously provided small businesses and we must continue to find
ways to do even more.”

“I’m pleased to see we’re finally giving the people what they want: direct relief,” said Supervisor
Peskin. “Over and over, small businesses have told us that to survive this pandemic, they must
pay their employees, insurance and bills. People are suffering, and small business relief funds
should be going directly to employers and employees, not landlords and consultants.”

Since the beginning of the pandemic, the City of San Francisco has provided immediate and
ongoing support for small businesses, including more than $24 million in grants and loans to
more than 1,230 businesses, tens of millions of dollars in fee and tax deferrals, and assistance
applying for state and federal funding. Additionally, just last week, the Board of Supervisors
passed the Mayor’s legislation waiving $5 million in fees and taxes for entertainment and
nightlife venues and small restaurants, meaning that businesses that receive a waiver do not have
to pay back the fees at a later date.

In addition to creating and supporting programs that respond to the urgent and ongoing needs of
COVID-19, Mayor Breed has continued to invest in programs that regularly support small
businesses in San Francisco, including the Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative and Grants for the
Arts. Lastly, the City has advanced numerous initiatives to make it easier to operate and open
businesses during COVID-19 and beyond, such as the Shared Spaces program and the Save Our
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Small Businesses ballot measure, which voters approved in November 2020. More information
about San Francisco’s support for small businesses is available here.

“This is the biggest relief plan the City has pursued for small business since the pandemic
started, and will save thousands of desperately needed jobs and businesses throughout the City,”
said Sharky Laguana, San Francisco Small Business Commissioner. “With a vaccine now
starting to be deployed, making sure that everyone who needs it has a bridge to economic
recovery is critical to getting back on our feet as quickly as possible.”

“Many of our mid-sized restaurants are the anchors of our neighborhood corridors and represent
some of the longer operating businesses in the city. Expanding access to allow more mid-sized
restaurants to apply will support this heavily impacted industry,” said Laurie Thomas, Executive
Director, Golden Gate Restaurant Association. “We are thankful for the continued efforts on the
part of the city leaders to try to help save our restaurant community.”

“I’m grateful that the Mayor and her team are making efforts to get critically needed funds to our
restaurants,” said Mat Shuster, Chef & Owner, Canela Bistro. “Without continued financial
assistance to restaurants like mine that have been operating in the Castro for the past ten years,
we will struggle to survive.”

“Small food operators like myself are dealing with unprecedented challenges from COVID-19.
These City investments are vital to maintaining the operations of businesses like mine,” said
Tiffany Carter of Boug Cali. “Funds from the City’s Small Business grant programs are a lifeline
and have given my business the opportunity to deliver meals and groceries to some of our most
vulnerable residents and essential workers around the city.”

HiH
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“With the rollout of COVID-19 vaccines, we are finally seeing some light at the end of the
tunnel, but we are not there yet, and these resources will make sure some of our favorite
neighborhood businesses will still be around when we get there,” said Carmen Chu, San
Francisco Assessor and Co-chair of the Economic Recovery Task Force, a collaborative body
responsible for compiling over 40 recommendations to help the City rebound stronger. “San
Francisco will rise again and we can do this together.”

Proposed Grant Program -- $12.4 million

SF Relief Grants: The proposed grant program will provide immediate relief to help stabilize
small business operations by offering grants of $5,000 to $20,000, based on the number of
employees that each employer had in February 2020. The goal of this program will be to reach
businesses across the City and in high need neighborhoods in particular. This program will
support small businesses operated by people of color, women, long-standing businesses, those
most impacted by Stay at Home orders, and those that were excluded from or otherwise unable
to access state and federal programs. Businesses will be required to have a San Francisco
location and/or a San Francisco business license to operate. These funds will be distributed
quickly to help address impacts of the current surge, with more substantial loan funds to
follow supporting businesses as they reopen and bring people back to work.

Proposed Loan Program -- Up to $50 million

SF Community Investment Loans: This planned loan program is aimed at supporting
businesses by providing working capital, especially to those left out of existing relief
programs. This will include businesses that normally generate more than $2.5 million in
annual revenue, including many restaurants. To meet the overwhelming need created by
COVID-19, during the past year, the City has successfully leveraged investments to maximize
available loans to small businesses. Working with the City’s established local community
lending partners as well as federal and state government, the City plans to leverage this latest,
unprecedented investment to make a $50 million loan program available, offering San
Francisco small businesses very low to zero-interest loans ranging up to $250,000. By
targeting small community anchor businesses that employ more people, with an ultimate aim
of retaining and creating new jobs, the loan program will help stabilize San Francisco’s local
workforce. This plan also includes a focus on microloans for businesses who may not
otherwise be in a position to borrow capital.

“We’re a city that tackles challenges head on and through this pandemic, we’ve seen our
communities step up in support of our neighborhood small businesses who rely on everyday
purchases to stay open,” said Joaquin Torres, Director of the Office of Economic and
Workforce Development. “The announcement of today’s financial relief plan reflects the
City’s commitment toward a more equitable future by investing millions to support our mom
and pop shops and their workers who are struggling to make ends meet. Together, with state
and federal resources, we'll ensure our businesses have the capital to stay open, preserve jobs,
and provide a continuity of services for the public over the next few months as we move
toward an aggressive economic recovery.”

The Mayor is working with Departments to analyze their budgets and spending in order to
identify any possible savings that could be used to support our small businesses. This program
will be funded by these departmental expenditure savings. This funding will require a



supplemental ordinance to be approved by the Board of Supervisors, which will be introduced
in January.

“The devastating effect on our small businesses due to the pandemic has really crushed a vital
part of our economy in SF. The millions of dollars in assistance, for these businesses from this
relief plan, is the lifeline that we need to help a lot of our businesses survive,” said Board of
Supervisors President Shamann Walton. “I am super excited about the grants that will be
provided from this funding and zero interest loans will also help maintain a safety net for our
businesses. I am thrilled that this support is available, while we continue to fight off the virus
and get to the point where we can reopen safely.”

“In the face of budget deficit, our city is working hard to identify funding to provide a lifeline
for our local merchants,” said Supervisor Connie Chan. “We know the only way we can get
through this pandemic is for all of us to work together and find creative solutions, including
more grant programs to support our small businesses and working people. I’'m committed to
do whatever I can to meet that responsibility.”

“The pandemic put our local economy into survival mode, and no one has been hurt harder
than our small business community,” said Supervisor Catherine Stefani. “Small businesses
employ half of the workers and make our neighborhoods vibrant places to live. They are the
backbone of our city, and we need to do everything we can to support them. This relief
package is an important step toward providing small businesses the stabilization they will need
to survive.”

“Our city is hemorrhaging small businesses: The Cliff House, Slims, The Stud, the list of
businesses we’ve lost during the pandemic goes on, and on,” said Supervisor Matt Haney. “If
we don’t act swiftly, we’re in danger of losing many more of our most iconic businesses that
contribute so much to our city. As Chair of the Budget and Finance Committee, I am proud to
stand by the Mayor in announcing this package to help our small businesses. These funds can’t
come soon enough.”

“The pandemic has already permanently shuttered far too many San Francisco small
businesses and we know that even more will follow in the coming months if we don’t
intervene,” said Supervisor Rafael Mandelman. “This relief plan is the sort of decisive and
impactful action from City Hall that our small businesses need to stay afloat. The $62 million
in this plan triples the amount of support we have previously provided small businesses and
we must continue to find ways to do even more.”

“I’m pleased to see we’re finally giving the people what they want: direct relief,” said
Supervisor Peskin. “Over and over, small businesses have told us that to survive this
pandemic, they must pay their employees, insurance and bills. People are suffering, and small
business relief funds should be going directly to employers and employees, not landlords and
consultants.”

Since the beginning of the pandemic, the City of San Francisco has provided immediate and
ongoing support for small businesses, including more than $24 million in grants and loans to
more than 1,230 businesses, tens of millions of dollars in fee and tax deferrals, and assistance
applying for state and federal funding. Additionally, just last week, the Board of Supervisors
passed the Mayor’s legislation waiving $5 million in fees and taxes for entertainment and
nightlife venues and small restaurants, meaning that businesses that receive a waiver do not



have to pay back the fees at a later date.

In addition to creating and supporting programs that respond to the urgent and ongoing needs
of COVID-19, Mayor Breed has continued to invest in programs that regularly support small
businesses in San Francisco, including the Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative and Grants for
the Arts. Lastly, the City has advanced numerous initiatives to make it easier to operate and
open businesses during COVID-19 and beyond, such as the Shared Spaces program and the
Save Our Small Businesses ballot measure, which voters approved in November 2020. More
information about San Francisco’s support for small businesses is available here.

“This is the biggest relief plan the City has pursued for small business since the pandemic
started, and will save thousands of desperately needed jobs and businesses throughout the
City,” said Sharky Laguana, San Francisco Small Business Commissioner. “With a vaccine
now starting to be deployed, making sure that everyone who needs it has a bridge to economic
recovery is critical to getting back on our feet as quickly as possible.”

“Many of our mid-sized restaurants are the anchors of our neighborhood corridors and
represent some of the longer operating businesses in the city. Expanding access to allow more
mid-sized restaurants to apply will support this heavily impacted industry,” said Laurie
Thomas, Executive Director, Golden Gate Restaurant Association. “We are thankful for the
continued efforts on the part of the city leaders to try to help save our restaurant community.”

“I’m grateful that the Mayor and her team are making efforts to get critically needed funds to
our restaurants,” said Mat Shuster, Chef & Owner, Canela Bistro. “Without continued
financial assistance to restaurants like mine that have been operating in the Castro for the past
ten years, we will struggle to survive.”

“Small food operators like myself are dealing with unprecedented challenges from COVID-19.
These City investments are vital to maintaining the operations of businesses like mine,” said
Tiffany Carter of Boug Cali. “Funds from the City’s Small Business grant programs are a
lifeline and have given my business the opportunity to deliver meals and groceries to some of
our most vulnerable residents and essential workers around the city.”

HiH
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Updegrave, Samantha (CPC)
Subject: FW: Petition Signers Supporting 550 O"Farrell Street
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 11:12:13 AM
Attachments: 550 O"Farrell Petition Sianers.xIsx
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Corey Smith <corey@sfhac.org>

Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 10:58 AM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>;
Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael (CPC)
<rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>

Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Laura Clark
<laura@yimbyaction.org>; Todd David <todd@sfhac.org>

Subject: Petition Signers Supporting 550 O'Farrell Street

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

Members of the San Francisco Planning Commission,
On behalf of the Housing Action Coalition and SF YIMBY, please see the attached list of petition
signers supporting the housing proposal at 550 O'Farrell Street. We also have a link here to the

Housing Action Coalition's Report Card.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
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		Campaign Name		First Name		Last Name		Email		Mailing Zip/Postal Code

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Kevin		Vaarsi		kvaarsi@yahoo.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Corey		Smith		corey@sfhac.org		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Philip		Levin		levin.philip@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Matt		Thrailkill		matt@thrailkill.org		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Jonathan		Pearlman		jonathan@elevationarchitects.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Leigh		Chang		leighmchang@yahoo.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Michael		Chen		mychen10@yahoo.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Patrick		McNerney		pmcnerney@martinbuilding.com		94920

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Nicholas		Pitney		nico.pitney@gmail.com		94103

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Quenton		Cook		quenton.cook@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Auros		Harman		rmharman@auros.org		94066

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Roshan		Vyas		roshanvyas@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Alexander		Best		alexander.jb@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Allie		Jones		allieherson@gmail.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Andrew		Chatham		andrew@andrewchatham.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Albert		Eibner		berto51@yahoo.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Beverly		Mills		bev@studiobeverly.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Bill		Harkins		billharkins@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Brian		Stone		visalianative@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Charles		Whitfield		whitfield.cw@gmail.com		94114

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Dan		Federman		dfed@me.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Jeff		Rosenberg		j.rosenberg@yahoo.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Jessi		Lawrence		jessi@openhouse-sf.org		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Jorge		Silva		jorge.silva.jetter@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Emily		Ham		eham@mbep.biz		93940

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Aaron		Conner		aaronconner86@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Sara		Ogilvie		sara@ogilvie.us.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Christina		Salehi		christina.dreibholz@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Scott		Pluta		scott.pluta@gmail.com		94114

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Scot		Conner		scot.conner@berkeley.edu		94123

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Thomas		Crowley		t.m.crowley@gmail.com		92262

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Jeremy		Linden		jlinden@monkey.org		94103

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Dana		Beuschel		dana.beuschel@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		kristen		berman		kristen.berman@gmail.com		94608

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Jordon		Wing		jordonwii@gmail.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Sohrab		Saeb		sosata866@yahoo.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Aaron		Beitch		aaron.beitch@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Hazel		O'Neil		oneil.hazel@gmail.com		94121

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		DJ		Capobianco		dj@djcap.net		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Jehan		Tremback		hi@jehan.email		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Truc		Nguyen		trucnguyen90@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Tyler		Kepler		tyler.kepler@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Benedict		Donahue		ben@bendonahue.com		94117

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Janet		lee		leejanet23@gmail.com		94107

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Townsend		Walker		townsend@townsendwalker.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Evan		Perkins		evantheperkins@gmail.com		94115

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Shoshana		Raphael		shoshanaraphael@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Alex		Taylor		alextaylor1001@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Robyn		Leslie		rduisbergleslie@gmail.com		94103

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Adam		Buchbinder		adam.buchbinder@gmail.com		95008

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Joey		Babbitt		jrbabbitt@gmail.com		94133

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Matthew		Ticknor		matt@junctionprops.com		94110

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Andrew		Holdaway		imacinstead@gmail.com		93312

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Chris		Heriot		cheriot@gmail.com		94109

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Pamela		Vaughn		plvaughn@gmail.com		94102

		Action Network Petition - Support New Homes at 550 O'Farrell Street		Kenneth		Russell		krlist+yimby@gmail.com		94132






























Respectfully,
Corey Smith
Deputy Director, HAC

Corey Smith %% | Pronouns: he/him

Deputy Director | Bay Area Housing Advocacy Coalition
Deputy Director | San Francisco Housing Action Coalition
95 Brady Street, San Francisco, CA 94103

Office (415) 541-9001 | Cell (925) 360-5290

Email: corey@sfhac.org | Web: sfhac.org

sponsorship information.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 2019-012567DRP 36 delano

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 10:50:54 AM
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Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: roger ryan <rogerryan123@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 10:40 AM

To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; roger ryan <rogerryan123@gmail.com>
Subject: 2019-012567DRP 36 delano

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

36 Delano Avenue SF Ca 94112 2019-012567DRP

Dear Commissioners & Mr. David Winslow,
Re: 2019-012567DRP

I live in this beautiful diverse neighborhood for many years. | know the family at 36 Delaon street.
We are blessed to have such wonderful people in our community. As you may know that we live
near to a transit corridor. The home is too small for a family of 4 where 2 kids are sharing a room.
36 Delano has the opportunity to expand their home. This is fantastic as we need more families in
our city now and in the future. This home is small compared to the lot size and needs to expand in
order to accommodate this family. In addition if this family has another kid they could be forced
from our neighbourhood and community. This would be a great loss to us.
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This is the perfect project for this neighborhood. | fully support the project. | live one block from 36
Delano on Santa Ysabel Ave.

Thank You
roger ryan



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)

Subject: FW: Sharing support for UCSF"s Parnassus and community benefits
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:29:20 AM
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San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Colette Lucas-Conwell <Colette.LucasConwell.403852431@p2a.co>
Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:47 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Sharing support for UCSF's Parnassus and community benefits

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

To whom it may concern,

| am a SF resident, and support the UCSF Comprehensive Parnassus Heights Plan (CPHP). A
revitalized campus will help UCSF encourage sustainable transportation choices and reduce the
campus’ carbon footprint.

Any and all housing is welcome! It takes inordinate amounts of funding, and guts, to take on a
project of this size. | am wholeheartedly behind this.

Without the CPHP, UCSF will be unable to treat over 3,000 patients annually who seek care but
cannot be accommodated due to an insufficient number of hospital beds. | appreciate UCSF led an
extensive community engagement and internal planning process. | heard about the plan and
associated benefits during the planning process and am excited about the vision. These updates
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reflect both the University’s mission and community's priorities based on years of internal
collaboration, neighborhood engagement, and community input. | appreciate UCSF and the
City/County of San Francisco have been working together to advance local investments that best
serve our community. The plan also addresses everyday neighborhood challenges identified by the
campus' direct neighbors, including transit, housing, and open space.

| ask for your support of UCSF, the CPHP, and community benefits. Thank you.
Colette Lucas-Conwell

3030 Larkin St
San Francisco, CA 94109



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: FW: A shared future for UCSF Parnassus Heights
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:29:00 AM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Kevin Kress <Kevin.Kress.404076982@p2a.co>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 5:04 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: A shared future for UCSF Parnassus Heights

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

To whom it may concern,

I'm a strong supporter of new holding and transit in San Francisco. | am a SF resident, supporter, and
advocate for UCSF's Comprehensive Parnassus Heights Plan and community benefits.

These important updates will allow UCSF to utilize smart urban planning to address local
transportation, housing, and open space needs. Without the plan to revitalize UCSF Parnassus
Heights and build a new hospital, UCSF will be unable to invest millions in transportation, affordable
housing, and a new hospital for the community. | learned about the CPHP and community benefits
through my community organization and support these vital improvements. | recently learned about
the plans for renewed campus, hospital, and neighborhood improvements and am excited by the
vision. | appreciate UCSF led an extensive community engagement and internal planning process.
These updates reflect both the University’s mission and community's priorities, while addressing
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everyday neighborhood challenges such as open space, transit, and housing. | appreciate UCSF and
the City/County of San Francisco have been working together to advance local investments that best
serve our community.

Thank you, and | ask for your support for these critical investments in UCSF Parnassus Heights.
Kevin Kress

808 Minnesota St
San Francisco, CA 94107



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Ca: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 OFarrell Essential Housing project
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:28:06 AM
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San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic
Preservation Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Linda Knox <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 8:44 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I am writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners *450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
* 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

- Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

+ Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

- Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

‘We urgently need more development: like thls that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing
for our most i Inerat

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
Linda Knox

Iclairknox@me.com
4153473942 1 Arbor St San Francisco, CA 94131 Constituent
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 2019-012567DRP 36 Delano st Project
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:27:42 AM
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49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Paddy <thepaddywagongroup@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 8:04 PM

To: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>

Subject: 2019-012567DRP 36 Delano st Project

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

Dear David & Commissioners
Regarding 36 Delano St

| know the owners of 36 Delano they are a great family.

The neighborhood welcomes more density as it is on transit corridor within 1-1/2 blocks. of a
main line that take you to downtown eliminating the need for parking. This home has no parking
garage. These homes are ideal for this type of expansion especially with the large back yard. In
my opinion This is the perfect project for this neighborhood. | fully support the project. I live within
one block of the project.at 36 Delano.

Kind Regards
Paddy Wago
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: 36 Delano Avenue SF Ca 94112 2019-012567DRP
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:27:19 AM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Ryan Properties <ryanproperties123@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 6:37 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>; Ryan Properties <ryanproperties123@gmail.com>

Subject: 36 Delano Avenue SF Ca 94112 2019-012567DRP

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

Dear Commissioners,

Regarding the above project,

| have lived and worked in the mission terrace neighborhood since the late 1990’s. The
neighborhood needs more density as it is on a transit corridor (J Church )These homes are ideal
for all types of residences. However, 36 Delano has the opportunity to expand their footprint of
their home. It is a perfect solution for this family and for future families to have this home expand.
This lot is large enough to expand into the big back garden. | am surprised they are not making
the extension to this property larger. In my opinion it will not impede on the neighbors. This is the
perfect project for this neighborhood. | fully support the project. | live 2 block from 36 Delano.

