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sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Proposed Changes to DR and CU Protocols - Minimize Citizen Participation
Date: Thursday, July 15, 2021 12:57:53 PM
Importance: High

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Kathleen Courtney <kcourtney@xdm.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 12:49 PM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>;
Chan, Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Diamond,
Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>;
Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>
Cc: Director Rich Hillis <richhillissf@yahoo.com>; Jamie Cherry <jcherry@rhcasf.com>; John Borruso
<borruso@mindspring.com>; Chris Bigelow <cgbigelow@gmail.com>; Tucker, Robyn
<venturesv@icloud.com>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Proposed Changes to DR and CU Protocols - Minimize Citizen Participation
Importance: High
 

 

President Koppel and Members of the Planning Commission –
 
            The price of “efficiency” in the proposed changes to the Discretionary
Review and Conditional Use protocols which will be reviewed today is the
significant loss of the voice of concerned citizens and residents.
 

Citizens and residents who identify a concern, struggle to understand the
steps necessary to bring it to the Planning Department and Planning
Commission’s attention and then are left with minimized opportunities to

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19


participate in the process.
 
The price of “efficiency” is a loss of citizen participation…and that is too

high a price. 
 
This is an issue that deserves further study and input from those affected

– the residents of the City. We urge you to request further study by the
Planning Department with consideration given to the comments of all.

 
 

Kathleen Courtney
Chair, Housing & Zoning Committee
Russian Hill Community Association
kcourtney@rhcasf.com
(c) 510-928-8243
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: San Francisco Planning Commission
Date: Thursday, July 15, 2021 11:38:37 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Elizabeth Alvarado <alvarado.elizabeth56@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 11:34 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: San Francisco Planning Commission
 

 

Dear SF Commissioners,

I am writing about the 3201 23rd St. property and its Dwelling units. Per ordinance 162-16 as stated
in Accessory Dwelling Unit Program per Ordinance 162-16 | Department of Building Inspection
(sfdbi.org): the ordinance “allow(s) underutilized areas such as parking, yards, storage, or boiler
room space to be converted to new homes.” 

My dad, Manuel Alvarado, and I are currently renting one of the parking spaces in the property. As
of today, 6 out of 7 parking spaces are being utilized by tenants and manager. One of the parking
spaces has been vacant for a little over a year. How is the property management informing their
tenants about the vacant parking space?

 

Thank you for your time,

 

Elizabeth Alvarado
Alvarado.elizabeth56@gmail.com
www.linkedin.com/in/elizabeth-alvarado-41ab3a192/
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Winslow, David (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: FW: 4250 26th Street Sponsor Letter
Date: Thursday, July 15, 2021 8:53:56 AM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
4250 26th - Final Planning Commission Project Sponsor Letter w. Exhibits.pdf

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Jody Knight <jknight@reubenlaw.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 4:47 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 4250 26th Street Sponsor Letter
 

 

Hi, our letter brief was not included in the Commission packet for tomorrow’s hearing, so I wanted
to submit it for the record. Please let me know if you have questions. Thank you!
 

 
Jody Knight
Partner
Office: (415) 567-9000
Cell:    (312) 550-3606
jknight@reubenlaw.com
www.reubenlaw.com
 
SF Office:                                 Oakland Office:
One Bush Street, Suite 600      456 8th Street, 2nd Floor
San Francisco, CA  94104       Oakland, CA 94607
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Jody Knight 


jknight@reubenlaw.com 


 


 


 


 


 


 


July 7, 2021 


 


Delivered via Email (david.winslow@sfgov.org) 


 


Joel Koppel, Commission President 


San Francisco Planning Commission  


49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400 


San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Re: 4250 26th Street 


 Block/Lot: 6555/019 


  Planning Case Number: 2018-002508 


  Hearing Date: July 15, 2021 


Our File: 11655.01 


 


Dear President Koppel and Commissioners: 


  


This office represents Emily Kwan (“Kwan”), who seeks to improve the property at 4250 


26th Street (the “Property”). The Property currently contains a two-bedroom house that would be 


replaced with two units, including a four-bedroom upper unit and a two-bedroom lower ADU unit 


(the “Project”). As discussed below, in response to discussions with neighbors, Kwan has made 


several changes to the Project, including adding the ADU unit and providing a five-foot setback 


between the Project and the house downslope to the east.  


 


I. Property and Project Description 


 


The Property is on 26th Street between Diamond and Castro Streets in Noe Valley. The 


building sits on a large 40-foot by 114-foot lot zoned RH-1. The existing three-story, 3,084 square-


foot house has been determined not to be a historic resource.  


 


The Project proposes a four-bedroom dwelling unit over a large, 1,402 square-foot two-


bedroom ADU. The proposed ground floor ADU would be larger than most of the ADU’s being 


added to the San Francisco housing stock. Therefore, the Project would provide housing for two 


San Francisco families. 


 


The Project is Code-complaint, and the size of the building would be compatible with the 


large lot. The height of the building, at 35’1”, is well below the 40-foot height limit.  


 


The Project went through several rounds of design comments with the Planning 


Department to ensure that it is compatible with the Residential Design Guidelines, including 


compatibility with the height and building depth of surrounding buildings and with the existing 
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building scale at the mid-block open space. The design is also aimed at limiting shadow impacts 


on surrounding buildings. Shadow studies are attached as Exhibit A. 


 


The current design has been pulled back at the sides and at the top floor to minimize 


impacts on neighbors and step down with the topography of the street (See Renderings at Exhibit 


B). The Project proposes a five-foot setback between the new building and the building to the east 


at 4228 26th Street to preserve light and air to that property’s property line windows. The Project 


also provides a five-foot setback between the new built area and the property to the west at 4258 


26th Street, increasing to a 10-foot setback at the second and third floors. In addition, the rear roof 


has been made non-occupied landscaped roof instead of occupied roof deck in order to preserve 


the privacy of 4258 26th Street. The second floor was further revised to remove the west facing 


window and replace the wrap-around roof deck adjacent to 4258 26th Street with unoccupied 


planted roof. The currently-proposed rear glazing is significantly less than that of 4258 26th Street 


to the West. The front glazing has been designed to be compatible with other buildings in the 


neighborhood.  


 


The proposed top floor is 956 gross square-feet, which on a lot of this size is quite 


appropriate in scale. The deck at the top floor is at the front of the Property, minimizing the massing 


of the top floor at the streetfront. The third-floor level is set back 27’8” from the front property 


line and is only 17’4” deep. Therefore, the footprint of the top level is quite minimal. The third-


floor deck is set back 15 feet from the front property line. With these significant setbacks, the 


impact of the top floor on the streetfront is minimized. 


 


The Project is in compliance with the 25% rear yard setback requirement. After the Project, 


the rear of the building will extend only 3’8” past the rear of the property to the west at 4258 26th 


Street. The rear yard would also be consistent with many of the other houses on the block. The 


proposed Project would leave significant room between the new house and the houses to the rear 


on Clipper Street. The distance between the living level of the Project and 447 Clipper Street would 


be 114’6” (See Site Section at Exhibit C). In addition, there are numerous trees between the 


properties. Therefore, the Project will not have privacy impacts on the Clipper Street properties.  


 


II. Project Outreach 


 


 The Project Sponsor met with neighbors several times in advance of 311 notice. In response 


to neighbor concerns, the Project Team made the following significant modifications: 


 


• In response to concern about the size of the primary unit, the Project was voluntarily 


modified prior to 311 notice to significantly reduce the size of the primary unit and provide 


additional housing by creating a two-bedroom 1,402 square-foot ADU; 


 


• A five-foot setback was added between the proposed building and the property line 


adjacent to 4228 26th to provide greater light and air to that property, including an existing 


property line stained glass window;  
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• The second floor was modified to remove the west facing window and the deck adjacent 


to the property at 4258 26th Street to protect the privacy of that property.  


 


III. Conclusion 


 


The Project seeks to create two family homes on a large lot well-suited to two units. The 


main unit would contain four bedrooms, which is a unit size that is in demand by families who 


wish to remain in the City rather than leaving to meet the space demands of growing families. The 


ADU is also a family-sized unit, providing a type of rental housing very much in need in the City. 


The Project has already been reduced in massing to minimize impacts to adjacent properties, and 


the building is well-designed and compatible with the site as proposed. 


 


Please let me know if you have any questions. I look forward to presenting this Project to 


you on July 15, 2021. 


 


 


Very truly yours, 


 


REUBEN, JUNIUS & ROSE, LLP 


 
Jody Knight 


 


 


 


Attachments 


 


cc:  Kathrin Moore, Commission Vice-President 


Deland Chan, Commissioner 


Sue Diamond, Commissioner 


Frank S. Fung, Commissioner 


Theresa Imperial, Commissioner 


Rachael Tanner, Commissioner 
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EXHIBIT B 







4250 26th Street Revised per NOPDR #3 Comments (02/02/2021)







4250 26th Street Revised per NOPDR #3 Comments (02/02/2021)







4250 26th Street Revised per NOPDR #3 Comments (02/02/2021)







EXHIBIT C 









		4250 26th - Planning Commission Project Sponsor Letter 7.7.21(4)

		A

		Exhibit A 2021-06-01 Shadow Study

		B

		Exhibit B - 2021-02-02 NOPDR #3 Renderings

		C

		Exhibit C - Site Section 6.4.21





PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE – This transmittal is intended solely for use by its addressee, and
may contain confidential or legally privileged information.  If you receive this transmittal in error, please email a
reply to the sender and delete the transmittal and any attachments.
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Lynch, Laura (CPC)
Subject: FW: Item 6: . 2021-004810CRV – COMMISSION RULES AND REGULATIONS
Date: Thursday, July 15, 2021 8:51:50 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Karen Wood <karenmillerwood@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 4:54 PM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <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>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>;
Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Item 6: . 2021-004810CRV – COMMISSION RULES AND REGULATIONS
 

 

Dear President Koppel, Vice President Moore, and Commissioners:

Among the goals of the Department’s Racial and Social Equity Vision is the achievement of “more
inclusive community engagement.”
 
This is an important and timely goal. But it is difficult if not impossible to understand any way in
which it is to be advanced by shrinking the speaking opportunities of Discretionary Review
requestors at Commission hearings. To do so will undermine the credibility--and the utility to the
community--of the entire Discretionary Review process and, sadly, of the Commission itself.

Sincerely,

Karen Wood
Zoning and Planning Committee, Miraloma Park Improvement Club (for identification Purposes only)
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Miraloma Park
District 7
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sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Rules and Regs July 15th Hearing
Date: Thursday, July 15, 2021 8:51:24 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: SchuT <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 6:08 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC)
<sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Lynch, Laura (CPC) <laura.lynch@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC)
<dan.sider@sfgov.org>
Subject: Rules and Regs July 15th Hearing
 

 


Good evening, Commissioners and Staff.
Apologies for the late comments on this, but I just re-read the Draft changes and realized I mis-read
them, particularly for Discretionary Review.
 
1.  Non-Community Group DR Requestors, aka individual neighbors, only get three (3) minutes total.
 If this amount of time is approved please the reduce the filing fee to $250.00 and put these
individual Requests for DR at the front of the Agenda.
Or give these individual Requests for DR the same amount of time (five (5) minutes and two (2)
minute rebuttal) as the Community Groups.  (The ice-cream store debacle should not be used as an
excuse to limit comments in Residential neighborhoods dealing with housing issues).
 
2.  With regard to CUAs if the Project Sponsor only takes five (5)minutes to speak, then the
Organized opposition is reduced to five minutes, not the ten (10) minutes the organized opposition
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could have per the text.  At least that is how it reads.  That doesn’t seem fair.
Organized opposition for CUAs should always have the ten (10) minutes.
 
3.  There should be certainty for the public in advance of the hearing, allowing for three (3) minutes
to comment (DR, CUA, General Public Comment, etc) and not blindside them with announcement of
less time per the call of the chair at the start of hearing the item for the first time.
 
4.  Although the pattern since the Remote hearings has been one (1) to two (2) minutes for any type
of Public Comment, please allow three (3) minutes for the July 22nd hearing on the Large Residence
Ordinance as this is a complicated and contentious issue….for everyone!
 
Thank you.
Georgia Schuttish



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Gunther, Gretel (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 35 Belgrave
Date: Thursday, July 15, 2021 8:51:10 AM
Attachments: 35 Belgrave.pdf

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Gunther, Gretel (CPC) <gretel.gunther@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, July 15, 2021 8:47 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Feliciano, Josephine (CPC) <josephine.feliciano@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: 35 Belgrave
 
Hi all,
 
Please see attached for a letter of opposition to the project at 35 Belgrave Avenue (2020-
010109CUA) addressed to the Planning Commissioners from the resident of 190 Belgrave Ave (Paul
Rotter). This item is scheduled for the today’s CPC Hearing. Thank you, 
 
 
Gretel “G.G.” Gunther, Planner
Northwest Team, Current Planning
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.5555 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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 <paul@belgravehouse.com>
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 5:03 PM
To: "Gunther, Gretel (CPC)" <gretel.gunther@sfgov.org>
Subject: 35 Belgrave
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

 

 
Gretel Gunther,
I am hoping that you will be able to distribute this document to the Commissioners before or during the hearing
tomorrow, 7-15-21.  Your help is noted.
Thank you.
 
Paul Rotter
 
paul@belgravehouse.com
190 Belgrave Avenue

mailto:paul@belgravehouse.com


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 4:10:30 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: Kearney Coghlan <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: "kearney.coghlan@gmail.com" <kearney.coghlan@gmail.com>
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 10:58 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I'm writing to express my support and enthusiasm for the new homes proposed at 1900
Diamond Street.

As a native San Franciscan, I have seen the ways that a lack of new housing and strict
development codes have forced locals out as people with more money flood in. It doesn't
have to be this way. I love my city, but I know that it needs to change and grow if we're
going to address housing equity and displacement; I think this plan for new homes strikes
an excellent balance!

Right now, the lot is vacant and on a steep hill, not being used effectively. I appreciate that
this project is going to make efficient use of that space, without diminishing the plethora of
open spaces available in this neighborhood. The new housing will also fit the neighborhood
aesthetically, and bring more families into the community.

There needs to be more affordable housing in SF, and this kind of project represents a way
to do that while maintaining the charming quality of these classic neighborhoods. For all the
letters you get asking you to halt development, I wanted to provide a counter to that: I want
to invite more people into my neighborhood, I want it to grow, I want there to be enough for
us all.

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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Thank you for your time and I hope you'll share my enthusiasm for this new homes project!

Kearney Coghlan 
kearney.coghlan@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94114

 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Planning Commission Rules 7/15 - REQUEST TESTIMONY but delay VOTE TO ADOPT
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 4:09:17 PM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Sue Hestor <hestor@earthlink.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 3:45 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Kathrin Moore <Mooreurban@aol.com>
Cc: Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>;
Theresa Imperial <theresa@bishopsf.org>; Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Hillis,
Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Lynch, Laura (CPC) <laura.lynch@sfgov.org>
Subject: Planning Commission Rules 7/15 - REQUEST TESTIMONY but delay VOTE TO ADOPT
 

 

At tomorrow's (7/15/21) Planning Commission meeting, the Commission will have its
first opportunity to hear from the public on changes to its Rules developed by
Planning staff.  There has never been a meeting where the public and Commission
can hear each other discuss this evolving proposal to make major amendments to
your Rules..  

I request that the Commission hear, discuss, but then delay a formal
vote on adoption of these major changes in Commission Rules.

There have been three sets of proposed amendments, with both substantive and
stylistic changes.  There have been ZERO live meetings with staff or with
Commission. 

Amendments include changes to time limits, when staff reports provided,
contents of staff reports, and major changes affecting public participation on
projects.   Emails have been submitted by various members of the public.
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There is "Recommendation" - ADOPT AMENDMENTS

But there is no proposed motion.   Just page after page showing language with
changes of substance and stylistic amendments.

Proposed amendments include requirements for submittal briefs for Discretionary
Review which are quite specific as to page layout - making it possible to understand
any revised language. 

In contrast, text of THESE amendments to Commission Rules,
makes it extremely difficult to track any public or Commission
discussion of amendments.  Merely explaining the location of a
revision, and the exact wording requested, could take more time
than allowed to a public speaker.

How will any revision to the amendments be read back CLEARLY so that
Commissioners and the public knows what revision is amended?  (Speakers are not
always audible for remote hearings.)

This is the FIRST hearing on proposed amendments.  Please take public testimony. 
Then have a CommIssion discussion.  Give direction to staff about which proposed
amendments are acceptable, which are not, and which need changes.

THEN direct that the revisions be presented in written form - exact language for
specific changes - AND PRESENTED IN WRITING TO THE PUBLIC at least 2 weeks
before the continued hearing where the Commission can consider and VOTE. 

Among other matters please specify exactly when these provisions of Amendments
(e.g. time limits, written submissions) will take effect.

The public and the COMMISSIONERS deserve the opportunity to have information
before them when a major amendment to Commission Rules is voted on.

 

Respectfully submitted,

Sue Hestor

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Updated Letter of Opposition CU 3832 18th St
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 4:02:29 PM
Attachments: image001.png

State Density Bonus project.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: Thanos Diacakis <thanos@diacakis.com>
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 12:15 PM
To: "joel.koppel@sfgov.org" <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>, "Moore, Kathrin (CPC)"
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>
Cc: "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>, "Ionin,
Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)" <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>,
"Bintliff, Jacob (BOS)" <jacob.bintliff@sfgov.org>, "Mandelman, Rafael (BOS)"
<rafael.mandelman@sfgov.org>
Subject: Updated Letter of Opposition CU 3832 18th St
 

 

Dear Commission, President Koppel, Vice President Moore, and Commissioners,

The neighborhood concern regarding the 68-foot, 19-unit group housing project continues to
grow.  Attached is an updated map and list with additional neighbors opposed.

The developer has not conducted sufficient community outreach, has been unwilling to address the
neighbors' concerns in any way, has not made any changes to the design to reduce light and air
impacts on the existing neighbors, and the project does not meet the criteria the Planning
Commission must consider when it considers whether Conditional Use Authorization should be
granted.  

For these reasons, we ask you either (1) adopt Conditions of Approval that will modify the project,
while still mainitiang the 19 units, as we requested in our letter of July 7 (page 89 of your packet), or
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Athanassios Diacakis
3830 18th St


San Francisco, CA 94114


July 7, 2021
Re: Conditional Use Authorization 3832 18th St


Dear Planning Commission President Koppel, Vice President Moore, and Commissioners,


The neighbors of 3832 18th Street are excited to see the current site redeveloped, at a much
higher density, but we have specific concerns regarding light and air impacts on the
adjacent neighbors that we would like to see addressed before this project is approved.


Summary of Concerns


The developer is proposing a 6-story (plus 8-foot rooftop penthouse), 19-unit building on a small
lot that contains a 2-story single family home.


The proposed project is so tall and so deep that it would cast shadows on the surrounding
buildings, solar panels, and mid-block open space and yards, throughout the day, as well as on
a small portion of Dolores Park.  This includes the front courtyard open space for the affordable
senior complex two lots away to the west (3850 18th St).


Given the typical San Francisco weather, these yard spaces depend on sunlight, so they would
become unusable.  Residents of the numerous surrounding apartments would also cease to get
direct light as a result of the project.


The proposed building would be the tallest in the neighborhood, would tower above the adjacent
buildings, and would block the prevailing westerly breeze from the downwind homes, especially
at the lower levels.
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Neighbor Proposed Changes


The neighbors have proposed several options for modification of the project design  to address
these issues.  These proposals would enable the developer to maintain all 19 of the proposed
units.  For example we proposed:


● Expansion of the building depth (instead of height) and moving the open space to a
courtyard on top of the first or second story.


● Using a basement for auxiliary spaces  including the, the trash and recycling storage,
utilities and mail, bicycle parking, and community room.


● Alternate elevator technology to decrease the height of the elevator penthouse.
● Slight reduction to the unit sizes (area and/or height) to fit more per floor.


The developer has rejected all of  these proposals. One of the reasons was that some of
them would impact the light of some of the new units, which we found to be somewhat ironic.
They also rejected some of the other proposals on the basis of cost.  We believe those costs are
relatively small, and thus see this as a profit maximization strategy, not an objection due to
viability.


The developer offered no proposals to address impacts on the neighbors. After rejecting
the neighbors' ideas, the developer was unwilling to offer any ideas of their own to reduce light
and air impacts on the neighbors and simply stated that they were happy with their proposed
design.


Unresponsive Developer


The developer has not conducted adequate community outreach. Aside from the required
Pre-Application Meeting, the developer has only had two meetings with the immediate
neighbors, and only at our request in the last few weeks.


The developer has been effectively unresponsive to the concerns of the neighbors from
the very beginning.  To this date, they have barely acknowledged or addressed any number of
other neighbor concerns brought up at the Pre-Application Meeting.


The developer has made no meaningful changes to the plans since the Pre-application
meeting. The only substantive changes since the beginning of the project have been (1) a
reduction in the number of affordable units from 5 to 3, and (2) a change in the tenure from
rental to ownership units, thereby reducing the chances that this project will be affordable to the
average San Francisco resident.
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Perversion of State Density Bonus


It is additionally unfortunate that this project is unlikely to achieve any of the goals of the State
Density laws:


● 16 of the units will be for sale to the highest bidder for market prices that will still be out
of reach for most but the top earners.


● The units barely have kitchens, so the occupants are likely to be well-off tenants that eat
out.


● We have seen other places, such as 2100 Market being bought out by companies and
used for corporate rentals.


Desired Changes


We would like to see changes to rearrange the volume to preserve the natural light and air to
the surroundings.  We believe that this is achievable with the modifications that we have
proposed.  If the developer still feels that is not achievable, then they could slightly reduce the
number of units.  A 4-story 14-unit building would still be a fantastic addition to what is now a 1
unit building.


● The profit of the developer and the potential/unlikely affordable unit generation should
not happen at the sole expense of the neighbors.


● We would all like to see additional density in San Francisco, but it does not all need to
happen in a single small lot.


We kindly request that you deny the petition as is, and request the developer modify the project
to address the above concerns.  Please don’t make the existing neighbors sacrifice their light
and air just so that the developer can shoehorn in 16 market-rate units and with only 3 BMR
units.


We ask you to adopt Conditions of Approval that will modify the project as we have requested,
or that you require the developer to come back to you with a revised design at a future date that
preserves our light and air so that we will be able to enthusiastically support.


Sincerely,


Athanassios Diacakis & Cyndi Wong
3830 18th St


[Additional cosigners on the following pages]
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Giacomo DiGrigoli & Emil Wilson
3838 18th


Christopher Ruedy
3824 18th St


Jen Wana & Kevin Chen
3818 18th St


Kurt Geselbracht & Francisco Guevara
3818 18th St #2


Amy Silverstein
3833 18th St


Kay Koehneke & Louis Gwerder
3827 18th St


Tobi Garelick
201 Lansdale Ave


Deborah Bardwick
35 Hartford Street


Risa Wechsler
237 Dorland St


Luis Fernandez
235 Dorland St.


Joanne Slaboch
436 Sanchez Street


Robert C Hood
75 Hartford Street


Lindsey Husband.
52 Hartford St


Rev. M. Denis Lahey
Hartford Street Zen Center
57 Hartford St
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Heidi Mueller
125 Hancock Street.


David Ehrenfeld
3882 17th Street


Jim McCarty
3884 17th Street


Alan Pass & Robert Schaffer
18 Ford St


Ken Edhammer, CMP
16 Ford St


David Christopher Kerby
33 Ford Street


Dave Rogers
429 Noe St


Cedric Ng
429 Noe St


Santosh Gupta
29 Hartford St.


-- additions to July 7th letter below this line --


Vered Shemtov
26 Hancock


Dmitri Petrov
26 Hancock


Marten Evertz
3931B 18th Street


Gary Pedler
576 Church Street
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Robin Lewis
Paul Reeberg
245 Dorland street


---


Cc:  Jeff Horn, Senior Planner; Supervisor Rafael Mandelman; Jacob Bintliff, Legislative Aide;
Jonas Ionin, Commission Affairs


Joel Koppel
President
joel.koppel@sfgov.org


Kathrin Moore
Vice-President
kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
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Deland Chan
Commissioner
deland.chan@sfgov.org


Sue Diamond
Commissioner
sue.diamond@sfgov.org


Planning Commission
Frank S. Fung
Commissioner
frank.fung@sfgov.org


Theresa Imperial
Commissioner
theresa.imperial@sfgov.org


Rachael Tanner
Commissioner
Rachael.Tanner@sfgov.org


Jonas P. Ionin
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org


Jeff Horn, Senior Planner
jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org
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(2) require the developer to conduct meaningful community outreach and come back to you at a
future date with a revised design that preserves our light and air.
 
Respectfully,

Thanos Diacakis

On Jul 7, 2021, at 8:29 PM, Thanos Diacakis <thanos@diacakis.com> wrote:
 
Dear Planning Commission President Koppel, Vice President Moore, and
Commissioners,

Please find attached a letter opposing the current design for the proposed
development that is coming before you next week at 3832 18th St. 

Due to the substantial adverse impacts that the project would have on the neighbors,
we ask that you deny the Conditional Use Authorization to demolish the existing home
and modify or deny the project as proposed for the reasons stated in our attached
letter.  

Thank you.

Athanassios Diacakis & neighbors

<2021-07-07 3832 Opposition - Diacakis et al.pdf>
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Vaccination Status
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 3:58:57 PM

Commissioners,
Please be advised that the City now requires all employees to submit their vaccination status. As an Officer of the City & County, that includes you.
 
You must log-in to the employee portal, here:
Login (sfgov.org)
 
You will need to upload a copy of your vaccination card.
 
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: Thomas DiSanto <thomas.disanto@sfgov.org>
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 1:01 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Vaccination Status
 
Hi Jonas,
 
Following up AnMarie's email.  Here's the list for Commission Affairs who haven't reported their vaccination status.  I guess for the Commissioners you could make an
announcement to them that they're supposed to report their status or however you want to handle it.
 
 
CPC Commission Affairs 184449 Katherine (Kate) Black 0112 BdComm Mbr, Grp3 M=$50/Mtg Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 205181 Deland Chan 0116 Brd Comm Mbr, M=$300/Mtg. Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 153703 Laura Dito 5298 Planner 3-Environmental Review Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 200715 Christopher Foley 0112 BdComm Mbr, Grp3 M=$50/Mtg Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 203313 Maria Theresa Imperial 0116 Brd Comm Mbr, M=$300/Mtg. Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 017449 Jonas Ionin 0931 Manager III Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 063097 Richard Johns 0112 BdComm Mbr, Grp3 M=$50/Mtg Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 176038 Joel Koppel 0116 Brd Comm Mbr, M=$300/Mtg. Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 057745 Diane Miyeko Matsuda 0112 BdComm Mbr, Grp3 M=$50/Mtg Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 047065 Kathrin Moore 0116 Brd Comm Mbr, M=$300/Mtg. Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 209994 Ruchira Nageswaran 0112 BdComm Mbr, Grp3 M=$50/Mtg Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 159385 Jonathan Pearlman 0112 BdComm Mbr, Grp3 M=$50/Mtg Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 176863 Lydia So 0112 BdComm Mbr, Grp3 M=$50/Mtg Required To Mask

CPC Commission Affairs 174450 Rachael Tanner 0116 Brd Comm Mbr, M=$300/Mtg. Required To Mask

 

Thomas DiSanto

Director, Administration

San Francisco Planning Department

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7575

www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

 

Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted
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: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Asbagh, Claudine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Status of 1525 Pine Street. See my comments from June 22 that follow.
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 3:55:16 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: Linda <licwa@yahoo.com>
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 1:33 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fw: Status of 1525 Pine Street. See my comments from June 22 that follow.
 