Thank You
Ryan Family
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter of Support for 2020-006575CUA
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:27:05 AM
Attachments: Letter of Support for 2020-006575CUA.pdf
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Naz Khorram <naz@arcanasf.com>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 6:26 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Christensen, Michael (CPC)
<michael.christensen@sfgov.org>; Sucre, Richard (CPC) <richard.sucre@sfgov.org>

Cc: William Dolan <will@560valencia.com>

Subject: Letter of Support for 2020-006575CUA

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

Dear Commissioners and Planning Team,

Please find my letter of support for Will Dolan's proposed project located at 560 Valencia Street,
attached to this email. Thank you for your time,

Naz Khorram
Founder
Pronouns: They/Them

2512 Mission St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
415.992.2565
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Letter of Support

Project Address: 560 Valencia Street - Cannabis Equity Marketplace
Project Application #: 2020-006575CUA
Project Hearing: January 28th, 2021

Dear Planning Commissioners,

My name is Naz Khorram and | am a small business owner on Mission St. Corridor (Arcana)
and resident of the Mission District. | am a new board member of the Mission Merchant
Association, stepping in to advocate for small businesses joining our community. | have done
a thorough research on the Cannabis Equity Marketplace and its mission. After talking to
other neighbors and fellow merchants of the Mission, | would like to strongly support the
project sponsor Will Dolan and encourage you to approve the application.

I would like to put a spotlight on the long list of commitments that goes over and beyond
what any similar business has ever done in the state of California. It would be unconscionable
to in any way delay or obstruct the long, costly and jarring process that Will needs to
complete before he can offer this startling list of opportunities by opening his doors.

| walk up and down Valencia and Mission streets and talk to many business owners every
day. Times are tough, they always have been for small business owners, now more than ever.
Some groups have been vilifying business owners and especially newcomers, no matter who
they are and what their message is. These groups only have been damaging the same
community they claim to support and preserve. It is time to recognize that the real people
who work and live here actually do want their neighborhoods and businesses to flourish.

It's noteworthy to mention that the project sponsor had to go through an application process
to become a “cannabis equity applicant” (i.e. meet the Office of Cannabis’ equity eligibility
criteria based on residency, income, criminal justice involvement, and housing insecurity).
The project sponsor has shared with me that he qualified for this City program having met
virtually all criteria. This matters a lot as it is a big step for social justice, which should not be
overlooked or negated in this Change of Use process.

Will has consistently demonstrated active involvement with the local community, the people
who live and work here for many years. The long list of supporters underscore that his
business is necessary and beneficial to the people who are in desperate need of jobs,
resources and opportunities, especially after this pandemic. Cannabis Equity Marketplace’s
mission speaks for itself.

- 50+ local jobs to district residents, displaced residents and people impacted by the
War on Drugs, and people with disabilities, beginning at $20-$21/hour.

- Providing dedicated rent-free commercial retail incubation space and office space to
Equity Applicants/Operators

- Providing educational and financial support to Equity Applicants/Operators through
scholarship and fellowship opportunities.





a) Create a 10-12 week cannabis entrepreneurship program for staff

b) Create a fellowship program to provide funding, mentorship, and technical assistance
to San Francisco cannabis industry employees or their family members to start a
cannabis business.

c) Provide college scholarships for cannabis industry employees or their family
members.

- Carrying a diverse inventory of equity-certified, and locally sourced, cannabis
products.

- Providing our city's cannabis consumers a safe, welcoming and inclusive space.

- Providing fully accessible retail, including two ADA accessible restrooms, and
assuring indoor queuing during peak hours.

| truly believe that you, the commissioners, will hear the voice of the community and look
forward to seeing this application being approved at the hearing.

Stay safe,
Respectfully,

ANCANA
@ Mission Merchants Association
Mission Merchants Assockaton

Founder at Arcana
Board Member at Mission Merchant Association
Naz Khorram






























www.arcanasf.com
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Christensen, Michael (CPC)
Subject: FW: 321 Florida St, 2018-016808ENX

Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:26:41 AM

Attachments: neighbor analysis (003).pdf
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Michael Priddy <michael.priddy@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 4:11 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 321 Florida St, 2018-016808ENX

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

Michael Priddy
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To:

From:

RE:

Cara Houser

DM Development
415.870.6078
cara.houser@dm-dev.com

Adam Phillips

PreVision Design
415.498.0141
adam@previsiondesign.com

Comparative Shading Effects of 321 Florida Street Project Variants (7-story/9-story) on adjacent residential

properties to the east of the project site.

PreVision design has conducted a high-level evaluation of the general shading effects of the two considered
development variants for 321 Florida Street on 1714, 1722, 1724, 1728, 1730, 1736, 1742, 1744 Bryant Street. See
attached “Neighbors Map” for reference.

Shading on rear yards:

Net new shading from both project variants would fall on the rear yard open space of these properties only during

the afternoon but would be present year-round. In order to characterize the nature of shading, a brief summary of

the timing and general extents of shadow on the summer solstice, winter solstice, and the spring and fall equinoxes

(considered equivalent for the purposes of shadow analysis) is described below. All times are approximate.

Summer Solstice

7-Story Variant:

2:00 pm:

4:15 pm

9-Story Variant:

1:55 pm:

3:50 pm

Project shadow reaches rear yard property lines

: Project shadow covers nearly all rear yard areas
5:45 pm:
7:15 pm:
8:30 pm:

Shadow reaches first rooftop solar panel on 1736 Bryant
Shadow covers all rooftop solar panels on 1736 Bryant
Sunset

Project shadow reaches rear yard property lines

: Project shadow covers nearly all rear yard areas
4:30 pm:
6:45 pm:
8:30 pm:

Shadow reaches first rooftop solar panel on 1736 Bryant
Shadow covers all rooftop solar panels on 1736 Bryant
Sunset
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Spring and Fall Equinoxes

7-Story Variant:
e  1:40 pm: Project shadow reaches rear yard property lines of all properties except 1742/1744 Bryant
e  2:00 pm: Shadow reaches rear yard of 1742 Bryant, 1744 Bryant already shaded by current buildings
e 3:30 pm: Project shadow covers nearly all rear yard areas.
e 4:00 pm: Shadow reaches first rooftop solar panel on 1736 Bryant
e  6:05 pm: Shadow covers all rooftop solar panels on 1736 Bryant
e 7:00 pm: Sunset

9-Story Variant:
e  1:30 pm: Project shadow reaches rear yard property lines of all properties except 1742/1744 Bryant
e 2:00 pm: Shadow reaches rear yard of 1742 Bryant, 1744 Bryant already shaded by current buildings
e 3:00 pm: Project shadow covers nearly all rear yard areas except 1742 Bryant.
e  3:15 pm: Shadow reaches first rooftop solar panel on 1736 Bryant
e  3:30 pm: 1742 Bryant rear yard completely shaded by project.
e 5:30 pm: Shadow covers all rooftop solar panels on 1736 Bryant
e 7:00 pm: Sunset

Winter Solstice
7-Story Variant:

e 12:30 pm: Project shadow reaches rear yard property lines of 1714-1728 Bryant. 1742/1744 Bryant year
yards already cast completely in shadow by existing building shadow at this time. 1724-1736 Bryant rear
yards cast in substantial shadow (approx 50-80%) by existing building shadow at this time.

e 1:15 pm: Project shadow covers all remaining rear yard areas.

e 2:15 pm: Shadow reaches first rooftop solar panel on 1736 Bryant

e  4:45 pm: Shadow covers all rooftop solar panels on 1736 Bryant

e 4:50 pm: Sunset

9-Story Variant:

e 12:20 pm: Project shadow reaches rear yard property lines of 1714-1728 Bryant. 1742/1744 Bryant year
yards already cast completely in shadow by existing building shadow at this time. 1724-1736 Bryant rear
yards cast in substantial shadow (approx 50-80%) by existing building shadow at this time.

e 1:00 pm: Project shadow covers all remaining rear yard areas.

e  1:45 pm: Shadow reaches first rooftop solar panel on 1736 Bryant

e  4:40 pm: Shadow covers all rooftop solar panels on 1736 Bryant

e 4:50 pm: Sunset

Note RE: Shading on solar panels at 1736 Bryant Street: Under current conditions, these solar panels would not
receive any shading from other buildings, trees or other elements at any time throughout the year.

Mitigating factors:

The rear yards of 1714 and 1722 Bryant Street contain existing, substantial trees which are positioned in such a way
that they would likely capture a potentially significant portion of net new shadow that would be cast by either
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DESIGN

project variant on those rear yards (and potentially the rear yard of 1724 Bryant Street). Smaller-scale plantings also
appear to be present in other yards which could also reduce the total net new effect of project shadow. A field visit
would be required to verify such conditions prior to making any more detailed an assessment.

Please don’t hesitate to reach out to me with any questions or comments regarding this assessment.

Sincerely,

Adam Phillips, Principal
PreVision Design

995 Market Street, 2" Floor | San Francisco, CA 94103 | 415 498 0141 Page 3 of 3





321 Florida: Neighbors Map
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Letter in support of remodel at 36 Delano Ave. 2019-012567DRP
Date: Tuesday, January 12, 2021 9:25:41 AM

Attachments: image007.png
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: petear@pacbell.net <petear@pacbell.net>

Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 3:48 PM

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

Cc: Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Letter in support of remodel at 36 Delano Ave. 2019-012567DRP

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

I'm writing this letter to the San Francisco Planning Commission. I have reviewed and support the remodel at 36
Delano Ave. I live at 14 Delano Ave. I feel the design is appropriate for the block. I've been living on this block
since 1976 and the neighborhood always had families with children and since the Campbell Family moved in they
added to the joy of living here. May I also add with a growing family the space will be needed for their home. I have
also seen that the Campbell Family is very involved in neighborhood improvements i.e. Balboa Park, Halloween
celebration on the block and tree planting.

In full support
Signed, Peter and Christine Arenas
14 Delano Ave.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please Continue the Hearing on 476 Lombard, the agenda show the Wrong Project
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 4:02:47 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Teri Rousseau <terimmc@aol.com>

Reply-To: Teri Rousseau <terimmc@aol.com>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 11:39 AM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Please Continue the Hearing on 476 Lombard, the agenda show the Wrong Project

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

Dear President Koppel,

This is a request to have item 14, 2018-017283DRP for 476 LOMBARD STREET on your January 14,
2021 Calendar continued because the project in incorrectly identified. The project described is NOT the
476 Lombard Street project. This is misleading and could prevent the public who may want to weigh in
on the project from commenting because they do not realize it is the project of their concern or

support. The public should have the accurate description for proper disclosure to allow for honest
dialogue at the commission meeting. This is not as the agenda describes a 3-story addition to the front of
a building. There is no new garage, and no front addition. The public near accurate information. Please
continue this to a future meeting.

Thank You.

Teri Rousseau
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please Continue the Hearing on 476 Lombard, the agenda show the Wrong Project
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 4:02:39 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Jessica Rousseau <jrousseaull2@gmail.com>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 11:45 AM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Please Continue the Hearing on 476 Lombard, the agenda show the Wrong Project

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

Dear President Koppel,

This is a request to have item 14, 2018-017283DRP for 476 LOMBARD STREET on your January 14,
2021 Calendar continued because the project in incorrectly identified. The project described is NOT the
476 Lombard Street project. This is misleading and could prevent the public who may want to weigh in
on the project from commenting because they do not realize it is the project of their concern or

support. The public should have the accurate description for proper disclosure to allow for honest
dialogue at the commission meeting. This is not as the agenda describes a 3-story addition to the front of
a building. There is no new garage, and no front addition. The public near accurate information. Please
continue this to a future meeting.

Thank You.

Jessica Rousseau
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 476 Lombard Project Meeting
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 4:01:12 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Brandon Sturla <basturla@comcast.net>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 1:38 PM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>, "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>, "Tanner, Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: 476 Lombard Project Meeting

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

Dear President Koppel,

This is a request to have item 14, 2018-017283DRP for 476 LOMBARD STREET on
your January 14, 2021 Calendar continued because the project in incorrectly
identified. The project described is NOT the 476 Lombard Street project. This is
misleading and could prevent the public who may want to weigh in on the project from
commenting because they do not realize it is the project of their concern or support.
The public should have the accurate description for proper disclosure to allow for
honest dialogue at the commission meeting. This is not as the agenda describes a 3-
story addition to the front of a building. There is no new garage, and no front
addition. The public near accurate information. Please continue this to a future
meeting.
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Sincerely,
Brandon Sturla



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: UCSF Parnassus expansion - strongl oppose UCSF’s plans for three reasons:
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 4:00:43 PM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: MARY MCFADDEN <marycmcf@comcast.net>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 1:43 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>, "Tanner, Rachael (CPC)"
<rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>

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

Subject: UCSF Parnassus expansion - strongl oppose UCSF’s plans for three reasons:

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

January 11, 2021

To the San Francisco Planning Commission
RE: UCSF Parnassus expansion

To whom it may concern:

| vehemently oppose UCSF’s plans to double the size if its Parnassus Campus for
three reasons:

1. It violates legal agreements made by UCSF in 1976, 1987, 1996, and again in
2014.

2. It will contribute to global warming and increase environmental dangers

3. Perpetual growth, as modeled by UCSF, is counterproductive and undermines a
healthy society.

Growth is the stuff of kudzu and cancer cells. It feeds on the hosts and thrives on the
mythology of meritocracy. It contains within its own arguments the case against it —
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namely, the contradiction that adding more people to an already expensive and dense
area will somehow remedy the problems created by adding more people to an
already expensive and dense area.

We cannot build out of a housing crisis. For San Francisco to accommodate the
yearly influx of 12,000 people in a hotel room sized studio, would require building a
Salesforce Tower every year. This is neither financially nor environmentally feasible.
Our infrastructure did not function well before the pandemic. The quandary of where
public funds will come from for infrastructure after the pandemic will last for a
generation.

Affordable housing has been promised by every developer, but less than 30% gets
built and of that 25% is allowed to convert to market rate units after a short time. The
areas suitable for innovative housing/work complexes —underutilized shopping malls
like Stonestown and empty areas left by Candlestick and the vast swaths of the
Bayview shipyards, and now empty office space — are ignored.

The environmental impact of perpetual growth was seen in our orange sky. Global
warming was starkly evident last year when we were on fire for six months. Adding
2,000,000 sq ft of office space will generate both heat and shadow, a combination
that will increase pollution and reduce possibility for clean air.

According to NASA, the average temperature of San Francisco has risen by 4* F in
the last ten years, and 3*F in the ten years before that. It is due primarily to the loss of
green space (largely the elimination of 70% of the backyards and dearth of street
greenery and small parks that absorb CO2 and hold water). Secondarily it is due to
the colossal amount of building that turned San Francisco into a heat island where the
high rises generate and reflect heat and the increasing roof space that retains heat
before directing it into the atmosphere.

California’s water table is at 27% of what it was twenty years ago; it is now beyond
restoration. There is no water. We are not going to get more water. Desalinization
proponents neglect to mention that it creates 1.6 times as much toxic waste as it does
potable water. Conservation is irrelevant; you cannot conserve what does not exist.

Lastly, agreeing to this expansion in violation of legal agreements sets a dangerous
precedent. If contracts can be broken, they are not contracts, they are official lies.
This is dangerous to democracy and undermines rule of law. We have seen the
consequences.

UCSF is a public entity that functions mostly to serve private interests. It receives
more federal funds and state funds than any other organization in the country and has
for thirteen years. Of their $8 billion budget, 36% goes to administration, merely 19%
to patient care. Only $186 million is for low cost or free care, mostly in dental school
clinics and for out of city services. Much of UCSF space is managed by UCSF, but
occupied by private companies using public resources.

When UCSF built Mission Bay, it received variances and made hay from the claim



that this project would accommodate them for the next twenty years. As it is with the
pro-growth advocates, the contradiction lies within the premise. Growth cannot
resolve the problems created by growth anymore than rolling in poison oak creates
immunity to poison oak.

| urge the commission to deny this expansion and ask that they be aware of how
much injury 2,000,000 sq feet of poison oak will cause to the bodies that come in
contact with it.

Mary McFadden
San Francisco, CA



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary:
Ce: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 O'Farrel Essential Housing project
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 2:46:07 PM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic Preservation
Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Theresa Cho <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>
Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 1:55 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

I am writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
- 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

- Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

- Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

- Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

‘We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing for
our most ically vulnerabl lati

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,

Theresa Cho

tcho stjohns@gmail.com

4152387459 25 Lake St. San Francisco, CA 94118 Constituent
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From: Updegrave, Samantha (CPC)

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC); Tanner, Rachael (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Chan, Deland (CPC);
Fung, Frank (CPC); Imperial, Theresa (CPC)

Cc: Asbagh, Claudine (CPC); McKellar, Jennifer (CPC); CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Subject: 550 O"Farrell Street -- Exhibit E -- Project Sponsor Brief

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 2:20:21 PM

Attachments: b_attachment E Sponsor Brief 550 O Farrell Commission Brief.PDF

Good afternoon, Commissioners.

The Project Sponsor Brief (Exhibit E) in the electronic packet didn't merge correctly when | put
the exhibits together. I've attached a copy for your reference. Apologies for any
inconvenience.

Thank you. See you Thursday.

Samantha Updegrave, LEED AP, Senior Planner (she/her)
Northeast Team, Current Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER AS OF AUGUST 17:
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 628.652.7322 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map0

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.
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November 30, 2020

Hon. Joel Koppel, President

San Francisco Planning Commission
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: 550 O’Farrell Street
Case No. 2017-004557CUA
Certification of EIR, Conditional Use Authorization and Rear Yard Variance
Hearing Date: December 10, 2020

Dear President Koppel and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of Sandhill O’Farrell, LLC, the project sponsor of the 550
O’Farrell Street project (the “Project”). The Project site is located in the Tenderloin
neighborhood mid-block on O’Farrell Street between Jones Street and Leavenworth Street in an
RC4 zoning district, the North of Market Residential Special Use District No. 1, the 80-T-140-T
height and bulk district, and the Uptown Tenderloin National Register Historic District. The site
is currently occupied by a two-story private parking garage built in 1924 in the Gothic Revival
style that the Planning Department determined is an individually significant historic resource.

Project Description. Consistent with the Planning Commission and Historic Preservation
Commission’s recent Retained Elements Guidelines, the Project proposes to retain the facade of
the garage that contains the Gothic Revival elements and add a compatible but differentiated
facade treatment above, separated from the historic fagade by a horizontal "hyphen." The Project
would demolish the remainder of the garage and construct a 13-story residential rental building
containing 111 dwelling units, 69% of which are 2-bedroom and 3-bedroom units (far in excess
of the Planning Code's requirement for 35% of the units to be multi-family). A full 20% of the
units are on-site inclusionary units (22 units). In addition, based on the site’s location in the
North of Market Residential Special Use Districts with its elevated inclusionary requirements
and a fee applicable only in the 80-T-120-T height and bulk district, the Sponsor will also pay an
additional approximately $1.4 million to the City’s Affordable Housing Fund. The Project
contains no off-street parking or loading spaces; 156 Class I and 8 Class II bicycle parking
spaces will be provided.

Brick Architecture and Interiors is the Project architect. Your Commission packet
contains renderings, plans, elevations, and sections of the retained elements design.

Environmental Impact Report. Despite the retention of the parking garage’s Gothic
Revival fagade, the Planning Departments determined that demolition of the remainder of the
garage is a significant environmental impact that required preparation of an EIR. That process
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consumed over two years, and you will recall that the Commission favorably commented on the
adequacy of Draft EIR at a hearing on June 25, 2020. The HPC also held a hearing on the Draft
EIR, concurred with the document’s preservation analysis, and expressed its support for the final
retained elements design. The EIR also determined that demolition of the parking garage and the
design of the new building would not have any significant impacts on the integrity of the
surrounding Uptown Tenderloin National Register Historic District. The Responses to
Comments document was published on November 9, 2020, and we request that you certify the
Final EIR at the December 10 hearing as complete and accurate. The EIR contains four
preservation mitigation measures and four noise and air quality mitigation measures, all of which
the Sponsor will implement.