Could you please forward for the commissioners' attention the correspondence wherein I
followed up (twice) by email, after weeks of seeking information from the same planner--
whose phone number, published for 1525 Pine, did not accept messages?.  
 
I am grateful for previous responses of both you and the Director to communications failures. 
Do my requests below-- forward public comments from the file; call my cell phone 516-5063-
- seem so obscure that the only response available was soliciting clarification from me, and
delegating a records request to the Secretary?
 
Linda Chapman
415-516-5063
 
 
[Departmeent Response]  
Friday 9 July 2021
 
I did not see your reply—I’m sorry that technology is not helping things (or perhaps it’s me). I
called the number on your original email, I will call this cell. Can you confirm that the area
code is 415?
 
My apologies for the misconnections. We have been working from home for the most part.
There have been robocalls filling my voicemail and getting it fixed has been problematic. 
 
Michael Li and myself compiled all the correspondence and gave to the Commission
secretary’s office. I will follow up with them to make sure they send the files to you. 
 
Can you let me know your availability on Monday? 
 
Claudine
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sent from my iPhone 
 
 
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Linda <licwa@yahoo.com>
To: Hillis Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>
Sent: Friday, July 9, 2021, 05:33:04 PM PDT
Subject: Fw: Status of 1525 Pine Street. See my comments from June 22 that follow.
 
I would appreciate your asking this planner to at least read the emails that are not easy for me
to write-- so I can get a response to months of fruitless requests.
 
Linda Chapman
 
----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Linda <licwa@yahoo.com>
To: Asbagh, Claudine (CPC) <claudine.asbagh@sfgov.org>
Cc: Hillis Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Jonas Ionin <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 8, 2021, 11:16:24 PM PDT
Subject: Re: Status of 1525 Pine Street. See my comments from June 22 that follow.
 
Thank you for the response. 
My Friday morning looks free-- and the cell number usually will record a clear message: 516
5063. 
 
I look forward to updates on historic preservation issues, and the projected CU hearing. 
 
The phone number I called for 1525 Pine was published as yours.
Writing emails poses a problem while USF (my technology resource) is closed.
 
Where are the letters of comment I tried to see for months?
Did the sponsor succeed in extracting a second support letter from the permit expediters
styling themselves Lower Polk Neighbors, after leaders gave two meetings entirely to
arguments about project changes, required additional payment, announced their intent to
decide LPN recommendation in private? 
 
Absent contacts from the file that are public information, I am about to begin ringing random
doorbells at The Austen.
 
I have not been back to 1545 Pine since my passage was defeated by local wind impact at the
highrise that was approved for a block zoned as 65 feet, and notorious for high winds. 
Previously, travel to Van Ness along the south sidewalk of Pine Street could be considered
when winds near the hotel make the north sidewalk problematic.
 
Significant emotional impact follows prolonged struggles to maintain ones footing while
winds threaten to knock you from your feet. 
My retreat toward Polk Street was not quickly accomplished-- as I tried to control a wheeled
cart, find handholds on a building, and guess the risks of moving, unsupported, during
unpredictable moments when intense gusts look like subsiding.   
 
My protracted maneuvers near the Austen were so unnerving that I continued to feel insecure
that afternoon while taking alternative routes to and from Van Ness. along Bush Street and our



alleys. Still shaken, I halted many times to assess prospects for finding support and avoiding
gusts from the west wind flowing past buildings-- especially around the taller new buildings. 
While shopping on Polk Street was not a problem, adverse conditions around 1545 Pine
scotched my plan to stop in at Grubstake.
 
Linda Chapman
 
 
On Thursday, July 8, 2021, 02:05:28 PM PDT, Asbagh, Claudine (CPC) <claudine.asbagh@sfgov.org> wrote:
 
 

Hi Linda,

 

After the hearing today I did a search in my email, while I had received Michael’s email to you, my spam filter
moved your email message to my junk folder.

My apologies for the delay in my responding. Additionally, the former planner on this project is no longer with the
city, I’ve taken the project on.

 

Can you let me know when you are free for a call?

 

Sincerely,

Claudine

 

Claudine Asbagh, Principal Planner

Northeast Quadrant/Current Planning

San Francisco Planning

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

Direct: 628.652.7329 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

 

Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most
other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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 <licwa@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 22, 2021 8:52 PM

https://url.avanan.click/v2/___http:/www.sfplanning.org/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5M2ExNmI3Yzg4NmNjOTc2NDhkODIzMmM1OGVmYmQ5OTo0Ojc5YTk6NWEwMDRmOWRlZDQ2MDQxNDA4ZmI3ZTBjNzdlMmU1NGE0ZjJjODNlZWYzN2FjZjkyZDI0MTY3MTQ2YzMwNzg5OA
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanninggis.org/pim/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5M2ExNmI3Yzg4NmNjOTc2NDhkODIzMmM1OGVmYmQ5OTo0OjlmNGE6ODRkYzBhZGMxYzQ0YmFkOTFhMjc2Yzk3ZDAyODRlMzJiMzVkMzMyMDNiOWU0NGM1NjU5ZDBjNGM0MGQ1MjQwNA
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanning.org/staff-directory___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5M2ExNmI3Yzg4NmNjOTc2NDhkODIzMmM1OGVmYmQ5OTo0OjUyMGY6MjlkYmY1ZjVhMDQ5OGIyZTcyMWM2YmQ5OWMwNjI5ZDU1ZTdhM2NlZGVkYWRkOTQxODBmYWFhMmQyZWVlZTBhMg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanning.org/node/1978___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5M2ExNmI3Yzg4NmNjOTc2NDhkODIzMmM1OGVmYmQ5OTo0OmNlYWI6ZWNiOGQ4ODkxZGZkNjRlNDI4YzA3ZDgxYWQzYWM3MWIwM2E4N2Y3ZjhhYmM3MTE2NjQzMzQzZTM2ZTkwMGY3Yg
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanning.org/covid-19___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5M2ExNmI3Yzg4NmNjOTc2NDhkODIzMmM1OGVmYmQ5OTo0OjdhNzk6NTg4ZmQxMDhmMGIxNzA4MTczNDI3ZGRmOTRmODAxZTY2M2I2YTI1ZGJiM2I2ZjUxYjc0OTM5YWYzODk5ODRhNw


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

To: Li, Michael (CPC) <michael.j.li@sfgov.org>; Asbagh, Claudine (CPC) <claudine.asbagh@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Status of 1525 Pine Street

 

 

Mr Li,
Thank you for providing a hearing date I did not find. 

 

Maybe the planner I phoned will be able to provide more information.

That phone number, I reported to commissioners, did not take calls, or accept
messages. 

 

For your information regarding environmental appeal-- inasmuch as technical
problems defeated my testimony at the May hearing: 

 

1.  Wind impacts defeated my attempt to walk to Van Ness using Pine (my cross
street), when I passed Grubsake only to walk into an impassible wall of wind,
by The Austen. 

 

Where the Department allowed highrise construction-- in the area that was
established for 65 foot height limits by the 1979 map representing the BOS approved
Nob Hill Neighbors and NCD rezoning plans-- it now is more difficult, sometimes
impossible or hazardous for pedestrians to navigate sidewalks between Polk and Van
Ness. 

 

The afternoon I set out for Van Ness (with the idea of stopping at Grubstake on my
return trip) was a far cry from the high wind conditions we often experience. Walking
from Larkin, and even along Polk, I experienced wind flurries and gusts typical for
breezy afternoons.

 

I wonder how Austen residents manage to enter their home on windy days-- even if
NO development at 1525 Pine adds tall surfaces to catch more wind currents like
those deflected to sidewalks by the high rise hotel and The Austen (both exceeding
current height limits). 



 

Can the Department require modifications at The Austen to reduce impact of that
(unlawfully approved) structure on the pedestrian environment? 

 

Before the Department approved projects exceeding 65 feet EAST of Van Ness, it
was well known that wind from the hotel posed significant problems for pedestrian
travel along California and especially Pine Streets. 

I stopped crossing Van Ness at Pine to reach my bus stop on windy days-- after being
trapped on the median, with nothing to cling to, fearing for my life.  

I suppose the highrise built on the southwest corner may exacerbate notorious wind
impacts from the hotel. 

 

Now I find cumulative impacts from the hotel, The Austen, and likely Pine Towers,
prevent me from using my cross street even to reach the EAST side of Van Ness.

 

I had to retreat to Polk Street, pressing my body against building walls till I was by
Grubstake, clinging to whatever hand holds I could find to avoid being upset onto the
pavement. 

I was terrified-- after previous experience of being blown across a sidewalk, down into
the street, where by good fortune no car ran over me before two men picked me up.

I was then unable to pass through that wind tunnel, until the two men walked me past
it, holding me at each side.

 

The wind wall at The Austen was a like experience-- in that I could not exert the force
to press my body past it.

I was saved from falling during my retreat by gradual maneuvers from one hand hold
to the next. 

 

No pedestrians are safe with conditions that highrises created for Nob Hill-- let
alone the neighborhood's large population of older residents, or people with
disabilities.     

 

2.  Why were false zoning maps still in a file I saw after it was presented with
analysis as a basis for decisions?



 

3.  Why is the obvious candidate for city landmark designation not considered--
apart from contributing to an historic district?  

Is a written report available yet about the proposed historic district?

Where can one find the developer commissioned report denying historic
significance?

Was there an action to consider historic preservation that I should look for?

 

There are no barriers to retaining this unique historic restaurant intact-- except that
condo developers saw a tear-down. There is even vacant land for expanding the food
operation. 

Arguments as to why a restaurant can't function as it functioned for decades were
advanced by sponsors at meetings I attended-- all unreasonable or false. 

Let alone mitigations promised-- they will save business signs and serve the same
menu (i.e., offer hamburgers).

 

Where are all those letters and comments that commissioners and the public need to
see? 

Please email copies-- as I don't see them online.

I am aware the sponsor paid good money for the architects, bars and and other
business owners represented as "Lower Polk Neighbors" to claim the project has
support in the community (which would mean the residents of Nob Hill and our NCD). 

I wonder whether the sponsor finally agreed to pay a surcharge demanded to get a
letter to support project changes because of significant opposition voiced at LPN
meetings. $40,000 was mentioned.

 

Linda Chapman

1316 Larkin St

628- 867- 4005   land line (while cell is unavailable) does not record very good
messages.

 

On Tuesday, June 22, 2021, 01:32:02 PM PDT, Li, Michael (CPC) <michael.j.li@sfgov.org> wrote:

 

mailto:michael.j.li@sfgov.org


 

Hi Linda.

 

For the latest status update on 1525 Pine Street, please contact Claudine Asbagh at 628-652-7329 or
claudine.asbagh@sfgov.org.  Claudine is reviewing the applications for the conditional use authorization
and the state density bonus.  On June 17, both items were continued to the hearing on July 22.

 

My involvement, which was limited to the environmental review, has concluded.  On May 6, the Planning
Commission rejected the neighbors’ appeal and upheld the CEQA document.

 

As you requested, we’re compiling the letters of support and opposition.  Those will be sent to you via
email.

 

Thank you.

 

Michael Li, Senior Environmental Planner

Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

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

Direct: 628.652.7538 | 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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https://url.avanan.click/v2/___http:/www.sfplanning.org/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpmODEwNWZjMWJiMDE3YTc4Y2UxMjBmOTg1MGMyYzdjMDo0OjVhMzg6YTM0N2U0YTFmNTRjOGMxN2M5Y2U4OGJkNjBkYTliMzgxNjI1MzA5OWE0NmRmZjllMzIyZTY4NjJlNmFkMGQ3Yw
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanninggis.org/pim/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpmODEwNWZjMWJiMDE3YTc4Y2UxMjBmOTg1MGMyYzdjMDo0OmYxOGM6NjYzZjFjYzI5NTU1ZjBmNmVjOTVhNDkzMTZmODMwNmFjYjRiOTExZDUzMGIyOTgxZTIyMjU5Y2EwZGRjMmYxMw
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanning.org/staff-directory___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpmODEwNWZjMWJiMDE3YTc4Y2UxMjBmOTg1MGMyYzdjMDo0OmI1Yzg6MjlkYzFiMzE3Zjc5YjIwNTdiZmI1ZTIwY2M3Mzg1MDk0OTYyZDQyZTc1OGExNWQxNjM1N2UyZmNjZDllZTA1YQ
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanning.org/node/1978___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpmODEwNWZjMWJiMDE3YTc4Y2UxMjBmOTg1MGMyYzdjMDo0OjRlM2M6MWZhNDZkYTQ0NjZlYzM1NjdmYjJjMTYxOWM1NTE1ZGNhMGY1MzdiNTdmZDRhODNhMGJlNWE0MmFlZTU5NmY2NQ
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/sfplanning.org/covid-19___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzpmODEwNWZjMWJiMDE3YTc4Y2UxMjBmOTg1MGMyYzdjMDo0OmQ5MGU6YmEyNzljZWVhZTRiYzFiMTlhZTlkODY4NmNiNzA4MTFmMDllZTY1OWMwMDk4ZWI5NjJhZWEyYTdmZDhiMGYyMQ


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3832 18th st
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 3:48:36 PM
Attachments: Comments from Robin Lewis ad Paul Reeberg for 3832 18th st.doc

 
 
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: "littlethings_sf@netzero.net" <littlethings_sf@netzero.net>
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 2:54 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3832 18th st
 

 

Hello Jonas, We have attached our initial letter of comment about this proposal. Perhaps some of
these concerns will be addressed at the meeting. One question is why a structure detrimental to so
many should get a density bonus when an alternative proposal that offers a similar number of units
with a two story shorter profile has been proposed. From what I understand the developers have
shown no flexibiliy in their design depite the difficulities it proposes for their neighbors. Please
consider the possiblity of a neighborhood win win situation.
 
Thank you,
Paul Reeberg
Robin lewis

____________________________________________________________

Top News - Sponsored By Newser

Top Democrats Push to Legalize Pot at Federal Level
Amid the Pandemic, Another 'Staggering Loss'
For Dad Who Looked for Son 24 Years, a Happy Ending
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Re: regarding the proposed development at 3832 18th St. Case # 2020-001610ENV


Dear fellow San Franciscans,

This letter was first sent in response to the notification regarding the proposed development at 3832 18th St. Case # 2020-001610ENV.   We send it on to you to express our concerns about this proposal.


In addition to our physical concerns, for those of us who struggle with seasonal affective disorder this proposal casts especially long shadows.


 Based on living in this neighborhood for more than 40 years and, while hindered by a lack of scientific analysis of this particular project we still have the following environmental concerns; listed by their CEQA categories of environmental impact.


Esthetics

As of this time we have seen no outreach from the project’s developers with regard to fitting into the neighborhood esthetically, as many developers have done who have built in this neighborhood. It is hard to imagine this tall property fitting in with the surrounding residences. It certainly won’t be esthetic from our vantage point (the back side) where all of our back windows, the only ones where we get direct sunlight, will be blocked from the light. All the backyards on this block create an open space that lies in the center of our block, which will potentially be shaded much of the day.

Agricultural and Forest


There is an avocado tree in front of this property which we assume will be removed to make room for this large building. That tree is a cross-pollinator for other avocados in this neighborhood, including ours. If this tree is removed our prolific harvest might dwindle to nothing and dozens of people robbed of this nutritious treat (best ever.) The loss of any street tree is a sorrow to walkers and riders in any city and changes the street esthetic. In the backyard, the project will remove a lemon tree and, we think, a Japanese maple. Other plants and trees on this block will struggle from a lack of sunlight as this building will block the light of every yard surrounding it. It will be especially dark in the winter. 

Air Quality/Greenhouse Gasses

The residents of, and visitors to, this development will have no parking access. They will likely wish to drive and therefore to park. This will require lots of circling, especially in this neighborhood. They may want to use public transportation but no effort has been made in the last 20 years to increase the capacity of the transit lines running near this proposed project. They may also use Uber or Lyft, which according to the city’s own studies will contribute to increases in traffic congestion and air pollution. In the short term, construction will contribute to poor air quality with the introduction of particulates and construction materials (some potentially toxic). A taller building can potentially broadcast these further into the atmosphere.


Biological Resources:


There are many wild creatures that make this block their home or resting place. The lack of light and the loss of vegetation will affect their use of these areas and affect the size of their habitats.


Geology and Soils:


The foundation of this building will decrease the area where water can infiltrate the soil, and the plans, as far as we can see, show no evidence of sustainably managing rainwater/groundwater, which goes counter to the city’s watershed approach to managing this resource.


Land Use & Planning/ Population & Housing/Cumulative Impacts/Human Impacts:


Without a through analysis of the surrounding neighborhood (as was done in the Market/Octavia plan) many of our concerns, and others, will not be thoroughly analyzed or mitigated for. The increased population as called for in this plan will continue a trend that has been going on for decades. Which is, increasing population without studying its cumulative impacts, preventing the city and developers from mitigating these impacts. 

Noise:


Cumulative projects and population growth have made our area noisier and noisier over the last 40 years, diminishing our ability to hear birdsongs. In the short term, construction will make our days a cacophony.


Public services:


All public services will be impacted with no apparent effort made to increase capacity.


Recreation:


Dolores Park is already overcrowded; this project makes no effort to address that. And we now discover it will be partially shaded by this tall building.

Traffic and Transport:

Again, without a dedicated parking area residents and their visitors will circle the block continuously looking for parking (parking spaces are a rare resource in our neighborhood). We have not seen any evaluation of local impacts. Lastly, adding more cars to this neighborhood will lead to more accidents including pedestrian and cyclist involvements.


Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. We would appreciate any new information about this project, and would welcome any requests for clarification of our comments.

Sincerely, 


Robin Lewis & Paul Reeberg


245 Dorland St.


San Francisco, CA. 94114


415-864-1769


Email: littlethings_sf@netzero.net




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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for Project at 35 Belgrave Ave.
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 2:33:02 PM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: elinor diamond <elinorjdiamond@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 1:56 PM
To: 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>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>;
Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Gunther, Gretel (CPC)
<gretel.gunther@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for Project at 35 Belgrave Ave.
 

 

Happy Wednesday all!
 
My family and I wanted to pass along our support for Adam Forste and Evelyne Aikman's project at
35 Belgrave Ave.  We sent the attached email prior to the hearing last week, but thought it may help
to send to all of you as well. 
 
Thank you all so much for your work!
Very best - 
The Diamond Family
 
To whom it may concern;
 
Elinor and Andrew Diamond here. We’re writing to voice our support for the new project at 35
Belgrave Ave. 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19


 
As residents of 140 Belgrave, we’re very excited to see 35 Belgrave finally turn from an abandoned
construction site into a vibrant home. 
 
As personal friends of the owners/soon-to-be occupants, we’re confident not only that the home will
be tasteful and lovely, but that the new owners/residents will contribute greatly to the fiber that
makes San Francisco unique and fantastic.
 
They are friendly, interesting, generous, and involved people, who above all, value relationships and
lives lived wholeheartedly. We can write with confidence that their new home and personal
presence will be a warm and welcoming addition to the neighborhood and we couldn’t be more
excited for Belgrave and it’s future. 
 
Very best and thank you for your time,
Elinor and Andrew Diamond
(Tycho,10, and Cosmo, 9, too!)



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1001 Minnesota Street- Updated Land Use Table (2021-002259CUA)
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 2:31:44 PM
Attachments: Land Use- 1001 MInnesota Street- RTFReport (4).pdf

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Wu, Elton (CPC) <elton.wu@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 1:11 PM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <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>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>;
Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Sucre, Richard (CPC)
<richard.sucre@sfgov.org>
Subject: 1001 Minnesota Street- Updated Land Use Table (2021-002259CUA)
 
Hello Commissioners,
 
I was reviewing the staff packet and I have attached a revised Land Use table to this email. There is
no net new Retail/Commercial Space for 1001 Minnesota (2021-002259CUA). Please let me know if
you have any questions. Thank you
 
Elton Wu, Assistant Planner (he/him/his)
Southeast Team, Current Planning Division
San Francisco Planning Department
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7415 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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. 
 
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19



 


EXHIBIT X 


Land Use Information 
PROJECT ADDRESS: 1001 MINNESOTA ST 


RECORD NO.: 2021-002259CUA 
 


 EXISTING PROPOSED NET NEW 


GROSS SQUARE FOOTAGE (GSF) 


Parking GSF 0 0 0 
Residential GSF 0 0 0 


Retail/Commercial GSF 6591 6,591 0 
Office GSF 0 0 0 


Industrial/PDR GSF  
Production, Distribution, & Repair 


0 0 0 


Medical GSF 0 0 0 
Visitor GSF 0 0 0 


CIE GSF 0 0 0 


Usable Open Space 0 0 0 
Public Open Space 0 0 0 


Other (                                 ) 0 0 0 
TOTAL GSF 6,591 6,591 0 


 EXISTING NET NEW TOTALS 


PROJECT FEATURES (Units or Amounts) 


Dwelling Units - Affordable 0 0 0 


Dwelling Units - Market Rate 0 0 0 
Dwelling Units - Total 0 0 0 


Hotel Rooms 0 0 0 
Number of Buildings 3 3 0 


Number of Stories 3 3 0 


Parking Spaces 0 0 0 
Loading Spaces 0 0 0 


Bicycle Spaces 0 0 0 


Car Share Spaces 0 0 0 
Other (                                 ) 0 0 0 





		Land Use Information

		Project Address: 1001 Minnesota St

		Record No.: 2021-002259CUA
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW:
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 1:50:42 PM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Sue C <loissue.chou@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 12:07 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jardines, Esmeralda (CPC)
<esmeralda.jardines@sfgov.org>
Cc: Sue C <loissue.chou@gmail.com>
Subject:
 

 

Date: Wed, 14 Jul 2021
Subject: 1500-1528 15th Street
Honorable Planning Commission,
 
I object strongly to the residential density on this site and object to the exception to the height of
the building.  I am concerned that there is no accommodation for automobile parking.
 
At the same time I appreciate your diligence in communication on this matter. I received the Notice
of Public Hearing on a timely basis as well as a return phone call from Esmeralda Jardines.  She
assisted me in a very clear professional manner.  Thank you all for your hard work and
commitment to our city of San Francisco.
 
Sincerely,
L. Sue Chou
 
1515 15th Street #404
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19


650 917-1513
 
 
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 35 Belgrave Avenue CUA # 2020010109
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 1:34:29 PM
Attachments: Presentation 24.pdf

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: SchuT <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 7:56 AM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>;
Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>;
Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael (CPC)
<rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions
Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>
Cc: Gunther, Gretel (CPC) <gretel.gunther@sfgov.org>; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>; Merlone, Audrey (CPC) <audrey.merlone@sfgov.org>; Sanchez, Scott
(CPC) <scott.sanchez@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron
(CPC) <aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC) <david.winslow@sfgov.org>; Wong, Kelly
(CPC) <kelly.wong@sfgov.org>
Subject: 35 Belgrave Avenue CUA # 2020010109
 

 

 
Dear Commissioners,

This project is really the second Demolition of the structure at this site within the past several years.

The first was the “Demo” of the 1941 home, apparently approved under various Alteration Permits.

There are no published Demo Calcs for the first “Demo” of this project, that is now a $7.4 Million
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https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
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tear down.  
The existing/current structure should have had Demo Calcs as part of the review process from 2013
thru 2016.
The only set of plans for this existing/current structure uploaded to the SFPIM are for the 2017
Variance.
Here is a link to the original 2013 Site Permit #201312275170 issued in 2016 for the existing/current
project:
 
https://dbiweb02.sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspx?page=PermitDetails
 
Here is a guide to the attached pdf:

1.  Redfin Ad of existing/current building for sale at $7.4 million in January 2020; photos from the
Commission packet of the 1941 house and an overhead view of the existing/current house.

2.  Sales price history from Redfin Ad:  2020 sale @$7.4 M and 2018 sale @$3.6 M.
 
3.  Assessor’s Report from SFPIM shows legal square footage.
 
4.  Screenshot of DBI Site Permit Addenda for existing/current project.
5.  Screenshot of Site Permit Application for existing/current project.
6.                “           “          “           “               “                   “
7.                 “           “          “           “               “                   “
8.                 “           “          “           “               “                   “
 
9.  Screenshot of existing/current project of “Planning Applications” from SFPIM in 2014/2015.
 
Thank you.
Georgia Schuttish



https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https:/dbiweb02.sfgov.org/dbipts/default.aspx?page=PermitDetails___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo1NmUyMWVmZjg3NDc4YmQ1MzY3MjlhMGM5MDU2NDJiZTo0OjdjN2Q6NGRhNDlmNWFhYWExMDYyMTg1OWFmNzg5MmMzOGQzMzA3ZDhjNjdjNzIyODdjYmY0MjI1MjEwNWVjY2I2MWYyNw


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS LAUNCH SHINE ON SF

RECOVERY INITIATIVE
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 12:08:38 PM
Attachments: 07.14.2021 Shine On SF.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: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 12:02 PM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS
LAUNCH SHINE ON SF RECOVERY INITIATIVE
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, July 14, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS

LAUNCH SHINE ON SF RECOVERY INITIATIVE
Broad citywide partnership kicks off multi-year effort to reignite civic pride, foster civic

engagement, and improve the conditions of streets and public spaces
 

San Francisco, CA — Today, Mayor London N. Breed and a diverse group of civic, business
and community leaders launched Shine On SF, a new recovery initiative designed to reignite
civic pride and improve the conditions of San Francisco’s streets and public spaces. Shine On
SF will build on the care San Franciscans from all walks of life have for their neighborhoods,
inspiring a renewed culture of pride across the City and motivating and empowering the next
generation of caretakers. Shine On SF aims to support immediate and long-term cleaning
improvements and systems changes while also bringing together residents to care for city
streets and public spaces, producing a visible change over the next three years.  
 
Shine On SF is championed by the Shine On SF Partnership, a new coalition of public and
private partners representing more than 40 small and large businesses, neighborhood groups,
the tourism sector, community benefits districts, nonprofit workforce development
organizations, and arts institutions, together with the City and County of San Francisco. For
more information, visit shineonsf.org.
 