Conditional Use Authorization and Variance. The residential units, inclusionary housing,
open space, parking and loading, and bicycle parking elements of the Project are all consistent
with and permitted by the underlying RC-4 zoning and North of Market Residential SUD.
Conditional use authorization from the Commission is required for a height above 40 feet in a R
zoning district, a height above 80 feet in the 80-T-130-T height and bulk district, and for a small
diagonal bulk exceedance on Floors 7 to 12. The Zoning Administrator will also consider a rear
yard variance to reduce the depth of the rear yard by a few feet, necessitated by the retention of
the O’Farrell Street facade. We request that the Commission grant conditional use approval with
this minor bulk exceptions based on the overall merits of this mixed income residential Project
and its outstanding design consistent with the Retained Elements Guidelines.

Community Engagement. The Sponsor has had extensive discussions with neighborhood
stakeholders and organizations. Enclosed as Exhibit A is a matrix detailing that outreach. As a
result of this community outreach, several community benefits have been pledged, in addition to
those mandated by the Planning Code such as the heightened inclusionary housing requirement
in the North of Market Residential SUD, the 80-T-130-T affordable housing payment, and
transportation sustainability fee, the child care fee, and school impact fees:

. We agreed early on to investigate the feasibility of retaining the parking garage
facade and, upon that determination, agreed with the community on the retained
elements design (the original application proposed complete demolition of the
garage). The original project proposal contemplated the demolition of the historic
element.

o We have pledged to provide 2 units (in addition to the 22 on-site inclusionary
units) to Brilliant Corners to facilitate occupancy by their Section 8 voucher
clients. Brilliant Corners will be paying below-market rate rents as determined by
HUD’s Fair Market Rent for San Francisco County.

o We have pledged to set aside 40% of the on-site BMR units as Neighborhood

Resident Preference and up to 20% for Ellis Act or Owner Move-In Evicted
Tenants, per the MOHCD guidelines

33028\13786554.2
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J We have pledged $75,000 in contributions to neighborhood organizations such as
the Tenderloin Thrive Fund and others proposed by coalitions such as Market
Street for the Masses and the Tenderloin Housing Clinic. These funds will be
payable upon the issuance of the first building permit addenda prior to
construction.

o We have pledged to dedicate specific times during the week for the exclusive use
of our ground floor common area space by Tenderloin and other District 6 non-
profit, community groups and organizations. We have also pledged the use of
storage space in our basement for furniture, display equipment, and other supplies
completely free of charge so that these organizations have safe place to store
sensitive and expensive items.

o We have pledged to work with community organizations like the Tenderloin
Museum, Market Street for the Masses and the Tenderloin Housing Clinic to
curate the selection of content that will be placed in the lobby and common areas
to commemorate the historic nature of the original building and the Tenderloin in
general. In addition to what is required by our EIR, we will be placing additional
historical content and references in the form of wallpaper, art pieces and
photographs in our ground floor amenity space, lobby entrance and fitness
facility.

o We have pledged to provide ‘good neighbor’ training for our building operations
staff to educate our staff and residents about how to establish positive
relationships with the community. The ‘good neighbor’ obligation will also be
incorporated into our future residential lease agreements.

o We have pledged to provide a dedicated point of contact during the course of
construction for neighboring SRO’s, CBO’s and other residential buildings whose
members include those individuals sensitive to loud noise or with preexisting
health conditions.

o We have pledged to create an online forum where neighbors can directly post
questions or concerns regarding the project during the course of construction.

o We have pledged to make best efforts to hire local Tenderloin residents as part of
the building management staff, to the extent that Sponsor is retained to manage
the building upon completion.

Your Commission package contains letters of support from Brilliant Corners, the San
Francisco Housing Action Coalition and California YIMBY.

Conclusion. The Project will add 111 new units to the City’s housing supply, including
22 on-site inclusionary units, as well as pay approximately $1.4 million to the City’s Affordable
Housing fund. The Project will also pay significant transportation, child care and school impact
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fees. Finally, the Project has engaged in robust community outreach and enjoys support within
the Tenderloin community. The Historic Preservation Commission and Department staff have
vetted the Project design and are supportive of the final retained elements scheme.

We look forward to the December 10 hearing. Please contact me prior to the hearing if we
can provide any additional information.

Sincerely,

Steven L. Vettel
cc: Samantha Updegrave, Planner
Sandhill O'Farrell, LLC

Brick Architecture and Interiors

Enclosures

33028\13786554.2





550 O'Farrell - Community Outreach Summary

Individual / Entity Name Primary Contact Contact Information Summary of Discussions to Date

Follow-Up Items

Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Corporation Curtis Bradford sbrmbna@gmail.com 8/4: Made |n|tl|al prvlssentatlon to TNDC Land pse Committee on 8/4 to introduce project and solicit initial feedback on project.
sbrmbna@gmail.com Incorporated input into subsequent presentation
Gabrielle Ruiz gruiz@tndc.org 8/10: Formal virtual presentation to TNDC members and residents and fielded several questions from the community

9/10: follow-on presentation scheduled with TNDC

10/14: Follow-on presentation with TNDC / Market Street for the Masses
10/28: Follow-up discussion with MSMC

11/9: Discussion regarding off-site affordable housing acquisitions with MSMC
11/10: Follow-up discussion with MSMC

11/17: Follow-up discussion with MSMC

11/24: Follow-up discussion with MSMC - no further updates on CBA

Tenderloin Housing Clinic Randy Shaw July 2018: Sponsor met with Randy Shaw of THC to discuss the project - primary objective was the preservation of the historic

randy@thclinic.org fagade and gargoyles.

7/30: Sponsor reached out again to THC to discuss the project in more detail

8/21: Sponsor held initial conversation with Pratibha Takkey who is responsible for Community Organization at THC

8/24: Sponsor sent over a copy of the same presentation given to other community groups

10/22: Follow-up meeting scheduled with Tenderloin Housing Clinic to discuss neighborhood benefits

10/22: THC provided Sponsor with community benefits proposal requesting $400,000 in financial contributions.

11/10: Sponsor and THC discussed that the financial contribution request exceeds the capacity of the project. Sponsor offered to
introduce THC to MSMC to coordinate community requests so that a collective proposal can be put forward.

Tenderloin Museum Katie Conry Sponsor has been a supporter and sponsor of the Tenderloin Museum showcases and fundraisers every year since 2018.

kconry@tenderloinmuseum.or;
Sponsor has discussed potential volunteer or participation with Tenderloin Museum activities.

District 6 Community Planners Marvis Phillips 6/18/19: Sponsor and Marvis Phillips exchanged emails on the status of the project. Sponsor had previously requested to be placed

on their June monthly meeting agenda but were unable to present as the project and DEIR was still under review by Planning.
marvisphillips@gmail.com

5/19/20: Sponsor and Marvis discussed the hearing and publication of the DEIR; sponsor sent over a link and hard copy.
8/3/20: Sponsor reached out to Marvis to try and schedule a virtual community meeting. Marvis responded and said they have not yet
figured out logistics to host a virtual meeting and will revert back to us.

Resident Ric Cascio tenore65@aol.com Lives at 631 O'Farrell Street for 33 years
Concern 1: Asking for a 50' setback
Concern 2: When viewed from the sides, no fenestration.

8/3/20: Sponsor reached out via email to Ric Cascio. Sponsor held phone call to discuss his concerns wherein Ric ended the phone
call by hanging up on Sponsor. Over the following 24 hours, inapropriate and uncouth voice mail and emails were sent by Ric to
Sponsor. This exchange was escalated to Planning and to local Community Groups. Sponsor will not be reaching out to Ric further.

Resident Edward Lee tslee_71@yahoo.com Lives at 545 Leavenworth #4 To clarify that this is For Rent product.
Supportive of project due to affordability component, non-luxury pricing. 'Expecting "for sale" project
8/10/20: Sponsor sent follow up email to Edward. There has been no further correspondence.

Resident Mary Ross maryross.illustrator@gmail.com Lives at 612 631 O'Farrell.
Richard Gelernter Concern: Want to save the current fagade of the garage building

8/10/20: Sponsor sent follow up email to Mary Ross and Richard Gelernter. There has been no further correspondence.






Community Member Sue Hestor hestor@earthlink.net Emailed four times in response to public comment for EIR
Email 4 is a duplicate to email 3.
Requested CD version and paper version.

Positive Resource Center Brett Andrews https://presf.org/board-staff, 8/4/20: Sponsor held discussion with Brett on ways we can educate 550 O'Farrell residents about TRC
CEO - Positive Resource
Center

Brilliant Corners David Warren dwarren@brilliantcorners.org - 10/27: Initial conversation with Brilliant Corners to discuss their organization and program, and request to set aside a certain
Housing Specialist number of units within the Project

- 11/13: Brilliant Corners

- 11/20: Sponsor and Brilliant Corners have agreed to work together to provide first right of refusal for units to be made available to
Brilliant Corners clients. This is effectively a form of rent control as Brilliant Corners will pay up to HUD's fair market rent, which is
below market rent.







From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: FW: A shared future for UCSF Parnassus Heights
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 1:02:38 PM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Cristina Cordova <Cristina.Cordova.404095323@p2a.co>
Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 12:15 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: A shared future for UCSF Parnassus Heights

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

To whom it may concern,

It's critical that we continue to build more affordable housing and support UCSF's investment in San
Francisco. | am a SF resident, supporter, and advocate for UCSF's Comprehensive Parnassus Heights
Plan and community benefits.

These important updates will allow UCSF to remain committed to San Francisco and UCSF's mission
to serve the community. Without the plan to revitalize UCSF Parnassus Heights and build a new
hospital, UCSF will be unable to put San Franciscans back to work and revitalize the local economy
devastated by COVID-19. | appreciate UCSF led an extensive community engagement and internal
planning process. These updates reflect both the University’s mission and community's priorities,
while addressing everyday neighborhood challenges such as open space, transit, and housing. |
appreciate UCSF and the City/County of San Francisco have been working together to advance local
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investments that best serve our community.
Thank you, and | ask for your support for these critical investments in UCSF Parnassus Heights.

Cristina Cordova
235 Jersey St
San Francisco, CA 94114



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
] Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Boudreaux, Marcelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for the 450 O'Farrell Essential Housing project
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 1:01:57 PM
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and the Planning and Historic Preservation
Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: First Church <myvoice@oneclickpolitics.com>
Sent: Monday, January 11, 2021 11:17 AM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

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

Re: Support for the 450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project

Dear Planning Commissioners,

Tam writing this letter in support of Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist and Forge Development Partners *450 O’Farrell Essential Housing project in San Francisco.

The project team has worked hard to redesign this already approved and permitted project to better meet the needs of the Tenderloin neighborhood. The improved project offers the following:
+ 302 essential housing apartments, which provide well-designed housing for small families, in place of 176 luxury apartments

- Increasing the number of below market rate (BMR) apartments from 28 to 45 and lowering their qualifying income from 55% AMI to 40% AMI

- Adding roughly 7,000 square feet of community serving retail space

- Providing a new Church facility and Reading Room for Fifth Church of Christ, Scientist to better serve the community

- Directly addressing the middle-income housing demand in the City

We urgently need more developments like this that allow San Francisco’s essential workers to live in San Francisco — an income sector that has to date been largely ignored by the market, and also to provide BMR housing for
our most economically vulnerable populations.

Thank you in advance for your approval of this project and your commitment to providing much needed housing in San Francisco’s neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
First Church

firstchurchofes@sbeglobal net
4156733544 1700 Franklin Street San Francisco, CA 94109 Constituent

Prepared by OneClickPolitics (tm) at hitps://avanan, url-protection.com/ L /url?
ccl g I/ TRIM

h-Y2EyOThhZiMONZg IMIQ3Y TM: ViNjexOGL ADIZWYN HQINW==&p=YXAZC QNI EZW haWazX2ViY MIMZN2VIMDC] YWM2NZUOMTZENZNRO:

OneClickPolitics provides online communications tools for supporters of a cause, issue, organization or association to contact their elected officials. For more our pols d


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:marcelle.boudreaux@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://www.facebook.com/sfplanning
https://twitter.com/sfplanning
http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning
http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfplanning
https://nextdoor.com/pages/san-francisco-planning/
http://signup.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19
mailto:firstchurchofcs@sbcglobal.net
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=www.oneclickpolitics.com.&g=NDBiMWQ5ODU4MWJhZTRlMw==&h=YzEyOThhZjM0Nzg1MjQ3YTMzZGI0ZjRjODVjNjcxOGU1MDNmNmE2ODJkZWYyNTBhNjFiOGM5Mjg3NmZlMGQ1Nw==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOjNjMjRkYzlkMmM1MjMzN2ViMDc1YWM2NzU0MTZhNzNhOnYx
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=www.oneclickpolitics.com.&g=NDBiMWQ5ODU4MWJhZTRlMw==&h=YzEyOThhZjM0Nzg1MjQ3YTMzZGI0ZjRjODVjNjcxOGU1MDNmNmE2ODJkZWYyNTBhNjFiOGM5Mjg3NmZlMGQ1Nw==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOjNjMjRkYzlkMmM1MjMzN2ViMDc1YWM2NzU0MTZhNzNhOnYx
mailto:info@oneclickpolitics.com

























From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 476 Lombard Street Hearing: Request for Reschedule
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:56:41 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Vanessa Sturla <vis.dem@comcast.net>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 10:10 AM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>, "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>, "Tanner, Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: 476 Lombard Street Hearing: Request for Reschedule

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

President Koppel,

| am contacting you in regards to the Design Review scheduled for 1/14/21 for the property at 476
Lombard Street.

Please note that the project description on the published agenda is completely incorrect. | am
requesting that the DR be rescheduled in order to make the necessary corrections.

Thank you for your time and immediate attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
Vanessa Sturla


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Reschedule 476 Lombard Design Review
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:55:46 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: "johnsturla medallionl.com" <johnsturla@medallionl.com>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 8:48 AM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Reschedule 476 Lombard Design Review

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.
Dear President Koppel
| am writing about concerns regarding the design review on 476 Lombard on January 14, 2021.
The project description is incorrect.
This information should be corrected, so all public concern about the project will be accurate.
| would like to request the meeting be rescheduled to allow time to present corrections.

Thank You

John Sturla

Medallion / PDS

2434 Polvorosa Ave.

San Leandro, Ca. 94577, USA


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

510-351-8104#214, Cell 510-604-9138.



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: DR for 476 Lombard - continuance requested
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:55:24 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Mary Carzoli <m_carzoli@hotmail.com>

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 at 8:20 AM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: DR for 476 Lombard - continuance requested

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

Dear President Koppel,

It appears that the DR for 476 Lombard is listed with incorrect project information. It seems
like the commission could continue this item so it contains the right information in the future?

Sincerely,

Mary Carzoli


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Significant error - item 14, 2018-017283DRP, 476 Lombard St — please postpone and correct error.
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:54:48 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Bill Sherlock <aircraftservice@me.com>

Date: Sunday, January 10, 2021 at 10:44 PM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Tanner, Rachael (CPC)"
<rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, Theresa Imperial <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>, "Fung, Frank
(CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "Chan, Deland (CPC)" <deland.chan@sfgov.org>, "Diamond,
Susan (CPC)" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)" <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>
Subject: Significant error - item 14, 2018-017283DRP, 476 Lombard St — please postpone and
correct error.

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

Dear President Koppel,

Your January 14, 2021 agenda shows 476 Lombard Street as an addition to the front of a building to add parking
spaces. This is a grossly misleading error and obviously refers to a different project! We require this item be
postponed to enable adequate time for North Beach neighbors to address issues on the correct project! Please
postpone the DR until corrected information has been distributed and the neighbors have have time to study and
provide informed comment.

Thank you in anticipation of your satisfactory response.

Bill Sherlock


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Major error in item 14, 2018-017283DRP, 476 Lombard St — please continue item with correction
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:54:42 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: "Franck, Linda" <Linda.Franck@ucsf.edu>

Date: Sunday, January 10, 2021 at 10:04 PM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Major error in item 14, 2018-017283DRP, 476 Lombard St — please continue item
with correction

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

Dear President Koppel,

Your January 14, 2021 agenda shows 476 Lombard Street as an addition to the front of a building to add parking
spaces. This is completely wrong. We need this item continued so North Beach neighbors can have a say on the
right project. Please continue this item and direct staff to send out the right project information. Sincerely, Linda
Franck
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please Continue the Hearing on 476 Lombard, the agenda show the Wrong Project
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:54:34 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Natalie Rousseau <nrousseaull2@gmail.com>

Date: Sunday, January 10, 2021 at 9:24 PM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, Shelley Bell
<shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner, Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>,
"Winslow, David (CPC)" <david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Please Continue the Hearing on 476 Lombard, the agenda show the Wrong Project

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

This is a request to have item 14, 2018-017283DRP for 476 LOMBARD STREET on your January 14,
2021 Calendar continued because the project in incorrectly identified. The project described is NOT the
476 Lombard Street project. This is misleading and could prevent the public who may want to weigh in
on the project from commenting because they do not realize it is the project of their concern or support.
The public should have the accurate description for proper disclosure to allow for honest dialogue at the
commission meeting. This is not as the agenda describes a 3-story addition to the front of a building.
There is no new garage, and no front addition. The public near accurate information. Please continue
this to a future meeting.

Thank You,

Natalie Rousseau


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 476 Lombard hearing must be continued as the item is not properly identified in the agenda
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:54:27 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Reply-To: Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Date: Sunday, January 10, 2021 at 7:56 PM

To: "Joel.Koppel@sfgov.or" <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.or>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, Michelle <mdragusa@sbcglobal.net>

Subject: Fw: 476 Lombard hearing must be continued as the item is not properly identified in
the agenda

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

Message I received from a neighbor about the agenda error. As you can see it is a problem for some.
Shelley Bradford-Bell

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Michelle <mdragusa@sbcglobal.net>

To: "shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com" <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>
Sent: Sunday, January 10, 2021, 02:39:44 PM PST

Subject: 476

Subject: 476 Lombard hearing must be continued as the item is not properly identified in the agenda

Dear Sandy,

| want to speak on the 476 Lombard Street DR, but when | went to the agenda | was confused by the description. |
contacted the neighbor who filed the DR and learned that description given is not the right project information.
This is not fair and the Commission should continue this item so anyone who wants to speak on it has the right


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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information.

Michelle Ragusa
434 A Lombard

Sent from my iPhone



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: Request for Coninuance - Noticing for Project at 476 Lombard Improperly Posted!
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:54:03 AM

Attachments: Adgenda for January 14, 2021 Meeting.pdf

Talking Points for DR.pdf

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Reply-To: Shelley Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

Date: Sunday, January 10, 2021 at 5:45 PM

To: "Joel.Koppel@sfgov.or" <Joel.Koppel@sfgov.or>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: "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>, "Tanner,
Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>

Subject: Request for Coninuance - Noticing for Project at 476 Lombard Improperly Posted!

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

Dear President Koppel,
It has come to my attention that the DR scheduled for January 14, 2021 is correctly described as a 3 story addition to
the front of a building, with other elements that have nothing to do with the project at 476 Lombard. The wrong

project has been referenced and people have become, and will become confused.

We are seeking a continuation of this item so that staff can go back and properly notice and describe the project in
question.

This has the potential of causing people to be to confused to call in because they do not want to be embarrassed they
are responding to the wrong notice.

This is too important a building in North Beach, to have a hiccup with the noticing process. I have attached my
email to Supervisor Peskin, which includes the text copied from last weeks' and this weeks' calendars.

I'm available to answer any questions should you need to speak to me.

Sincerely,
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING COMMISSION

Notice of Hearing
&
Agenda

Remote Hearing
via video and teleconferencing

Thursday, January 14, 2021
1:00 p.m.
Regular Meeting

Commissioners:
Joel Koppel, President
Kathrin Moore, Vice President
Deland Chan, Sue Diamond, Frank Fung,
Theresa Imperial, Rachael Tanner

Commission Secretary:
Jonas P. lonin

Hearing Materials are available at:
Website: http://www.sfplanning.org
Planning Department
49 South Van Ness, 14t Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

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 (628) 652-7589 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 (628) 652-7589, 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 (628) 652-7589, or
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.

Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related
disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.

SPANISH: Agenda para la Comisién de Planificacién. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener informacién en Espafiol o solicitar un aparato
para asistencia auditiva, llame al (628) 652-7589. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipacion a la audiencia.

CHINESE: ¥ #| 2% 5 &g e . Bups e L an i 258 5 W Bh ek B Rl B i, 55205 (628) 652-7589. & (EHE R & BRAT Z AT 1
/D48 /INREE H B R

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 (628) 652-7589. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig.

RUSSIAN: MoBecTka aHa Komuccum no nnaHnpoBaHuto. 3a NomMoLLbio NepeBoa4YmKa U 3a BcromoraternbHbIM CIyXOBbIM
YCTPOMCTBOM Ha BpeMsl CryLLaHuWii obpallanTecs rno Homepy (628) 652-7589. 3anpockl AOIMKHbI AenaTbCA MUHUMYM 3a 48
YacoB /10 Hayana cryLlaHus.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, January 14, 2021

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
diirectives 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.orqg. Visit the SFGovIV website (https./sfqovtv.org/planning) to stream
the live meetings or watch on a local television station.

Public Comment call-in: Toll-free number: (415) 655-0001 / Access code: 746 065 8530

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.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, January 14, 2021

ROLL CALL:

President: Joel Koppel
Vice-President: Kathrin Moore
Commissioners: Deland Chan, Sue Diamond, Frank Fung,

Theresa Imperial, Rachael Tanner

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE

The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or
to hear the item on this calendar.

1.

3a.

2019-012567DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
36 DELANO AVENUE — between San Juan and Santa Ysabel Avenues; Lot 008 in Assessor’s
Block 3152 (District 11) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no.
2019.0605.2592 for the construction of a three-story, horizontal addition at the rear of an
existing three-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: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications
(Proposed for Continuance to January 28, 2021)

2019-020049CUA (K. GUY: (628) 652-7325)
1131 POLK STREET - east side of Polk Street between Sutter and Post Streets: Lot 001 in
Assessor’s Block 0691 (District 3) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to
Planning Code Sections 121.2, 303, and 723 to establish bar, restaurant, and nighttime
entertainment uses on the basement and first floor of the subject property within the Polk
Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial District) Zoning District, Lower Polk Alcohol
Restricted Use Subdistrict, and 80-T-120-T Height and Bulk District. The bar/restaurant
would measure approximately 3,570 square feet. This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative
Code Section 31.04(h).

(Proposed for Continuance to February 4, 2021)

2017-013728CRV (M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567)
1021 VALENCIA STREET - located on the east side of Valencia Street between 215t and 22nd
Streets, Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 3616 (District 9) — Request for Concession/Incentive and
Waiver from Development Standards, pursuant to Planning Code Section 206.6 and
California Government Code Section 65915 under State Density Bonus Law. The Project
proposes to demolish an existing one-story 20’ tall automotive repair building and
construct a new six-story 65’ tall (75’ to penthouse) mixed-use building with 2,393 sq. ft. of
retail sales and service area at the basement and ground level and 24 dwelling units
including 12 one-bedroom and 12 two-bedroom units on levels one through six within the
Valencia NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk
District. Under the State Density Bonus, the Project requests Waivers from Height Limit,
Rear Yard, and Dwelling Unit Exposure. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the
project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section
31.04(h).
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3b.

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt Resolution
(Proposed for Continuance to February 18, 2021)

2017-013728DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
1021 VALENCIA STREET - between 215t and 22nd Streets; Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 3616
(District 9) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2020. 0825.2609 to
demolish an existing one-story 20’ tall automotive repair building and construct of new
six-story 65’ tall mixed-use building with 2,393 sq. ft. of retail sales and service area at the
basement and ground level and 24 dwelling units including 12 one-bedroom and 12 two-
bedroom units on levels one through six within the Valencia 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).

(Proposed for Continuance to February 18, 2021)

B. CONSENT CALENDAR

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

4.

2020-009361CUA (X. LIANG: (628) 652-7316)
801 PHELPS STREET - east side of Phelps Street between Jerrold Avenue and Innes Avenue;
Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 5272 (District 10) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.9 and 303, to subdivide a 20,000 square feet lot
into two parcels at 801 Phelps Street within a PDR-1-G (Production, Distribution & Repair -
1 — General) Zoning District and 65-J Height and Bulk District. Each parcel will be 10,000
square feet in size and contain one existing Industrial building. There is no physical change
to the existing structures. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

C COMMISSION MATTERS

5.

Commission Comments/Questions

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

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

D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS

6.

Director’s Announcements
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7. 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.

8. 2020-008417CWP (A. NELSON: (628) 652-7444)
HOUSING RECOVERY - Informational Presentation — Staff from the Planning Department,
Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, Department of Homelessness
and Supportive Housing, and Department of Public Health will present information on the
current conditions, efforts underway, and proposed efforts to support public health and
housing for the city’s residents, focusing on vulnerable populations, in response to the
COVID-19 and economic crises.

Preliminary Recommendation: None — Informational

0. 2017-004557ENV (J. MCKELLAR: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’'FARRELL STREET — north side of O'Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’'s Block 0318 (District 6) — Certification of the Final
Environmental Impact Report. The final EIR evaluates a proposed project and a project
variant. The proposed project would demolish all but the facade of the existing two-story-
over-basement parking garage and construct a 13-story-over-basement residential tower
with 111 dwelling units, 1,300 square feet (sf) of ground-floor retail or residential amenity
space, and 156 bicycle parking spaces. The project variant would demolish the existing
garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential tower with 116 dwelling units,
1,300 sf of ground-floor retail or residential amenity space, and 156 bicycle parking spaces.
The proposed project and project variant do not propose any vehicle parking. The project
site is within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T
Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1).

Please Note: The public hearing on the draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for
the draft EIR ended on July 7, 2020. Public comment will be received when the item is
called during the hearing; however, comments submitted may not be included in the Final
EIR.

Preliminary Recommendation: Certify

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)
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10a.

10b.

10c.

11.

2017-004557ENV (S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’FARRELL STREET — north side of O'Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) — Request for Adoption of CEQA
Findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, and a Mitigation and Monitoring
Reporting Program under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The project
would demolish all but the fagcade of the existing two-story parking garage and construct a
13-story over-basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4
(Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District,
and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased
utilizing Planning Code Section 207(c)1 and providing on-site inclusionary affordable units.
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)

2017-004557CUA (S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’FARRELL STREET - north side of O’Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor's Block 0318 (District 6) — Request for Conditional Use
Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 253, 263.7, 271, and 303 to allow a
structure over 40 feet in height on a lot with more than 50 feet of street frontage in a RC
Zoning District, a structure above the 80-foot base height in the North of Market
Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1), and Bulk Limit Exceptions. The project would demolish all
but the facade of the existing two-story parking garage and construct a 13-story over-
basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial
High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market
Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased utilizing Planning Code
Section 207(c)1 and providing on-site inclusionary affordable units. 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 December 10, 2020)

2017-004557VAR (S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’'FARRELL STREET — north side of O'Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) — Request for a Variance, pursuant
Planning Code Section 305, from the requirements for a Rear Yard (Section 134) and
Dwelling Unit Exposure (Section 140). The project would demolish all but the fagcade of the
existing two-story parking garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential
tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning
District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea
No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased utilizing Planning Code Section 207(c)1 and
providing on-site inclusionary affordable units.

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)

2007.0604X (L. HOAGLAND: (415) 575-6823)
1145 MISSION STREET - southeast side of Mission Street; Lot 168 of Assessor’s Block 3727
(District 6) — Request for Large Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section
329, to allow new construction of a six-story, 65-foot tall, mixed-use building
(approximately 37,905 square feet) with 25 residential dwelling units, approximately 4,500
square feet of ground floor commercial, nine below-grade off-street parking spaces, one
car-share parking space, 30 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, and two Class 2 bicycle parking
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12.

13.

spaces on a vacant lot. The Project includes a dwelling-unit mix consisting of 15 one-
bedroom units and 10 two-bedroom units. The project site is located within a MUO
(Mixed-Use Office) Zoning District and 65-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 November 19, 2020)

Note: On June 11, 2020, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to July 9,
2020 by a vote of +7 -0. On July 9, 2020, without hearing, continued to August 27, 2020 by
a vote of +7 -0. On August 27, 2020, without hearing, continued to November 19, 2020 by
a vote of +6 -0. On November 19, 2020, without hearing, continued to January 14, 2021 by
a vote of +7 -0.

2018-015815AHB (X. LIANG: (628) 652-7316)
1055 TEXAS STREET - east side of Texas Street between 234 and 25t Streets; Lots 032 and
033 in Assessor’s Block 4224 (District 10) — Request for HOME-SF Project Authorization,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 206.3 and 328, to allow construction of a five-story-
over-two basements, 49-foot-tall building with 25 dwelling units on two vacant lots at
1055 Texas Street within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X
Height and Bulk District. The building would contain approximately 20,329 gross square
feet and provide approximately 3,015 square feet of usable common open space, and 374
square feet of private open space for the residents in the rear yard and on roof decks above
the fourth and fifth floors. A total of 25 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces would be provided in
a basement-level bicycle room and four Class 2 spaces on the sidewalk adjacent to the
project site. The Project would also include a lot merger of Lots 032 and 033 on Block 4224.
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

2019-006959CUA (K. DURANDET: (628) 652-7315)
656 ANDOVER STREET — west side of Andover Street, Lot 002 in Assessor’s Block 5744
(District 9) — 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 two-family, three-story residential building. The
building would retain the two existing legal dwelling units. The site is located within a RH-
2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District, Bernal Heights Special Use 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

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.
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14. 2018-017283DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
476 LOMBARD STREET - between Stockton and Grant Streets; Lot 017A in Assessor’s Block
0062 (District 3) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no. 2018.1019.3722
for the construction of a one-story vertical addition and two-level below grade addition
and a horizontal addition at the front to create a three-car garage; existing lightwells
reduced, and decks added at the front and rear of a two-unit building within a RH-3
(Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. One of
the two units will be enlarged 226% (6,904 gsf total). This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative
Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve
(Continued from Regular hearing on January 7, 2021)

15. 2017-011977DRP-02 (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
3145-3147 JACKSON STREET —between Lyon and Presidio Streets; Lot 017 in Assessor’s
Block 0983 (District 2) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no.
2018.1010.2850 for the construction of a horizontal and vertical addition to an existing
single-family dwelling. The addition will include the infill of two western light wells,
increase of building depth at rear, a third-floor vertical addition, rear yard decks at the
second and third floors, and new rooftop deck with wood parapet walls to match existing
siding located at the rear half of the building 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 January 7, 2021)

ADJOURNMENT
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Hearing Procedures
The Planning Commission holds public hearings regularly, on most Thursdays. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year
and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org.

Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item.
¢+ When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.
Speakers will hear two alarms. The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining. The second louder

sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended.

Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are
prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or
use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use
of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings).

For most cases (CU’s, PUD's, 309’s, etc...) that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the
Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:

1. Athorough description of the issue(s) by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation of the proposal by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects,
engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed 10 minutes, unless a written request
for extension not to exceed a total presentation time of 15 minutes is received at least 72 hours in advance of the
hearing, through the Commission Secretary, and granted by the President or Chair.

3. 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. Athorough description of the issue by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation by the DR Requestor(s) team (includes Requestor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,

expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed five (5) minutes for each requestor.

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.

w
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Testimony by members of the public in support of the project would be up to three (3) minutes each.

DR requestor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

Project sponsor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

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.

N T

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 to 49 South Van Ness Ave, 14t Floor, 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, 49
South Van Ness Ave, 14th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103-2414. Written comments received by the close of the business day prior
to the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Planning Commission and made part of the official record.

Appeals
The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Planning Commission

hearing.

Case Type Case Suffix Appeal Period* Appeal Body

Office Allocation OFA (B) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals**
Conditional Use Authorization and Planned Unit | CUA (C) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Development

Building Permit Application (Discretionary | DRP/DRM (D) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Review)

EIR Certification ENV (E) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Coastal Zone Permit CTZ(P) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Planning Code Amendments by Application PCA (T) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Variance (Zoning Administrator action) VAR (V) 10 calendar days Board of Appeals
Large Project Authorization in Eastern | LPA (X) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Neighborhoods

Permit Review in C-3 Districts, Downtown | DNX (X) 15-calendar days Board of Appeals
Residential Districts

Zoning Map Change by Application MAP (Z) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors

* Appeals of Planning Commission decisions on Building Permit Applications (Discretionary Review) must be made within 15 days of
the date the building permit is issued/denied by the Department of Building Inspection (not from the date of the Planning Commission
hearing). Appeals of Zoning Administrator decisions on Variances must be made within 10 days from the issuance of the decision
letter.

**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project
requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal. An appeal of an
Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization.
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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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POINTS OF CONCERN TO ADDRESS TO THE CITY

CEQA REVIEW

1.

The CEQA review acknowledges the property is within the North Beach Context area and MAY
be part of the survey area. This was identified in November 2019 and had the Project Sponsors
not procrastinated in their responses to staff, this historic property could have been lost forever.

The CEQA also incorrectly identifies the owner of the property. It states that information on
tenants is unavailable. This is a major flaw in the CEQA as Mr. Gerolamo Lagomarsino
purchased the property and lived there until his death in 1955. He raised his family there and
upon his death the home went to his 3 children, that are incorrectly listed in CEQA as people
who bought the home from a Mrs. Sugarman. The Lagomarsino’s owned the home from the
time it was built and moved in around 1930. The Sturla family (DR Requestors) welcomed them
as neighbors, as the Sturla’s have owned the home next door since 1923.

Records of proceedings from the July 11, 1934 Board of Supervisor’s meeting records Mr.
Lagomarsino as one of the petitioners seeking to reduce or waive assessment fees on his
property.

Mr. Lagomarsino and his brother George owned Lagomarsino Brothers Grocery at 1500 Powell
Street for decades.

Mr. Louis Mastropasqua, the famed architect who designed this property lived at 1754 Grant
Avenue, just 240 feet from 476 Lombard. The CEQA fails to determine any possible relationship
which would establish importance of place or event in the CEQA, because if fails to properly
identify ownership. With this proximity, were they friends? Did Mr. Mastropasqua visit, walk by,
speak with, or attend functions at the home? Most of this history is likely lost, but some of it
may be available by visiting the photo collection of Mr. Mastropasqua at the San Francisco
Library. He often photographed the homes he designed and other aspects of North Beach,
sometimes with people who may (or may not) have occupied spaces he created. But without a
thorough and proper review we will never know.

RETAINED ELEMENTS DESIGN GUIDELINES

1.

In 2019 in a joint meeting of the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions, the Retained
Elements Design Guidelines were adopted. Staff indicated these guidelines did not apply but
admitted the “ambiguity” as to application was a reason, they were not used in reviewing this
project. While there is nothing to indicate when to use these guidelines conversely, there is
nothing to indicate when they should not be used.

What is clearly stated in the guidelines is that Planning Staff and Historic Preservation can
choose to apply these guidelines.

With no clear definition of when to apply these guidelines, we are asking that the Planning
Commission direct staff to use these guidelines to review this project as the building itself fits
the type and age of building the joint Commissions want to protect.
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NORTH BEACH SAN FRANCISCO HISTORIC CONTEXT STATEMENT

1.

This building is SPECIFICALLY identified as a key building in the Context Statement (Pages 116,
166). The Historic Preservation Commission listed that the vetting of this document in a joint
commission hearing was put on hold indefinitely due to the COVID crisis. With that in mind, this
project should not be approved due to the COVID crisis as well.

We are asking the Commission to delay, not only this project, but ANY project that are within
the Context Statement area.

THE PLANS ARE NOT PRECISE AND MANY ROOMS IN THE PLANS DO NOT SHOW THE MEASUREMENTS OF
THE ROOMS. FOR EXAMPLE:

ISSUES WITH THE OVERALL DESIGN

1.

The renovation of the first floor will require demolition of stones that have not been evaluated
for environment impacts such as asbestos or other harmful air ambient dust that could affect
the health of neighbors.

No plan or understanding of a plan has been communicated to DR Requestors relative to
protection of their property during excavation given the proximity of the buildings.

The 311 documents on the Planning website show the plans as modified August 28, 2020,
however, the plans available to the public still say February 20, 2020 and do not indicate any
modifications that may have been made. So, it is impossible to know if the plans presented
have been modified in some way, and what if any modifications these would be.

The 4-to-5-foot expansion into the rear yard and removal of the Bay windows to square off the
back rooms for balconies intrudes on light, air, and privacy to the immediate neighbor (DR
Requestor), as well has neighbors on Stockton Street whose properties face the rear yard. Itis
also visible from the eastward corner of Lombard and Stockton Streets. It also destroys a
historic component of the building as described in the North Beach Context Statement and
which should be protected under the Retained Elements Design Guidelines.

The rooftop deck is an unnecessary addition considering the rear yard and the terrace that will
be created on the 3™ floor addition. The removal of the deck will make the massive spiral
staircase that contrasts with the architecture of this 1926 building an unneeded addition.

The plan revisions required by planning to angle the front of the 3™ floor addition roof and set
the addition back additional feet are not shown on the plans. These required revisions have not
been done.

The removal of the elevator shaft on the rooftop was requested by staff, but it still shows in the
plans.

The 3™ floor addition ceiling height of 12 feet is unnecessary and obstructs views (unprotected
under code), from the Lombard Street, homes and apartments that face the building. These
ceilings should be dropped to 9 feet.
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9. Too many spaces are larger than necessary in order to utilize every square foot of buildable
space allowed by planning. Just because it is allowable, does not mean it should be allowed.
The 3™ floor has 33 feet of living and dining room space with a 16-foot kitchen, a front facing
deck of 8 feet by 27 feet and a rear deck which is 8 feet wide to accommodate a 6-foot-wide
spiral staircase. This floor must be drastically reduced and pushed back at the front to create a
more private deck, thus, NOT requiring a rooftop deck or spiral staircase at all.

10. The Project Sponsors claim the first-floor apartment is for an elderly parent with mobility issues
is deemed suspect as it has nothing to aid an individual who is mobility-challenged.

11. The shadow study produced by the Project Sponsors, only represents one day of the year. The
study represents shadow on the DR Requestors property at 3:30 pm. on June 21t which is the
Summer Solstice. The day when the sun remains highest in the sky for the longest period of
time. A request for a shadow study that demonstrates other seasonal times was denied.

FIRST FLOOR

1. The size of the first-floor addition should be reduced, preventing the unnecessary need for
expansion into the rear yard.

2. Length of garage can be reduced.

3. The 24-foot guest room can be reduced to 18 feet to eliminate the need for a rear yard
expansion and demolition of the original rear yard facade.

4. There is a side door that provides direct access from the Guest Room to the rear yard outdoor
space. The rear yard terrace should be removed, thus, removing the need to expand as
mentioned.

SECOND FLOOR

1. The 2nd floor renovation does not show measurements for a second master closet that could be
removed to reduce the footprint and eliminate the need for expanding out into the rear yard
view of neighbors.

2. Width Length of 2™ floor Foyer is not defined and can be reduced.

3. Master Closet is huge, but the measurements are not provided. It can be reduced.

4. Master Bath shows 13’6-1/2 feet but outside measurement show the overall size of this space to
be 16’ 3% “. The 3’3" appear to be a linen closet but it is not marked on the drawings and could
be removed to reduce the over size of the bathroom.

5. Laundry room measurements are not provided.

6. Bedroom on west end of 2" floor front does not show measurements.
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THIRD FLOOR

1. Thisis an addition, not an expansion of a third floor. The 311 and the assessor’s records show
this as a 2-story building with a storage shed on the roof. The project description provided in
the agenda notice, calls this as a 3-story building, inaccurately representing the true size of the
renovation.

2. The living, dining, and kitchen areas were removed from the existing second floor and moved to
the new third floor. It is not clear from the plans that Staffs requirement to change the shape of
the roof line to an angled roof, and to set it back more to limit its view from the street level on
Lombard was done for these drawings.