“San Franciscans care deeply about our City—for its unique beauty, culture, diversity and its
neighborhoods,” said Mayor Breed. “During this pandemic, we showed what we can do when
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Wednesday, July 14, 2021 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org 


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY PARTNERS 


LAUNCH SHINE ON SF RECOVERY INITIATIVE  
Broad citywide partnership kicks off multi-year effort to reignite civic pride, foster civic 


engagement, and improve the conditions of streets and public spaces 


 


San Francisco, CA — Today, Mayor London N. Breed and a diverse group of civic, business 


and community leaders launched Shine On SF, a new recovery initiative designed to reignite 


civic pride and improve the conditions of San Francisco’s streets and public spaces. Shine On SF 


will build on the care San Franciscans from all walks of life have for their neighborhoods, 


inspiring a renewed culture of pride across the City and motivating and empowering the next 


generation of caretakers. Shine On SF aims to support immediate and long-term cleaning 


improvements and systems changes while also bringing together residents to care for city streets 


and public spaces, producing a visible change over the next three years.    


 


Shine On SF is championed by the Shine On SF Partnership, a new coalition of public and 


private partners representing more than 40 small and large businesses, neighborhood groups, the 


tourism sector, community benefits districts, nonprofit workforce development organizations, 


and arts institutions, together with the City and County of San Francisco. For more information, 


visit shineonsf.org. 


 


“San Franciscans care deeply about our City—for its unique beauty, culture, diversity and its 


neighborhoods,” said Mayor Breed. “During this pandemic, we showed what we can do when we 


come together to protect and care for one another, and we need to carry that spirit forward to care 


for our City. Clean sidewalks and beautiful public spaces are essential to public health, 


community, and economic viability. They are a matter of equity that every resident and visitor 


should enjoy. We are launching Shine On SF to do more to keep San Francisco clean, celebrate 


all those who take care of our City every day, and inspire everyone to do their part to make this 


City shine.” 


 


The initiative is composed of two main components: creating civic engagement opportunities for 


San Franciscans to volunteer and directly contribute to creating a cleaner and more cared-for 


city; and expanding and improving the City’s cleaning and beautification programs through 


immediate investments and long-term systemic changes. Funding and staff time are being 


provided by both private and public partners. 
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Civic Engagement: Rallying a City of Caretakers 


Shine On SF calls on people to get involved. The Shine On SF website connects people and 


groups with opportunities to volunteer in neighborhood clean ups, gardening projects, and public 


space activation and beautification projects throughout the City. Shine On SF will match 


volunteers with real needs generated by community-based groups and City agencies. Educational 


efforts will encourage businesses, property owners, and the general public to use 311 and care 


for their own spaces. People can sign up for these volunteer opportunities at  


shineonsf.org/get-involved.  


  


Shine On SF’s first public space activation project, Golden Trees, is designed to remind people 


what they love about San Francisco. Each weekend from June 26 through August 15, trees in 


colorful planters will be displayed at pop-up activations in 16 public spaces throughout the City, 


including community-owned spaces and Recreation and Park locations. People will be invited to 


decorate the trees with golden cards featuring their personal responses to the prompt, “What 


makes San Francisco shine?” Intended to reconnect neighbors with each other and showcase the 


unique outdoor spaces that provided hope and positivity for many throughout the pandemic, the 


project will culminate in a citywide participatory art installation during the holidays.   


 


“Clean and cared for streets and public spaces are key to public confidence, and to our civic and 


economic recovery,” said Joe D’Alessandro, President & CEO of SF Travel. “We want San 


Francisco to tell a story to our visitors and residents alike about our unified commitment and 


enthusiasm to making our city the best it can be.” 


 


Improved City Cleaning: Making San Francisco Shine 


Shine On SF is also about making immediate investments and long-term systemic changes to 


clean up and beautify San Francisco. Through this upcoming budget, Mayor Breed is committing 


$96.2 million to support these efforts that cover San Francisco. Additional new cleaning efforts 


funded in the City’s budget include: 


• Expanding the City’s CleanCorridorsSF program: Launched during the COVID 


pandemic, CleanCorridorsSF deploys a large contingent of San Francisco Public Works 


street cleaners to a different neighborhood commercial district one day each week to 


power wash and sweep the sidewalks, flush down the roadway and wipe out graffiti—a 


coordinated deep-cleaning blitz resulting in noticeable improvements to the cleanliness of 


the targeted area. New funding will make this pilot program permanent and double the 


existing service.  


• Expanding the Community Youth Center (CYC) Power Wash Mobile Team: a new 


program that employs immigrants with barriers to employment in steam cleaning 


commercial corridors, the CYC Power Wash Mobile Team will provide new monthly 


cleaning in additional commercial corridors throughout the Bayview, Visitacion Valley, 


the Richmond, the Sunset, the Excelsior, the Mission and the Fillmore, as well as 


continued cleaning in Chinatown where the program began as a pilot. Power washing will 


begin in August 2021. 


 



https://shineonsf.org/get-involved
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Additionally, the Shine On SF Partnership is pursuing two cleaning infrastructure and services 


systems changes, including: 


• Making the 311 system more efficient and responsive to residents. New funding in the 


budget will help city agency workers and community benefit district cleaners respond 


more efficiently to 311 requests and close out requests with images so users can see 


they’ve been completed.  


• Undergoing a comprehensive city trash can replacement effort. Shine On SF will 


engage cross-sector partners to enhance Public Works’ Trash Receptacle Replacement 


program, which will be implemented over the next three years. City trash cans will be 


replaced with new cans that prevent overflow from wind and tampering. Shine On SF 


will support the design process while also engaging experts to advise on receptacle 


placement and frequency of trash removal service of public cans to better improve 


cleanliness across the entire city. 


 


The above city funding is separate from the funding for community benefit districts, which 


leverage funds collected by a special assessment from neighborhood property owners to provide 


services including street cleaning, trash collection, and neighborhood ambassadors and guides. 


 


“We are already seeing real world results from this partnership between the City and the 


community,” said Simon Bertrang, Executive Director of the Tenderloin Community Benefit 


District. “Shine On connects all of the Community Benefit Districts and the neighborhoods we 


serve with non-profits, private citizens and the City to harness the power of collective action.”   


 


“We as San Franciscans are not powerless to help affect change and make a difference,” said 


Vince Yuen, Founder of Refuse Refuse, “It’s about each person being committed and taking a 


small action which collectively has a big impact. I’m proud to be part of the Shine On SF 


movement that brings San Franciscans together and empowers them to get involved and keep our 


city beautiful.”   


 


Below is a full list of partners for the Shine On SF Partnership. For more information, visit 


shineonsf.org. 


 


• 311 


• African American Art & Culture 


Complex 


• American Conservatory Theatre 


• Art for Civil Discourse, Paint the 


Void 


• AT&T 


• Bedford Grove 


• Block by Block 


• BOMA SF 


• BUILDING 180, Paint the Void 


• Clorox 


• Coffee and Cream Press 


• Committee On Jobs 


• Community Benefit District 


Consortium 


• Downtown Community Benefit 


District 


• Dropbox 


• East Cut Community Benefit District 


• En2Action 


• Facebook 







OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
 SAN FRANCISCO               MAYOR  
 
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


• Fisherman's Wharf CBD 


• Golden Gate Restaurant Association 


• Hospital Council Northern & Central 


California 


• Hotel Council of San Francisco 


• Illuminate 


• Make it Mariko 


• Mekanism 


• NextDoor 


• Office of Economic and Workforce 


Development 


• Office of Assessor-Recorder 


• Office of the City Administrator 


• Recology 


• Refuse Refuse SF 


• San Francisco Chamber of 


Commerce 


• San Francisco Council of District 


Merchants Associations 


• San Francisco Department of 


Environment  


• San Francisco Public Works 


• San Francisco Parks Alliance 


• San Francisco Planning Department 


• San Francisco Recreation and Parks 


Department 


• SF Travel 


• SF.Citi 


• SFEtsy 


• SOMA West CBD 


• SPUR 


• Stamen Design 


• SWA Group 


• Tenderloin Community Benefit 


District 


• TogetherSF 


• Urban Alchemy 


• Webcor 


• YBCA 


• Youth Speaks 


 


### 


 


 







we come together to protect and care for one another, and we need to carry that spirit forward
to care for our City. Clean sidewalks and beautiful public spaces are essential to public health,
community, and economic viability. They are a matter of equity that every resident and visitor
should enjoy. We are launching Shine On SF to do more to keep San Francisco clean,
celebrate all those who take care of our City every day, and inspire everyone to do their part to
make this City shine.”
 
The initiative is composed of two main components: creating civic engagement opportunities
for San Franciscans to volunteer and directly contribute to creating a cleaner and more cared-
for city; and expanding and improving the City’s cleaning and beautification programs
through immediate investments and long-term systemic changes. Funding and staff time are
being provided by both private and public partners.
 
Civic Engagement: Rallying a City of Caretakers
Shine On SF calls on people to get involved. The Shine On SF website connects people and
groups with opportunities to volunteer in neighborhood clean ups, gardening projects, and
public space activation and beautification projects throughout the City. Shine On SF will
match volunteers with real needs generated by community-based groups and City agencies.
Educational efforts will encourage businesses, property owners, and the general public to use
311 and care for their own spaces. People can sign up for these volunteer opportunities at 
shineonsf.org/get-involved.
 
Shine On SF’s first public space activation project, Golden Trees, is designed to remind
people what they love about San Francisco. Each weekend from June 26 through August 15,
trees in colorful planters will be displayed at pop-up activations in 16 public spaces throughout
the City, including community-owned spaces and Recreation and Park locations. People will
be invited to decorate the trees with golden cards featuring their personal responses to the
prompt, “What makes San Francisco shine?” Intended to reconnect neighbors with each other
and showcase the unique outdoor spaces that provided hope and positivity for many
throughout the pandemic, the project will culminate in a citywide participatory art installation
during the holidays. 
 
“Clean and cared for streets and public spaces are key to public confidence, and to our civic
and economic recovery,” said Joe D’Alessandro, President & CEO of SF Travel. “We want
San Francisco to tell a story to our visitors and residents alike about our unified commitment
and enthusiasm to making our city the best it can be.”
 
Improved City Cleaning: Making San Francisco Shine
Shine On SF is also about making immediate investments and long-term systemic changes to
clean up and beautify San Francisco. Through this upcoming budget, Mayor Breed is
committing $96.2 million to support these efforts that cover San Francisco. Additional new
cleaning efforts funded in the City’s budget include:

Expanding the City’s CleanCorridorsSF program: Launched during the COVID
pandemic, CleanCorridorsSF deploys a large contingent of San Francisco Public Works
street cleaners to a different neighborhood commercial district one day each week to
power wash and sweep the sidewalks, flush down the roadway and wipe out graffiti—a
coordinated deep-cleaning blitz resulting in noticeable improvements to the cleanliness
of the targeted area. New funding will make this pilot program permanent and double
the existing service.
Expanding the Community Youth Center (CYC) Power Wash Mobile Team: a new

https://shineonsf.org/get-involved


program that employs immigrants with barriers to employment in steam cleaning
commercial corridors, the CYC Power Wash Mobile Team will provide new monthly
cleaning in additional commercial corridors throughout the Bayview, Visitacion Valley,
the Richmond, the Sunset, the Excelsior, the Mission and the Fillmore, as well as
continued cleaning in Chinatown where the program began as a pilot. Power washing
will begin in August 2021.

 
Additionally, the Shine On SF Partnership is pursuing two cleaning infrastructure and services
systems changes, including:

Making the 311 system more efficient and responsive to residents. New funding in
the budget will help city agency workers and community benefit district cleaners
respond more efficiently to 311 requests and close out requests with images so users can
see they’ve been completed.
Undergoing a comprehensive city trash can replacement effort. Shine On SF will
engage cross-sector partners to enhance Public Works’ Trash Receptacle Replacement
program, which will be implemented over the next three years. City trash cans will be
replaced with new cans that prevent overflow from wind and tampering. Shine On SF
will support the design process while also engaging experts to advise on receptacle
placement and frequency of trash removal service of public cans to better improve
cleanliness across the entire city.
 

The above city funding is separate from the funding for community benefit districts, which
leverage funds collected by a special assessment from neighborhood property owners to
provide services including street cleaning, trash collection, and neighborhood ambassadors
and guides.
 
“We are already seeing real world results from this partnership between the City and the
community,” said Simon Bertrang, Executive Director of the Tenderloin Community Benefit
District. “Shine On connects all of the Community Benefit Districts and the neighborhoods we
serve with non-profits, private citizens and the City to harness the power of collective action.” 
 
“We as San Franciscans are not powerless to help affect change and make a difference,” said
Vince Yuen, Founder of Refuse Refuse, “It’s about each person being committed and taking a
small action which collectively has a big impact. I’m proud to be part of the Shine On SF
movement that brings San Franciscans together and empowers them to get involved and keep
our city beautiful.” 
 
Below is a full list of partners for the Shine On SF Partnership. For more information, visit
shineonsf.org.
 
 
 

311
African American Art & Culture Complex
American Conservatory Theatre
Art for Civil Discourse, Paint the Void
AT&T
Bedford Grove
Block by Block
BOMA SF



BUILDING 180, Paint the Void
Clorox
Coffee and Cream Press
Committee On Jobs
Community Benefit District Consortium
Downtown Community Benefit District
Dropbox
East Cut Community Benefit District
En2Action
Facebook
Fisherman's Wharf CBD
Golden Gate Restaurant Association
Hospital Council Northern & Central California
Hotel Council of San Francisco
Illuminate
Make it Mariko
Mekanism
NextDoor
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
Office of Assessor-Recorder
Office of the City Administrator
Recology
Refuse Refuse SF
San Francisco Chamber of Commerce
San Francisco Council of District Merchants Associations
San Francisco Department of Environment
San Francisco Public Works
San Francisco Parks Alliance
San Francisco Planning Department
San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department
SF Travel
SF.Citi
SFEtsy
SOMA West CBD
SPUR
Stamen Design
SWA Group
Tenderloin Community Benefit District
TogetherSF
Urban Alchemy
Webcor
YBCA
Youth Speaks
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Hooray for more Housing new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 10:35:31 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: Cynthia Gregory <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: "cynthia.e.gregory@gmail.com" <cynthia.e.gregory@gmail.com>
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 at 10:34 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Hooray for more Housing new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new
homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley,
Diamond Heights and Glen Park).

For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could
happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards
housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage,
displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add
their fair share of new homes.

Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful,
well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:

1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in
front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an
easy walk or bike ride away.

2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.

3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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$2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.

Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit
headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be
used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing
and providing services to Latinx working families.

4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three
bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design
guidelines.

5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in
with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.

6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of
SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.

For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help
your district become a place where more residents can call home.

Cynthia Gregory 
cynthia.e.gregory@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94131

 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES PERMANENT SHARED

SPACES LEGISLATION INTRODUCED BY MAYOR LONDON BREED
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 8:06:34 AM
Attachments: 07.13.2021 Shared Spaces.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, July 13, 2021 at 5:39 PM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES
PERMANENT SHARED SPACES LEGISLATION INTRODUCED BY MAYOR LONDON BREED
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, July 13, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES

PERMANENT SHARED SPACES LEGISLATION
INTRODUCED BY MAYOR LONDON BREED

Successful outdoor dining and retail program will continue beyond the COVID-19 pandemic,
making permanent changes to streamline curbside, sidewalk, roadway, and other permitting

processes for San Francisco businesses and organizations
 
San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today unanimously passed legislation
introduced by Mayor London N. Breed to make the Shared Spaces program permanent in San
Francisco. The program will provide a streamlined permit process for San Francisco
businesses, arts and culture organizations, and others to use curbside, sidewalk, full-street
spaces, and open lots for local business activities. The legislation was co-sponsored by
Supervisors Ahsha Safai, Rafael Mandelman, Catherine Stefani, and Matt Haney.
 
“Shared Spaces brought back life and excitement to our neighborhoods during an incredibly
challenging time. It has been wonderful to see friends and families enjoying their community
and supporting their local businesses,” said Mayor Breed. “By taking the necessary steps to
make Shared Spaces permanent, we are providing another lifeline for local businesses to thrive
and creating a clear path forward towards rebuilding our economy as San Francisco recovers
from COVID-19.”
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Tuesday, July 13, 2021 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org  


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


BOARD OF SUPERVISORS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVES 


PERMANENT SHARED SPACES LEGISLATION 


INTRODUCED BY MAYOR LONDON BREED  
Successful outdoor dining and retail program will continue beyond the COVID-19 pandemic, 


making permanent changes to streamline curbside, sidewalk, roadway, and other permitting 


processes for San Francisco businesses and organizations 


 


San Francisco, CA — The Board of Supervisors today unanimously passed legislation 


introduced by Mayor London N. Breed to make the Shared Spaces program permanent in San 


Francisco. The program will provide a streamlined permit process for San Francisco businesses, 


arts and culture organizations, and others to use curbside, sidewalk, full-street spaces, and open 


lots for local business activities. The legislation was co-sponsored by Supervisors Ahsha Safai, 


Rafael Mandelman, Catherine Stefani, and Matt Haney. 


 


“Shared Spaces brought back life and excitement to our neighborhoods during an incredibly 


challenging time. It has been wonderful to see friends and families enjoying their community and 


supporting their local businesses,” said Mayor Breed. “By taking the necessary steps to make 


Shared Spaces permanent, we are providing another lifeline for local businesses to thrive and 


creating a clear path forward towards rebuilding our economy as San Francisco recovers from 


COVID-19.” 


 


In March 2020, as San Francisco began to reopen following the initial Stay at Home Order, 


Mayor Breed announced the creation of the Shared Spaces program to help neighborhoods and 


businesses by providing additional public space to support local business activities. The Shared 


Spaces program was envisioned by the City’s Economic Recovery Task Force, with Mayor 


Breed convened, as a way to support businesses as they adapted to COVID-19 and needed to 


move more business operations outdoors. Throughout the summer, the Shared Spaces program 


enabled businesses to offer safer, outdoor commercial uses. In October 2020, following the 


recommendations of the Economic Recovery Task Force, Mayor Breed announced that the City 


would make elements of the Shared Spaces program permanent beyond the pandemic. 


 


The permanent program enables businesses to apply for a Shared Spaces permit on a sidewalk, in 


a curbside lane, roadway, private property, or pop-up entertainment through a single easy-to-use 


application portal. To make this program more sustainable in the long-term and to better support 


sponsors upfront with design quality, accessibility, and safety, the City will require approvals 


from City agencies within 30 days of businesses submitting an application, aligning with 


requirements under Proposition H passed by the voters in November 2020. The permanent 


Shared Spaces program includes clearer public engagement protocols, so neighboring businesses 



mailto:mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org





OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
 SAN FRANCISCO               MAYOR  
 
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


and residents have a say in how the streets and sidewalks are used in the long term. The Shared 


Spaces program will defer the collection of permit fees until June 2022.  


 


The program will gradually start rebalancing curb uses as transportation needs increase along 


with a recovering economy by incentivizing movable parklets and promoting space sharing and 


turnover amongst merchants on city blocks. Lastly, the City will provide coordinated 


enforcement for Shared Spaces to make compliance easier for businesses. 


 


For more details on the permanent Shared Spaces program, go to: sf.gov/shared-spaces-future. 


 


### 



https://sf.gov/information/making-shared-spaces-program-permanent





In March 2020, as San Francisco began to reopen following the initial Stay at Home Order,
Mayor Breed announced the creation of the Shared Spaces program to help neighborhoods and
businesses by providing additional public space to support local business activities. The
Shared Spaces program was envisioned by the City’s Economic Recovery Task Force, with
Mayor Breed convened, as a way to support businesses as they adapted to COVID-19 and
needed to move more business operations outdoors. Throughout the summer, the Shared
Spaces program enabled businesses to offer safer, outdoor commercial uses. In October 2020,
following the recommendations of the Economic Recovery Task Force, Mayor Breed
announced that the City would make elements of the Shared Spaces program permanent
beyond the pandemic.
 
The permanent program enables businesses to apply for a Shared Spaces permit on a sidewalk,
in a curbside lane, roadway, private property, or pop-up entertainment through a single easy-
to-use application portal. To make this program more sustainable in the long-term and to
better support sponsors upfront with design quality, accessibility, and safety, the City will
require approvals from City agencies within 30 days of businesses submitting an application,
aligning with requirements under Proposition H passed by the voters in November 2020. The
permanent Shared Spaces program includes clearer public engagement protocols, so
neighboring businesses and residents have a say in how the streets and sidewalks are used in
the long term. The Shared Spaces program will defer the collection of permit fees until June
2022.
 
The program will gradually start rebalancing curb uses as transportation needs increase along
with a recovering economy by incentivizing movable parklets and promoting space sharing
and turnover amongst merchants on city blocks. Lastly, the City will provide coordinated
enforcement for Shared Spaces to make compliance easier for businesses.
 
For more details on the permanent Shared Spaces program, go to: sf.gov/shared-spaces-future.
 

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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Project Address 3832 18th Street, San Francisco, CA
Date: Wednesday, July 14, 2021 7:55:56 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: lighthouse4388-waves@yahoo.com <lighthouse4388-waves@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 10:03 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>
Subject: Project Address 3832 18th Street, San Francisco, CA
 

 

Dear Jeffrey Horn and the SF Planning Commission,
 

RE: Project Address 3832 18th Street, San Francisco, CA (Record No. 2020-
001610CUA/SHD)
 

We're writing to strongly oppose the project planned for 3832 18th Street where a
Group Housing Residential Project would replace a one-story house with a six-story
19-unit Group Housing residential project.  We live on the block where this is
proposed.  All of our neighbors that we've spoken to are in agreement this project is
inappropriate.
 

We're horrified about the prospect of such a huge building dwarfing the other houses
next door to it, as well as our smaller homes across 18th Street on the South side of
the street.  It would stick out like a sore thumb and make the smaller houses next to
such an atrocity -  blocking light and towering over the houses - unbearable to live
next door.
 

Based on the noise we already have outside Mission Terrace Senior Housing (3850
18th St), from the senior residence's staff two doors down to the West from that
address, we can't imagine the type of noise all those additional 19-40+ Group
Housing residents and staff would bring to our street.  We already have music blaring,
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cars idling, cars and people blocking traffic and staff and their friends hanging out and
yelling at all hours right on the sidewalk and in the street in front of that building two
doors down.  The additional noise and traffic from the 19-unit Group Housing are not
welcome on the street and would certainly be an intrusion for all of us, our household
members included, who work from home during the day and need to be able to sleep
at night. These are reasonable expectations.
 

We moved to this neighborhood and bought our property to enjoy our residence in
peace and relative quiet, not to be disrupted by a huge complex.  This will definitely
bring the value of the street and our property down.  We're the ones paying property
taxes and keeping the city afloat.  We hope you will respect our voices.
 

Thank you.
 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 3:44:40 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: Paul Kim <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: "paul.kim89+hac@gmail.com" <paul.kim89+hac@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 at 3:38 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new
homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley,
Diamond Heights and Glen Park).

For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could
happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards
housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage,
displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add
their fair share of new homes.

Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful,
well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:

1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in
front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an
easy walk or bike ride away.

2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.

3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the
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$2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.

Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit
headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be
used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing
and providing services to Latinx working families.

4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three
bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design
guidelines.

5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in
with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.

6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of
SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.

For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help
your district become a place where more residents can call home.

Paul Kim 
paul.kim89+hac@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94110

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 3:30:29 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: Joshua Kehl <joshua.kehl@gouldevans.com>
Reply-To: Joshua Kehl <joshua.kehl@gouldevans.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 at 3:01 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new
homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley,
Diamond Heights and Glen Park).

For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could
happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards
housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage,
displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add
their fair share of new homes.

Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful,
well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:

1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in
front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an
easy walk or bike ride away.

2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.

3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the
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$2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.

Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit
headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be
used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing
and providing services to Latinx working families.

4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three
bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design
guidelines.

5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in
with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.

6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of
SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.

For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help
your district become a place where more residents can call home.

Joshua Kehl 
joshua.kehl@gouldevans.com

San Francisco, California 94103

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 2:38:49 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: Erik Shilts <erik.shilts@hey.com>
Reply-To: "erik.shilts@hey.com" <erik.shilts@hey.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 at 10:32 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new
homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley,
Diamond Heights and Glen Park).

For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could
happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards
housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage,
displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add
their fair share of new homes.

Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful,
well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:

1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in
front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an
easy walk or bike ride away.

2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.

3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the
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$2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.

Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit
headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be
used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing
and providing services to Latinx working families.

4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three
bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design
guidelines.

5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in
with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.

6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of
SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.

For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help
your district become a place where more residents can call home.

Erik Shilts 
erik.shilts@hey.com

San Francisco, California 94131

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: A BIG YES to housing at 1900 Diamond Street!
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 2:37:44 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: Kristen Hall <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: "kristen.e.hall@gmail.com" <kristen.e.hall@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 at 1:39 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: A BIG YES to housing at 1900 Diamond Street!
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing in strong support for the project at 1900 Diamond Street which would bring 24
new homes to a vacant lot.

This city is in a housing crisis and a project like this goes a long way toward bringing homes
near transit, services, and open space.

I live in Glen Park and I would be most excited to welcome these new neighbors, to come
be part of this wonderful neighborhood, and to support our shops and transit. We are a
dense, diverse, and welcoming community, and for too long have not done our fair share to
bring much-needed housing to San Francisco.

You may hear from others who worry about traffic or parking or noise... or something else.
Often decision-makers listen to the loudest or most negative voices. I want you to hear this
clear message: We are willing and eager to welcome more housing into this community,
and we are counting on you to make this happen!

Thank you! 
Kristen

Kristen Hall 
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kristen.e.hall@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94131

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 35 Belgrave Avenue, Record No.: 2020-010109CUA
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 2:36:28 PM
Attachments: 2021-07-13 35 Belgrave letter.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: Jeanne Myerson <jrmyerson@yahoo.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 at 1:35 PM
To: "Gunther, Gretel (CPC)" <gretel.gunther@sfgov.org>, "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>, "PrestonStaff (BOS)"
<prestonstaff@sfgov.org>
Cc: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Hillis, Rich (CPC)" <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>,
Jeanne Myerson <jrmyerson@yahoo.com>
Subject: 35 Belgrave Avenue, Record No.: 2020-010109CUA
 

 

July 13, 2021

 Re: 35 Belgrave Avenue, Record No.: 2020-010109CUA

 Dear Ms. Gunther, Planning Commissioners and Supervisor Preston,

Today I am sending this letter to state my strong opposition to the proposed demolition of the structure at 35
Belgrave Avenue (”The Property”) and the granting of a Conditional Use Permit to construct a huge
new home.

My family and I have lived on Belgrave Avenue since 1997 and in the immediate neighborhood since 1989 (32
years). We have loved the neighborhood for its livability, its sense of community and its affordability. When we
moved here in 1997, our neighbors were teachers, accountants, artists, workers at UCSF. The recently built
mansions on Belgrave Avenue have made the street unaffordable for all but the very wealthy. Belgrave is becoming
an exclusive enclave for the uber-rich. 