3. This living room and dining room area is 33 % feet in length. Reduction by 5 feet would allow for
a sizeable Living/Dining area and again, negate the need to expand into the rear yard and
compromise, light air, and privacy to its immediate neighbors.

4. The kitchen space is a separate measurement that is not clearly defined in the drawings. It
appears to be approximately 16 1/2 feet in length and approximately 25 feet wide. In this open
concept design, with the reduction of the living space and an additional reduction of
approximately 4-6 feet to the kitchen, this would set back the building as desired by staff and
allow for a larger front terrace, thus eliminating not only the need for expansion into the rear
yard as well as eliminating the need for a rooftop deck and the 6-foot-wide spiral staircase on an
8-foot-wide deck in the rear.

ROOFTOP DECK

1. With all the outdoor space available in the existing rear yard and the new outdoor space that
will be available with the 3" floor addition, the rooftop deck is not only unnecessary, but would
create a barrier to light and air for neighbors, not just the DR requestors.

FAILURE TO MEET WITH NEIGHBORS

1. The Pre-application meeting was held on Wednesday November 21, 2018 at 6p.m This was the
Wednesday before Thanksgiving and neighbor turnout was unsurprisingly sparse. The DR
requestors asked they hold another Pre-application meeting at a more practical time and day,
but this request was ignored until Supervisor Peskin’s office was added to the request. The next
meeting, which was schedule after submission of the application, was also strategically planned
for low turnout as it was scheduled for Sunday, January 13, 2019 the first day of the NFL playoffs
between the Chargers and the Patriots and the Eagles and the Saints.

2. Fortwo years, the DR Requestors attempts to meet where ignored until the DR was filed. The
offer to meet was scheduled one week before the original Hearing date of January 7, 2021. In
negotiation it was agreed to move this hearing to January 14, 2021 allowing more time for
discussion. In the end the DR requestors felt what was being offered was inadequate and the
pressure to make a quick decision was an unfair tactic.
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PROJECT SPONSORS DELAYS

1. From November 2018, throughout ALL of 2019, and not until 2020 did the Project Sponsors
properly and promptly respond to staff requests. Some of staff’s requested revisions not
reflected in the current design. Their procrastination should not be rewarded when San
Francisco’s attention is focused on the critical issue of saving lives during a pandemic.

2. With the delay in so many other things due to the crisis of COVID a rush to approve this project
with its many flaws is not necessary. This project should be denied.

PLEASE ASK THE COMMISSION TO DENY THIS PROJECT FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS:

1. The North Beach Context Statement should first be adopted by the City.
2. The CEQA is flawed.

3. There are major discrepancies and omissions in the drawings.

4. The Retained Elements Design Guidelines should be applied.

5. The Project Sponsors have dragged their feet for 2 years, they should not be rewarded with a
project while the City is in crisis.

6. The North Beach Context Statement which is delayed in the Historic Preservation Commission
because of the COVID crisis should be adopted before a decision is made on a project of this
enormity.
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Shelley Bradford Bell
DR Requestor's Representative
415-749-1083

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Shelley Bradford-Bell <shelley@shelleybradfordbell.com>

To: Aaron Peskin <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Hepner Lee (BOS) <lee.hepner@sfgov.org>
Sent: Saturday, January 9, 2021, 06:41:09 PM PST

Subject: Noticing for Project at 476 Lombard Improperly Posted!

Hello Supervisor Peskin

The Discretionary Review for 476 Lombard is Scheduled for Thursday January 14th, but I have just discovered that
it has been completely misidentified in Calendar for Thursday, January 14, 2021 as well as on last weeks Calendar
for the continuance.

The Lot and Block are Correct but the project description is wrong! This is a single family home 2 story home,
built in 1926 by Louis Mastrapasque (Julius Castle), seeking to add a 3-floor addtion, and REDUCE parking from 4
down to 2 parking spots.

There are not two units and there is no horizontal addition at the front to create a three car garage.
People will be confused. It is misleading. This item needs to be properly noticed.

I am going to seek a continuation because of this error, but I am respectfully requesting your help in getting it
rescheduled, so residents of North Beach can express any concerns they may have regarding this Historic property.

I have created a website that details all the issues with this project, that we are perfectly prepared to fight for, but the
noticing is so flawed, like so much else about this project, that people may not call in or email their concerns.

So the website is http:/www.save476lombard.com

Even the original description that appeared on the Planning website was wrong, calling it a 3-story instead of 2-story
building. But at least the rest of the information was correct.

2018-017283DRP: 476 Lombard Street - between Stockton and Grant Streets; Lot 017A in
Assessor’s Block 0062 (District 3) - Request for Discretionary Review of building permit 2018.1019.3722.
to construct a horizontal addition and a new elevator and roof deck to the existing three-story (its a
two-story), 3,192-square-foot single-family residence within the RH-3 (Residential House, Three-
Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action
for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section
31.04(h). For further information, call David Winslow at (628) 652-7335 or email

at david.winslow@sfgov.org and ask about Case No. 2018-017283DRP.

This is the description in last weeks continuation calendar and this weeks DR calendar:

2018-017283DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335) 476 LOMBARD STREET — between Stockton and Grant
Streets; Lot 017A in Assessor’s Block 0062 (District 3) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no.
2018.1019.3722 for the construction of a one-story vertical addition and two-level below grade addition and a
horizontal addition at the front to create a three-car garage; existing lightwells reduced, and decks added at the front
and rear of a two-unit building within a RH-3 (ResidentialHouse, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height
and Bulk District. One of the two units will be enlarged 226% (6,904 gsf total). This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve (Proposed for Continuance to
January 14, 2021)


https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=http%3A//www.save476lombard.com&g=MGQxZjk5NDJhZWI0MDU5Mw==&h=NjIzZmI3ZjJmNDllNjFjOWU5YjNmYTc0OWYyN2Y0MzUxM2VmMTFiNWRjM2ZmMjZjOTkwZGZlZGZlMDI4NzI2OA==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOjUxMjkzOTE2ZmVmNzE5YmQzM2E1NTBhN2ViNzVhMGY0OnYx
mailto:david.winslow@sfgov.org

2018-017283DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335) 476 LOMBARD STREET — between Stockton and Grant
Streets; Lot 017A in Assessor’s Block 0062 (District 3) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no.
2018.1019.3722 for the construction of a one-story vertical addition and two-level below grade addition and a
horizontal addition at the front to create a three-car garage; existing lightwells reduced, and decks added at the front
and rear of a two-unit building within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height
and Bulk District. One of the two units will be enlarged 226% (6,904 gsf total). This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve (Continued from Regular
hearing on January 7, 2021)

I hope you can assist in getting this rescheduled. So much information surrounding this project has been incorrect.
People may not realize this is the item they want to comment on.

Thank you in advance Supervisor Peskin for any assistance you can provide to make sure this item is properly
describe and vetted before the public.

Sincerely,
Shelley Bradford Bell

415-749-1083 home
415-724-0136 Cell



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Error in item 14, 2018-017283DRP, 476 Lombard St — please continue item with correction
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:53:50 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org <http://www.sfplanning.org/>
San Francisco Property Information Map <https:/sfplanninggis.org/pim/>

On 1/10/21, 5:03 PM, "Charles Tobias" <tobiascharles46@gmail.com> wrote:

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

Dear President Koppel,

Your January 14, 2021 agenda shows 476 Lombard Street as an addition to the front of a building to add parking
spaces. After some investigation, I find that this is not correct. The item needs to be continued so North Beach
neighbors can have a say on the right project! Please continue this item and direct staff to send out the right project

information.

Sincerely.
Charles Tobias


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 476 Lombard Street
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:53:39 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: David Tobias <d.tobias3@icloud.com>
Date: Sunday, January 10, 2021 at 4:04 PM

To: "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: 476 Lombard Street

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

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: David Tobias <d.tobias3@icloud.com>
Date: January 10, 2021 at 4:02:36 PM PST
To: Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org

Subject: Fwd: 476 Lombard Street

Dear President Koppel,

Your January 14, 2021 agenda shows 476 Lombard Street as an addition to the
front of a building to add parking spaces. This is completely wrong! We need
this item continued so North Beach neighbors can have a say on the right project!
Please continue this item and direct staff to send out the right project information.

Sincerely
David Tobias

Sent from my iPad


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
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https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//www.google.com/maps/search/476%2BLombard%2BSt%3Fentry%3Dgmail%26amp%3Bsource%3Dg&g=ODczNzU2NzZkMDNjMGI1NA==&h=MjAwZGUzODk3ZTZhNjRjZDgzYTRmOGIxZDFlZTBlZmE5M2FkOTQ3NDU1ZDM4NDgzZDlhM2U2MWJiOTllY2VhNA==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOjhiYzRiZmEyMjJlNjlhMTY2ZjM2NTkxNTBjZjAxNWRlOnYx

Begin forwarded message:

From: David Tobias <d.tobias3@icloud.com>
Date: January 10, 2021 at 3:58:08 PM PST
To: Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org

Subject: 476 Lombard Street

Dear President Koppel,

Your January 14, 2021 agenda shows 476 Lombard Street as an
addition to the front of a building to add parking spaces. This is
completely wrong! We need this item continued so North Beach
neighbors can have a say on the right project! Please continue this
item and direct staff to send out the right project information.

Sincerely
David Tobias

Sent from my iPad


x-apple-data-detectors://0/
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//www.google.com/maps/search/476%2BLombard%2BSt%3Fentry%3Dgmail%26amp%3Bsource%3Dg&g=NTI3MjE2MmRiMmQ5ZDhhYw==&h=OTQyMWY3NjQwOTMwYzA5NjQ4NjcwOTczZTU1ZDUxY2VlY2ExYmNjODM1Y2E5YWQzYjU0ZWEyMDhiOTI3Njc2Nw==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOjhiYzRiZmEyMjJlNjlhMTY2ZjM2NTkxNTBjZjAxNWRlOnYx

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Subject: Major error in item 14, 2018-017283DRP, 476 Lombard St — please continue item with correction
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 10:53:01 AM

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Elizabeth Whitley <irshyank@gmail.com>

Date: Sunday, January 10, 2021 at 3:27 PM

To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Peskin, Aaron (BOS)"
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>, "lonin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>

Cc: "Tanner, Rachael (CPC)" <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>, "Winslow, David (CPC)"
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>, "Chan, Deland (CPC)" <deland.chan@sfgov.org>, "Fung, Frank
(CPC)" <frank.fung@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)" <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>,
"Diamond, Susan (CPC)" <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>, Theresa Imperial
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>

Subject: Subject: Major error in item 14, 2018-017283DRP, 476 Lombard St — please continue
item with correction

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

Dear President Koppel,

Your January 14, 2021 agenda shows 476 Lombard Street as an addition to the front of a
building to add parking spaces. This is completely wrong! We need this item continued so
North Beach neighbors can have a say on the right project! Please continue this item and
direct staff to send out the right project information.

Sincerely
Sally Elizabeth Whitley


mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//www.google.com/maps/search/476%2BLombard%2BSt%3Fentry%3Dgmail%26amp%3Bsource%3Dg&g=MzRjODBjNjljZDYxODI0ZA==&h=M2ZmZjU2NTE2YjVkOTE2YTQyMmU2YjdiZTUwOTRmOWYxNzYzODA1MzgxZTI4MGY2MjdiY2YyNTU2MmRkZDBjOQ==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvZmZpY2UzNjVfZW1haWxzX2VtYWlsOmM4MjcwM2M4ODMyZWQ3Nzc0NmJlZjljZGVjM2FkNjAzOnYx

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: FW: Modernizing UCSF Parnassus Heights

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 8:34:30 AM
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Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

B v 0 ¢ & X

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Brett Byron <Brett.Byron.403763241@p2a.co>

Sent: Sunday, January 10, 2021 4:02 PM

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Modernizing UCSF Parnassus Heights

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

Hello,
My name is Brett Byron. | am a SF resident, supporter, and support the UCSF Comprehensive
Parnassus Heights Plan, which will allow UCSF to expand patient care, construct new housing, and

bring transit solutions to San Francisco.

NIMBYISM is killing our city. | support increased housing and all the benefits that come as a
byproduct.

Without the plan to revitalize UCSF Parnassus Heights and build a new hospital, UCSF will be unable
to invest millions in transportation, affordable housing, and a new hospital for the community.

These updates reflect years of internal collaboration, neighborhood engagement, and community
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input. | appreciate UCSF led an extensive community engagement and internal planning process. |
also appreciate UCSF and the City and County of San Francisco have been working together to
advance local investments that best serve the community.

Thank you, and | ask for your support of UCSF's commitment to the community and Parnassus
Heights.

Brett Byron
1980 Washington St
San Francisco, CA 94109



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Switzky, Joshua (CPC)
Subject: FW: UCSF Parnassus Extension Request

Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 8:32:06 AM
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Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Richard Drury <richard@lozeaudrury.com>

Sent: Friday, January 08, 2021 5:43 PM

To: Preston, Dean (BOS) <dean.preston@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>;
Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>

Cc: ed.leonard@gmail.com; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: UCSF Parnassus Extension Request

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

Supervisors Preston, Peskin, and Safai:

I am writing on behalf of the Parnassus Neighborhood Coalition ("PNC"), a group of residents
living in the Parnassus Heights neighborhood, to strongly support the proposed resolution to
urge the UC Regents to continue consideration of the Environmental Impact Report for the
UCSF Parnassus expansion project to the March 2021 meeting of the Regents. Thisis a
massive project that will add over 2 million square feet to the UCSF Parnassus Campus. This is
larger than the SalesForce Tower, and will have dramatic impacts on the surrounding
residential communities. The Regents have still not released the Final Environmental Impact
Report for the Project. While CEQA allows a bare minimum ten day review period for the Final
EIR, (CEQA 21092.5), given the scope and magnitude of this project, ten days is clearly not


mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:joshua.switzky@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://www.facebook.com/sfplanning
https://twitter.com/sfplanning
http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning
http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfplanning
https://nextdoor.com/pages/san-francisco-planning/
http://signup.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19

























sufficient to allow the affected public and decision-makers to consider and comment on the
Final EIR. The need for the extension is particularly acute given the COVID pandemic, which
complicates communication with consultants, and community members required to review
the Final EIR. At the minimum, there should be at least a 45 day period for the public,
Supervisors, and Regents to review and comment on the Final EIR. We therefore fully support
the proposal to continue consideration of the Final EIR to the March 2021 meeting of the
Regents.

| would like to emphasize the PNC supports the need to modernize and seismically upgrade
the campus and hospital. However, we believe that this should be done consistent with the
recently adopted 2014 Long Range Development Plan, which recognized the "permanent"
3.55 million square foot space cap at the Parnassus Campus. We believe that a new hospital
can be located at Parnassus consistent with the space cap, while additional hospital space
should be located at other locations, such as Hunters Point, or Mount Zion. This would allow
for a modern, seismically safe hospital, while still complying with the Regents' long-standing
resolution to maintain a permanent space cap at Parnassus of 3.55 million square feet. It
would also create new hospital capacity in the City's most under-served community of the
Bayview/Hunters Point. Thank you.

Richard Drury

Counsel for Parnassus Neighborhood Coalition.

Richard Drury

Lozeau Drury LLP

1939 Harrison Street, Suite 150
Oakland, CA 94612

(510) 836-4200
richard@lozeaudrury.com
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary

To: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC
Subject: FW: General Public Comment January 14, 2021
Date: Monday, January 11, 2021 8:32:02 AM
Attachments: Presentation 6.pdf
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San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
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Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person
services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail, and
the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely.
The public is encouraged to participate. Find more information on our

services here.

From: Thomas Schuttish <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net>

Sent: Sunday, January 10, 2021 7:44 PM

To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Kathrin Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>; Chan,
Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung,
Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner,
Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>; Sanchez, Scott (CPC)
<scott.sanchez@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>; Tam, Tina (CPC) <tina.tam@sfgov.org>; Washington, Delvin (CPC)
<delvin.washington@sfgov.org>; Speirs, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.speirs@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; Cisneros, Stephanie (CPC) <stephanie.cisneros@sfgov.org>; Ajello
Hoagland, Linda (CPC) <linda.ajellohoagland@sfgov.org>; Hicks, Bridget (CPC)
<Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org>; Campbell, Cathleen (CPC) <cathleen.campbell@sfgov.org>; Pantoja,
Gabriela (CPC) <gabriela.pantoja@sfgov.org>; Lindsay, Ashley (CPC) <ashley.lindsay@sfgov.org>;
Balba, Ryan (CPC) <ryan.balba@sfgov.org>; Merlone, Audrey (CPC) <audrey.merlone@sfgov.org>;
Starr, Aaron (CPC) <aaron.starr@sfgov.org>

Subject: General Public Comment January 14, 2021

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from
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Assessor's Report

Parcel 2628070

Address 23-25 CLIFFORD TE

Assessed Values Construction Type Wood or steel frame
Land $941,617.00 Use Type Flats & Duplex
Structure $2,230,489.00 Units 2
Fixtures - Stories 3
Personal Property - Rooms 9

Last Sale 4/29/2008 Bedrooms 2

Last Sale Price $1,120,000.00 Bathrooms 2

Year Built 1953 Basement -

Building Area 2,820 sq ft

Parcel Area 2,199 sq ft Parcel Shape Other (not square or rectangular)

Parcel Frontage - Parcel Depth -

Please send questions about this report to the Office of the Assessor-Recorder (4.
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San Francisco CA 94109
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23-25 Clifford Terrace San Francisco, CA

Sold Price: $1,095,000

Bedrooms: 1

Bathrooms: 1

Property Type: Single Family

Property Status: Sold

Description:

This two-unit home sits atop Clifford Terrace giving the owner privacy and VIEWS. The upper one bedroom,
one bathroom home has tremendous light and captures VIEWS through the large picture window. This unit
also features a large rear deck and outdoor patio perfect for BEQ & entertaining, and a master suite with walk-
in closet and large master bathroom. Lower one bedroom, one bathroom unit has been recently renovated and
is currently VACANT. This unit would make a great home office. rental, or quest quarters. Offered at:
$1,095,000 (both units) $625,000 (upper unit only) $470,000 (lower unit only) Property Details Upper Unit:
Living Room: -VIEW of Bay -Large picture windows -Wood burning fireplace with slate surround -Built-in
shelves Dining Room Eat-in Kitchen: -Large skylight -Marble tile floors -O’Keefe & Merrit vintage gas stove -
Walk-in pantry with built-in shelves -Direct access o large rear deck with wonderful City VIEWS! Master
Bedroom: -Walk-in closet with built-in shelves -Overlooks rear patio / deck Master Bathroom: -Tile floors -
Skylight -Tile shower over tub Large Deck & Patio with South VIEWS Common Laundry Twao Car Parking
Lower Unit: Large Living Room: -Large picture windows Kitchen: -Tile floor -New stainless steel appliances -

Abundance of cabinets Master Bedroom: -Direct access to rear patio Master Bathroom: -Tile floors -Tile
shower over tub Common Laundry One Car Parking DISCLOSURES: wwyw.ortc.com #339235

READ LESS
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Today
Nov 5, 2020 Listed (Active) $5,250,000
Date San Francisco MLS #508450 Price
Apr 2008, Sold for $1,120,000
Apr 29,2008 Sold (Public Records) $1,120,000
Date Public Records Price
May, 2008
May 12, 2008 Sold (MLS) $1,120,000
Date San Francisco MLS #339235 Price
Aprl7,2008 Delisted —
Date San Francisco MLS 4339235 Price
Mar 27,2008 Listed $1,095,000
Date San Francisco MLS #339235 Price

Listing provided courtesy of San Francisco Association of Realtors (SFARMLS)

2 unit home sits a top CIliff Terr which gives the owner privacy & VIEWS. The upper 1 BR
home captures VIEWS thru the large pict ceiling height windows visible from almost
EVERY rm. Tremendous light & feat large dk & outdoor patio perf for BBQ & entertaining.
Master ste includes walk in closet & |g mster bthrm. 3 pking, great lower 1 BR unit which
has been recently renov & is currently VACANT. Grt 2nd unit for hm office, rental, quest
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Go tour this home

SUNDAY MONDAY TUESDAY
10 1 12 >
JAN JAN JAN
m Tour in Person g Tour via Video Chat

Schedule Tour

It's free, with no obligation — cancel anytime

OR

Start an Offer

Buy with a Redfin Agent and get $18,224
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Listing provided courtesy of San Francisco Association of Realtors (SFARMLS)

2 unit home sits a top CIiff Terr which gives the owner privacy & VIEWS. The upper 1 BR
home captures VIEWS thru the large pict ceiling height windows visible from almost

EVERY rm. Tremendous light & feat large dk & outdoor patio perf for BBQ & entertaining.