 Compounding the Affordability Problem
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July 13, 2021 
 
Re: 35 Belgrave Avenue, Record No.: 2020-010109CUA 
 
Dear Ms. Gunther, Planning Commissioners and Supervisor Preston, 


Today I am sending this letter to state my strong opposition to the proposed demolition of the structure at 


35 Belgrave Avenue (”The Property”) and the granting of a Conditional Use Permit to construct a 
huge new home. 


My family and I have lived on Belgrave Avenue since 1997 and in the immediate neighborhood since 


1989 (32 years). We have loved the neighborhood for its livability, its sense of community and its 


affordability. When we moved here in 1997, our neighbors were teachers, accountants, artists, workers at 


UCSF. The recently built mansions on Belgrave Avenue have made the street unaffordable for all but the 


very wealthy. Belgrave is at risk of becoming an exclusive enclave for the uber-rich.  


 


Compounding the Affordability Problem 


While societal change is inevitable, the affordability crisis is not inevitable. The increase in the number of 


tear downs of perfectly habitable homes on Belgrave Avenue, replaced by a wall of ultra-luxury huge 


homes is preventable. By denying the Demolition and Conditional Use requests for 35 Belgrave Avenue, 


the City of San Francisco can take a step toward addressing one of the components that contributes to 


housing unaffordability. I respectfully request that the city demonstrate its leadership and put conviction 


behind publicly stated affordability concerns by opposing and stopping unnecessary tear downs and the 


practice of building huge, ultra-luxury replacement homes that make our neighborhood and the City 


increasingly unaffordable.  


 


35 Belgrave and the Street Becoming a Towering Wall of Uber-Luxury Homes 


35 Belgrave Avenue has been rebuilt two times in the past 5 years and never re-occupied. In fact, the 


Property has been vacant far longer than the two-construction period duration. This demolition represents 


both a tremendous waste (this practice is the opposite of a sustainable practice) and a tragedy during a 


time when family (or any) housing is scarce and the City’s housing crisis becomes more and more severe. 


It could be years before the proposed project is completed and occupied. 


 


Over the past 8+ years, perfectly habitable and rehab-able properties on the uphill side of our short, 2 


block street have been torn down to make way for new trophy homes. Specific projects to date:  


#25 Belgrave (The previous home had been extensively renovated multiple times in the 
years and in good repair before it was torn down and replaced by a huge trophy home.) 
#35 Belgrave (The original home was in good condition. It was taken down to 
foundations and rebuilt twice in the past 5+ years.) 
#77 Belgrave (The previous home had some deferred maintenance and could have been 
renovated. It was demolished and replaced by a much larger, taller, hulking trophy 
home.) 
#89 Belgrave (The home had been meticulously maintained by the original owners until 
sold to a developer, eventually torn down, replaced by a giant trophy home that was 
sold for $20+ million.) 
#115 Belgrave (One of the original homes on the street, allowed to fall into disrepair as 
the property sat vacant for years; demolition recently completed, awaiting start of 
construction.) 







 


The new structures eclipse neighboring homes. Each new-built property has been more than 
twice the size of the prior homes. The new homes are 5,000 to over 6,000 square feet, truly 
out-of-scale homes. Belgrave Avenue, long a green and quirky street with mostly modest 
homes, is too-fast becoming a street with an uphill wall of unnecessarily large, ultra-luxury 
mansions.  
 
Prior to the construction of 25 Belgrave, followed by #89 and then #77, the average square 
footage of homes on the street was approximately 2,500 square feet. The new average has 
been inflated by the huge new homes. Each new project sponsor cites “precedent”. Bad 
precedent does not have to become the norm or even be inevitable.  
 
The new mansions loom over the neighboring properties and the smaller-scale homes on the 
downhill side of the street, in the process blocking sunlight and air and creating night-time light 
pollution. The new homes have harmed the cohesion, character, and identity of the 
neighborhood. With each new huge home allowed, the neighborhood becomes more and more 
unaffordable. And less and less livable. Enough is enough. 
 
How many families could live in a 6,500 square property? Several. Not just one, plus maybe 
someone in the tiny proposed ADU. While I understand and support the policy behind allowing 
ADUs as one policy effort to help increase additional housing units in San Francisco, do small 
ADUs really justify the construction of mega-sized single-family homes? Is the ADU in this 
proposal anything more than window dressing to secure City approvals? Will the City require 
owners to rent ADUs to other-than short-term renters (Airbnbs, or similar)? What is the city’s 
process to track the results to be sure that the units do not remain empty, to enforce and to 
report compliance? 
 
A Street Under Siege 
As many neighbors and my husband, John Cate, have described in other letters, our 2-block 
long street has, over the past 8+ years, been overwhelmed by construction activity. Vehicle-
related activity often begins at 6:30 in the morning.  Noise of trucks grinding up the hill, trucks 
noisily idling and spewing exhaust, incessant back-up beeps, vibration from trucks and 
construction work, local streets suffering the impact, demolition residue filling the air with 
asbestos, lead paint, who knows what else, months of construction-related layers of dirt 
covering everything. This has been our world for almost a decade, with no apparent end in 
sight. On top of this, residents experience constant neighborhood parking congestion.  We 
purchase resident parking stickers but too frequently cannot find spaces on the street due to 
construction vehicle and worker parking during construction hours. Parking enforcement has 
not been responsive. Trash and debris from job sites blows along the street and into our yards. I 
work from home and the disruption is constant. Why should tax-paying residents have to feel 
like they need to escape their homes? All this has become overwhelming. We are a street under 
incessant siege. 
 
Request 







Please consider this letter a strong objection to the proposed demolition of 35 Belgrave and 
strong opposition to the construction of a grossly oversized mansion. I respectfully urge the 
Planning Commissioners to reject the applications and direct the project sponsors to 
complete the unfinished home that they purchased. Failing such a response, I expect that 
almost every home on the uphill side of Belgrave Avenue, as they continue to turn over, will 
seek a similar tear-down, uber-home rebuild approach. The result, increasing unaffordability, 
tremendous waste and a severe degradation in the quality of the street and resident life. 
 
Please Stop the Growing Wall of Mansions on Belgrave and seek to make ADUs a meaningful 
addition to San Francisco’s housing stock. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Jeanne Myerson 
100 Belgrave Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
jrmyerson@yahoo.com 
 
Note: Please see the accompanying photos documenting the impact of the change in scale with 
the introduction of the huge homes. 
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While societal change is inevitable, the affordability crisis is not inevitable. The increase in the number of tear downs
of perfectly habitable homes on Belgrave Avenue, replaced by a wall of ultra-luxury huge homes is preventable. By
denying the Demolition and Conditional Use requests for 35 Belgrave Avenue, the City of San Francisco can take a
step toward addressing one of the components that contributes to housing unaffordability. I respectfully request
that the city demonstrate its leadership and put conviction behind publicly stated affordability concerns by opposing
and stopping unnecessary tear downs and the practice of building huge, ultra-luxury replacement homes that make
our neighborhood and the City increasingly unaffordable.

 35 Belgrave and the Street Becoming a Towering Wall of Uber-Luxury Homes

35 Belgrave Avenue has been rebuilt two times in the past 5 years and never re-occupied. In fact, the Property has
been vacant far longer than the two-construction period duration. This demolition represents both a tremendous
waste (this practice is the opposite of a sustainable practice) and a tragedy during a time when family (or any)
housing is scarce and the City’s housing crisis becomes more and more severe. It could be years before the
proposed project is completed and occupied.

 Over the past 8+ years, perfectly habitable and rehab-able properties on the uphill side of our short, 2 block street
have been torn down to make way for new trophy homes. Specific projects to date:

#25 Belgrave (The previous home had been extensively renovated multiple times in the
years and in good repair before it was torn down and replaced by a huge trophy home.)

#35 Belgrave (The original home was in good condition. It was taken down to foundations
and rebuilt twice in the past 5+ years.)

#77 Belgrave (The previous home had some deferred maintenance and could have been
renovated. It was demolished and replaced by a much larger, taller, hulking trophy home.)

#89 Belgrave (The home had been meticulously maintained by the original owners until sold
to a developer, eventually torn down, replaced by a giant trophy home that was sold for
$20+ million.)

#115 Belgrave (One of the original homes on the street, allowed to fall into disrepair as the
property sat vacant for years; demolition recently completed, awaiting start of construction.)

 The new structures eclipse neighboring homes. Each new-built property has been more than twice
the size of the prior homes. The new homes are 5,000 to over 6,000 square feet, truly out-of-scale
homes. Belgrave Avenue, long a green and quirky street with mostly modest homes, is too-fast
becoming a street with an uphill wall of unnecessarily large, ultra-luxury mansions.

 Prior to the construction of 25 Belgrave, followed by #89 and then #77, the average square footage
of homes on the street was approximately 2,500 square feet. The new average has been inflated by
the huge new homes. Each new project sponsor cites “precedent”. Bad precedent does not have to
become the norm or even be inevitable.

 The new mansions loom over the neighboring properties and the smaller-scale homes on the
downhill side of the street, in the process blocking sunlight and air and creating night-time light
pollution. The new homes have harmed the cohesion, character, and identity of the neighborhood.
With each new huge home allowed, the neighborhood becomes more and more unaffordable. And
less and less livable. Enough is enough.

 How many families could live in a 6,500 square property? Several. Not just one, plus maybe
someone in the tiny proposed ADU. While I understand and support the policy behind allowing ADUs



as one policy effort to help increase additional housing units in San Francisco, do small ADUs really
justify the construction of mega-sized single-family homes? Is the ADU in this proposal anything
more than window dressing to secure City approvals? Will the City require owners to rent ADUs to
other-than short-term renters (Airbnbs, or similar)? What is the city’s process to track the results to
be sure that the units do not remain empty, to enforce and to report compliance?

 A Street Under Siege

As many neighbors and my husband, John Cate, have described in other letters, our 2-block long
street has, over the past 8+ years, been overwhelmed by construction activity. Vehicle-related
activity often begins at 6:30 in the morning.  Noise of trucks grinding up the hill, trucks noisily idling
and spewing exhaust, incessant back-up beeps, vibration from trucks and construction work, local
streets suffering the impact, demolition residue filling the air with asbestos, lead paint, who knows
what else, months of construction-related layers of dirt covering everything. This has been our world
for almost a decade, with no apparent end in sight. On top of this, residents experience constant
neighborhood parking congestion.  We purchase resident parking stickers but too frequently cannot
find spaces on the street due to construction vehicle and worker parking during construction hours.
Parking enforcement has not been responsive. Trash and debris from job sites blows along the street
and into our yards. I work from home and the disruption is constant. Why should tax-paying
residents have to feel like they need to escape their homes? All this has become overwhelming. We
are a street under incessant siege.

 Request

Please consider this letter a strong objection to the proposed demolition of 35 Belgrave and strong
opposition to the construction of a grossly oversized mansion. I respectfully urge the Planning
Commissioners to reject the applications and direct the project sponsors to complete the
unfinished home that they purchased. Failing such a response, I expect that almost every home on
the uphill side of Belgrave Avenue, as they continue to turn over, will seek a similar tear-down, uber-
home rebuild approach. The result, increasing unaffordability, tremendous waste and a severe
degradation in the quality of the street and resident life.

 Please Stop the Growing Wall of Mansions on Belgrave and seek to make ADUs a meaningful
addition to San Francisco’s housing stock.

 Respectfully,

 Jeanne Myerson jrmyerson@yahoo.com

100 Belgrave Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94117

PDF version of this letter: 

Note: Please see the accompanying photos documenting the impact of the change in scale with the
introduction of the huge homes.

Below: Year 2005, #s 25 and 35 Belgrave Ave. (Google Street View)
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Below: Year 2015, 25 Belgrave (on left) under construction, comparison with 35 Belgrave (on right),
before it was rebuilt 2X (Google Street View)

 
 
Below: Year 2015, View West from 25 Belgrave (Google Street View)

 
Below: Year 2007, View looking East from 115 Belgrave (Google Street View)



 
 
Below: View looking east from 89 Belgrave (Google Street View)

 
Below, street-level view 77 Belgrave (Google Street View)
 

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Gunther, Gretel (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 15 July Hearing on Conditional Use Permit for Demo of 35 Belgrave Avenue, Record No.: 2020-010109CUA
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 2:36:06 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: John Cate <jwcate@me.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 at 2:13 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: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Hillis, Rich (CPC)" <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>
Subject: 15 July Hearing on Conditional Use Permit for Demo of 35 Belgrave Avenue, Record
No.: 2020-010109CUA
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
At this Thursday’s hearing, you will review an application for a conditional use permit to demo #35
Belgrave Avenue. I am writing to express my strong objection to this proposed demolition and
construction of an oversized home. I am not alone among Belgrave neighbors in opposing this
project. There are multiple reasons why this project should be rejected. Among them are:
 
1) We on Belgrave Avenue (a street of less than two blocks), have endured three complete tear-
down projects in the last several years, and a forth has just begun work at #115. This project will
make five perfectly good homes torn down and replaced with outsized modern-designed homes in
less than 8 years, roughly 1/6 of all the homes on our street. Clearly, Belgrave has become a
destination for those with the means to construct dream homes in complete disregard of the
character of the street and the disruption of the neighbors. We are particularly worried that this
extends a precedent that will encourage more such projects as older homes come on the market. It
has to stop somewhere. 
 

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


2) There are significant environmental arguments against tear-downs. Not only does the debris from
the demo’d homes fill up our diminishing land fills, but endless streams of container trucks carrying
the debris generate untold exhaust pollution. Moreover, the demo process inevitably fills our local
air with dust from cement, paint and who knows that other dangerous materials. After every
previous demo, our cars, homes and yards have been coated in fine dust that is very hard to remove.
 
3) As Belgrave is a very small and congested street, the disruption to neighbors is more than
considerable. For years, the street is flooded with pick up trucks and vans, while those of us with
parking permits cannot find a place to park. It gets to the point that we are reelecting to move our
cars for fear of having to park blocks away. Furthermore, the noise from the endless parade of
concrete trucks, ports-potty trucks, delivery vehicles, debris box trucks, all grinding up and down the
street all day long is highly disruptive. With the prospect of two concurrent projects is particularly
alarming. 
 
4) These projects are 100% counter to the goal of increasing the availability of affordable housing.
Not only do they take perfectly good homes off the market for years at a time during planning and
approval processes, but they artificially drive up the values (and affordability) of neighboring homes
as well. When we moved here in 1997, our neighbors were teachers, accountants, workers at UCSF.
These new homes have driven the street out of reach for all but the most prosperous. Indeed,
Belgrave is at risk of becoming an exclusive enclave for the wealthy. 
 
I do understand that the applicant proposes to add a small in-law apartment; I will not speculate on
the sincerity of this and whether or not it is simply a calculation to enhance the possibility of
approval. I would note that in the size proposed, they could easily accommodate two family sized
apartments or more. And I would ask if there is any mechanism to ensure that the sponsor
ultimately does rent this unit. 
 
5) With respect to #35 in particular, this home has undergone multiple renovations over the past
few years. The most recent was left incomplete two years ago for reasons that are unclear to us, and
has sat vacant all this time. We see no reason why the current renovation cannot be completed,
rather than demo’d and replaced with a significantly larger home.
 
Please consider this letter a strong objection to this project as currently conceived. I urge you to
reject the application for a conditional use permit and demand that the sponsor simply complete the
home that they purchased, rather than pursue a monster showcase that will further diminish our
neighborhood.
 
With best regards,
 
John W Cate
100 Belgrave Avenue
San Francisco, CA
 
______________________________
 



John Cate
JohnCatePhotos.com
jwcate@me.com
415-425-8333
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2021-004810 CRV Commission Rules & Regulations July 15th, Item #6
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 10:53:31 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: T Flandrich <tflandrich@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 10:18 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@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>; Lynch, Laura (CPC) <laura.lynch@sfgov.org>; Chion, Miriam (CPC)
<miriam.chion@sfgov.org>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2021-004810 CRV Commission Rules & Regulations July 15th, Item #6
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
I ask you to please reject these changes and allow for continued meaningful public participation in
planning commission hearings.
Developers meet with Planners behind closed doors, and public comment period is the only time all San
Franciscans can weigh in on plans that impact the public in numerous ways.
 
Thank you for agreeing that these suggested limits must be rejected.
 
Sincerely,
Theresa Flandrich
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 35 Belgrave Ave
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 10:53:11 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Geoffrey Weber <ebaypoet@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 10:15 AM
To: 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>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>;
Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Gunther, Gretel (CPC)
<gretel.gunther@sfgov.org>
Cc: Priscilla Hung <ballerina94117@gmail.com>
Subject: 35 Belgrave Ave
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
I am forwarding earlier comments in support of the proposed development of 35 Belgrave Ave.  My
spouse and I own 77 Belgrave Avenue (3 houses west of 35 Belgrave) and we are very supportive of
this project.  
 
The proposed structure fits beautifully into the overall feel of the neighborhood and replaces a
structure with a history of poor design and build decisions that is currently unoccupied. The new
structure is appropriately sized for the lot it will be built upon. The choice of modern architecture is
similar to several other houses which have been renovated on the southern side of Belgrave Avenue,
including our own.  The addition of a second housing unit is a bonus.
 
The project sponsors have been very diligent with neighborhood outreach and have spoken with us

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/
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https://sfplanning.org/covid-19


several times.  We are confident that their construction plans and proposed timetable will minimize
impacts to the neighborhood.  The project sponsors are willing to take feedback and advice to
ensure this project will be completed as planned.
 
We hope the project will be approved as proposed and we look forward to attending the July 15th
hearing.
 
Best regards,
Geoffrey and Priscilla Weber

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Geoffrey Weber <ebaypoet@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Jun 29, 2021 at 9:26 AM
Subject: 35 Belgrave Ave
To: <gretel.gunther@sfgov.org>
Cc: Priscilla Hung <ballerina94117@gmail.com>
 

Dear Gretel,
 
I'm reaching out to you today to support the proposed development of 35 Belgrave Ave.  Priscilla
and I own and reside at 77 Belgrave Ave.  We have met with Evelyne and Adam and find that their
proposed development is an excellent fit for the neighbourhood with a very thoughtful outreach
to the community.  Priscilla and I are excited to see that 35 Belgrave will be a significant
improvement to the neighborhood and fits nicely with other upgraded properties on the street. 
Please don't hesitate to reach out to us should you have any questions or concerns.
 
Best regards,
Geoffrey and Priscilla

mailto:ebaypoet@gmail.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: 1900 Diamond
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 10:04:34 AM
Attachments: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street.msg

Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street.msg

 
 
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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Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Elise Alschuler

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Elise Alschuler 
elise.alschuler@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94112








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Alec Hughes

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Alec Hughes 
alec.reid.hughes@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 









From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE STATE BUDGET AGREEMENT
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 9:45:56 AM
Attachments: 07.13.21 State Budget.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, July 13, 2021 at 9:30 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE STATE BUDGET
AGREEMENT
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, July 13, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org
 

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE STATE BUDGET

AGREEMENT
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today issued the following statement
following Governor Newsom signing the Fiscal Year 2021-22 California state budget. The
State budget makes historic investments in homelessness programs, education, and the state's
long-term financial health. It prioritizes the health and safety of Californians by committing to
programs that will assist families and businesses most impacted by the COVID-19 pandemic. 
 
"San Francisco and the State are emerging from a once in a lifetime health pandemic and are
building a stronger, more resilient economy that will address today's biggest challenges and
prepare us for whatever challenges lie ahead. This budget prioritizes homelessness, housing
affordability, behavioral and mental health, education, closing the digital divide, and fighting
climate change by making our communities more resilient. We faced challenges before this
pandemic that still exist today, but we’ve shown throughout the past year that we’re capable of
making the government work for our residents, and we’re ready to approach those challenges
with the same determination, now with more resources.
 
I want to thank Governor Newsom for his work to lead the state through one of the most
challenging years in our history and moving forward a budget that takes on the biggest issues
facing California. I also want to thank our San Francisco state leaders – Assembly Budget
Chair Phil Ting, Senator Scott Wiener, and Assemblymember David Chiu – for securing
funding for San Francisco that will help guide our recovery. With their leadership, we now
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Tuesday, July 13, 2021 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org  


 


*** STATEMENT *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED ON THE STATE BUDGET 


AGREEMENT 
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today issued the following statement following 


Governor Newsom signing the Fiscal Year 2021-22 California state budget. The State budget 


makes historic investments in homelessness programs, education, and the state's long-term 


financial health. It prioritizes the health and safety of Californians by committing to programs 


that will assist families and businesses most impacted by the COVID-19 pandemic.  


 


"San Francisco and the State are emerging from a once in a lifetime health pandemic and are 


building a stronger, more resilient economy that will address today's biggest challenges and 


prepare us for whatever challenges lie ahead. This budget prioritizes homelessness, housing 


affordability, behavioral and mental health, education, closing the digital divide, and fighting 


climate change by making our communities more resilient. We faced challenges before this 


pandemic that still exist today, but we’ve shown throughout the past year that we’re capable of 


making the government work for our residents, and we’re ready to approach those challenges 


with the same determination, now with more resources. 


 


I want to thank Governor Newsom for his work to lead the state through one of the most 


challenging years in our history and moving forward a budget that takes on the biggest issues 


facing California. I also want to thank our San Francisco state leaders – Assembly Budget Chair 


Phil Ting, Senator Scott Wiener, and Assemblymember David Chiu – for securing funding for 


San Francisco that will help guide our recovery. With their leadership, we now have additional 


funding for everything from our parks to public safety, to supporting our AAPI community, to 


creating more affordable housing and addressing homelessness, to tackling the drug crisis in our 


city. We’re ready to continue working with our state partners to put this funding to work for the 


people of San Francisco.” 
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have additional funding for everything from our parks to public safety, to supporting our
AAPI community, to creating more affordable housing and addressing homelessness, to
tackling the drug crisis in our city. We’re ready to continue working with our state partners to
put this funding to work for the people of San Francisco.”
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please approve new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 9:26:54 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: Luke Swartz <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: lswartz <lswartz@gmail.com>
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 at 9:16 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Please approve new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I am asking you to support the project to bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot on 1900
Diamond Street.

I grew up just up the street from this area (on Glenview) and my parents were able to afford
a house on their public teacher salaries—alas, there has been ~no new home construction
in the area for the past 40+ years, so that's no longer the case. Please approve these new
homes so District 8 can do its fair share to alleviate the City's desperate housing shortage.

These new homes are family-friendly, close to transit, use a steep hillside, and include 11
affordable homes (plus $2.8M in affordable housing fees that will help bankroll the next
affordable project). The proceeds from selling the land will benefit the Cesar Chavez
Foundation, which will further benefit affordable housing and services for Latinx families.

Please approve these new homes!

Luke Swartz 
lswartz@gmail.com 
1156 Florida St 
San Francisco, California 94110

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:Gabriela.Pantoja@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: 1900 Diamond
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 8:50:41 AM
Attachments: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street.msg

Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street.msg

 
 
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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Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		David Steinwedel

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





David Steinwedel 
dsteinwedel@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Reilly Sandine-Jones

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Reilly Sandine-Jones 
rrsj13@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94131








 









From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: 1900 Diamond
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 8:49:57 AM
Attachments: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street.msg
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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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Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Jackson Mohsenin

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Jackson Mohsenin 
jmohsenin@gmail.com 
2914 Folsom St 
San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Trevor McCulloch

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I'd like to start by noting that Supervisor Mandelman has put forth some great housing related proposals lately. That is wonderful, but it would also be great if he would support the project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Trevor McCulloch 
mccullocht@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Ellen Yanisse

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





Please help keep families in San Francisco! As a newlywed hoping to raise a family in the city, this is especially important to me. I've lost too many friends that feel they have to leave to be able to afford the space to raise a family. Let's change that starting with this project!





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Ellen Yanisse 
ellen.yanisse@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Micah Catlin

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Micah Catlin 
micah.catlin@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Susan Garea

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I am a resident of Glen Park and am excited to hear that there may actually be new housing built in the area. I’m writing to express my support for a project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street and am asking for your support.





This kind of development is necessary to fix our City’s housing crisis. 





It is particularly welcome development given the close proximity to public transit and the creation of 11 affordable homes so desperately needed.





I urge you to support these new homes.





Susan Garea





Susan Garea 
susangarea@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94131








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Kari Gray

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Because these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located, I know that the development will add value to the entire neighborhood and nearby communities, such the Cesar Chavez Foundation.





Our neighborhood and city desperately need family housing; these homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Kari Gray 
kehgray@hotmail.com





San Francisco, California 94131-3136








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Trishan Arul

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for the 1900 Diamond Street project of over 20 new homes.





I have no doubt that you understand the value of using this hillside to create so many new homes, nearly a third of which will be affordable housing. The location is very central to the neighborhoods with easy access to transit - a must to reduce our dependence on private vehicles.





Most importantly, San Francisco cannot legislate our way to cheaper housing. The only way to reduce the housing gap is to build more homes for families! 





I urge you to support this important project. Thank you.





Trishan Arul 
mail3@arul.ca





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Amandine Lee

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Amandine Lee 
amandine.m.lee@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94110








 









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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for CUA at 1112 Shotwell St (2020-009312CUA)
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 7:42:01 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Toby Morris <toby@kermanmorris.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:44 PM
To: Paul Coldren <paul@paulcoldren.org>
Cc: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Feeney, Claire (CPC)
<claire.feeney@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: Support for CUA at 1112 Shotwell St (2020-009312CUA)
 

 

Thanks Paul. 
 
I feel we may have met at the community meeting for this project. We appreciate your support.
Thanks for sharing it with our Planner and the Commission. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Toby 

 
Toby Morris
AIA, LEED AP
 
kerman morris architects LLP
139 Noe Street
San Francisco,
CA 94114
T: 415.749.0302

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19
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tel:415.749.0302


kermanmorris.com

On Jul 12, 2021, at 7:26 PM, Paul Coldren <paul@paulcoldren.org> wrote:

My name is Paul Coldren, and I've lived at 1100 Shotwell St since 2012.

I am writing to express my support for the Conditional Use Authorization to permit the
construction of additional residential units on the site of 1112 Shotwell St.

I have reviewed the plans for the proposed building, and I believe that this is an
appropriate use of the empty space adjacent to the existing structure.  Constructing
new multifamily housing is an important step toward improving housing affordability
and meeting our climate goals.

https://url.avanan.click/v2/___http:/kermanmorris.com/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5MmQ4ZWZjZDQ1OTQ0MWM3MjMyNThmZjllYTBkMTE1ZTo0OmZmMDY6NjNhZTJlZDlhM2MzMWFmZTRiYjg3ODAzMGQwYTBmNzQ3MDQzMzljMzQ1MGFmMWNmZWNiOTYzOTRjZTBkMGJjYw
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3832 18th Street
Date: Tuesday, July 13, 2021 7:40:34 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Timothy Morano <timothyjmorano@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021 7:12 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3832 18th Street
 

 

Dear Planning Department -
 
I am a neighbor who lives very close to the proposed project at 3832 18th Street.  I am opposed to the proposed
structure because of it’s excessive height, excessive rear yard projection and lack of off-street parking.  
 