Master ste includes walk in closet & Ig mster bthrm. 3 pking, great lower 1 BR unit which
has been recently renov & is currently VACANT. Grt 2nd unit for hm office, rental, quest
qtrs & the like. Rare hm w/ add'l unit as bonus. Don't miss!

Show Less A

Nov, 1999

Nov 24,1999 Sold (MLS) $715,000
Date San Francisco MLS #65559 Price

Nov 3,1999 Delisted o

Date San Francisco MLS #65559 Price

Oct 21,1999 Listed $699,000
Date San Francisco MLS #65559 Price

Listing provided courtesy of San Francisco Association of Realtors (SFARMLS)

Charming Clifford Terrace 1br Units In Special Garden Setting. Upper Unit (Owners) Has
Parial Views, Wonderful Light, Remodeled Kitchen.
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Permit Services Plan Review

Home » Mest Recuested

Welcome to our Permit / Complaint Tracking System!

Inspection Services

e "—"- i vl i
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Most Requested Key Programs About Us

SAN FRANCISCO

COMPLAINT DATA SHEET 4 y
Complaint DEPARTMENT OF
Numger; 201524251 BUILDING INSPECTION
Owner/Agent: OWNER DATA SUPPRESSED Date Filed:
Owner's Phone: -- Location: 23 CLIFFORD TR
Contact Name: Block: 2628
Contact Phone:  -- Lot 070
Complainant: CLOMELAINANTDATA Site:
SUPPRESSED
Rating:
Occupancy Code:
Received By: JingJing Lu
Complainant's Division: BID
Phone:
Compiait TELEPHONE
source:
A§s.|gnefl to aID
Division:
Description: Request DBI prefrom a site visit to verify construction in conforming to approved permit and plans

Instructions:

INSPECTOR INFORMATION
DIVISION

INSPECTOR

DISTRICT PRIORITY

BID SCHROEDER 1144

REFFERAL INFORMATION

COMPLAINT STATUS AND COMMENTS

18

DIV INSPECTOR STATUS COMMENT
CASE

/ ! ~

02/04/15 |CASE OPENED BID |Schroeder RECEIVED
OTHER BLDG/HOUSING FIRST NOV .

] !

02/09/15 VIOLATION BID |Schroeder SENT nov issued cs
OTHER BLDG/HOUSING CASE ,

:’ .’ A -
02/11/15 VIOLATION INS |Schroeder UPDATE Capy of first NOV mailed -TL
02/20/15 |CASE OPENED BID |Schroeder CAGE building restored cs

_ ABATED _
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Home » Most Requested

| FRANCISC O

Welcome to our Permit / Complaint Tracking System!
Permit Details Report

Report Date: 1/10/2021 3:04:19 PM
DING INSPECTION
Application Number: 201207033978
Form Number: 3
Address(es): 2628 !:070 /0 23 CLIFFORD TR
2628 /070 /0 25 CLIFFORD TR
Description: REMODEL 2-STORY, 2-UNIT BUILDING & ADD (N) 3RD FL.
Cost: $1.100,000.00
Occupancy Code: R-3
Building Use: 28 - 2 FAMILY DWELLING
Disposition / Stage:
Action Date Stage Comments
7/3/2012 TRIAGE
7/3/2012 FILING
713/2012 FILED
7/6/2013 APPROVED
7/18/2013 ISSUED
8/2/2013 SUSPEND requested by BPA — Itr dd 8/1/13
11/8/2013 REINSTATED suspension of the permil lifted per BPA & Depuly Director Lowrey.
6/10/2014 SUSPEND NSF Ck#672 $4304.52
6/13/2014 REINSTATED Replace NSF CK#672 w/credit payment Visa Chase
71672017 COMPLETE 3348796 CFC ISSUED

Contact Details:
Contractor Details:

License Number: 421643

Name: UWE DOBERS

Company Name: THE FINE EUROPEAN CONSTRUCTION/UWB DOBER
Address: 848 ARKANSAS ST * SAN FRANCISCQO CA 94107
Phone: 4156489347

Addenda Details:
Description:SITE
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untrusted sources.

Dear President Koppel, Vice President Moore, Commissioners Chan, Diamond, Fung, Imperial and
Tanner and Director Hillis,

Good evening to you all.

If you have home delivery of the Chronicle, you might have seen today’s Real Estate section which
featured a story about a project in Corona Heights, entitled “Architecture for San Francisco”. In
case you don’t take the Chron, the article is about 23-25 Clifford Terrace which is currently for sale,

asking $5.25 million.

While the Chronicle article lists two addresses, it does not describe a second unit in the text of the
article.

Attached are 19 slides.

Slide 1 is the project as it was prior to the Alteration permit being effectuated.

Slides 2-3 is during the Demolition/construction.

Slide 4 is the Assessor’s Report from the SFPIM which describes this property as two units.
Slide 5 is a photo of the original upper unit kitchen at 25 Clifford Terrace.

Slide 6 is a photo of the original lower unit kitchen at 23 Clifford Terrace.

Slide 7 is Sheet A2.3 from the 2012 Variance Hearing. Near the lower right corner is the

notation, “no unit merger”. It highlights the floor plan for 23 Clifford Terrace, which is labeled here
as “unit 1”7 as well as showing two levels of the upper unit aka 25 Clifford Terrace.

Slide 8 is the realtor’s floor plan as published in the current Redfin web ad.

Slides 9-11 show Sheet Al1.1, Sheet A1.1B and Sheet A1.2 from the 2012 Variance hearing with the
Demolition Calculations near the lower right corner.

Slide 12 is a web ad from the time of the 2008 sale touting it as a “single family home” but still
describing it as two separate units.

Slides 13-14 are the sales/price history from the Redfin web ad including the current asking price.

Slide 15 is from the DBI Tracking regarding a complaint to the Building Department.



Slide 16 is from the DBI Tracking with the original Alteration permit showing the date of the CFC
issuance....and the filing date for the Alteration permit.

Slides 17-18 show the property as it is today from two different perspectives.

Slide 19 is the the property as it was prior to the work. This photo clearly shows a front door for 25
Clifford Terrace and a front door for 23 Clifford Terrace.

Thank you and take good care.
Sincerely,
Georgia Schuttish



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - SENIOR MANAGERS; STACY, KATE (CAT); YANG, AUSTIN (CAT);
JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)

Subject: CPC Calendars for January 14, 2021

Date: Friday, January 08, 2021 2:50:11 PM

Attachments: 20210114 cal.pdf

20210114 cal.docx
Advance Calendar - 20210114.xlIsx
CPC Hearing Results 2021.docx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for January 14, 2021.

Commissioner Tanner,
If you haven’t already, please review the previous hearing and materials for 1145 Mission Street.

Cheers,

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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SAN FRANCISCO
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Notice of Hearing
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Remote Hearing
via video and teleconferencing

Thursday, January 14, 2021
1:00 p.m.
Regular Meeting

Commissioners:
Joel Koppel, President
Kathrin Moore, Vice President
Deland Chan, Sue Diamond, Frank Fung,
Theresa Imperial, Rachael Tanner

Commission Secretary:
Jonas P. lonin

Hearing Materials are available at:
Website: http://www.sfplanning.org
Planning Department
49 South Van Ness, 14t Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

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 (628) 652-7589 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 (628) 652-7589, 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 (628) 652-7589, or
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.

Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related
disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.

SPANISH: Agenda para la Comisién de Planificacién. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener informacién en Espafiol o solicitar un aparato
para asistencia auditiva, llame al (628) 652-7589. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipacion a la audiencia.

CHINESE: ¥ #| 2% 5 &g e . Bups e L an i 258 5 W Bh ek B Rl B i, 55205 (628) 652-7589. & (EHE R & BRAT Z AT 1
/D48 /INREE H B R

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 (628) 652-7589. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig.

RUSSIAN: MoBecTka aHa Komuccum no nnaHnpoBaHuto. 3a NomMoLLbio NepeBoa4YmKa U 3a BcromoraternbHbIM CIyXOBbIM
YCTPOMCTBOM Ha BpeMsl CryLLaHuWii obpallanTecs rno Homepy (628) 652-7589. 3anpockl AOIMKHbI AenaTbCA MUHUMYM 3a 48
YacoB /10 Hayana cryLlaHus.
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, January 14, 2021

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
diirectives 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.orqg. Visit the SFGovIV website (https./sfqovtv.org/planning) to stream
the live meetings or watch on a local television station.

Public Comment call-in: Toll-free number: (415) 655-0001 / Access code: 746 065 8530

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.

Notice of Remote Hearing & Agenda Page 3of 12
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, January 14, 2021

ROLL CALL:

President: Joel Koppel
Vice-President: Kathrin Moore
Commissioners: Deland Chan, Sue Diamond, Frank Fung,

Theresa Imperial, Rachael Tanner

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE

The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or
to hear the item on this calendar.

1.

3a.

2019-012567DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
36 DELANO AVENUE — between San Juan and Santa Ysabel Avenues; Lot 008 in Assessor’s
Block 3152 (District 11) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no.
2019.0605.2592 for the construction of a three-story, horizontal addition at the rear of an
existing three-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: Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications
(Proposed for Continuance to January 28, 2021)

2019-020049CUA (K. GUY: (628) 652-7325)
1131 POLK STREET - east side of Polk Street between Sutter and Post Streets: Lot 001 in
Assessor’s Block 0691 (District 3) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to
Planning Code Sections 121.2, 303, and 723 to establish bar, restaurant, and nighttime
entertainment uses on the basement and first floor of the subject property within the Polk
Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial District) Zoning District, Lower Polk Alcohol
Restricted Use Subdistrict, and 80-T-120-T Height and Bulk District. The bar/restaurant
would measure approximately 3,570 square feet. This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative
Code Section 31.04(h).

(Proposed for Continuance to February 4, 2021)

2017-013728CRV (M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567)
1021 VALENCIA STREET - located on the east side of Valencia Street between 215t and 22nd
Streets, Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 3616 (District 9) — Request for Concession/Incentive and
Waiver from Development Standards, pursuant to Planning Code Section 206.6 and
California Government Code Section 65915 under State Density Bonus Law. The Project
proposes to demolish an existing one-story 20’ tall automotive repair building and
construct a new six-story 65’ tall (75’ to penthouse) mixed-use building with 2,393 sq. ft. of
retail sales and service area at the basement and ground level and 24 dwelling units
including 12 one-bedroom and 12 two-bedroom units on levels one through six within the
Valencia NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk
District. Under the State Density Bonus, the Project requests Waivers from Height Limit,
Rear Yard, and Dwelling Unit Exposure. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the
project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section
31.04(h).
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, January 14, 2021

3b.

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt Resolution
(Proposed for Continuance to February 18, 2021)

2017-013728DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
1021 VALENCIA STREET - between 215t and 22nd Streets; Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 3616
(District 9) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2020. 0825.2609 to
demolish an existing one-story 20’ tall automotive repair building and construct of new
six-story 65’ tall mixed-use building with 2,393 sq. ft. of retail sales and service area at the
basement and ground level and 24 dwelling units including 12 one-bedroom and 12 two-
bedroom units on levels one through six within the Valencia 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).

(Proposed for Continuance to February 18, 2021)

B. CONSENT CALENDAR

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

4.

2020-009361CUA (X. LIANG: (628) 652-7316)
801 PHELPS STREET - east side of Phelps Street between Jerrold Avenue and Innes Avenue;
Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 5272 (District 10) — Request for Conditional Use Authorization,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.9 and 303, to subdivide a 20,000 square feet lot
into two parcels at 801 Phelps Street within a PDR-1-G (Production, Distribution & Repair -
1 — General) Zoning District and 65-J Height and Bulk District. Each parcel will be 10,000
square feet in size and contain one existing Industrial building. There is no physical change
to the existing structures. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

C COMMISSION MATTERS

5.

Commission Comments/Questions

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

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

D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS

6.

Director’s Announcements
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, January 14, 2021

7. 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.

8. 2020-008417CWP (A. NELSON: (628) 652-7444)
HOUSING RECOVERY - Informational Presentation — Staff from the Planning Department,
Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, Department of Homelessness
and Supportive Housing, and Department of Public Health will present information on the
current conditions, efforts underway, and proposed efforts to support public health and
housing for the city’s residents, focusing on vulnerable populations, in response to the
COVID-19 and economic crises.

Preliminary Recommendation: None — Informational

0. 2017-004557ENV (J. MCKELLAR: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’'FARRELL STREET — north side of O'Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’'s Block 0318 (District 6) — Certification of the Final
Environmental Impact Report. The final EIR evaluates a proposed project and a project
variant. The proposed project would demolish all but the facade of the existing two-story-
over-basement parking garage and construct a 13-story-over-basement residential tower
with 111 dwelling units, 1,300 square feet (sf) of ground-floor retail or residential amenity
space, and 156 bicycle parking spaces. The project variant would demolish the existing
garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential tower with 116 dwelling units,
1,300 sf of ground-floor retail or residential amenity space, and 156 bicycle parking spaces.
The proposed project and project variant do not propose any vehicle parking. The project
site is within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T
Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1).

Please Note: The public hearing on the draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for
the draft EIR ended on July 7, 2020. Public comment will be received when the item is
called during the hearing; however, comments submitted may not be included in the Final
EIR.

Preliminary Recommendation: Certify

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)

Notice of Remote Hearing & Agenda Page 60f 12




https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2020-008417CWP_011421.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-004557ENV%20-%20550%20O%27Farrell%20St.pdf



San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, January 14, 2021

10a.

10b.

10c.

11.

2017-004557ENV (S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’FARRELL STREET — north side of O'Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) — Request for Adoption of CEQA
Findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, and a Mitigation and Monitoring
Reporting Program under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The project
would demolish all but the fagcade of the existing two-story parking garage and construct a
13-story over-basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4
(Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District,
and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased
utilizing Planning Code Section 207(c)1 and providing on-site inclusionary affordable units.
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)

2017-004557CUA (S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’FARRELL STREET - north side of O’Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor's Block 0318 (District 6) — Request for Conditional Use
Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 253, 263.7, 271, and 303 to allow a
structure over 40 feet in height on a lot with more than 50 feet of street frontage in a RC
Zoning District, a structure above the 80-foot base height in the North of Market
Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1), and Bulk Limit Exceptions. The project would demolish all
but the facade of the existing two-story parking garage and construct a 13-story over-
basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial
High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market
Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased utilizing Planning Code
Section 207(c)1 and providing on-site inclusionary affordable units. 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 December 10, 2020)

2017-004557VAR (S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)
550 O’'FARRELL STREET — north side of O'Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones
Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) — Request for a Variance, pursuant
Planning Code Section 305, from the requirements for a Rear Yard (Section 134) and
Dwelling Unit Exposure (Section 140). The project would demolish all but the fagcade of the
existing two-story parking garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential
tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning
District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea
No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased utilizing Planning Code Section 207(c)1 and
providing on-site inclusionary affordable units.

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)

2007.0604X (L. HOAGLAND: (415) 575-6823)
1145 MISSION STREET - southeast side of Mission Street; Lot 168 of Assessor’s Block 3727
(District 6) — Request for Large Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section
329, to allow new construction of a six-story, 65-foot tall, mixed-use building
(approximately 37,905 square feet) with 25 residential dwelling units, approximately 4,500
square feet of ground floor commercial, nine below-grade off-street parking spaces, one
car-share parking space, 30 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, and two Class 2 bicycle parking
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12.

13.

spaces on a vacant lot. The Project includes a dwelling-unit mix consisting of 15 one-
bedroom units and 10 two-bedroom units. The project site is located within a MUO
(Mixed-Use Office) Zoning District and 65-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 November 19, 2020)

Note: On June 11, 2020, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to July 9,
2020 by a vote of +7 -0. On July 9, 2020, without hearing, continued to August 27, 2020 by
a vote of +7 -0. On August 27, 2020, without hearing, continued to November 19, 2020 by
a vote of +6 -0. On November 19, 2020, without hearing, continued to January 14, 2021 by
a vote of +7 -0.

2018-015815AHB (X. LIANG: (628) 652-7316)
1055 TEXAS STREET - east side of Texas Street between 234 and 25t Streets; Lots 032 and
033 in Assessor’s Block 4224 (District 10) — Request for HOME-SF Project Authorization,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 206.3 and 328, to allow construction of a five-story-
over-two basements, 49-foot-tall building with 25 dwelling units on two vacant lots at
1055 Texas Street within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X
Height and Bulk District. The building would contain approximately 20,329 gross square
feet and provide approximately 3,015 square feet of usable common open space, and 374
square feet of private open space for the residents in the rear yard and on roof decks above
the fourth and fifth floors. A total of 25 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces would be provided in
a basement-level bicycle room and four Class 2 spaces on the sidewalk adjacent to the
project site. The Project would also include a lot merger of Lots 032 and 033 on Block 4224.
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

2019-006959CUA (K. DURANDET: (628) 652-7315)
656 ANDOVER STREET — west side of Andover Street, Lot 002 in Assessor’s Block 5744
(District 9) — 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 two-family, three-story residential building. The
building would retain the two existing legal dwelling units. The site is located within a RH-
2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District, Bernal Heights Special Use 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

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.
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14. 2018-017283DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
476 LOMBARD STREET - between Stockton and Grant Streets; Lot 017A in Assessor’s Block
0062 (District 3) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no. 2018.1019.3722
for the construction of a one-story vertical addition and two-level below grade addition
and a horizontal addition at the front to create a three-car garage; existing lightwells
reduced, and decks added at the front and rear of a two-unit building within a RH-3
(Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. One of
the two units will be enlarged 226% (6,904 gsf total). This action constitutes the Approval
Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative
Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve
(Continued from Regular hearing on January 7, 2021)

15. 2017-011977DRP-02 (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)
3145-3147 JACKSON STREET —between Lyon and Presidio Streets; Lot 017 in Assessor’s
Block 0983 (District 2) — Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no.
2018.1010.2850 for the construction of a horizontal and vertical addition to an existing
single-family dwelling. The addition will include the infill of two western light wells,
increase of building depth at rear, a third-floor vertical addition, rear yard decks at the
second and third floors, and new rooftop deck with wood parapet walls to match existing
siding located at the rear half of the building 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 January 7, 2021)

ADJOURNMENT
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Hearing Procedures
The Planning Commission holds public hearings regularly, on most Thursdays. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year
and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org.

Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item.
¢+ When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.
Speakers will hear two alarms. The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining. The second louder

sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended.

Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are
prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or
use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use
of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings).

For most cases (CU’s, PUD's, 309’s, etc...) that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the
Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:

1. Athorough description of the issue(s) by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation of the proposal by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects,
engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed 10 minutes, unless a written request
for extension not to exceed a total presentation time of 15 minutes is received at least 72 hours in advance of the
hearing, through the Commission Secretary, and granted by the President or Chair.

3. 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. Athorough description of the issue by the Director or a member of the staff.

2. A presentation by the DR Requestor(s) team (includes Requestor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers,

expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed five (5) minutes for each requestor.

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.

w
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Testimony by members of the public in support of the project would be up to three (3) minutes each.

DR requestor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

Project sponsor(s) or their designees are given two (2) minutes for rebuttal.

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.

N T

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 to 49 South Van Ness Ave, 14t Floor, 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, 49
South Van Ness Ave, 14th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103-2414. Written comments received by the close of the business day prior
to the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Planning Commission and made part of the official record.

Appeals
The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Planning Commission

hearing.

Case Type Case Suffix Appeal Period* Appeal Body

Office Allocation OFA (B) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals**
Conditional Use Authorization and Planned Unit | CUA (C) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Development

Building Permit Application (Discretionary | DRP/DRM (D) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Review)

EIR Certification ENV (E) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Coastal Zone Permit CTZ(P) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Planning Code Amendments by Application PCA (T) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors
Variance (Zoning Administrator action) VAR (V) 10 calendar days Board of Appeals
Large Project Authorization in Eastern | LPA (X) 15 calendar days Board of Appeals
Neighborhoods

Permit Review in C-3 Districts, Downtown | DNX (X) 15-calendar days Board of Appeals
Residential Districts

Zoning Map Change by Application MAP (Z) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors

* Appeals of Planning Commission decisions on Building Permit Applications (Discretionary Review) must be made within 15 days of
the date the building permit is issued/denied by the Department of Building Inspection (not from the date of the Planning Commission
hearing). Appeals of Zoning Administrator decisions on Variances must be made within 10 days from the issuance of the decision
letter.

**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project
requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal. An appeal of an
Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization.
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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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Disability and language accommodations available upon request to:

 commissions.secretary@sfgov.org or (628) 652-7589 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 (628) 652-7589, 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 (628) 652-7589, 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 (628) 652-7589. 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(628) 652-7589。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 (628) 652-7589. 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 (628) 652-7589. 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: (415) 655-0001 / Access code:  	146 065 8530



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, Rachael Tanner 



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.	2019-012567DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)

36 DELANO AVENUE – between San Juan and Santa Ysabel Avenues; Lot 008 in Assessor’s Block 3152 (District 11) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no. 2019.0605.2592 for the construction of a three-story, horizontal addition at the rear of an existing three-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:  Take Discretionary Review and Approve with Modifications

(Proposed for Continuance to January 28, 2021)



[bookmark: _Hlk60667221]2.	2019-020049CUA	(K. GUY: (628) 652-7325)

1131 POLK STREET – east side of Polk Street between Sutter and Post Streets: Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 0691 (District 3) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.2, 303, and 723 to establish bar, restaurant, and nighttime entertainment uses on the basement and first floor of the subject property within the Polk Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial District) Zoning District, Lower Polk Alcohol Restricted Use Subdistrict, and 80-T-120-T Height and Bulk District. The bar/restaurant would measure approximately 3,570 square feet. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

(Proposed for Continuance to February 4, 2021)



3a.	2017-013728CRV	(M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567)

1021 VALENCIA STREET – located on the east side of Valencia Street between 21st and 22nd Streets, Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 3616 (District 9) – Request for Concession/Incentive and Waiver from Development Standards, pursuant to Planning Code Section 206.6 and California Government Code Section 65915 under State Density Bonus Law. The Project proposes to demolish an existing one-story 20’ tall automotive repair building and construct a new six-story 65’ tall (75’ to penthouse) mixed-use building with 2,393 sq. ft. of retail sales and service area at the basement and ground level and 24 dwelling units including 12 one-bedroom and 12 two-bedroom units on levels one through six within the Valencia NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. Under the State Density Bonus, the Project requests Waivers from Height Limit, Rear Yard, and Dwelling Unit Exposure. 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: Adopt Resolution

 (Proposed for Continuance to February 18, 2021)



3b.	2017-013728DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)

1021 VALENCIA STREET – between 21st and 22nd Streets; Lot 024 in Assessor’s Block 3616 (District 9) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 2020. 0825.2609 to demolish an existing one-story 20’ tall automotive repair building and construct of new six-story 65’ tall mixed-use building with 2,393 sq. ft. of retail sales and service area at the basement and ground level and  24 dwelling units including 12 one-bedroom and 12 two-bedroom units on levels one through six within the Valencia 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).

(Proposed for Continuance to February 18, 2021)



B.	CONSENT CALENDAR 



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



4.	2020-009361CUA	(X. LIANG: (628) 652-7316)

801 PHELPS STREET – east side of Phelps Street between Jerrold Avenue and Innes Avenue; Lot 020 in Assessor’s Block 5272 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.9 and 303, to subdivide a 20,000 square feet lot into two parcels at 801 Phelps Street within a PDR-1-G (Production, Distribution & Repair - 1 – General) Zoning District and 65-J Height and Bulk District. Each parcel will be 10,000 square feet in size and contain one existing Industrial building. There is no physical change to the existing structures. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



5.	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



6.	Director’s Announcements



7.	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.



8.	2020-008417CWP	(A. NELSON: (628) 652-7444) 

	HOUSING RECOVERY – Informational Presentation – Staff from the Planning Department, Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing, and Department of Public Health will present information on the current conditions, efforts underway, and proposed efforts to support public health and housing for the city’s residents, focusing on vulnerable populations, in response to the COVID-19 and economic crises.

Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational



9.	2017-004557ENV	(J. MCKELLAR: (628) 652-7563)

550 O’FARRELL STREET – north side of O’Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) – Certification of the Final Environmental Impact Report. The final EIR evaluates a proposed project and a project variant. The proposed project would demolish all but the façade of the existing two-story-over-basement parking garage and construct a 13-story-over-basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units, 1,300 square feet (sf) of ground-floor retail or residential amenity space, and 156 bicycle parking spaces. The project variant would demolish the existing garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential tower with 116 dwelling units, 1,300 sf of ground-floor retail or residential amenity space, and 156 bicycle parking spaces.  The proposed project and project variant do not propose any vehicle parking. The project site is within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1).

Please Note: The public hearing on the draft EIR is closed. The public comment period for the draft EIR ended on July 7, 2020. Public comment will be received when the item is called during the hearing; however, comments submitted may not be included in the Final EIR. 

Preliminary Recommendation: Certify

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)



10a.	2017-004557ENV	(S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)

550 O’FARRELL STREET – north side of O’Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) – Request for Adoption of CEQA Findings, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, and a Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The project would demolish all but the façade of the existing two-story parking garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased utilizing Planning Code Section 207(c)1 and providing on-site inclusionary affordable units.

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)



10b.	2017-004557CUA	(S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)

550 O’FARRELL STREET – north side of O’Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 253, 263.7, 271, and 303 to allow a structure over 40 feet in height on a lot with more than 50 feet of street frontage in a RC Zoning District, a structure above the 80-foot base height in the North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1),  and Bulk Limit Exceptions. The project would demolish all but the facade of the existing two-story parking garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased utilizing Planning Code Section 207(c)1 and providing on-site inclusionary affordable units. 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 December 10, 2020)



10c.	2017-004557VAR	(S. UPDEGRAVE: (628) 652-7563)

550 O’FARRELL STREET – north side of O’Farrell Street between Leavenworth and Jones Streets; Lot 009 in Assessor’s Block 0318 (District 6) – Request for a Variance, pursuant Planning Code Section 305, from the requirements for a Rear Yard (Section 134) and Dwelling Unit Exposure (Section 140). The project would demolish all but the façade of the existing two-story parking garage and construct a 13-story over-basement residential tower with 111 dwelling units within a RC-4 (Residential-Commercial High Density) Zoning District, 80-T-130-T Height and Bulk District, and North of Market Residential SUD (Subarea No. 1). Dwelling unit density is increased utilizing Planning Code Section 207(c)1 and providing on-site inclusionary affordable units.

(Continued from Regular hearing on December 10, 2020)



11.	2007.0604X	(L. HOAGLAND: (415) 575-6823)

1145 MISSION STREET – southeast side of Mission Street; Lot 168 of Assessor’s Block 3727 (District 6) – Request for Large Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Section 329, to allow new construction of a six-story, 65-foot tall, mixed-use building (approximately 37,905 square feet) with 25 residential dwelling units, approximately 4,500 square feet of ground floor commercial, nine below-grade off-street parking spaces, one car-share parking space, 30 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces, and two Class 2 bicycle parking spaces on a vacant lot. The Project includes a dwelling-unit mix consisting of 15 one-bedroom units and 10 two-bedroom units. The project site is located within a MUO (Mixed-Use Office) Zoning District and 65-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 November 19, 2020)

Note: On June 11, 2020, after hearing and closing public comment, continued to July 9, 2020 by a vote of +7 -0. On July 9, 2020, without hearing, continued to August 27, 2020 by a vote of +7 -0. On August 27, 2020, without hearing, continued to November 19, 2020 by a vote of +6 -0. On November 19, 2020, without hearing, continued to January 14, 2021 by a vote of +7 -0.



12.	2018-015815AHB	(X. LIANG: (628) 652-7316)

1055 TEXAS STREET – east side of Texas Street between 23rd and 25th Streets; Lots 032 and 033 in Assessor’s Block 4224 (District 10) – Request for HOME-SF Project Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 206.3 and 328, to allow construction of a five-story-over-two basements, 49-foot-tall building with 25 dwelling units on two vacant lots at 1055 Texas Street within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The building would contain approximately 20,329 gross square feet and provide approximately 3,015 square feet of usable common open space, and 374 square feet of private open space for the residents in the rear yard and on roof decks above the fourth and fifth floors. A total of 25 Class 1 bicycle parking spaces would be provided in a basement-level bicycle room and four Class 2 spaces on the sidewalk adjacent to the project site. The Project would also include a lot merger of Lots 032 and 033 on Block 4224. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 

Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions



13.	2019-006959CUA	(K. DURANDET: (628) 652-7315)

656 ANDOVER STREET – west side of Andover Street, Lot 002 in Assessor’s Block 5744 (District 9) – 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 two-family, three-story residential building. The building would retain the two existing legal dwelling units.  The site is located within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District, Bernal Heights Special Use 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



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.



14.	2018-017283DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)

476 LOMBARD STREET – between Stockton and Grant Streets; Lot 017A in Assessor’s Block 0062 (District 3) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no. 2018.1019.3722 for the construction of a one-story vertical addition and two-level below grade addition and a horizontal addition at the front to create a three-car garage; existing lightwells reduced, and decks added at the front and rear of a two-unit building within a RH-3 (Residential-House, Three Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. One of the two units will be enlarged 226% (6,904 gsf total). This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve

(Continued from Regular hearing on January 7, 2021)



15.	2017-011977DRP-02	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)

3145-3147 JACKSON STREET –between Lyon and Presidio Streets; Lot 017 in Assessor’s Block 0983 (District 2) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit no. 2018.1010.2850 for the construction of a horizontal and vertical addition to an existing single-family dwelling. The addition will include the infill of two western light wells, increase of building depth at rear, a third-floor vertical addition, rear yard decks at the second and third floors, and new rooftop deck with wood parapet walls to match existing siding located at the rear half of the building 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 January 7, 2021)



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 to 49 South Van Ness Ave, 14th Floor, 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, 49 South Van Ness Ave, 14th Floor, 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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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.



				January 14, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.								Planner

		2019-012567DRP		36 Delano Av				to: 1/28		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-020049CUA		1131 Polk Street				to: 2/4		Guy

						CUA

		2017-013728CRVDRP		1021 Valencia Street				to: 2/18		Christensen

						State Density Bonus to permit new 24 unit building

		2020-009361CUA		801 Phelps Street 				CONSENT		Liang

						Lot subdivision in PDR Districts

		2020-008417CWP		Housing Recovery						Small

						Informational

		2007.0604		1145 Mission Street				fr: 6/11, 7/9, 8/27, 11/19		Hoagland

						New 25 DU building

		2017-004557PRJ		550 O'Farrell Street 				fr: 12/10		Updegrave

						Conditional Use and Final EIR

		2018-015815AHB		1055 Texas St						Liang

						New construction of 25 units under HOME-SF

		2019-006959CUA		656 Andover Street						Durandet

						Removal of an unauthorized dwelling unit

		2018-017283DRP		476 Lombard Street				fr: 1/7		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2017-011977DRP-02		3145-3147 Jackson Street				fr: 1/7		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				January 21, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.								Planner

		2014.0243DRP-02		3927-3929 19th  Street				fr: 12/17; 1/7		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2020-010132CUA		150 7th Street						Christensen

						Change of use to Social Service / Philanthropic Facility

				Budget & Work Program						Landis

						Informational

		2020-006803PCA		Code Corrections 2020						Sanchez

						Planning Code Amendment; Initiation Hearing

		2018-014795ENX		1560 Folsom Street						Christensen

						New construction of 85’ tall, 244 unit residential building

		2019-022661CUA		628 Shotwell Street						Feeney

						Residential Care Facility to residential

		2013.1535CUA-02		450-474 O'Farrell, 532 Jones				fr: 1/7		Boudreaux

						CUA - Amends original project

		2018-015786CUA		2750 Geary Boulevard						Dito

						use size greater than 6k square feet and expansion of a building on a lot greater than 10k square feet

		2016-008743CUAVAR		446-448 Ralston Avenue						Hicks

						demo, new construction to create 2 homes, on two lots, each with ADUs

		2019-018013CUA		2027 20th Ave						Pantoja

						demolition of an existing SFH and construction of new SFH with ADU

		2020-006575CUA		560 Valencia Street						Christensen

						new cannabis retailer

		2020-002743DRP		1555 Oak Street						Winslow

						three new ADUs to an existing 4-story 12-unit residential building

		2019-021369DRP		468 Jersey Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				January 28, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.								Planner

		2018-006863DRP		1263 - 1265 Clay Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2020-007075CUA		2166 Market Street				CONSENT		Campbell

						CUA Bar Use Limited Private Club License Type 57

		2020-009054PCA		Allowing Temporary use of Hotels and Motels for Permanent Supportive Housing						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

		2016-013312PCADNXCUA		542-550 Howard Street “Parcel F”						Asbaugh

		OFA				Entitlements

		2015-009163CUA		77 Geary Street						Guy

						establish office uses at third floor

		2018-016808ENX		321 Florida Street						Christensen 

						State Density Bonus new construction of 10-story, 169 unit mixed use building

		2020-006234CUA		653-656 Fell Street						Wilborn

						CUA for Tantamount to Demolition

		2019-015984CUA		590 2nd Ave						Lindsay

						AT&T Mobility Macro Wireless Telecommunications Services Facility

		2019-012567DRP		36 Delano Av				fr: 1/7		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2020-010373DRP		330 Rutledge Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				February 4, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2020-007346CUA		2284 Union Street				CONSENT		Wilborn

						CUA for Massage Establishment

				Budget & Work Program						Landis

						Adoption

		2019-021010CUA		717 California Street						Foster

						CUA to establish non-retail use + use size

		2020-001286CUA		576 27th Ave				fr: 1/7		Dito

						demo SFD and construct 2FD

		2019-020049CUA		1131 Polk Street				fr: 1/14		Guy

						CUA

		2020-005251CUA		1271 46th Ave						Pantoja

						demolition and new construction of a detached dwelling unit

		2020-003223CUA		249 Texas St						Westhoff

						demolition of single-family and construction two dwelling units

		2020-001229DRP		73 Fountain Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2018-011022DRP		2651-2653 Octavia Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				February 11, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner

				February 18, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2020-008417CWP		Small Business Recovery						Small

						Informational

				TDM Program Standards						Teague

						Amendments

		2019-020938CUA		1 Montgomery Street						Vimr

						change in use from retail to office at the ground floor and basement level

		2017-013728CRVDRP		1021 Valencia Street				fr: 1/14		Christensen

						State Density Bonus to permit new 24 unit building

		2018-011430CUAVAR		1776 Green Street						May

						CUA

		2020-008388CUA		235 Clement Street						Christensen 

						Cannabis Retail

		2020-006747CUA		3109 Fillmore Street						Agnihotri

						Cannabis Retail

		2013.0846DRP		140-142 Jasper Place				fr: 12/17		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-021383DRP-02		1615-1617 Mason Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				February 25, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2020-006803PCA		Code Corrections 2020						Sanchez

						Planning Code Amendment; Adoption Hearing

		2016-012135CUA		2214 Cayuga Ave						Pantoja

						demolition of existing SFH and construction of four new residential buildings, 7 dus

		2020-008305CUA		2853 Mission Street						Wu

						Formula Retail in Mission NCT

		2016-008515CUA		1049 Market Street						Hoagland

						Change of use; vertical subdivision

		2013.0614ENX-02		600 South Van Ness						Christensen

						Change in Section 415 compliance from on-site to fee

		2018-012222CUA		1385 Carroll Avenue						Christensen

						Industrial Agriculture (cannabis cultivation)

		2018-006863DRP		1263 - 1265 Clay Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2019-015785DRP		2375 Funston Avenue						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 4, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2013.0511CUADNX		1125 Market St						Alexander

						TBD

		2019-014316CUA		2243-2247 Mission St.						Westhoff

						non-residential use will exceed 6,000 square feet, and outdoor activity area.

		2018-013451PRJ		2135 Market Street						Horn

						State Density Bonus new construction of 9-story, 36 unit mixed use building

		2020-006525DRP		1990 Lombard Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 11, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2019-014461CUA		1324-1326 Powell Street				fr: 1/7		Updegrave

						new 6-story building with ground floor commercial, 17 residential dwelling units

		2019-000969DRP		4822 19th Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				March 18, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2015-009955CUA		1525 Pine Street						Updegrave

						Demo and new construction of an 8-story mixed-use building

				March 25, 2021

		Case No.								Planner





				April 1, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2020-008417CWP		Work Spaces						Small

						Informational

		2020-006948CUA		587 Castro Street						Cisneros

						Change of use to real estate services office (service, retail professional)

				April 8, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner

				April 15, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				April 22, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				April 29, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				May 6, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				May 13, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				May 20, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				May 27, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				June 3, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				June 10, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				June 17, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				June 24, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

				July 1, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner
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To:           Staff

From:       Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:           Hearing Results

          

NEXT MOTION/RESOLUTION No: 20829

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 732

                  

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



  January 7, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-017283DRP

		476 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		Continued to January 14, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2017-011977DRP-02

		3145-3147 Jackson Street

		Winslow

		Continued to January 14, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street And 532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Continued to January 21, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2014.0243DRP-02

		3927-3929 19th Street

		Winslow

		Continued to January 21, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-001286CUA

		576 27th Avenue

		Dito

		Continued to February 4, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-014461CUA

		1324-1326 Powell Street

		Updegrave

		Continued to March 11, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20826

		2020-005945CUA

		2265 McKinnon Avenue

		Feeney

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 10, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for December 17, 2020

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2020-002347CWP

		UCSF Parnassus MOU

		Switzky

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20827

		2020-007461CUA

		1057 Howard Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20828

		2020-007488CUA

		1095 Columbus Avenue

		Feeney

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN NEWSOM'’S PROPOSED BUDGET
Date: Friday, January 08, 2021 1:55:09 PM

Attachments: 01.08.21 Governor Newsom'"s Budaet.pdf

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

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

Date: Friday, January 8, 2021 at 1:42 PM

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

Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN
NEWSOM’S PROPOSED BUDGET

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January §, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

wx% STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN
NEWSOM’S PROPOSED BUDGET

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today issued the following statement
regarding Governor Gavin Newsom’s proposed state budget for Fiscal Year 2021-22.

“The Governor’s Budget recognizes the stark reality of this incredibly difficult time for the
State of California. In addition to all the challenges we have been facing for years, right now
in this moment, our workers, families, and young people are in desperate need of immediate
relief. By proposing direct investments to working people, small businesses, and our schools,
the

Governor is doing just that. I also want to recognize the Governor for his continued focus on
making significant investments to support those who are living on our streets and suffering
from challenges with mental health and substance use.

California will recover from this pandemic, and that recovery starts with investing in the
people of this state, whether they are trying to get back to work or they just need to get their
lives stabilized in the middle of this pandemic.

I want to thank Governor Newsom for his work to lead this state through one of the most
challenging years in our history. I know there is a lot of work to do on this budget going
forward, and I look forward to working with San Francisco’s state legislative leaders --
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LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 8, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN
NEWSOM’S PROPOSED BUDGET

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today issued the following statement regarding
Governor Gavin Newsom’s proposed state budget for Fiscal Year 2021-22.