A sixty foot tall building on such a small lot would look out of place and visually dominate the block. The imposing
height combined with the extra rear projection of this structure would have a negative impact on all its’ neighbors. 
Height, rear yard projection and exposure limitations are in place to preserve quality of life for everyone.  I am ok
with higher density so long as it stays within the existing height and size rules.
 
I am also concerned about the increase in vehicles needing to park on the street.  19 new units means 19 more
cars trying to park on our block.  The current plan does not create any new off street parking for the new units. 
 
Please consider scaling back this project to fit in with the height and rear projections of the surrounding structures
and to include enough off street parking to accommodate the new residents.
 
Thank you,
 
Timothy Morano
415-583-9912
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: 1900 Diamond
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 4:49:23 PM
Attachments: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street.msg

Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street.msg

 
 
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
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Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		David Grey

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





David Grey 
dcgrey@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94127








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Tobias Wacker

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Tobias Wacker 
tobiaswacker@gmail.com 
550 Stanyan Street Apt 9 
San Francisco, California 94110
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Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Jimeno Rodriguez

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Jimeno Rodriguez 
jimenor@att.net





San Francisco, California 94131








 








Rafael - Please Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Chris Keene

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Chris Keene 
chris@ckeene.com





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Jennifer Kain

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I strongly support adding 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street.





It's time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes, and I know you are board with that goal: thank you! If you join with us in district 9 in our efforts to build more housing, someday SF could be attracting families rather than sending them sadly away.





Jennifer Kain 
J.kain@earthlink.net





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Jeremy Rose

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Jeremy Rose 
nornagon@nornagon.net





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Please support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Jeremy Nelson

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Jeremy Nelson 
jeremy.nelson@presidio.edu





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Inger Hogstrom

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Inger Hogstrom 
inger@ingerhogstrom.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Conor Johnston

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Conor Johnston 
conorj@otterbrands.com





San Francisco, California 94131
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Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Julie Gengo

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Julie Gengo 
juliegengo@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94131








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Matthew Ryan

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Matthew Ryan 
mryn8327@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		David Salem

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





David Salem 
dsssandg@gmail.com 
59 States Street 
San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Richard Ash

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Richard Ash 
r.ash8347@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Mason Harrison

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Mason Harrison 
masonharrison@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94110








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Andrew Martone

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Andrew Martone 
amartone@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94127








 








Writing in support of new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Brian Schulman

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





Hey there! I'm a resident of Noe Valley (just bought our first home!) and I'm writing in support of new homes at 1900 Diamond! I think the arguments are pretty much well-understood at this point regarding the climate benefits of density and transit-oriented housing, but also, coming from the perspective of a recent buyer - MY GOD it was insanely expensive. Like, completely out of the reach of any normal person. I am just about to turn 40, and am in a long-term relationship with another high earner, with no kids, and we barely managed to get even a smallish condo... This state of affairs is not normal, and it's completely destructive to humans, drives mass displacement, etc. We can't honestly say "housing is a human right" while also refusing to build housing. Let's fix this!





Thanks, 
Brian





Brian Schulman 
cybergen@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Colleen Beach

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for a project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street.





I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Colleen Beach 
colleenlbeach@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94127








 








Strong support: new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Elizabeth Sullivan

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my very strong support for a project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes! Everyone must do their fair share to fight homelessness. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Importantly, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Elizabeth Sullivan 
elizabethmaevesullivan@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94104








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Allan LeBlanc

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Allan LeBlanc 
allan.leblanc@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94131
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Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Augusto Cano

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Augusto Cano 
gcsender@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94131








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Leon Kitain

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Leon Kitain 
lkitain@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Supporting new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Jessamyn Conell-Price

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I am one of your constituents, I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Jessamyn Conell-Price 
jessamyncp@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Vasanth Swaminathan

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Vasanth Swaminathan 
svasanth@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94127








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Sullivan McIntyre

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I strongly support this proposal which is incredibly important to help make up for the lack of housing being built over recent years in this part of SF.





I want to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Sullivan McIntyre 
sullmcintyre@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94114








 








Strongly in favor of new housing development!

		From

		Zachary Brock

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I just found out about the new housing development proposed at 1900 Diamond Street. As a long time San Franciscan, I'm really excited to see new development in an area that has been historically underinvested in. 





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





I've seen too many of my friends who don't work in high paying technology jobs forced out of the city they love by housing unaffordability. The evidence is clear: the best way to maintain the character of our neighborhoods (which comes from the PEOPLE who live there, not the building facades), is to dramatically increase the amount of housing we build.





I urge you to support these new homes and help our district become a place where more residents can call home.





Zachary Brock 
zbrock@gmail.com





, 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Alan Billingsley

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





After supporting housing developments in other neighbrhoods in San Francisco, it is time to support one in my own back yard.





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Alan Billingsley 
alanbillingsley215@gmail.com 
215 Eureka Street 
San Francisco, California 94114








 








Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street

		From

		Randy Reiss

		To

		Ionin, Jonas (CPC)

		Recipients

		jonas.ionin@sfgov.org



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





 





Mr. Jonas Ionin,





I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley, Diamond Heights and Glen Park).





For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage, displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add their fair share of new homes. 





Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful, well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:





1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an easy walk or bike ride away.





2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.





3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the $2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.





Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing and providing services to Latinx working families.





4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design guidelines.





5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.





6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.





For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help your district become a place where more residents can call home.





Randy Reiss 
undeadsinatra@gmail.com





San Francisco, California 94131








 









From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Gunther, Gretel (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 35 Belgrave Permit 2020-10109CUA
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 3:39:56 PM

Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most other San
Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Randi <randiswindel@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021 1:24 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Craig Morton <craigsmorton@yahoo.com>
Subject: Fwd: 35 Belgrave Permit 2020-10109CUA

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

> Dear Commisioners,
> My name is Randi Swindel and I live at 1626 Shrader St @ Belgrave. I am writing on behalf of myself and my
brother, Craig Morton, with whom I share my home. Other concerned parties have already made their public 
comments more eloquently and with more historical detail and specificity so I will just keep it simple.

> Although I am just outside the 150ft notification radius, somehow (Karma?) I did receive a notice in Nov. 2020 of
a permit application to DEMOLISH the newly (after 6 years) completed construction at 35 Belgrave. I thought “this
MUST be a mistake.” I spent months leaving voicemails at the # listed, to no avail. Finally in early May of 202I, I
began an email exchange with Gretel Gunther, registering my “pre-complaint.” She has been very polite.
> I understand that money talks, and this project is virtually a done deal, but what a sickening waste. Yes, demo-ing
and rebuilding, AGAIN will be an aggravating neighborhood assault. But what is so disturbing is to see a perfectly
good NEW construction be reduced to rubble, just because it can.
> Thank you for your consideration.
> Randi Swindel
> 310-467-3376
>
>

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


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW:
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 3:38:19 PM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: James Monsees <j@jamesmonsees.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021 1:12 PM
To: 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>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>;
Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Gunther, Gretel (CPC)
<gretel.gunther@sfgov.org>
Subject:
 

 

Dear Planning Commissioners, 
 
Kim and I wanted to send along this letter of support for Adam and Evelyne's project at 35 Belgrave
Ave. We couldn't be more excited for them to join the neighborhood.
For many years 35 Belgrave has been in a slow process of evolving and devolving. Despite the usual
disruption that comes with a major demolition and construction project 35 Belgrave has never had a
resident during our time on Belgrave. For Adam and Evelyne to take over this project is a
tremendous relief. Their plans are beautiful, their anticipated partners are responsible and their
ability (and commitment) to actually see the project through to a place that benefits the
neighborhood is an absolute no-brainer. 
 
Unfortunately Belgrave has a long history of a few residents simply complaining about essentially
every project due to the potential for personal inconvenience. We believe that thinking about the
long term value of the community and city as a whole should be our collective priority. 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
https://sfplanning.org/staff-directory
https://sfplanning.org/node/1978
https://sfplanning.org/covid-19


 
Bringing in John Maniscalco to design the building further adds to Belgrave as a special street in a
very special neighborhood of San Francisco; promising to stand for generations among the most
notable and iconic areas of the city. Replacing a perpetual problem with a thoughtful and beautiful
investment in this wonderful place is nothing but good. We couldn't be more supportive. 
 
Respectfully,
- Kim and James
89 Belgrave Ave
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3832 18th street
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 3:36:13 PM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Kent Nesbitt <kent.nesbitt@sacredsf.org> 
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021 3:19 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3832 18th street
 

 

 
 I am the owner of 3855 18th street Unit B.
I am definitely against the 3832 18th group housing residential project.   First of all, that towering
building is not fair to the houses next door and all the neighbors.  It will block views and not look
right in the residential neighborhood.
 
Already people like to gather outside on 18th and Church and play loud music and talk loud.
This will only create more noise and more loud traffic.  Traffic is already congested.  Also it will make
street parking harder for the residents! 
 
Please do not let the 3832 18th street project go through!
 
Thanks,
 

 Kent Nesbitt

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: URGENT: 3832 18th St, Hearing
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 2:56:50 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: L Bahr <lcbdesignsf@gmail.com>
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 at 2:23 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>, "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>, "Horn, Jeffrey
(CPC)" <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>, "jacob.bintiff@sfgov.org" <jacob.bintiff@sfgov.org>,
"MandelmanStaff, [BOS]" <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>
Subject: URGENT: 3832 18th St, Hearing
 

 

 
 

July 11, 2021
 
 
Reference: Proposed development at 3832 18th St.
 
 
To: San Francisco Planning Commission
 
 
Members of the Commission:
 
 
My name is Leslie Bahr and I am writing on behalf of myself, property owner of 3810-3812 18th St and occupant of
3810A 18th St., and tenants Michelle Spicher and Christal Henderson (3810 18th St.), and tenants Jonathan and
Lindsay Bruyn (3812 18th St.)

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
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Less than a year ago, we collectively discovered, quite by accident, (as none of us received any notice) that the
property at 3832 18th St., a small, two story home, had been purchased by a developer who intends to construct a 6
story edifice comprised of 19 units. 
 
All of us were—in a word: aghast. Shocked that such a development project in a low density residential
neighborhood, one that would tower nearly 30 feet above any other residential building not only on this block, but
every block in all directions, might even be considered. The one edifice of even slightly similar height is a low
income senior housing structure with a single section of 50’ in height (behind the main property facing 18th St.).
This was the property used as a comparison to the 3832 18th St. proposal, one that ironically intends to create tiny,
market rate units with outstanding views, at the expense of every inhabitant in this neighborhood.
 
We object to the approval of this project in its current configuration for the following reasons:
 
1-LACK OF INFORMATION AND PUBLIC AWARENESS
 
The planning and presentation of this project to the community transpired during the height of the COVID-19
pandemic in San Francisco. Those neighbors who did manage to become aware of the developer’s intentions were
unable to reach out to any of the neighbors or property owners in the vicinity due to the impossibility of any
personal contact because of the virus. 
When some of us tried to deliver flyers alerting neighbors, the information was disposed of by the YIMBY faction
who are interested in development no matter what the cost is to existing property owners and tenants. They removed
our flyers from property entries and ripped them from telephone poles. Local property owners were threatened and
harassed 
 
Now, ithas been less than one month since restrictions were lifted under the Shelter In Place Order, and barely one
week since the Public Hearing Notices were sent out, nowhere near enough the time required to bring awareness to
the residents and property owners this proposed edifice would impact so dramatically.
 
2-DEVELOPER ACTING IN BAD FAITH
 
At the one public meeting the developer held, there were so many YIMBY “plants” put in place by the project co-
ordinator, all of which were given an inordinate amount of time to speak in glowing terms of his proposal, so that
the actual residents of the neighborhood had little opportunity to voice their concerns, and when they did, were
shouted down by the YIMBYS—“Who needs
light?!!” said one of them. (A direct quote.)
 
Article 34 of the California Constitution states that development projects must be approved by the community—and
that means the actual population who do reside here, not more YIMBY plants the developer placed in his building,
soon meant to undergo demolition, just so they can “say” they are residents. They are not.
 
The actual neighbors, the real community residing here, while greatly in favor of reasonable, contextually scaled
new housing, overwhelmingly disapprove of a project that ultimately aims to provide exceptional light and views to
the buyers of the developer’s units, while stealing the light from hundreds living down below in their homes.
 
3-MIS-USE OF GROUP HOUSING CATEGORIZATION
 
The developer obtained the high unit density by categorizing these units as
“group housing,” a definition of which is ambiguous at best under the current code. Group housing was originally
intended under the code to serve like-minded members of a group or organization to co-inhabit a building in units
that eliminated individual facilities (such as standard kitchens) by providing common-use kitchens and living areas.
Currently, there ARE projects in San Francisco creating such group housing typologies, with shared functions and
rooms, but this proposal is not one of them. 
 
To call these units group housing, merely because they have restricted-use kitchens without stoves does not in any
way serve the INTENTION of the code such as it was derived. For the developer to refer to a 390 foot shared
outdoor space as the fulfillment of group housing intentions does not meet those standards.



 
3-PUBLIC HEALTH PROBLEM
 
This proposal constitutes a public health or safety problem. 
 
With its’ unfortunate mid-block location, It will dramatically impact light and air quality to many hundreds of
people who occupy the buildings on the long blocks of 18th St. and Dorland St, and shorter blocks on either end,
respectively, all of whom spend the majority of their waking hours in the back of their units, facing the unique, park-
like green zone behind them. This development proposal calls for a diminished rear yard setback and an
overweening height that will dramatically alter the light in this area, including the outdoor setting for low income
senior inhabitants of 3850 18th St., a project comprised of over 100 units in total. 
 
There is a reason for setback requirements in an urban environment: to provide residents the light and air deemed
necessary for human habitation. The particulars of the zoning allowances this proposal demands combine in such a
way as to negatively impact all residents of the area and will, indeed, create a public health problem for everyone
residing here.
 
4-DOES NOT SERVE INTENTION OF DENSITY BONUS PROGRAM
 
First, we wish to state that we understand California is in a housing crisis. We believe people need housing, people
at all income levels, the homeless, perhaps them most of all. And we are aware that the Density Bonus Program is
directly intended to make development of affordable and senior housing economically feasible. 
 
At the same time, we know that currently San Francisco is meeting its’ current goals of market rate housing at
110%, while sadly (and unreasonably), only 30% of affordable housing is being achieved.
 
The developer has proposed three preposterously inadequate units of affordable housing. What is to determine how
these properties will be marketed, and at what price? And how will the prospective buyers, should any of them even
be able to purchase one of the units, actually occupy a room not even defined as a dwelling unit, with no stove, and
scarcely a refrigerator? Or is the developer intending to just swap those out as soon as he gets his final C of O’s?
Who will be there to stop him from doing just that?
 
There is a local group of neighbors who have forged an alliance and has been trying to work with the developer.
They have offered all sorts of reasonable solutions to reduce the height of his proposal, but all were met with
complete and utter resistance.
 
One of the suggestions included creating a story at basement level but of course the developer would not even
consider doing so. For what reason? It really would not be of very great cost to them, overall, not in terms of money
spent, so what, then? 
 
Ahhhh, but that would mean money lost by the reduction of one of those commanding views! The property value
that represents! Let’s be clear: the developer Is determined to preserve the absurdly disproportionate height of the
project in order to create units on the top floors that soar over every other building in the area so he can maximize
his profits through selling those views. 
 
Is this the price the entire neighborhood has to pay, all of us losing the light in our rear yards, so he can achieve that?
 
There are, and always will be, extremists on opposite ends of the spectrum—the NIMBYs and the YIMBYs, and
those people will never be satisfied no matter what is decided. But we are here to say: there is a solid middle ground
to be considered here, and you have the discretion to accomplish that ground,
despite the new Density Bonus allowances. We support reasonable development in our beautiful city, but ask to be
shown some appropriate measure of consideration, regardless of the developer’s position—as tenants, 
as homeowners, and property tax payers.
 
“Conditional Uses require a Planning Commission hearing in order to determine if the proposed use is necessary or
desirable to the neighborhood, whether it may potentially have a negative effect on the surrounding neighborhood,
and whether the use complies with the San Francisco General Plan. During this public hearing the Planning



Commission will “Condition” the use by applying operational conditions that may minimize neighborhood concerns
as well as other conditions that may be required by the Department and the Planning Code.
 
We propose that the decision on this proposal be delayed in order to have a reasonable amount of time to reach out
to others in the area, which we were unable to do because of the Shelter in Place ordinance. 
 
We understand that the Density Bonus Program creates a premise of otherwise unauthorized uses relative to regular
planning considerations, but the Planning Commission is nonetheless still required to consider the negative impact
this project will have on the surrounding neighborhood. There are reasonable alternatives to what this developer has
proposed that will minimize our concerns. Perhaps the proposal could eliminate those two units that aim to
maximize spectacular views at the expense of hundreds of local residents.
 
We beseech you to hear our concerns and act accordingly. You are not without 
discretionary power.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie C. Bahr
Michelle Spicher
Cristal Henderson
Jonathan and Lindsay Bruyn
 
 
 
 
 
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR MYRNA MELGAR ANNOUNCE

EXPANSION OF FREE MUNI FOR YOUTH PROGRAM
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 2:51:37 PM
Attachments: 07.12.2021 Free Muni for Youth.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: Monday, July 12, 2021 at 9:11 AM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR
MYRNA MELGAR ANNOUNCE EXPANSION OF FREE MUNI FOR YOUTH
PROGRAM
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, July 12, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR MYRNA

MELGAR ANNOUNCE EXPANSION OF FREE MUNI FOR
YOUTH PROGRAM

SFMTA will expand the Free Muni for Youth Program starting August 15 to benefit over
100,000 youth 19 and under in San Francisco

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Myrna Melgar, and the San
Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) will be expanding the Free Muni for
Youth Program to include all youth starting August 15, 2021, in conjunction with the full-in-
person-return of the San Francisco Unified School District (SFUSD) 2021-2022 school year.
 
The expansion will now allow all youth under the age of 19 to ride Muni, regardless of
financial status or verification, without proof of payment. The one-year program will eliminate
the current Free Muni for Youth application process.
 
“So many of our youth depend on Muni to get around the City, and these fares have a
significant impact on their budgets,” said Mayor Breed. “I can’t wait to see Muni buses
packed with students eager to return to the classroom this Fall. This expansion will make San
Francisco more accessible for all of our youth and, hopefully, foster a new generation of Muni
riders. I want to thank Supervisor Melgar for all her work pushing to make this a reality.”
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Monday, July 12, 2021 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org 


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR MYRNA 


MELGAR ANNOUNCE EXPANSION OF FREE MUNI FOR 


YOUTH PROGRAM 
SFMTA will expand the Free Muni for Youth Program starting August 15 to benefit over 100,000 


youth 19 and under in San Francisco 


 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Myrna Melgar, and the  


San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA) will be expanding the Free Muni for 


Youth Program to include all youth starting August 15, 2021, in conjunction with the full-in-


person-return of the San Francisco Unified School District (SFUSD) 2021-2022 school year. 


 


The expansion will now allow all youth under the age of 19 to ride Muni, regardless of financial 


status or verification, without proof of payment. The one-year program will eliminate the current 


Free Muni for Youth application process. 


 


“So many of our youth depend on Muni to get around the City, and these fares have a significant 


impact on their budgets,” said Mayor Breed. “I can’t wait to see Muni buses packed with 


students eager to return to the classroom this Fall. This expansion will make San Francisco more 


accessible for all of our youth and, hopefully, foster a new generation of Muni riders. I want to 


thank Supervisor Melgar for all her work pushing to make this a reality.”  


 


There are currently 39,350 active users of the Free Muni for Youth program, representing 


approximately 72% of those eligible. Existing participants will no longer need to carry their 


Clipper Card with the pass or tap the reader when boarding Muni vehicles. While Muni Transit 


Fare Inspectors will not request proof of payment from youth who appear to be under the age of 


19, youth above the age of 16 are encouraged to carry a student ID or other form of identification 


for age verification. Existing Free Muni for Youth participants can continue to use their Clipper 


Card with this pass to access Cable Car service. San Francisco youth who don’t already have this 


pass can request one from the SFMTA. Cable Car rides for non-resident youth are not covered in 


the program. 


 


“I am so grateful to Mayor London Breed for funding this initiative, and I also appreciate my 


colleagues for their tireless work on accessible and reliable transit,” said Supervisor Melgar. 


“The organizing of generations of youth advocates have made Free Muni For All Youth a reality, 


especially the work of Chinese Progressive Association, CYC, Poder, Coleman Advocates, 


Jamestown Community Center and the SF Youth Commission. The start of the program will 


coincide with our kids being back to school in person this fall. Lowering the entry barrier to 
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children and youth ensures access for everyone and will develop a generation of public transit 


riders, while we focus on improving Muni’s reliability and service in the recovery.” 


 


The SFMTA implemented the Free Muni for Youth pilot program in 2013, providing free transit 


service to all low and moderate-income youth in San Francisco ages 5 to 17, making the program 


permanent in January 2015. In April 2020, the program was expanded to include 18-year-old 


students, seniors and people with disabilities, and students enrolled in Special Education and 


English Learner programs through age 22. However, due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the 


SFMTA lacked the financial resources to fund this program. By allocating $2 million in the 


upcoming budget, Mayor Breed is ensuring that Muni is accessible to the more than 100,000 


youth across San Francisco. 


 


Numerous studies have established a link between exposure to public transit at an early age and 


continued use through adult years, along with a decrease in auto-ownership. Additional program 


goals complementing the SFMTA Strategic Plan include improving the overall safety of the 


transit system, implementing programs and policies to advance San Francisco’s commitment to 


equity and sustainability, and ensuring the efficient movement of people and goods to provide a 


high quality of life and economic well-being. 


 


“By welcoming San Francisco’s youngest residents aboard Muni free of charge, we are fostering 


the next generation of transit riders,” said Jeffrey Tumlin, SFMTA Director of Transportation. 


“We’re grateful for the city’s leadership in executing the Free Muni for Youth program.” 


 


The SFMTA also provides Free Muni for seniors and persons with disabilities. Program 


eligibility is set at an annual income at or below 100 percent of the Bay Area median. The 


SFMTA Board of Directors expanded this program in 2020 to persons experiencing 


homelessness. 


 


For more information about Free Muni for Youth and how to sign up for Cable Car service, 


please visit www.sfmta.com. 


 


### 
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There are currently 39,350 active users of the Free Muni for Youth program, representing
approximately 72% of those eligible. Existing participants will no longer need to carry their
Clipper Card with the pass or tap the reader when boarding Muni vehicles. While Muni
Transit Fare Inspectors will not request proof of payment from youth who appear to be under
the age of 19, youth above the age of 16 are encouraged to carry a student ID or other form of
identification for age verification. Existing Free Muni for Youth participants can continue to
use their Clipper Card with this pass to access Cable Car service. San Francisco youth who
don’t already have this pass can request one from the SFMTA. Cable Car rides for non-
resident youth are not covered in the program.
 
“I am so grateful to Mayor London Breed for funding this initiative, and I also appreciate my
colleagues for their tireless work on accessible and reliable transit,” said Supervisor Melgar.
“The organizing of generations of youth advocates have made Free Muni For All Youth a
reality, especially the work of Chinese Progressive Association, CYC, Poder, Coleman
Advocates, Jamestown Community Center and the SF Youth Commission. The start of the
program will coincide with our kids being back to school in person this fall. Lowering the
entry barrier to children and youth ensures access for everyone and will develop a generation
of public transit riders, while we focus on improving Muni’s reliability and service in the
recovery.”
 
The SFMTA implemented the Free Muni for Youth pilot program in 2013, providing free
transit service to all low and moderate-income youth in San Francisco ages 5 to 17, making
the program permanent in January 2015. In April 2020, the program was expanded to include
18-year-old students, seniors and people with disabilities, and students enrolled in Special
Education and English Learner programs through age 22. However, due to the COVID-19
pandemic, the SFMTA lacked the financial resources to fund this program. By allocating $2
million in the upcoming budget, Mayor Breed is ensuring that Muni is accessible to the more
than 100,000 youth across San Francisco.
 
Numerous studies have established a link between exposure to public transit at an early age
and continued use through adult years, along with a decrease in auto-ownership. Additional
program goals complementing the SFMTA Strategic Plan include improving the overall safety
of the transit system, implementing programs and policies to advance San Francisco’s
commitment to equity and sustainability, and ensuring the efficient movement of people and
goods to provide a high quality of life and economic well-being.
 
“By welcoming San Francisco’s youngest residents aboard Muni free of charge, we are
fostering the next generation of transit riders,” said Jeffrey Tumlin, SFMTA Director of
Transportation. “We’re grateful for the city’s leadership in executing the Free Muni for Youth
program.”
 
The SFMTA also provides Free Muni for seniors and persons with disabilities. Program
eligibility is set at an annual income at or below 100 percent of the Bay Area median. The
SFMTA Board of Directors expanded this program in 2020 to persons experiencing
homelessness.
 
For more information about Free Muni for Youth and how to sign up for Cable Car service,
please visit www.sfmta.com.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Gunther, Gretel (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 35 Belgrave - Conditional Use Permit: OBJECTION.
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 12:46:06 PM
Attachments: Letter to Planning Commission - 35 Belgrave.docx

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Lawrence Petrakis <ltpetrakis@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 12, 2021 10:05 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 35 Belgrave - Conditional Use Permit: OBJECTION.
 

 

Good morning,
 
My name is Dr. Lawrence Petrakis of 65 Belgrave Avenue. Below I have attached my letter of
objection to the granting of the Conditional Use Permit for 35 Belgrave Avenue. 
Please include it in the public record.
 
Thank you,
 
Dr. Petrakis
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Re: 2020-010109CUA                                                                                                     July 10, 2021

Dear Planning Commissioners, 

Please allow this letter to serve as our opposition to the proposal for 35 Belgrave Avenue and the granting of the Conditional Use Permit.

We are writing this letter to voice our profound dissatisfaction and exasperation with the proposal for the demolition and reconstruction again of 35 Belgrave Avenue. Our family has lived at 65 Belgrave for over 40 years and in these last 8-9 years, we have witnessed an alarming and disturbing trend in our neighborhood – namely the complete teardown of pre-existing homes to erect structures that eclipse what are already large dwellings. In these last 8 years, we have had to bear the total demolition of:

-25 Belgrave

-35 Belgrave

-77 Belgrave

-89 Belgrave

-115 Belgrave (which is currently underway).

The final product in each case has significantly increased – if not doubled – in size resulting in 5,000 to 6,000 square foot monstrosities. The cohesion and identity of the neighborhood have been irrevocably ruined, as these projects are solely an ostentatious show of wealth and grandiosity.



While this may seem trivial and based on personal preference and aesthetics, the demolition and reconstruction of these dwellings has had a wide range of ramifications including: the continuous disturbance to the neighborhood with incessant noise, the congestion of our streets due to construction crews and equipment, the emission of detrimental particles into the air, the destruction of our streets due to heavy machinery, and the constant spreading of debris to name a few. 