“The Governor’s Budget recognizes the stark reality of this incredibly difficult time for the State
of California. In addition to all the challenges we have been facing for years, right now in this
moment, our workers, families, and young people are in desperate need of immediate relief. By
proposing direct investments to working people, small businesses, and our schools, the
Governor is doing just that. I also want to recognize the Governor for his continued focus on
making significant investments to support those who are living on our streets and suffering from
challenges with mental health and substance use.

California will recover from this pandemic, and that recovery starts with investing in the people
of this state, whether they are trying to get back to work or they just need to get their lives
stabilized in the middle of this pandemic.

I want to thank Governor Newsom for his work to lead this state through one of the most
challenging years in our history. I know there is a lot of work to do on this budget going forward,
and | look forward to working with San Francisco’s state legislative leaders -- Senator Scott
Wiener, Assembly Budget Chair Phil Ting, and Assemblymember David Chiu -- to support the
needs and priorities of San Francisco residents.”

HiH

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141
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Senator Scott
Wiener, Assembly Budget Chair Phil Ting, and Assemblymember David Chiu -- to support
the needs and priorities of San Francisco residents.”

HiHt



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES LARRY YEE TO SAN FRANCISCO POLICE
COMMISSION

Date: Friday, January 08, 2021 11:33:16 AM

Attachments: 01.08.21 Police Commission Nomination Larry Yee.pdf

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

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

Date: Friday, January 8, 2021 at 11:32 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES LARRY
YEE TO SAN FRANCISCO POLICE COMMISSION

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 8, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES LARRY YEE TO
SAN FRANCISCO POLICE COMMISSION

Yee will bring strong community ties and experience with labor organizations to
Police Commission

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today nominated Larry Yee to the

San Francisco Police Commission, the seven-member body charged with setting policy for the
Police Department and conducting disciplinary hearings when police conduct charges are
filed. Yee, who is Chinese-American, is a long-time Chinatown community advocate with
decades of experience serving on the boards of multiple community and labor organizations.

“Larry will be a strong voice for San Francisco residents on the San Francisco Police
Commission, and I’m proud to nominate him for this important position,” said Mayor Breed.
“It’s critical that all of our diverse communities, including our Chinese community, are
represented and have a voice at the table in our City government and policy making at the
Commission. | believe that Larry will work to make sure the community is involved and
engaged in public safely decisions, and that their concerns are respected and addressed.”

“I’ve lived and worked in San Francisco my whole life, and it would be an honor to serve my
fellow San Franciscans residents on the Police Commission,” said Larry Yee. “As someone
who has worked for many years with the community and labor groups, I think I can help bring
people together and help bridge the divide that sometimes occurs between government and
city residents. I want to thank Mayor Breed for nominating me, and I look forward to the
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LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 8, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED NOMINATES LARRY YEE TO
SAN FRANCISCO POLICE COMMISSION

Yee will bring strong community ties and experience with labor organizations to
Police Commission

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today nominated Larry Yee to the

San Francisco Police Commission, the seven-member body charged with setting policy for the
Police Department and conducting disciplinary hearings when police conduct charges are filed.
Yee, who is Chinese-American, is a long-time Chinatown community advocate with decades of
experience serving on the boards of multiple community and labor organizations.

“Larry will be a strong voice for San Francisco residents on the San Francisco Police
Commission, and I’m proud to nominate him for this important position,” said Mayor Breed.
“It’s critical that all of our diverse communities, including our Chinese community, are
represented and have a voice at the table in our City government and policy making at the
Commission. | believe that Larry will work to make sure the community is involved and engaged
in public safely decisions, and that their concerns are respected and addressed.”

“I’ve lived and worked in San Francisco my whole life, and it would be an honor to serve my
fellow San Franciscans residents on the Police Commission,” said Larry Yee. “As someone who
has worked for many years with the community and labor groups, | think | can help bring people
together and help bridge the divide that sometimes occurs between government and city
residents. | want to thank Mayor Breed for nominating me, and | look forward to the opportunity
to serve on the Police Commission and making San Francisco a better place to work, live and
raise a family for all.”

For almost two and a half decades, Larry Yee has devoted himself to serving San Francisco,
particularly the Chinatown community in which he grew up. He is the incoming President of
Hop Wo Benevolent Association, one of the associations of the Chinese Consolidated
Benevolent Association, also known as the Six Companies. In 1996, he joined the Yee Shew Yan
Benevolent Association and since then has served on the boards of multiple community
organizations, including the Yee Fung Toy Family Association.

In addition to dedicating his time to multiple community organizations, Yee has experience
working with labor organizations as a union officer. For the past twelve years, he has served as
the Secretary and Treasurer of Communication Workers of America (CWA) Local 9410. Larry
has been a part of numerous rallies and strikes fighting for racial, social, and economic justice.
He is also a delegate to San Francisco Labor Council and previously served as the Vice President
of the Asian Pacific Labor Alliance.

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141
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LoNDON N. BREED
MAYOR

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

“l am excited at the nomination of Larry Yee to the Police Commission. Larry has served a
diversity of San Francisco communities that he has been a part of for decades. So he’s no
stranger to service,” said Malcom Yeung, San Francisco Airport Commissioner. “This diverse
experience gives Larry the perspective to balance the competing and complex demands of
policing in San Francisco — the community policing and public safety needs of monolingual
immigrant communities, which make up over 40% of our population, with the morale and
pragmatic obligation to seek criminal justice reforms that best serve all our communities.”

Yee was born and raised in San Francisco. He grew up living in Chinatown’s Ping Yuen
Housing Development and attended public school, graduating from Galileo High School. In
1978, Larry started working at AT&T and earned his bachelor’s degree from San Francisco State
University in Accounting in 1980. Larry spent the next 40 years in telecommunications before
retiring in 2018. He and his wife raised three children in the city and sent them all to local public
schools.

Yee’s nomination to the Police Commission comes at an important time for public safely in San
Francisco. In June 2020, Mayor Breed announced a roadmap to fundamentally change the nature
of policing in San Francisco and issued a set of policies to address structural inequities. She
proposed four priorities to achieve this vision: ending the use of police in response to non-
criminal activity; addressing police bias and strengthening accountability; demilitarizing the
police; and promoting economic justice. These policies build on the City’s ongoing work to meet
the standards contained in President Obama’s 2015 Task Force on 21st Century Policing. If
approved by the Board of Supervisors, Yee will oversee the development and implementation of
these critical reforms.

HiH

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, Room 200
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141






opportunity to serve on the Police Commission and making San Francisco a better place to
work, live and raise a family for all.”

For almost two and a half decades, Larry Yee has devoted himself to serving San Francisco,
particularly the Chinatown community in which he grew up. He is the incoming President of
Hop Wo Benevolent Association, one of the associations of the Chinese Consolidated
Benevolent Association, also known as the Six Companies. In 1996, he joined the Yee Shew
Yan Benevolent Association and since then has served on the boards of multiple community
organizations, including the Yee Fung Toy Family Association.

In addition to dedicating his time to multiple community organizations, Yee has experience
working with labor organizations as a union officer. For the past twelve years, he has served as
the Secretary and Treasurer of Communication Workers of America (CWA) Local 9410.
Larry has been a part of numerous rallies and strikes fighting for racial, social, and economic
justice. He is also a delegate to San Francisco Labor Council and previously served as the
Vice President of the Asian Pacific Labor Alliance.

“I am excited at the nomination of Larry Yee to the Police Commission. Larry has served a
diversity of San Francisco communities that he has been a part of for decades. So he’s no
stranger to service,” said Malcom Yeung, San Francisco Airport Commissioner. “This diverse
experience gives Larry the perspective to balance the competing and complex demands of
policing in San Francisco — the community policing and public safety needs of monolingual
immigrant communities, which make up over 40% of our population, with the morale and
pragmatic obligation to seek criminal justice reforms that best serve all our communities.”

Yee was born and raised in San Francisco. He grew up living in Chinatown’s Ping Yuen
Housing Development and attended public school, graduating from Galileo High School. In
1978, Larry started working at AT&T and earned his bachelor’s degree from San Francisco
State University in Accounting in 1980. Larry spent the next 40 years in telecommunications
before retiring in 2018. He and his wife raised three children in the city and sent them all to
local public schools.

Yee’s nomination to the Police Commission comes at an important time for public safely in
San Francisco. In June 2020, Mayor Breed announced a roadmap to fundamentally change the
nature of policing in San Francisco and issued a set of policies to address structural inequities.
She proposed four priorities to achieve this vision: ending the use of police in response to non-
criminal activity; addressing police bias and strengthening accountability; demilitarizing the
police; and promoting economic justice. These policies build on the City’s ongoing work to
meet the standards contained in President Obama’s 2015 Task Force on 21st Century Policing.
If approved by the Board of Supervisors, Yee will oversee the development and
implementation of these critical reforms.
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

Cc: Eeliciano, Josephine (CPC)

Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW INITIATIVES TO COMBAT HUMAN
TRAFFICKING IN SAN FRANCISCO

Date: Friday, January 08, 2021 11:13:21 AM

Attachments: 01.08.21 Anti-Human Trafficking Initiatives.pdf

Jonas P Ionin

Director of Commission Affairs

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7589 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

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

Date: Friday, January 8, 2021 at 11:09 AM

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

Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW
INITIATIVES TO COMBAT HUMAN TRAFFICKING IN SAN FRANCISCO

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 8, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*#% PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW INITIATIVES
TO COMBAT HUMAN TRAFFICKING IN SAN FRANCISCO

City Environmental Health Inspectors are now trained to recognize signs of human trafficking
and refer cases to the Police Department. New signage at SFO will help victims of human
trafficking immediately connect with resources and support from trained Airport staff-

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced two new initiatives to
combat and prevent human trafficking in San Francisco. The San Francisco International
Airport, the Department of Public Health, and the Department on the Status of Women have
joined together to advance two efforts that will help identify potential victims of human
trafficking and provide victims with the support and services they need.

Mayor Breed made the announcement at a press conference hosted by the San Francisco
Collaborative Against Human Trafficking (SFCAHT) to commence January as Human
Trafficking Awareness Month. SFCAHT is a group of anti-trafficking advocates, service
providers, survivors, and Bay Area government and law enforcement officials.

The COVID-19 health and economic crisis has potentially deepened vulnerabilities for people
at risk of being trafficked or currently trafficked. Fifty-one human trafficking cases were
reported directly to the San Francisco Police Department in 2020. These two initiatives are
launching to promote vigilance against human trafficking at a time when cases may be driven
further underground.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 8, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW INITIATIVES
TO COMBAT HUMAN TRAFFICKING IN SAN FRANCISCO

City Environmental Health Inspectors are now trained to recognize signs of human trafficking
and refer cases to the Police Department. New signage at SFO will help victims of human
trafficking immediately connect with resources and support from trained Airport staff.

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced two new initiatives to combat
and prevent human trafficking in San Francisco. The San Francisco International Airport, the
Department of Public Health, and the Department on the Status of Women have joined together
to advance two efforts that will help identify potential victims of human trafficking and provide
victims with the support and services they need.

Mayor Breed made the announcement at a press conference hosted by the San Francisco
Collaborative Against Human Trafficking (SFCAHT) to commence January as Human
Trafficking Awareness Month. SFCAHT is a group of anti-trafficking advocates, service
providers, survivors, and Bay Area government and law enforcement officials.

The COVID-19 health and economic crisis has potentially deepened vulnerabilities for people at
risk of being trafficked or currently trafficked. Fifty-one human trafficking cases were reported
directly to the San Francisco Police Department in 2020. These two initiatives are launching to
promote vigilance against human trafficking at a time when cases may be driven further
underground.

“Every San Franciscan deserves to feel safe and live without fear of exploitation. Even as we
face one of the greatest public health crises of our lifetime, our work to end human trafficking in
our City must continue,” said Mayor Breed. “These new initiatives, along with the hard work of
numerous service providers and our law enforcement partners, will help us advance our work to
support survivors and end human trafficking in San Francisco.”

Starting this month, the Department of Public Health’s Environmental Health Inspectors will
begin incorporating new anti-human trafficking training into their inspection process. The
Environmental Health Branch employs approximately 100 inspectors who conduct regular on-
site inspections of over 9,000 businesses, such as restaurants and bars, gas stations, massage
establishments, and residential hotels. All staff will be trained to recognize the Red Flags, or
most common signs of human trafficking, and make referrals to the San Francisco Police
Department for investigation within 24 hours whenever signs of potential human trafficking are
observed in health-permitted businesses.
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The San Francisco International Airport (SFO) is implementing a campaign to respond to
instances of trafficking that may occur by airplane. Over 1,000 bathroom stalls in both the
domestic and international terminals have been fitted with multi-lingual signs to urge a person
suspected of being trafficked to call or text the Airport’s hotline number for immediate help and
services from trained airport staff.

“SFO has taken a comprehensive approach to adopting anti-trafficking training and protocols
that equip employees to recognize and report signs of trafficking, and enable safe interventions
for potential victims,” said Ivar Satero, Airport Director, San Francisco International Airport.
“The message to traffickers is that SFO will do all that is necessary to disrupt their illicit and
unconscionable business.”

The new signage at SFO is a long-lasting intervention campaign and the Department on the
Status of Women will track the success of the program on a yearly basis.

“In the midst of a global health pandemic, racial injustice, and economic distress, the Department
on the Status of Women understands that trafficking survivors have been especially impacted,”
said Kimberly N. Ellis, Director of the Department on the Status of Women. “In 2021 and
beyond, our department, in partnership with the Mayor’s Office, other city agencies, and our
community partners, will continue to gather data to inform all stakeholders and will work
towards policy and systems change for all people who have been impacted by trafficking.”

According to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, San Francisco is one of the nation’s high
intensity areas for commercial sexual exploitation of children as related to human trafficking. In
2019, the Mayor’s Task Force on Anti-Human Trafficking found that there were an estimated
673 cases of human trafficking within the last two years reported to local service providers. The
largest number of cases were young women of color between the ages of 18-24 years old. The
report found that establishments such as restaurants, massage establishments, and single room
occupancy hotel rooms are vulnerable to human trafficking.

“As a law enforcement agency, it is our responsibility to ensure the safety of those we serve —
including those who find themselves physically, emotionally, and economically forced into any
activity against their will,” said Chief William Scott, San Francisco Police Department. “At the
San Francisco Police Department, we recognize that victims of human trafficking are often
coerced into criminal conduct that puts them into contact with our officers. That’s why we
continue to assign dedicated investigators within our Special Victims Unit to address the myriad
sensitivities of human trafficking crimes. We place enormous value our partnerships with city
agencies and victim advocates to combat this kind of exploitation, and we will continue to
collaborate with our partners to ensure that all human trafficking victims have access to
appropriate resources and services.”

For the last ten years, the Environmental Health Branch of the Department of Public Health has
been collaborating with state and local labor law enforcement agencies to fight against labor
exploitation and its negative impact on heath. Despite the challenges of COVID-19,

San Francisco trafficking service providers are continuing to provide high quality, wraparound
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services to survivors. One legal service provider is working with nine clients who have been
labor trafficked this year, seven of whom were trafficked by the same individual.

“Today’s announcement builds on the Department of Public Health’s ongoing commitment to
combatting labor exploitation and human trafficking by reducing the health impacts suffered by
those exploited through these illegal activities,” said Dr. Grant Colfax, Director of Health. “With
the addition of 100 trained regulatory inspectors to this effort, the initiative will further reduce
and prevent labor exploitation and human trafficking. During their routine work, these inspectors
will be able to help identify signs of labor exploitation and human trafficking and make referrals
to the appropriate agencies for empowered recovery.”

If you or someone you know may be a victim of human trafficking, you can call 9-1-1, the
National Human Trafficking Resource Center at 1-888-373-7888, or contact one of the San
Francisco Collaborative Against Human Trafficking service providers:
https://www.sfcaht.org/by-category-of-service.html.
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“Every San Franciscan deserves to feel safe and live without fear of exploitation. Even as we
face one of the greatest public health crises of our lifetime, our work to end human trafficking
in our City must continue,” said Mayor Breed. “These new initiatives, along with the hard
work of numerous service providers and our law enforcement partners, will help us advance
our work to support survivors and end human trafficking in San Francisco.”

Starting this month, the Department of Public Health’s Environmental Health Inspectors will
begin incorporating new anti-human trafficking training into their inspection process. The
Environmental Health Branch employs approximately 100 inspectors who conduct regular on-
site inspections of over 9,000 businesses, such as restaurants and bars, gas stations, massage
establishments, and residential hotels. All staff will be trained to recognize the Red Flags, or
most common signs of human trafficking, and make referrals to the San Francisco Police
Department for investigation within 24 hours whenever signs of potential human trafficking
are observed in health-permitted businesses.

The San Francisco International Airport (SFO) is implementing a campaign to respond to
instances of trafficking that may occur by airplane. Over 1,000 bathroom stalls in both the
domestic and international terminals have been fitted with multi-lingual signs to urge a person
suspected of being trafficked to call or text the Airport’s hotline number for immediate help
and services from trained airport staff.

“SFO has taken a comprehensive approach to adopting anti-trafficking training and protocols
that equip employees to recognize and report signs of trafficking, and enable safe interventions
for potential victims,” said Ivar Satero, Airport Director, San Francisco International Airport.
“The message to traffickers is that SFO will do all that is necessary to disrupt their illicit and
unconscionable business.”

The new signage at SFO is a long-lasting intervention campaign and the Department on the
Status of Women will track the success of the program on a yearly basis.

“In the midst of a global health pandemic, racial injustice, and economic distress, the
Department on the Status of Women understands that trafficking survivors have been
especially impacted,” said Kimberly N. Ellis, Director of the Department on the Status of
Women. “In 2021 and beyond, our department, in partnership with the Mayor’s Office, other
city agencies, and our community partners, will continue to gather data to inform all
stakeholders and will work towards policy and systems change for all people who have been
impacted by trafficking.”

According to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, San Francisco is one of the nation’s high
intensity areas for commercial sexual exploitation of children as related to human trafficking.
In 2019, the Mayor’s Task Force on Anti-Human Trafficking found that there were an
estimated 673 cases of human trafficking within the last two years reported to local service
providers. The largest number of cases were young women of color between the ages of 18-24
years old. The report found that establishments such as restaurants, massage establishments,
and single room occupancy hotel rooms are vulnerable to human trafficking.

“As a law enforcement agency, it is our responsibility to ensure the safety of those we serve —
including those who find themselves physically, emotionally, and economically forced into
any activity against their will,” said Chief William Scott, San Francisco Police Department.
“At the San Francisco Police Department, we recognize that victims of human trafficking are
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often coerced into criminal conduct that puts them into contact with our officers. That’s why
we continue to assign dedicated investigators within our Special Victims Unit to address the
myriad sensitivities of human trafficking crimes. We place enormous value our partnerships
with city agencies and victim advocates to combat this kind of exploitation, and we will
continue to collaborate with our partners to ensure that all human trafficking victims have
access to appropriate resources and services.”

For the last ten years, the Environmental Health Branch of the Department of Public Health
has been collaborating with state and local labor law enforcement agencies to fight against
labor exploitation and its negative impact on heath. Despite the challenges of COVID-19,

San Francisco trafficking service providers are continuing to provide high quality, wraparound
services to survivors. One legal service provider is working with nine clients who have been
labor trafficked this year, seven of whom were trafficked by the same individual.

“Today’s announcement builds on the Department of Public Health’s ongoing commitment to
combatting labor exploitation and human trafficking by reducing the health impacts suffered
by those exploited through these illegal activities,” said Dr. Grant Colfax, Director of Health.
“With the addition of 100 trained regulatory inspectors to this effort, the initiative will further
reduce and prevent labor exploitation and human trafficking. During their routine work, these
inspectors will be able to help identify signs of labor exploitation and human trafficking and
make referrals to the appropriate agencies for empowered recovery.”

If you or someone you know may be a victim of human trafficking, you can call 9-1-1, the
National Human Trafficking Resource Center at 1-888-373-7888, or contact one of the San
Francisco Collaborative Against Human Trafficking service providers:

https://www.sfcaht.org/by-category-of-service.html.
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