One might ask the question as to why a perfectly viable, new structure, completed within the last year, is not suitable to remain in its current form. At a time when we cannot afford waste, it appalls to see such a tremendous throwing away of material for a house scarcely finished.



While every homeowner has a vision for their house, it is their duty to work not only within the zoning regulations, but also within the essence of the neighborhood to maintain the integrity of the community. Let the record show that in 1980 when I bought the lot for 65 Belgrave, my plans included building two residences on the same lot, which was denied by the Planning Commission at the time. The ruling was made to preserve the character of the street; a decision that was made for the best. 



While we all fall victims to the idiom “the bigger, the better”, it would be a grave mistake to overlook the cost at which it comes. We kindly ask that these matters be weighed carefully regarding 35 Belgrave and our neighborhood in general. 

Sincerely,

Dr. Lawrence Petrakis, Ourania, Maria, Kristina and Danae Petrakis

65 Belgrave Avenue





From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Winslow, David (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3201 23rd street
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:43:02 AM

Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most other San
Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Katarina Kabick <katarina@curyj.org>
Sent: Friday, July 09, 2021 9:45 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3201 23rd street

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

This building has lead paint hazards and young children living inside. It is imperative that these hazards get
remediated BEFORE adding units. Furthermore, the city must ensure lead safe work practices are followed in order
to further protect the children.

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from
untrusted sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: General Public Comment July 15, 2021
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:20:56 AM
Attachments: Presentation 22.pdf

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: SchuT <schuttishtr@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Saturday, July 10, 2021 10:22 AM
To: Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Kathrin Moore <mooreurban@aol.com>; 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>;
CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
<jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Bintliff, Jacob (BOS) <jacob.bintliff@sfgov.org>;
Merlone, Audrey (CPC) <audrey.merlone@sfgov.org>; Winslow, David (CPC)
<david.winslow@sfgov.org>; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>
Subject: General Public Comment July 15, 2021
 

 


Dear Commissioners,
Attached are some photos and price history as well the Demo Calcs for this project at 63 Carmel
Street in the Upper Haight/Clarendon Heights neighborhood.  These Demo Calcs were done prior to
the corrections in the Clarifications made by Staff last year.
It was approved as an Alteration in 2017.  The Addenda was issued in 2019.  
But it has apparently been unoccupied, sitting empty, since 2014 when it sold for $1.315 million.
I became aware of 63 Carmel during the Pandemic because it would pop up on the real estate ads as
a comp for some of the more expensive Noe Valley projects that sold in 2020, such as 1647 Sanchez,
which is also an extreme Alteration that sold after the CFC for $9.1 million, but is not occupied one
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year after the sale.  
As you may remember the Demo Calcs were very, very close for this project on Sanchez Street.  
The Commission wanted to put two equal sized units there but the project sponsors wanted a large
single family home to live in with their children.  Instead it was sold right away.
So what am I trying to say here about 63 Carmel Street?
One thing shown in the pdf is the volatility of the housing market.  It doesn’t always feel like normal
laws of supply and demand apply.
Another is that entitlements are often for sale once permits are granted.  That has happened a lot in
Noe Valley.
And another thing is what is the ripple effect from a project like this have on other projects,
particularly in the immediate neighborhood?
One last thing:  From the renderings, comparing the existing structure to the proposed,  common
sense says it's a Demolition.
Thank you and take care.
Sincerely,
Georgia Schuttish

 





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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3832 18th Street building proposal
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:20:54 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: alexsage <alexsage@aol.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 11, 2021 12:49 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<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>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael
(CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3832 18th Street building proposal
 

 

Dear Planning Commission members --
 
I am writing to oppose a proposed request by the owners of 3832 18th Street that will affect the
livability and property value of my own property at 231/233 Dorland Street, for which I am part
owner.

The owners of the above 18th Street property have asked to be allowed to increase the height by 60
feet and avoid the requirement for a backyard - - - both factors which will greatly affect those who
are living just behind them. 
 
Not only will it block the light, increase noise levels and be unsightly, but it will significantly reduce
property values for those owners on this stretch of Dorland Street.
 
I would ask you, during your deliberations, to keep in mind the existing owners in this wonderful
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neighborhood, whose character should be preserved. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Best, 
 
Alexandria Sage
 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commision Rules & Regulations 2021-004810 CRV, June 15, 2021 #6
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:20:17 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: lgpetty@juno.com <lgpetty@juno.com> 
Sent: Saturday, July 10, 2021 10:24 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC)
<theresa.imperial@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>; Lynch, Laura (CPC) <laura.lynch@sfgov.org>; Chion, Miriam (CPC)
<miriam.chion@sfgov.org>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: Commision Rules & Regulations 2021-004810 CRV, June 15, 2021 #6
 

 

RE: 2021-004810 CRV, June 15, 2021 Commission
Rules & Regulations #6

Dear President Koppel, Vice President Moore and
Planning Commissioners,
 

As a longtime affordable housing and tenant’s rights advocate
for seniors,
I'm writing to urge you to reject all of these proposed changes.
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They are unnecessary at this time, and extremely restrictive of
the public's ability to express opinions on the grave matters
that come before the Commissioners.
The changes also give undue and undemocratic power to the
President or Acting Chair to, at hearings, arbitrarily, at will,
without notice, change procedures and add further cuts to the
public's right to be heard.
 

Planning Staff emphasizes in many ongoing communications
that community inclusion is a major priority. In the Executive
Summary for July 15,2021, Staff has maintained that it has
addressed community concerns over proposed changes and
has aligned its changes with the Planning Department's Racial
and Social Equity Action Plan.
 

Yet, in closely examining these changes, it appears that Staff
have not heard, aligned, addressed or adopted the wishes of
the San Francisco communities it has pledged to serve. These
changes should not stand.
 

For example, regarding DR’s CUA’s, CEQA appeals, et al:
 

It is wrong and exclusionary, to reduce the amount of
allowable testimony and public comment. It is also
exclusionary to further allow allotted times and procedures to
be restricted by discretionary, arbitrary powers given to the
Chair. This may bring momentary convenience to planners and
commissioners, but might result in a lifetime of inconvenience
for residents affected by a project.



 

Using “current practice” as justification for permanently
reducing the public's opportunity to speak, is not only false
logic, it is a denial of adequate public redress and outright
rejection of equality and equity.
 

In the same way, eliminating Rebuttal might again be a
convenient time-saver for Planning, but completely ruinous for
those who are facing lifetime consequences of living with a
plan or proposal.
 

It is unfair and discriminatory to reduce EVERYONE’s
opportunity to speak, simply because Staff views SOME
reviews or appeals as “frivolous.”
 

In addition, equity is not served by granting extra rights only to
neighborhood groups recognized as legitimate by Planning
Staff. What of the rights of other groups who don't fit Staff's
definitions? And what of other members of the group who
need Public Comment time to express different aspects of a
plan?
 

Another example of inequality and lack of equity in these
proposals, would be to arbitrarily limit General public
comment to 15 minutes or move a portion to the end of
Commission meetings. This would impose hours-long
hardships on members of the public forced to wait to speak:
the equivalent of telling many San Francisco residents to “get
to the back of the bus.”



Limiting General Public comment to 15 minutes in total is, in
itself, unfair and discriminatory. This clearly messages that
only the first people in the queue are deserving of being
heard.
 

If many people queue up to speak on an issue, that illustrates
its importance to the public and makes it all the more
important for each and every person to be heard… with
adequate time and in a respectful, timely manner.
 

Commissioners, I urge you…
DO NOT take away ANY minutes of testimony or public
comment.
DO NOT codify arbitrary power to the President or Chair to
reduce the public's rights to be heard or alter procedures at
will.
 

Overall, these proposed changes add exclusionary restrictions
and complications to the public's participation in the planning
process. As we are seeing with many current voting proposals
across the country... the more complexities, the more you
diminish the public's voice in decisions and the more you stifle
the truth.
 

Please reject all of these proposals.
 

Thank you for your consideration.
Lorraine Petty
member, SDA & SFTU



lgpetty@juno.com
 
 

____________________________________________________________

Choose to be safer online.
Opt-in to Cyber Safety with NortonLifeLock.
Get Norton 360 with LifeLock starting at $9.95/month.*
NetZero.com/NortonLifeLock
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3832 18th Street
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:19:02 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: Tiffany Walsh <cleo3930@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, July 11, 2021 12:46 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Horn, Jeffrey (CPC)
<jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3832 18th Street
 

 

To the Members of the Planning Commission:
 
I am a resident of the property at 231/233 Dorland Street which backs up to the proposed new
project. I am highly opposed to the requested variances to increase the height allowed to 60 feet
and to eliminate the requirement for a backyard. Neither of these variances make sense in a
residential neighborhood such as this one and would dramatically alter the character of the area, as
well as open the door for others to do the same in this neighborhood.
 
I love this neighborhood because of the ample sunshine available and the garden backyards (even
the taller buildings have these) that our neighbors have created that make it feel like an escape from
the city hustle/bustle; I know I am not the only one around here that feels that way. Both would be
dramatically altered by the proposals. 
 
In addition, the value of places in this neighborhood would be lowered by this variant, but those of
us who rent here would not see that reflected in what we pay for rent.
 
I am ok with a building like this existing to provide more housing in the city, but it needs to be
somewhere where the 60ft height and no backyard variances would not be a plight to the
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neighborhood. That place is not here.

I hope that in your decision making, you will take into account the residents in this
neighborhood.
 
Thank you!



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3832 18th Street
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:16:48 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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: helenbenninger@verizon.net <helenbenninger@verizon.net> 
Sent: Sunday, July 11, 2021 3:03 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3832 18th Street
 

 

To the Members of the Planning Commission:
 
Dear Members: 
 
     I am a part owner of the Property at 231/233 Dorland Street which backs up to the Proposed New
Project.  I am very much opposed to the requested variances to increase the height allowed to 60 feet
and especially to eliminate the requirement for a BACK YARD.  By proposing this you are taking away a
lot of joy from children and animals.  I do not really think you have thought this out completely.  Please.
Many small neighborhoods in our City are so pleasant with their configurations and this would drastically
change a lot.  There is a saying and I am sure you have heard it many times ... "Why bigger is not always
best."
 
     Can we re-think this for everyone's sake?
 
Thank You.  Sincerely, Helen M. Benninger, Retired Senior
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 3832 18th Street, 2020-00161CUA/SHD
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:16:29 AM

 
 
 
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map

 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are
available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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 Sage <thewayto@att.net> 
Sent: Sunday, July 11, 2021 3:10 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC)
<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>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael
(CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC) <jeffrey.horn@sfgov.org>
Subject: 3832 18th Street, 2020-00161CUA/SHD
 

 

To the members of the San Francisco Planning Commission:
 
I would respectively like to register my strong opposition to the proposed project at 3832
18th Street (2020-00161CUA/SHD).
 
I am a part owner of a property on Dorland Street, behind the proposed project.
 
The variances requested, to increase the allowable height to 60 feet, and to allow the
building to come right up to the rear property line are exactly the type of thing that the
zoning regulations for the area are intended to prevent.
 
This project is too big for the neighborhood.
 
It will eliminate the preponderance of the sunlight that currently falls during the day on
adjacent properties.
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It will reduce the quality of life for present residents.
 
It will reduce the value of other properties on 38th Street and behind it on Dorland
Street.
 
It is not clear at all why the needs of a developer to increase his profits are more
important than the needs of the neighborhood to preserve a way of life.
 
I would ask that, during your deliberations, you would keep in mind the existing owners
in this wonderful neighborhood, whose character should be preserved.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Best, 
 
David Sage
 
 
 



From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
Cc: Horn, Jeffrey (CPC); Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 2020-001610CUA and 2020-001610SHD
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 8:16:21 AM

Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most other San
Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Benjamin Griffin <planning-commission@eli.users.panix.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 11, 2021 4:30 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: 2020-001610CUA and 2020-001610SHD

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

Hello,

I'm writing concerning the item 11A and 11B agenda items on the July 15th hearing, 2020-001610CUA and 2020-
001610SHD. I will not be able attend as I will be travelling that day. There is a neighbor of this project who has
plastered the area with flyers asking for people to submit feedback on these items.

I would like to express my support in favor building the 19-unit general residential building on 18th between Church
and Sanchez Streets. That location is very near a Muni light rail stop and a bus stop. Increased density is necessary
to accomodate the demand for housing in San Francisco, and increased density near transit is much better for the
environment than sprawl or increased density reliant on cars.

That location is good for car free living. Besides the transit options already mentioned, There is Mission Dolores
Park for recreation and there are numerous small stores nearby for shopping.  There is a grocery store a short walk
down 18th St, or a longer walk down Church.

I've been a resident of the 100 block of Eureka St for about fifteen years. During that time, although not much
recently due to the upheaval from Covid-19, I have biked and walked past the property in question on a sometimes
daily basis. I know from my personal experience that it is a good spot for a bicycle first resident. (I would suggest
that the pavement 18th Street near the crossing with Church could be improved for better bicycling. It is very bumpy
there.)

I enthusiastically support efforts to improve housing density in San Francisco.

Benjamin Griffin

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


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

JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)
Subject: CPC Calendars for July 15, 2021
Date: Friday, July 09, 2021 3:11:17 PM
Attachments: 20210715_cal.docx

20210715_cal.pdf
Advance Calendar - 20210715.xlsx
CPC Hearing Results 2021.docx

Commissioners,
Attached are your Calendars for July 15, 2021.
 
Enjoy the weekend,
 
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
 

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org
mailto:CPC.SeniorManagers@sfgov.org
mailto:Austin.Yang@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Kate.Stacy@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
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Notice of Hearing

&

Agenda





Remote Hearing

via video and teleconferencing



[bookmark: _Hlk76455024]Thursday, July 15, 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. Ionin





Hearing Materials available at:

Planning Commission Packet and Correspondence





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:

[bookmark: _Hlk63346654] commissions.secretary@sfgov.org or (628) 652-7589 at least 48 hours in advance.


Ramaytush Ohlone Acknowledgement 

The Planning Commission acknowledges that we are on the unceded ancestral homeland of the Ramaytush Ohlone, who are the original inhabitants of the San Francisco Peninsula. As the indigenous stewards of this land and in accordance with their traditions, the Ramaytush Ohlone have never ceded, lost, nor forgotten their responsibilities as the caretakers of this place, as well as for all peoples who reside in their traditional territory. As guests, we recognize that we benefit from living and working on their traditional homeland. We wish to pay our respects by acknowledging the Ancestors, Elders, and Relatives of the Ramaytush Ohlone community and by affirming their sovereign rights as First Peoples.



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.

 

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。



FILIPINO: 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: (415) 655-0001 / Access code: 146 328 4507



The public comment call-in line number will also be provided on the Department’s webpage https://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.	2020-010710CUA	(C. ENCHILL: (628) 652-7551)

[bookmark: _Hlk76714827][bookmark: _Hlk74563538][bookmark: _Hlk74563163]400 CALIFORNIA STREET – northeast corner of Leidesdorff  Street; Lot 003 in Assessor’s Block 0239 (District 4) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Section 210.2 and 303, to establish approximately 9,330 square feet of office use at the ground floor of an existing commercial building. The subject property is located in a C-3-O (Downtown Office) Zoning District and 350-S 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

(Proposed for Continuance to July 22, 2021)



2.	2020-010508DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)

[bookmark: _Hlk76714855]3201 23RD STREET – southwest corner of South Van Ness Avenue; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 3642 (District 9) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application no. 2020.0903.3416 for the conversion of three (3) covered parking spaces and storage rooms into four (4) accessory dwelling unit per ordinance 162-16, for a building total of 28 units within the RTO-Mission (Residential Transit Oriented-Mission) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 

WITHDRAWN



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



3.	2021-002259CUA	(E. WU: (628) 652-7415)

1001 MINNESOTA STREET – southeast corner of 22nd Street, Lot 015 of Assessor’s Block 4171 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.2 and 303, to expand an existing Restaurant (dba. Piccino) from 2,421 square feet to 6,591 square feet. The business will expand to the adjacent properties at 1003 Minnesota Street and 833 22nd Street. All three buildings will be used for Restaurant and Bar Use. No exterior work is proposed. The project site is located in a NCT-2 (Small-Scale Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District, Dogpatch Landmark District and 45-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



4.	2020-000058DRM	(G. PANTOJA: (628) 652-7380)

2780-2782 DIAMOND STREET – west side between Chenery and Surrey Streets; Lot 016 in Assessor’s Block 6740 (District 8) – Request for Mandatory Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 201912270778 pursuant to Planning Commission Resolution No. 20024 for the Residential Flat Removal of two existing flats at an existing three-story, two-unit building within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal will reconfigure the existing dwelling units to no longer occupy an entire story of the subject building and have exposure onto the subject property’s open areas at the front and rear. 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



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.



6.	2021-004810CRV – COMMISSION RULES AND REGULATIONS – The San Francisco Planning Commission will consider adopting amendments to their Rules and Regulations, in accordance with San Francisco Charter, Article IV, Section 4.104.


D.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS



7.	Director’s Announcements



8.	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.



9a.	2018-003614OTH	(M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567)

OFFICE OF CANNABIS – An Informational Presentation regarding cannabis business permitting, including a presentation by the City’s Office of Cannabis on Tier Four application processing (Medical Cannabis Dispensaries and pre-existing non-storefront industry) and the Equity Program requirements of cannabis businesses. 

Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 



9b.	2021-004740PCA	(M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567)

GRANDFATHERED MEDICAL CANNABIS DISPENSARIES [BOARD FILE #210452] – Planning Code Amendment to exempt Grandfathered Medical Cannabis Dispensaries that convert to Cannabis Retail Uses from neighborhood notification and review requirements; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1; and making public necessity, convenience, and welfare findings under Planning Code, Section 302.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve



10.	2017-011878PHA-04	(M. GIACOMUCCI: (628) 652-7414)

BLOCK 7 OF POTRERO POWER STATION – north side of 23rd Street west of Illinois Street; Lot 006 in  Assessor’s Block 4232 (District 10) – Informational Presentation of a tower greater than 200 feet tall on Block 7 within the Potrero Power Station Mixed-Use Development, pursuant to Planning Code Section 249.87 and adopted within the Development Agreement and Design for Development. The proposal would construct an approximately 237-foot, 27-story mixed-use building containing 9,950 square feet of ground-floor retail space, 6,270 of childcare use, and 325 dwelling units. The property is within the PPS-MU (Potrero Power Station Mixed Use) Zoning District, the Potrero Power Station Special Use District, and 65-PPS/240-PPS Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 



11a.	2020-001610CUA	(J. HORN: (628) 652-7366)

3832 18TH STREET – north side between Church and Sanchez Streets; Lot 018 in Assessor’s Block 3580 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.2, 253, 303, and 317 to allow the demolition of an existing one-story single-family home, and new construction of a six-story, 60-foot-tall, 19-unit Group Housing residential project, with a 390-square-foot communal space, 890 square feet of common usable open space, 314 square feet of private usable open space (for two units), and 19 Class 1 and two Class 2 bicycle parking spaces and making findings of eligibility for the individually requested State Density Bonus Project. The Project would invoke the State Density Bonus law (California Government Code Sections 65915-65918) to receive waivers for: Height (Section 260), Rear Yard (Section 134), and Dwelling Unit Exposure (Section 140). The Project Site is located within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



11b.	2020-001610SHD	(J. HORN: (628) 652-7366)

3832 18TH STREET – north side between Church and Sanchez Streets; Lot 018 in Assessor’s Block 3580 (District 8) – Request for adoption of Shadow Findings pursuant to Section 295 that net new shadow from the project would not adversely affect the use of Mission Dolores Park under the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Park Commission. The Project Site is located within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt Findings



12.	2020-010109CUA	(G. GUNTHER: (628) 652-7607)

35 BELGRAVE AVENUE – south side between Shrader Street and Tank Hill; Lot 071 in Assessor's Block 2688 (District 5) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317, to permit the demolition of an existing two-story over basement single family home and construct a new, approximately 6,484 square foot, three-story over basement single family home with a new accessory dwelling unit within a RH-1(D) (Residential- House, One Family- Detached) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



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.



13.	2018-002508DRP-05	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)

4250 26TH STREET – north side between Castro and Diamond Streets; Lot 019 in Assessor’s Block 6555 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application nos. 2018.0214.1219 and 2018.0214.1218  for the demolition an existing two-story, single family residence and new construction of a new four-story, single-family residence with an Accessory Dwelling Unit at the ground floor pursuant to Planning Code Section 207(c)(6). The demolition of the existing building at the subject property was administratively approved pursuant to Planning Code Section 317(c)(6) within a RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).

Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 

(Continued from Regular hearing on June 24, 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.



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.
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Planning Commission Packet and Correspondence 


 
 


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.  



https://sfplanning.org/resource/planning-commission-july-15-2021-supporting-documents
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Ramaytush Ohlone Acknowledgement  
The Planning Commission acknowledges that we are on the unceded ancestral homeland of the Ramaytush Ohlone, who are the original inhabitants 
of the San Francisco Peninsula. As the indigenous stewards of this land and in accordance with their traditions, the Ramaytush Ohlone have never 
ceded, lost, nor forgotten their responsibilities as the caretakers of this place, as well as for all peoples who reside in their traditional territory. As guests, 
we recognize that we benefit from living and working on their traditional homeland. We wish to pay our respects by acknowledging the Ancestors, 
Elders, and Relatives of the Ramaytush Ohlone community and by affirming their sovereign rights as First Peoples. 
 
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. 
  
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。 
 
FILIPINO: 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.  



mailto:sotf@sfgov.org

http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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Remote Access to Information and Participation  
 


In accordance with Governor Newsom’s statewide order for all residents to Shelter-in-place - and the 
numerous preceding local and state proclamations, orders and supplemental directions - aggressive 
directives have been issued to slow down and reduce the spread of the COVID-19 virus.  
 
On April 3, 2020, the Planning Commission was authorized to resume their hearing schedule through the 
duration of the shelter-in-place remotely. Therefore, the Planning Commission meetings will be held via 
videoconferencing and allow for remote public comment. The Commission strongly encourages 
interested parties to submit their comments in writing, in advance of the hearing to 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org. Visit the SFGovTV website (https://sfgovtv.org/planning) to stream 
the live meetings or watch on a local television station.  
 
Public Comment call-in: (415) 655-0001 / Access code: 146 328 4507 
 
The public comment call-in line number will also be provided on the Department’s webpage 
https://sfplanning.org/ and during the live SFGovTV broadcast. 
 
As the COVID-19 emergency progresses, please visit the Planning website regularly to be updated on 
the current situation as it affects the hearing process and the Planning Commission. 


  



mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

https://sfgovtv.org/planning

https://sfplanning.org/
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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. 2020-010710CUA (C. ENCHILL: (628) 652-7551) 


400 CALIFORNIA STREET – northeast corner of Leidesdorff  Street; Lot 003 in Assessor’s Block 
0239 (District 4) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code 
Section 210.2 and 303, to establish approximately 9,330 square feet of office use at the 
ground floor of an existing commercial building. The subject property is located in a C-3-O 
(Downtown Office) Zoning District and 350-S 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 
(Proposed for Continuance to July 22, 2021) 


 
2. 2020-010508DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335) 


3201 23RD STREET – southwest corner of South Van Ness Avenue; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 
3642 (District 9) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application no. 
2020.0903.3416 for the conversion of three (3) covered parking spaces and storage rooms 
into four (4) accessory dwelling unit per ordinance 162-16, for a building total of 28 units 
within the RTO-Mission (Residential Transit Oriented-Mission) Zoning District and 55-X 
Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the 
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve  
WITHDRAWN 
 


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 


 
3. 2021-002259CUA (E. WU: (628) 652-7415) 


1001 MINNESOTA STREET – southeast corner of 22nd Street, Lot 015 of Assessor’s Block 4171 
(District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code 
Sections 121.2 and 303, to expand an existing Restaurant (dba. Piccino) from 2,421 square 
feet to 6,591 square feet. The business will expand to the adjacent properties at 1003 
Minnesota Street and 833 22nd Street. All three buildings will be used for Restaurant and Bar 
Use. No exterior work is proposed. The project site is located in a NCT-2 (Small-Scale 



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

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

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2021-002259CUA.pdf
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Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District, Dogpatch Landmark District and 45-X 
Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the 
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


 
4. 2020-000058DRM (G. PANTOJA: (628) 652-7380) 


2780-2782 DIAMOND STREET – west side between Chenery and Surrey Streets; Lot 016 in 
Assessor’s Block 6740 (District 8) – Request for Mandatory Discretionary Review of Building 
Permit Application No. 201912270778 pursuant to Planning Commission Resolution No. 
20024 for the Residential Flat Removal of two existing flats at an existing three-story, two-
unit building within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height 
and Bulk District. The proposal will reconfigure the existing dwelling units to no longer 
occupy an entire story of the subject building and have exposure onto the subject property’s 
open areas at the front and rear. 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 


 
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. 


 
6. 2021-004810CRV – COMMISSION RULES AND REGULATIONS – The San Francisco Planning 


Commission will consider adopting amendments to their Rules and Regulations, in 
accordance with San Francisco Charter, Article IV, Section 4.104. 


 
D. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 


 
7. Director’s Announcements 
 
8. 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. 


 



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

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2020-000058DRM.pdf

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

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2021-004810CRVc3.pdf
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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. 
 
9a. 2018-003614OTH (M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567) 


OFFICE OF CANNABIS – An Informational Presentation regarding cannabis business 
permitting, including a presentation by the City’s Office of Cannabis on Tier Four application 
processing (Medical Cannabis Dispensaries and pre-existing non-storefront industry) and 
the Equity Program requirements of cannabis businesses.  
Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational  


 
9b. 2021-004740PCA (M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567) 


GRANDFATHERED MEDICAL CANNABIS DISPENSARIES [BOARD FILE #210452] – Planning 
Code Amendment to exempt Grandfathered Medical Cannabis Dispensaries that convert to 
Cannabis Retail Uses from neighborhood notification and review requirements; affirming 
the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; 
making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of 
Planning Code, Section 101.1; and making public necessity, convenience, and welfare 
findings under Planning Code, Section 302. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve 


 
10. 2017-011878PHA-04 (M. GIACOMUCCI: (628) 652-7414) 


BLOCK 7 OF POTRERO POWER STATION – north side of 23rd Street west of Illinois Street; Lot 
006 in  Assessor’s Block 4232 (District 10) – Informational Presentation of a tower greater 
than 200 feet tall on Block 7 within the Potrero Power Station Mixed-Use Development, 
pursuant to Planning Code Section 249.87 and adopted within the Development Agreement 
and Design for Development. The proposal would construct an approximately 237-foot, 27-
story mixed-use building containing 9,950 square feet of ground-floor retail space, 6,270 of 
childcare use, and 325 dwelling units. The property is within the PPS-MU (Potrero Power 
Station Mixed Use) Zoning District, the Potrero Power Station Special Use District, and 65-
PPS/240-PPS Height and Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational  


 
11a. 2020-001610CUA (J. HORN: (628) 652-7366) 


3832 18TH STREET – north side between Church and Sanchez Streets; Lot 018 in Assessor’s 
Block 3580 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning 
Code Sections 209.2, 253, 303, and 317 to allow the demolition of an existing one-story 
single-family home, and new construction of a six-story, 60-foot-tall, 19-unit Group Housing 
residential project, with a 390-square-foot communal space, 890 square feet of common 
usable open space, 314 square feet of private usable open space (for two units), and 19 Class 
1 and two Class 2 bicycle parking spaces and making findings of eligibility for the 
individually requested State Density Bonus Project. The Project would invoke the State 
Density Bonus law (California Government Code Sections 65915-65918) to receive waivers 
for: Height (Section 260), Rear Yard (Section 134), and Dwelling Unit Exposure (Section 140). 
The Project Site is located within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2018-003614OTH.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2021-004740PCA.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2017-011878PHA-04.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2020-001610CUASHD.pdf





San Francisco Planning Commission  Thursday, July 15, 2021 


 


Notice of Remote Hearing & Agenda        Page 7 of 11 
 


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 


 
11b. 2020-001610SHD (J. HORN: (628) 652-7366) 


3832 18TH STREET – north side between Church and Sanchez Streets; Lot 018 in Assessor’s 
Block 3580 (District 8) – Request for adoption of Shadow Findings pursuant to Section 295 
that net new shadow from the project would not adversely affect the use of Mission Dolores 
Park under the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Park Commission. The Project Site is 
located within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and 
Bulk District.  
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt Findings 


 
12. 2020-010109CUA (G. GUNTHER: (628) 652-7607) 


35 BELGRAVE AVENUE – south side between Shrader Street and Tank Hill; Lot 071 in 
Assessor's Block 2688 (District 5) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to 
Planning Code Sections 303 and 317, to permit the demolition of an existing two-story over 
basement single family home and construct a new, approximately 6,484 square foot, three-
story over basement single family home with a new accessory dwelling unit within a RH-
1(D) (Residential- House, One Family- Detached) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk 
District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, 
pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


 
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. 


 
13. 2018-002508DRP-05 (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335) 


4250 26TH STREET – north side between Castro and Diamond Streets; Lot 019 in Assessor’s 
Block 6555 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application nos. 
2018.0214.1219 and 2018.0214.1218  for the demolition an existing two-story, single family 
residence and new construction of a new four-story, single-family residence with an 
Accessory Dwelling Unit at the ground floor pursuant to Planning Code Section 207(c)(6). 
The demolition of the existing building at the subject property was administratively 
approved pursuant to Planning Code Section 317(c)(6) within a RH-1 (Residential House, 
One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the 
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve  
(Continued from Regular hearing on June 24, 2021) 
 


ADJOURNMENT  



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

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2020-001610CUASHD.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2020-010109CUA.pdf

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

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/cpcpackets/2018-002508DRP-05.pdf

http://library.amlegal.com/nxt/gateway.dll/California/administrative/chapter31californiaenvironmentalqualitya?f=templates$fn=default.htm$3.0$vid=amlegal:sanfrancisco_ca$anc=JD_31.04
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Hearing Procedures 
The Planning Commission holds public hearings regularly, on most Thursdays. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year and 
the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org.  
 
Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item.  
 When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.  


Speakers will hear two alarms.  The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining.  The second louder sound 
indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended. 


 
Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are 
prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or 
use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use 
of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings). 
 
For most cases (CU’s, PUD’s, 309’s, etc…) that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the 
Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order: 
 


1. A thorough description of the issue(s) by the Director or a member of the staff. 
2. A presentation of the proposal by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes sponsor or their designee, lawyers, architects, 


engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed 10 minutes, unless a written request 
for extension not to exceed a total presentation time of 15 minutes is received at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing, 
through the Commission Secretary, and granted by the President or Chair. 


3. A presentation of opposition to the proposal by organized opposition for a period not to exceed 10 minutes (or a period 
equal to that provided to the project sponsor team) with a minimum of three (3) speakers.  The intent of the 10 min block 
of time provided to organized opposition is to reduce the number of overall speakers who are part of the organized 
opposition.  The requestor should advise the group that the Commission would expect the organized presentation to 
represent their testimony, if granted.  Organized opposition will be recognized only upon written application at least 72 
hours in advance of the hearing, through the Commission Secretary, the President or Chair.  Such application should 
identify the organization(s) and speakers. 


4. Public testimony from proponents of the proposal:  An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes. 
5. Public testimony from opponents of the proposal:  An individual may speak for a period not to exceed three (3) minutes. 
6. Director’s preliminary recommendation must be prepared in writing. 
7. Action by the Commission on the matter before it. 
8. In public hearings on Draft Environmental Impact Reports, all speakers will be limited to a period not to exceed three (3) 


minutes. 
9. The President (or Acting Chair) may impose time limits on appearances by members of the public and may otherwise 


exercise his or her discretion on procedures for the conduct of public hearings. 
10. Public comment portion of the hearing shall be closed and deliberation amongst the Commissioners shall be opened by 


the Chair; 
11. A motion to approve; approve with conditions; approve with amendments and/or modifications; disapprove; or continue 


to another hearing date, if seconded, shall be voted on by the Commission. 
 
Every Official Act taken by the Commission must be adopted by a majority vote of all members of the Commission, a minimum of 
four (4) votes.  A failed motion results in the disapproval of the requested action, unless a subsequent motion is adopted. Any 
Procedural Matter, such as a continuance, may be adopted by a majority vote of members present, as long as the members present 
constitute a quorum (four (4) members of the Commission). 
 
For Discretionary Review cases that are considered by the Planning Commission, after being introduced by the Commission 
Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order: 
 


1. A thorough description of the issue by the Director or a member of the staff. 
2. A presentation by the DR Requestor(s) team (includes Requestor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, 


expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period not to exceed five (5) minutes for each requestor. 
3. Testimony by members of the public in support of the DR would be up to three (3) minutes each. 
4. A presentation by the Project Sponsor(s) team (includes Sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, 


expediters, and/or other advisors) would be for a period up to five (5) minutes, but could be extended for a period not 
to exceed 10 minutes if there are multiple DR requestors. 


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. 



http://www.sfplanning.org/
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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.  



mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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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. 
 
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 



http://www.sf-planning.org/index.aspx?page=3447
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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. 
 


 



http://www.sfgov.org/ethics
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Commissioners:


Joel Koppel, President


Kathrin Moore, Vice President


Deland Chan, Sue Diamond, Frank Fung,


Theresa Imperial, Rachael Tanner





Commission Secretary:


Jonas P. Ionin








Hearing Materials available at:


Planning Commission Packet and Correspondence








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:


[bookmark: _Hlk63346654] commissions.secretary@sfgov.org or (628) 652-7589 at least 48 hours in advance.



Ramaytush Ohlone Acknowledgement 


The Planning Commission acknowledges that we are on the unceded ancestral homeland of the Ramaytush Ohlone, who are the original inhabitants of the San Francisco Peninsula. As the indigenous stewards of this land and in accordance with their traditions, the Ramaytush Ohlone have never ceded, lost, nor forgotten their responsibilities as the caretakers of this place, as well as for all peoples who reside in their traditional territory. As guests, we recognize that we benefit from living and working on their traditional homeland. We wish to pay our respects by acknowledging the Ancestors, Elders, and Relatives of the Ramaytush Ohlone community and by affirming their sovereign rights as First Peoples.





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.


 


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。





FILIPINO: 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: (415) 655-0001 / Access code: 146 328 4507





The public comment call-in line number will also be provided on the Department’s webpage https://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.	2020-010710CUA	(C. ENCHILL: (628) 652-7551)


[bookmark: _Hlk76714827][bookmark: _Hlk74563538][bookmark: _Hlk74563163]400 CALIFORNIA STREET – northeast corner of Leidesdorff  Street; Lot 003 in Assessor’s Block 0239 (District 4) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Section 210.2 and 303, to establish approximately 9,330 square feet of office use at the ground floor of an existing commercial building. The subject property is located in a C-3-O (Downtown Office) Zoning District and 350-S 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


(Proposed for Continuance to July 22, 2021)





2.	2020-010508DRP	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)


[bookmark: _Hlk76714855]3201 23RD STREET – southwest corner of South Van Ness Avenue; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 3642 (District 9) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application no. 2020.0903.3416 for the conversion of three (3) covered parking spaces and storage rooms into four (4) accessory dwelling unit per ordinance 162-16, for a building total of 28 units within the RTO-Mission (Residential Transit Oriented-Mission) Zoning District and 55-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 


WITHDRAWN





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





3.	2021-002259CUA	(E. WU: (628) 652-7415)


1001 MINNESOTA STREET – southeast corner of 22nd Street, Lot 015 of Assessor’s Block 4171 (District 10) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 121.2 and 303, to expand an existing Restaurant (dba. Piccino) from 2,421 square feet to 6,591 square feet. The business will expand to the adjacent properties at 1003 Minnesota Street and 833 22nd Street. All three buildings will be used for Restaurant and Bar Use. No exterior work is proposed. The project site is located in a NCT-2 (Small-Scale Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District, Dogpatch Landmark District and 45-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions





4.	2020-000058DRM	(G. PANTOJA: (628) 652-7380)


2780-2782 DIAMOND STREET – west side between Chenery and Surrey Streets; Lot 016 in Assessor’s Block 6740 (District 8) – Request for Mandatory Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application No. 201912270778 pursuant to Planning Commission Resolution No. 20024 for the Residential Flat Removal of two existing flats at an existing three-story, two-unit building within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposal will reconfigure the existing dwelling units to no longer occupy an entire story of the subject building and have exposure onto the subject property’s open areas at the front and rear. 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





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.





6.	2021-004810CRV – COMMISSION RULES AND REGULATIONS – The San Francisco Planning Commission will consider adopting amendments to their Rules and Regulations, in accordance with San Francisco Charter, Article IV, Section 4.104.



D.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS





7.	Director’s Announcements





8.	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.





9a.	2018-003614OTH	(M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567)


OFFICE OF CANNABIS – An Informational Presentation regarding cannabis business permitting, including a presentation by the City’s Office of Cannabis on Tier Four application processing (Medical Cannabis Dispensaries and pre-existing non-storefront industry) and the Equity Program requirements of cannabis businesses. 


Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 





9b.	2021-004740PCA	(M. CHRISTENSEN: (628) 652-7567)


GRANDFATHERED MEDICAL CANNABIS DISPENSARIES [BOARD FILE #210452] – Planning Code Amendment to exempt Grandfathered Medical Cannabis Dispensaries that convert to Cannabis Retail Uses from neighborhood notification and review requirements; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1; and making public necessity, convenience, and welfare findings under Planning Code, Section 302.


Preliminary Recommendation: Approve





10.	2017-011878PHA-04	(M. GIACOMUCCI: (628) 652-7414)


BLOCK 7 OF POTRERO POWER STATION – north side of 23rd Street west of Illinois Street; Lot 006 in  Assessor’s Block 4232 (District 10) – Informational Presentation of a tower greater than 200 feet tall on Block 7 within the Potrero Power Station Mixed-Use Development, pursuant to Planning Code Section 249.87 and adopted within the Development Agreement and Design for Development. The proposal would construct an approximately 237-foot, 27-story mixed-use building containing 9,950 square feet of ground-floor retail space, 6,270 of childcare use, and 325 dwelling units. The property is within the PPS-MU (Potrero Power Station Mixed Use) Zoning District, the Potrero Power Station Special Use District, and 65-PPS/240-PPS Height and Bulk District.


Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 





11a.	2020-001610CUA	(J. HORN: (628) 652-7366)


3832 18TH STREET – north side between Church and Sanchez Streets; Lot 018 in Assessor’s Block 3580 (District 8) – Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 209.2, 253, 303, and 317 to allow the demolition of an existing one-story single-family home, and new construction of a six-story, 60-foot-tall, 19-unit Group Housing residential project, with a 390-square-foot communal space, 890 square feet of common usable open space, 314 square feet of private usable open space (for two units), and 19 Class 1 and two Class 2 bicycle parking spaces and making findings of eligibility for the individually requested State Density Bonus Project. The Project would invoke the State Density Bonus law (California Government Code Sections 65915-65918) to receive waivers for: Height (Section 260), Rear Yard (Section 134), and Dwelling Unit Exposure (Section 140). The Project Site is located within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions





11b.	2020-001610SHD	(J. HORN: (628) 652-7366)


3832 18TH STREET – north side between Church and Sanchez Streets; Lot 018 in Assessor’s Block 3580 (District 8) – Request for adoption of Shadow Findings pursuant to Section 295 that net new shadow from the project would not adversely affect the use of Mission Dolores Park under the jurisdiction of the Recreation and Park Commission. The Project Site is located within a RM-1 (Residential-Mixed, Low Density) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 


Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt Findings





12.	2020-010109CUA	(G. GUNTHER: (628) 652-7607)


35 BELGRAVE AVENUE – south side between Shrader Street and Tank Hill; Lot 071 in Assessor's Block 2688 (District 5) – Request for a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303 and 317, to permit the demolition of an existing two-story over basement single family home and construct a new, approximately 6,484 square foot, three-story over basement single family home with a new accessory dwelling unit within a RH-1(D) (Residential- House, One Family- Detached) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions





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.





13.	2018-002508DRP-05	(D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335)


4250 26TH STREET – north side between Castro and Diamond Streets; Lot 019 in Assessor’s Block 6555 (District 8) – Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit Application nos. 2018.0214.1219 and 2018.0214.1218  for the demolition an existing two-story, single family residence and new construction of a new four-story, single-family residence with an Accessory Dwelling Unit at the ground floor pursuant to Planning Code Section 207(c)(6). The demolition of the existing building at the subject property was administratively approved pursuant to Planning Code Section 317(c)(6) within a RH-1 (Residential House, One-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h).


Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve 


(Continued from Regular hearing on June 24, 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.





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.
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Advance



				To:		Planning Commission

				From:		Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

				Re:		Advance Calendar

						All items and dates are tentative and subject to change.



				July 15, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Koppel, Chan - OUT						Planner

		2020-010710CUA		400 California Street				to: 7/22		Enchill

						conversion of ~9,400 square feet of retail use to office

		2020-010508DRP		3201 23rd Street				Withdrawn		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2021-002259CUA		1001 Minnesota Street				CONSENT		Wu

						Expansion of a Restaurant Use (dba Piccino) from 2,421 square feet to 6,591 square feet

		2020-000058DRM		2780-2782 Diamond St				CONSENT		Pantoja

						Flat Removal of two dwelling units

				Rules & Regs				fr: 5/27; 6/10; 6/24		Lynch

						Amendments

				Office of Cannabis						Christensen

						Informational

		2021-004740PCA		Exempt conversions from MCDs to Cannabis Retail						Christensen

						Planning Code Amendment

		2017-011878PHA-04		Block 7 of Potrero Power Station						Giacomucci

						Informational

		2020-001610CUA		3832 18th Street						Horn

						317 Demolition and new construction of Group Housing per SDB Program

		2020-010109CUA		35 Belgrave Avenue						Gunther

						demolition and construct a new, three-story over basement single family home

		2018-002508DRP-04		4250 26th Street				fr: 6/24		Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				July 22, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2020-002678CUA		2335 Golden Gate Ave				CONSENT		Woods

						Construction of a new basketball training facility on the USF campus

		2021-005030PCAMAP		Life Science and Medical Special Use District						Shaw

						Planning Code & Zoning Map Amendment

		2021-005135PCA		Conditional Use Authorization Requirements Regarding Residential Care Facilities						Merlone

						Planning Code Amendment

		2021-001791PCA		Review of Large Residence Developments				fr: 6/17		Merlone

						Planning Code Amendment

		2017-014833ENV		469 Stevenson Street				fr: 6/10; 6/24		Delumo

						CEIR

		2017-014833DNXCUAENV		469 Stevenson Street				fr: 6/10; 6/24		Foster

						State Density Bonus residential project (495 dwelling units)

		2015-009955CUA		1525 Pine Street				fr: 3/18; 5/6; 6/17		Updegrave

						Demo and new construction of an 8-story mixed-use building

		2016-011827ENX		1500 15th Street				fr: 6/24		Jardines

						State Density Bonus for 8-story group housing project (160 group housing rooms and 225 beds) 

		2015-012577CUA		1200 Van Ness Ave						Woods

						Demo & new construction of a 13-story building health services, retail, 107 dwelling units

		2020-010710CUA		400 California Street				fr: 7/15		Enchill

						conversion of ~9,400 square feet of retail use to office

		2020-005897CUADNXOFA		233 Geary Street						Vimr

						exterior alterations at the ground floor, western wall, rooftop, and windows

		2020-009312CUA		1112 Shotwell Street						Feeney

						Construct a new 3-story, 3-unit residential building on a parcel with existing multi-unit residential building

		2021-002978CUA		555 Fulton Street						Asbaugh

						Trad'r Joe's in the Hayes Valley Special Use District

		2018-002625CUA		4716-4722 Mission Street						Horn

						317 Residential Demolition and new construction of 8 DUs and 16 ADUs

				July 29, 2021 - Joint with RecPark

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2019-017481ENV		530 Sansome Street				fr: 6/17; 7/8		Callagy

						Appeal of the PMND

		2019-017481SHD		530 Sansome Street				fr: 6/24		Hicks

						Mixed-use commercial project (SFFD station, hotel, office, gym) and residential variant project

		2019-017481DNXCUA		530 Sansome Street				fr: 6/24		Foster

		OFASHDVAR				Mixed-use commercial project (SFFD station, hotel, office, gym) and residential variant project

				July 29, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2020-011615CUA		2022 Mission Street 				CONSENT		Wu

						Limited Restaurant Use to a Restaurant and Place of Entertainment Use

		2020-008347CUA		 811 Clay Street 				CONSENT		Hoagland

						Foot/Chair Massage to Massage on ground floor in CVR District

		2017-012086ENV		770 Woolsey Street						Delumo

						Review and comment on Draft EIR

		2019-012676DNXCUA		159 Fell Street						Updegrave

						Demolition, New Construction 7-story building with ground-floor retail and 20 residential units

		2019-013528CUA		36-38 Gough Street 						Samonsky

						demolition of a duplex and construction of a five story residential building

		2019-019901CUA		1068 Florida Street						Christensen

						legalize demo and rebuild of duplex		to Sept 23rd

		2019-020818AHB		5012 03rd St						Liang

						New construction of 29 units under HOME-SF

		2016-010671CUA		809 Sacramento Street						Foster

						CUA for height above 35 feet in Chinatown Mixed Use Districts

		2016-002728CUA-02		2525 Van Ness Ave						May

						increase residential parking ratio from 0.5 spaces to 0.75 spaces per unit

		2019-023466DRM		3150 18th St						Sucre

						ActivSpace 

		2016-013505DRP		35 Ventura Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				August 5, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner

				August 12, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner

				August 19, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner

				August 26, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2021-003142CUA		333 Fremont Street				CONSENT		Giacomucci

						Wireless CUA 

		2021-003994CUA		3995 Alemany Blvd				CONSENT		Balba

						Formula Retail use within the Neighborhood Commercial, Shopping Center Zoning District

		2021-005562PCA		Small Business Zoning Controls in Chinatown and North Beach and on Polk Street						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

		2019-021884ENV		SFMTA: 2500 Mariposa Street 						McKeller

						Potrero Yard Muni Bus Maintenance Facility - DEIR

		2020-007481CUA		5367 Diamond Heights Blvd. (1900 Diamond St.) 						Pantoja

						PUD for the construction of 24 dwelling units in a total of 14 residential buildings

		2018-013451PRJ		2135 Market Street						Horn

						State Density Bonus new construction of 9-story, 36 unit mixed use building

		2019-011944OFA		660 3rd St						Westhoff

						Small cap office allocation to abate code enforcement case

		2020-009481CUA		4034 20th Street				fr: 5/27; 6/17		Horn

						Section 317 Residential Demolition

		2020-000788CUA		722 Wisconsin				Fr. 7/8		Feeney

						Sec 317 CUA to demo SFR and construct two unit building

		2020-010030CUADURVAR		1927 Washington Street						Ajello

						dwelling unit merger along with the relocation of a dwelling unit

		2018-015983CUAVAR		136 Delmar St.						Hoagland

						Demo SFR and construct 2-unit dwelling

		2021-000997DRP		801 Corbett Avenue						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2021-003059DRP		555 Buena Vista Avenue						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				September 2, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2021-001698CUA		340 Fell Street				CB3P		Hoagland

						Merger of three tenant spaces resulting in non-residential (automotive repair) use greater than 2,999 sf

		2021-006260PCA		State-Mandated Accessory Dwelling Unit Controls						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

		2018-017026CWP		Environmental Justice Framework 						Chen

						Informational

		2020-009813CUA		18 Palm Ave						Agnihotri

						Interim Zoning Controls - Large Residential Projects  

		2016-013012CUA		478-484 Haight St				fr: 6/24		May

						non-residential use size greater than 4,000 square feet and for the removal of a dwelling unit

		2020-008959CUA		376 Hill Street						Horn

						317 demolition and new construction of a single-family home and ADU

		2019-013808CUAVAR		4300 17th Street						Horn

						New Construction is Corona Heights SUD

		2019-0015440CUA		472 Greenwich Street						Vimr

						provide one off street parking space, and horizontal and vertical additions to a two-unit building

		2020-006404CUA 		3757 21st Street						Speirs

						Demo SFR, new construction of a SFR with one ADU.

		2021-001579CUA 		2715 Judah Street						Campbell

						Cannabis Retail Sales

		2021-000308DRP		642 Alvarado Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				September 9, 2021 - CLOSED

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2020-011473CUA		2075 Mission Street				CONSENT		Cisnernos

						Vintage Sign Authorization

		2021-005099CUA		4126 18th Street				CONSENT		Campbell

						CUA Liquor Store

		2021-006353PCA		ADU Housing Services						Flores

						Planning Code Amendment

		2018-013597ENV		Portsmouth Square Improvement						Calpin

						Draft EIR

		2020-005610ENXOFAVAR		490 Brannan St						Liang

						CSOMA key site office development

		2016-015987PCA		1750 Van Ness Avenue						May

						Buddhist Cultural Center from the 3:1 residential-to-non-residential ratio exemption

		2016-015987CUAVAR		1750 Van Ness Avenue						May

						institutional use in the RC-4 District, a use size greater than 6,000 square feet, a building greater than 50 feet

		2019-020031CUAVAR		2867 San Bruno Ave						Durandet

						legalize dwelling units, change from onsite BMR to fee

		2019-001627CUA 		459 Clipper Street						Horn

						Residential Demolition and New Construction of 2-Family Dwelling

		2021-001859CUA		3800 24th Street 						Horn

						CUA formulat retail fitness studio

		2020-006422CUA		1728 Larkin Street						Ajello  Hoagland

						CUA to demo existing garage and construct 6-story, 6-unit building

		2021-002667DRP-03		4763 19th Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				September 16, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner





				September 23, 2021

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2020-003971PCA		Dwelling Unit Density Exception for Corner Lots in RHD’s						Merlone

						Planning Code Amendment

		2019-020611CUAVAR		5114-5116 3rd Street				fr: 6/17; 7/8		Weissglass

						illegal demolition of a legal dwelling unit

		2019-022661CUA		628 Shotwell Street				fr: 11/19; 1/21; 3/18; 4/22; 5/20; 7/8		Feeney

						Residential Care Facility to residential

		2020-007565CUA-02		1336 Chestnut St						May

						modification to the previously-approved project

		2020-005729CUA		4 Seacliff Ave						May

						demolish existing single-family and construct a new 3-story single family residence with an ADU

		2019-019901CUA		1068 Florida Street						Christensen

						legalize demo and rebuild of duplex		fr. July 29th

		2021-000269DRP-02		3669 21st Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2021-000182DRP		140 20th Avenue						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				September 30, 2021

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner

		2018-007380CUAVAR		1320 Washington Street						Perry

						6-story over basement residential building with 25 dwelling units 

		2016-000302DRP		460 Vallejo Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

		2020-008611DRP		1433 Diamond Street						Winslow

						Public-Initiated DR

				October 7, 2021

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner





				October 14, 2021

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner





				October 21, 2021

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner





				October 28, 2021

		Case No.		Chan - OUT						Planner





				November 4, 2021

		Case No.								Planner





				November 11, 2021 - CANCELED

		Case No.								Planner





				November 18, 2021

		Case No.								Planner

		2018-014727AHB		921 O'Farrell Street 						Hoagland

						AHB / HOME-SF 14-story (140 feet) tower with 50 dwelling units and ground-level retail

		2017-000663OFA-02		610-660 Brannan Street						Samonsky

						second office allocation for the San Francisco Flower Mart

				November 25, 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: 20939

 

NEXT DISCRETIONARY REVIEW ACTION No: 756

                  

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



    July 8, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-013412VAR

		146 Jordan Avenue

		Winslow

		ZA Continued to July 28, 2021

		



		

		2019-017481APL

		530 Sansome Street

		Callagy

		Continued to July 29, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2020-000788CUA

		722 Wisconsin Street

		Feeney

		Continued to August 26, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2019-020611CUA

		5114-5116 3rd Street

		Sucre

		Continued to September 23, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2019-020611VAR

		5114-5116 3rd Street

		Sucre

		ZA Continued to September 23, 2021

		



		

		2019-022661CUA

		628 Shotwell Street

		Feeney

		Continued to September 23, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		M-20937

		2021-002352CUA

		3401 California Street

		Agnihotri

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		M-20938

		2021-000726CUA

		559 Clay Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		DRA-755

		2019-013412DRP

		146 Jordan Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+4 -0 (Diamond, recused; Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 17, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 24, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		



		

		

		Residential Open Space Controls

		Sanchez

		Reviewed and Commented

		







  June 24, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2021-000726CUA

		559 Clay Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to July 8, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2018-002508DRP-04

		4250 26th Street

		Winslow

		Continued to July 15, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2019-017481SHD

		530 Sansome Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 29, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2019-017481SHD

		530 Sansome Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 29, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2019-017481DNX

		530 Sansome Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 29, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2019-017481CUA

		530 Sansome Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 29, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2019-017481OFA

		530 Sansome Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 29, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2019-017481VAR

		530 Sansome Street

		Foster

		ZA Continued to July 29, 2021

		



		

		2016-013012CUA

		478-484 Haight Street

		May

		Continued to September 2, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2021-004810CRV

		Commission Rules And Regulations

		

		Continued to July 15, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833ENV

		469 Stevenson Street Project

		Delumo

		Continued to July 22, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833ENV

		469 Stevenson Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 22, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833DNX

		469 Stevenson Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 22, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833CUA

		469 Stevenson Street

		Foster

		Continued to July 22, 2021

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 10, 2021 – Closed Session

		

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 10, 2021 – Regular

		

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Fung, Chan absent)



		M-20935

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street and 532 Jones Street

		Grob

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Increase the number of larger group housing units, wherever feasible;

2. Provide balconies to maximum projection on all sides except O’Farrell Street;

3. Continue working with Staff to increase the number of bicycle parking spaces, up to 200;

4. Convert the ground-floor retail space to group housing units; and 

5. Work with Staff to analyze the feasibility of converting the basement to additional group housing units.

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



		M-20936

		2020-001973CUA

		1737 Post Street, Suite 367

		Young

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Sponsor to meet/work with the Japantown Taskforce; and 

2. Update memo.

		+5 -1 (Moore against; Chan absent)







  June 17, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-017481APL

		530 Sansome Street

		Callagy

		Continued to July 8, 2021

		+3 -2 (Diamond, Fung against; Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2019-020611CUA

		5114-5116 3rd Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to July 8, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2019-020611VAR

		5114-5116 3rd Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to July 8, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2019-013412DRP

		146 Jordan Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to July 8, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2019-013412VAR

		146 Jordan Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to July 8, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2021-001791PCA

		Review Of Large Residence Developments

		Merlone

		Continued to July 22, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2015-009955CUA

		1525 Pine Street

		Asbagh

		Continued to July 22, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2020-009481CUA

		4034 20th Street

		Horn

		Continued to August 26, 2021

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2019-014071DRP

		2269 Francisco Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for June 3, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)



		

		2021-000947PRJ

		555-585 Bryant Street

		Liang

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20934

		2019-023105AHB

		2800 Geary Boulevard

		Dito

		Approved the Geary Bl. driveway access variant, with no bulb-out, with Conditions as amended to include the Sponsor pursue appropriate traffic calming measures to mitigate any disruption to the Geary BRT and senior housing facility.

		+5 -0 (Koppel, Chan absent)







   June 10, 2021 Closed Session Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Adopted a Motion to to Assert the Attorney-Client Privilege

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		

		Closed Session discussion

		Ionin

		Adopted a Motion to to not disclose

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)







   June 10, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street and 532 Jones Street

		Grob

		Continued to June 24, 2021

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833ENV

		469 Stevenson Street Project

		Delumo

		Continued to June 24, 2021

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833ENV

		469 Stevenson Street

		Foster

		Continued to June 24, 2021

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833DNX

		469 Stevenson Street

		Foster

		Continued to June 24, 2021

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		2017-014833CUA

		469 Stevenson Street

		Foster

		Continued to June 24, 2021

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		2020-011319DRP

		655 Powell Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2021-004810CRV

		Commission Rules and Regulations

		Ionin

		Continued to June 24, 2021

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 27, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		

		

		State Density Bonus Law

		Conner

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2020-009640OTH

		Centering Planning on Racial and Social Equity

		Flores

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20932

		2019-017761CUA

		4234 24th Street

		Hicks

		Approved with 

Conditions as modified, replacing the roof penthouse with a roof hatch.

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)



		M-20933

		2020-007152CUA

		5801 Mission Street

		Balba

		After a Motion to Disapprove failed +2 -4 (Diamond, Imperial, Moore, Koppel against); Approved with Condtions

		+4 -2 (Tanner, Fung against; Chan absent)



		DRA-754

		2020-009332DRP

		311 Jersey Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+6 -0 (Chan absent)







  June 3, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-006578DRP

		2455 Harrison Street

		Westhoff

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 20, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20926

		2020-006112PCA

		Massage Establishment Zoning Controls [BF 210381]

		Flores

		Approved with Staff Modifications

		+7 -0



		

		2018-013637CWP

		Islais Creek Southeast Mobility and Adaptation Strategy

		Fisher/ Barata

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20927

		2021-000444CUA

		135 Post Street

		Guy

		Approved with Amendments read into the record by Staff

		+7 -0



		M-20928

		2021-000444OFA

		135 Post Street

		Guy

		Approved with Amendments read into the record by Staff

		+7 -0



		M-20929

		2020-011603CUA

		2424 Polk Street

		Feeney

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Applicant to apply for a passenger loading (white) zone;

2. Doors adjacent to the vaping lounge be alarmed; and

3. Windows adjacent to the vaping lounge be inoperative or remain closed during operation.

		+5 -2 (Fung, Moore against)



		M-20930

		2020-003223CUA

		249 Texas Street

		Westhoff

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]M-20931

		2019-006578SHD

		2455 Harrison Street

		Westhoff

		Adopted Shadow Findings

		+7 -0







   May 27, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-009481CUA

		4034 20th Street

		Horn

		Continued to June 17, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2021-001698CUA

		340 Fell Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to September 2, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-008058DRP

		1950 Franklin Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		CPC Rules&Regs

		Ionin

		Continued to June 10, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20923

		2021-003760CUA

		4374 Mission Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 13, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		DRA-753

		2019-017985DRP-05

		25 Toledo Way

		Winslow

		No DR Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		M-20924

		2019-012888CUA

		3129-3141 Clement Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Outdoor seating to end at 8:00 pm and outdoor noise to end at 10 pm;

2. No outdoor TV’s; and

3. Sound from the Karaoke Bar to be fully contained within the establishment and no noise to bleed outside.

		+7 -0



		M-20925

		2021-000603CUA

		5 Leland Avenue

		Christensen

		Disapproved, citing:

1. Overconcentration and saturation in the immediate vicinity;

2. Limited number of storefronts; and 

3. CU criteria not being met.

		+4 -3 (Tanner, Diamond, Koppel against)







   May 20, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-022661CUA

		628 Shotweel Street

		Feeney

		Continued to July 8, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for May 6, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20922

		2020-007074CUA

		159 Laidley Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2020-007734DRP-03

		3441 Washington Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		DRA-750

		2019-019822DRP

		4079 Cesar Chavez

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		DRA-751

		2019-019373DRP

		217 Hugo Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		DRA-752

		2019-016244DRP

		239 Broad Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0







   May 13, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2021-000603CUA

		5 Leland Avenue

		Christensen

		Continued to May 27, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-003223CUA

		249 Texas Street

		Westhoff

		Continued to June 3, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-019373DRP

		217 Hugo Street

		Winslow

		Continued to May 20, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-007734DRP-03

		3441 Washington Street

		Winslow

		Continued to May 20, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20914

		2020-008474CUA

		3519 California Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20915

		2019-021247CUA

		1537 Mission Street

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 29, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		O Guttenburg Street

		Pantoja

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20916

		2021-002990PCA

		Temporary Closure of Liquor Stores in Polk Street Neighborhood Commercial District[BF 210287]

		Merlone

		Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		R-20917

		2021-003184PCAMAP

		2500-2530 18th Street Affordable Housing Special Use District [BF 210182]

		Flores

		Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		

		2019-021884CWPENV

		Potrero Yard Modernization Project

		Snyder

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20918

		2018-011249CUA-02

		1567 California Street

		Perry

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20919

		2020-003042AHB

		4712-4720 3rd Street

		Feeney

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20920

		2014.1058CUA

		6424 3rd Street/188 Key Avenue

		Jardines

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2014.1058VAR

		6424 3rd Street/188 Key Avenue

		Jardines

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20921

		2020-000886CUA

		575 Vermont Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include: 

1. A patio for the ADU at grade for the full width of the unit at least ten feet deep;

2. Sponsor continue working with Staff and adjacent neighbors on the north facing fenestration of the top two floors; and 

3. The modifications be submitted to the CPC in the form of an update memo. 

		+7 -0







   May 6, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-019373DRP

		217 Hugo Street

		Winslow

		Continued to May 13, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20908

		2021-000186CUA

		2675 Geary Boulevard

		May

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 22, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20909

		2015-009955ENV

		1525 Pine Street

		Li

		Upheld

		+5 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		

		2015-009955CUA

		1525 Pine Street

		Asbagh

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to June 17, 2021 with direction to explore a project that provides more light and air to the adjacent tenants.

		+5 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		M-20910

		2019-020740CUA

		468 Turk Street

		Asbagh

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include the minimum kitchen appliances as listed by the Project Sponsor.

		+7 -0



		M-20911

		2021-001979CUA

		141 Leland Avenue

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20912

		2021-002277CUA

		220 Dolores Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2021-002277VAR

		220 Dolores Street

		Horn

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-20913

		2021-002736CUA

		129 Hyde Street

		Horn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2021-002736VAR

		129 Hyde Street

		Horn

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		DRA-749

		2013.0846DRP

		140-142 Jasper Place

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved with a Finding recognizing the rent-controlled status of the building.

		+5 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)







   April 29, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2014.1058CUA

		6424 3rd Street/188 Key Avenue

		Jardines

		Continued to May 13, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2014.1058VAR

		6424 3rd Street/188 Key Avenue

		Jardines

		Continued to May 13, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-019822DRP

		4079 Cesar Chavez Street

		Winslow

		Continued to May 20, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2016-012135CUA

		2214 Cayuga Avenue and 3101 Alemany Boulevard

		Pantoja

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2013.0846DRP

		140-142 Jasper Place

		Winslow

		Continued to May 6, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-023105AHB

		2800 Geary Boulevard

		Dito

		Continued to June 17, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-011249CUA-02

		1567 California Street

		Perry

		Continued to May 13, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20899

		2021-000485CUA

		3910 24th Street

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-748

		2021-000389DRP

		366-368 Collingwood Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 15, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20900

		2016-016100ENV

		SFPUC Southern Skyline Boulevard Ridge Trail Extension Project

		Johnston

		Certified

		+7 -0



		M-20901

		2020-005255SHD_

2020-006576SHD	

		474 Bryant Street and 77 Stillman Street

		Liang

		Adopted Findings

		+7 -0



		M-20902

		2020-005255ENX

		474 Bryant Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20903

		2020-005255OFA

		474 Bryant Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20904

		2020-006576ENX

		77 Stillman Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20905

		2020-006576OFA

		77 Stillman Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20906

		2020-006045CUA

		292 Eureka Street

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2020-006045VAR

		292 Eureka Street

		Cisneros

		After hearing and closing public comment; ZA indicated an intent to Grant

		+7 -0



		M-20907

		2020-009424CUA

		231-235 Wilde Avenue

		Wu

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0







   April 22, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-022661CUA

		628 Shotwell Street

		Feeney

		Continued to May 20, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-003042AHB

		4712-4720 3rd Street

		Feeney

		Continued to May 13, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20894

		2018-007267OFA-02

		865 Market Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2018-004047CWP-02

		Housing Inventory Report, Housing Balance Report, and update on Monitoring Reports

		Littlefield

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-016230CWP

		Housing Element 2022 Update

		Haddadan

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2021-003010PRJ

		Transitioning The Shared Spaces To A Permanent City Program

		Abad

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20895

		2021-002933PCA

		Simplify Restrictions On Small Businesses [Board File No. 210285]

		Nickolopoulos

		Approved with Staff Modifications and eliminating the provision related to ADU’s in Chinatown.

		+4 -3 (Chan, Imperial, Moore against)



		

		2019-006114PRJ

		300 5th Street

		Christensen

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20896

		2013.0614ENX-02

		600 South Van Ness

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20897

		2020-010729CUA

		1215 29th Avenue

		Page

		Disapproved

		+7 -0



		M-20898

		2020-009148CUA

		353 Divisadero Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-746

		2020-006525DRP

		1990 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+7 -0



		DRA-747

		2020-002333DRP

		2814 Clay Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+7 -0







   April 15, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-019822DRP

		4079 Cesar Chavez Street

		Winslow

		Continued to April 29, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-008474CUA

		3519 California Street

		Young

		Continued to May 13, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-003223CUA

		249 Texas Street

		Westhoff

		Continued to May 13, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-011249CUA-02

		1567 California Street

		Perry

		Continued to April 29, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20888

		2020-011809CUA

		300 West Portal Avenue

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20889

		2020-009545CUA

		2084 Chestnut Street

		Gunther

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 25, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for April 1, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street and 532 Jones Street

		Grob

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to June 10, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-020740CUA

		468 Turk Street

		Asbagh

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to May 6, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20890

		2020-007798CUA

		48 Stockton Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20891

		2020-007798OFA

		48 Stockton Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20892

		2019-023090CUA

		1428-1434 Irving Street

		Young

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include no use of rear yard open space for/by patients.

		+7 -0



		DRA-745

		2020-001578DRP-02

		17 Reed Street

		Winslow

		No DR, Approved as Modified

		+7 -0



		M-20893

		2020-008507CUA

		2119 Castro Street

		Balba

		After being pulled off of Consent; Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0







   April 1, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-003223CUA

		249 Texas Street

		Westhoff

		Continued to April 15, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street and 532 Jones Street

		Grob

		Continued to April 15, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2013.0614ENX-02

		600 South Van Ness

		Christensen

		Continued to April 22, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2016-000302DRP

		460 Vallejo Street

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		M-20881

		2020-006303CUA

		2201 Powell Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Diamond recused)



		M-20882

		2020-011265CUA

		1550 Wallace Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20883

		2018-013692CUA

		2285 Jerrold Avenue

		Feeney

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 18, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20884

		2021-000342CUA

		403 28th Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -2 (Imperial, Moore against)



		M-20885

		2020-007565CUA

		1336 Chestnut Street

		May

		Approved with Conditions as amended such that the roof deck railing be pulled in three-feet and the privacy planters placed outbound of the railing.

		+7 -0



		M-20886

		2017-011827CUA

		26 Hamilton Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20887

		2019-017356CUA

		1861 Union Street

		Feeney

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-744

		2019-015785DRP

		2375 Funston Avenue

		Winslow

		Took DR, Approved with Staff modifications and conditioned no roof deck and transom windows on the north side.

		+7 -0







   March 25, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-002333DRP

		2814 Clay Street

		Winslow

		Continued to April 22, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-006303CUA

		2201 Powell Street

		Weissglass

		Continued to April 1, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-020740CUA

		468 Turk Street

		Asbagh

		Continued to April 15, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-006578SHD

		2455 Harrison Street

		Westhoff

		Continued to June 3, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 11, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20877

		2021-001410CRV

		42 Otis Street

		Jardines

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20878

		2018-001088CUA

		4211 26th Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20879

		2020-007383CUA

		666 Hamilton Street

		Weissglass

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20880

		2020-006747CUA

		3109 Fillmore Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -1 (Fung against)



		DRA-742

		2020-010532DRP

		1801 Mission Street

		Sucre

		Took DR and Approved; adding conditions directing the Sponsor to conduct community outreach related to:

1. Multi-lingual menus;

2. Local hire employment opportunites (acknowledging previous employees will have first-right-of-refusal); and

3. Cultural art and other interior amenities.

		+6 -0 (Koppel absent)



		DRA-743

		2020-001414DRP

		308 Duncan Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and denied the BPA.

		+5 -1 (Tanner against; Koppel absent)







   March 18, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-017356CUA

		1861 Union Street

		Feeney

		Continued to April 1, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-022661CUA

		628 Shotwell Street

		Feeney

		Continued to April 22, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-003042AHB

		4712 3rd Street

		Feeney

		Continued to April 22, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2015-009955ENV

		1525 Pine Street

		Li

		Continued to May 6, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2015-009955CUA

		1525 Pine Street

		Updegrave

		Continued to May 6, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20876

		2012.0506CUA-02

		950 Gough Street

		Gunther

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 4, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2021-000342CUA

		403 28th Street

		Hoagland

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 1, 2021 with direction to add a second unit.

		+7 -0



		DRA-741

		2019-017673DRP

		46 Racine Lane

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with the condition that the roof deck be pulled in five feet from all sides.

		+7 -0



		

		2018-001088CUA

		4211 26th Street

		Pantoja

		Continued to March 25, 2021

		+7 -0







   March 11, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street and 532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Continued to April 1, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-014461CUA

		1324-1326 Powell Street

		Updegrave

		Continued Indefinitely 

		+7 -0



		M-20870

		2020-005471CUA

		3741 Buchanan Street

		Botn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-738

		2019-000969DRP-02

		4822 19th Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with modifications

		+7 -0



		

		2019-000969VAR

		4822 19th Street

		Pantoja

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 25, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20871

		2021-001805CRV

		Amendments to the TDM Program Standards

		Perry

		Adopted 

		+7 -0



		M-20872

		2018-016721CUA

		0 Guttenberg Street

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include a memo with detailed plans related to landscaping, increased permeability and lighting be submitted to the CPC within two weeks.

		+7 -0



		

		2018-016721VAR

		0 Guttenberg Street

		Pantoja

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		M-20873

		2020-008651CUA

		801 38th Avenue

		Gunther

		Approved with Conditions as proposed, with no requirement for a second dwelling unit.

		+4 -3 (Chan, Imperial, Moore against)



		M-20874

		2020-005251CUA

		1271 46th Avenue

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-20875

		2017-013728CRV

		1021 Valencia Street

		Christensen

		Adopted as amended to include the finding related to open space as read into the record by Staff.

		+7 -0



		DRA-739

		2017-013728DRP-02

		1021 Valencia Street

		Christensen

		Took DR and Approved with modifications and a condition that the roof-deck be increased to 750 sq ft and appropriate window materials as read into the record by Staff.

		+7 -0



		DRA-740

		2020-002743DRP-02

		1555 Oak Street

		Winslow

		No DR, adding a finding to recommend SFMTA extend the red zone for improved visibility.

		+7 -0







   March 4, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-003042AHB

		4712 3rd Street

		Feeney

		Continued to March 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-006525DRP

		1990 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		Continued to April 22, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2013.0846DRP

		140-142 Jasper Place

		Winslow

		Continued to April 29, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2013.0511DNX

		1125 Market Street

		Alexander

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2013.0511CUA

		1125 Market Street

		Alexander

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		M-20866

		2020-010157CUA

		1100 Van Ness Avenue

		Agnihotri

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 18, 2021 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 18, 2021 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2009.3461CWP

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

		Snyder

		Reviewed and Commented

		+7 -0



		R-20867

		2021-000317CRV

		TMASF Connects

		Kran

		Adopted a Resolution Authorizing brokerage services

		+7 -0



		M-20868

		2019-012820AHB

		4742 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include a design presentation to the CPC related to open space, roof deck, railings and perimeter wall treatment.

		+7 -0



		

		2020-003223CUA

		249 Texas Street

		Westhoff

		After hearing and closing public comment; Continued to April 1, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20869

		2017-015988CUA

		501 Crescent Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff

		+7 -0





 

  February 25, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.0614ENX-02

		600 South Van Ness

		Christensen

		Continued to April 1, 2021

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		

		2019-015785DRP

		2375 Funston Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to April 1, 2021

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		

		2016-012135CUA

		2214 Cayuga Avenue and 3101 Alemany Boulevard

		Pantoja

		Continued to April 29, 2021

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		

		2019-020740CUA

		468 Turk Street

		Kirby

		Continued to March 25, 2021

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		

		2007.0604X

		1145 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Continued Indefinitely

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		

		2018-006863DRP

		1263-1265 Clay Street

		Winslow

		WITHDRAWN

		



		M-20859

		2020-008305CUA

		2853 Mission Street

		Wu

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		M-20860

		2018-012222CUA

		1385 Carroll Avenue

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		R-20861

		2020-006803PCA

		Code Corrections 2020

		Sanchez

		Approved

		+5 -1 (Imperial against; Tanner absent)



		R-20862

		2021-000541PCA

		CEQA Appeals [BF 201284]

		Flores

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Tanner absent)



		M-20863

		2016-008515CUA

		1049 Market Street

		Hoagland

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20864

		2018-016808SHD

		321 Florida Street

		Christensen

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -1 (Moore against)



		M-20865

		2018-016808ENX

		321 Florida Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Incorporating changes provided by the Sponsor;

2. Pursue additional roof-top open space;

3. Explore two-bdrm units on the ground floor; and

4. Return to the CPC for final design review; 

Adding a Finding, recognizing the desire for outdoor open space, encouraging the Sponsor to pursue providing private usable outdoor open space.

		+7 -0





 

   February 18, 2021 Closed Session Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Adopted a Motion to assert Attorney-Client privilege

		+7 -0



		

		

		Closed Session discussion

		Ionin

		Announced no action and Adopted a Motion to not disclose.

		+7 -0





 

   February 18, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2013.0846DRP

		140-142 Jasper Place

		Winslow

		Continued to March 4, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-016808SHD

		321 Florida Street

		Christensen

		Continued to February 25, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-016808ENX

		321 Florida Street

		Christensen

		Continued to February 25, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-012567DRP

		36 Delano Avenue

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 28, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for February 4, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20854

		2020-011581PCA

		Chinatown Mixed-Used Districts [BF 201326]

		Flores

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20855

		2019-020938CUA

		1 Montgomery Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions as Amended by Staff; and the Commission to include a provision for a commercial/retail use under the Public Access condition.

		+6 -1 (Moore against)



		

		2021-001452PCA

		Expanded Compliance Control and Consumer Protections Where History of Significant Violations (BF 210015)

		Starr

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20856

		2018-011430CUA

		1776 Green Street

		May

		Approved with Conditinos as amended to include a min. of 15 bicycle parking spaces, of which 10 may be vertical.

		+7 -0



		

		2018-011430VAR

		1776 Green Street

		May

		ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant.

		



		M-20857

		2020-008388CUA

		235 Clement Street

		Agnihotri

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20858

		2018-014795ENX

		1560 Folsom Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions; adding a Finding, recognizing the desire for outdoor open space, encouraging the Sponsor to pursue providing private usable outdoor open space.

		+7 -0



		

		2017-013728CRV

		1021 Valencia Street

		Christensen

		Continued to March 11, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2017-013728DRP-02

		1021 Valencia Street

		Winslow

		Continued to March 11, 2021

		+7 -0



		DRA-737

		2019-021383DRP-02

		1615-1617 Mason Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+7 -0





 

   February 4, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-003223CUA

		249 Texas Street

		Westhoff

		Continued to March 4, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-021010CUA

		717 California Street

		Foster

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street and 532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Continued to March 11, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-014795ENX

		1560 Folsom Street

		Christensen

		Continued to February 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20850

		2020-007346CUA

		2284-2286 Union Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 21, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-20851

		2020-010430CRV

		FY 2021-2023 Proposed Department Budget

		Landis

		

Approved

		+7 -0



		

		2017-015181CUA

		412 Broadway

		Perry

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		DRA-735

		2020-001229DRP

		73 Fountain Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved with Modifications

		+7 -0



		M-20852

		2020-001286CUA

		576 27th Avenue

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions as amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		M-20853

		2019-020049CUA

		1131 Polk Street

		Guy

		Approved with Conditions as amended, omitting references to “locally owned businesses.”

		+7 -0



		DRA-736

		2018-011022DRP

		2651-2653 Octavia Street

		Winslow

		No DR

		+5 -2 (Imperial, Moore Against)





 

   January 28, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-009054PCA

		Temporary Use of HotelS and Motels for Permanent Supportive Housing [BF 201218]

		Flores

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2020-010373DRP

		330 Rutledge Street

		Winslow

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		

		2018-016808SHD

		321 Florida Street

		Christensen

		Continued to February 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-016808ENX

		321 Florida Street

		Christensen

		Continued to February 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-012567DRP

		36 Delano Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to February 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 14, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20841

		2016-013312DVA

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

		Foster

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-20842

		2016-013312PCAMAP

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

		Foster

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-20843

		2016-013312DNX-02

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

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20844

		2016-013312CUA-02

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

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20845

		2016-013312OFA-02

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

		Foster

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20846

		2015-009163CUA

		77 Geary Street

		Guy

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -1 (Imperial Against)



		M-20847

		2020-006234CUA

		653-656 Fell Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20848

		2020-007075CUA

		2166 Market Street

		Campbell

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20849

		2019-015984CUA

		590 2nd Avenue

		Lindsay

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-734

		2018-017283DRP

		476 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		No DR 

		+4 -3 (Tanner, Imperial, Moore Against)





 

   January 21, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2020-002743DRP

		1555 Oak Street

		Winslow

		Continued to March 11, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2020-010342DRP

		3543 Pierce Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2019-021369DRP

		468 Jersey Street

		Winslow

		Withdrawn

		



		

		2013.1535CUA-02

		450-474 O'Farrell Street and 532 Jones Street

		Boudreaux

		Continued to February 4, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-022661CUA

		628 Shotwell Street

		Feeney

		Continued to March 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-014795ENX

		1560 Folsom Street

		Christensen

		Continued to February 4, 2021

		+7 -0



		DRA-733

		2014.0243DRP-02

		3927-3929 19th Street

		Winslow

		Took DR and Approved as Modified

		+7 -0



		M-20835

		2020-010132CUA

		150 7th Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes For January 7, 2021

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Election Of Officers

		Ionin

		Koppel – President;

Moore – Vice

		+7 -0



		

		2020-010430CRV

		FY 2021-2023 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-20836

		2020-006803PCA

		Code Corrections 2020

		Sanchez

		Initiated and Scheduled a hearing on or after February 11, 2021.

		+7 -0



		M-20837

		2016-008743CUA

		446-448 Ralston Avenue

		Hicks

		Approved with Conditions as Amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		

		2016-008743VAR

		446-448 Ralston Avenue

		Hicks

		ZA Closed the PH and took the matter under advisement

		



		M-20838

		2018-015786CUA

		2750 Geary Boulevard

		Dito

		Approved with Conditions as Amended to include a community liaison thru construction and operation of the facility.

		+7 -0



		M-20839

		2019-018013CUA

		2027 20th Avenue

		Pantoja

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20840

		2020-006575CUA

		560 Valencia Street

		Christensen

		Approved with Conditions as Amended to include a one-year report-back update hearing with specific attention to the CBA agreement.

		+7 -0







  January 14, 2021 Regular Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-012567DRP

		36 Delano Avenue

		Winslow

		Continued to January 28, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2019-020049CUA

		1131 Polk Street

		Guy

		Continued to February 4, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2017-013728CRV

		1021 Valencia Street

		Christensen

		Continued to February 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2017-013728DRP

		1021 Valencia Street

		Winslow

		Continued to February 18, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2007.0604X

		1145 Mission Street

		Hoagland

		Continued to February 25, 2021

		+7 -0



		

		2018-017283DRP

		476 Lombard Street

		Winslow

		Continued to January 28, 2021

		+7 -0



		M-20829

		2020-009361CUA

		801 Phelps Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2020-008417CWP

		Housing Recovery

		Nelson

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-20830

		2017-004557ENV

		550 O’Farrell Street

		Mckellar

		Certified

		+7 -0



		M-20831

		2017-004557ENV

		550 O’Farrell Street

		Updegrave

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		M-20832

		2017-004557CUA

		550 O’Farrell Street

		Updegrave

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2017-004557VAR

		550 O’Farrell Street

		Updegrave

		ZA Closed the PH and Granted the requested Variances

		



		M-20833

		2018-015815AHB

		1055 Texas Street

		Liang

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-20834

		2019-006959CUA

		656 Andover Street

		Durandet

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		DRA-732

		2017-011977DRP-02

		3145-3147 Jackson Street

		Winslow

		No DR 

		+6 -1 (Moore Against)







   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: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF CITY WORKPLACE

POLICIES AND PROCEDURES
Date: Friday, July 09, 2021 1:13:35 PM
Attachments: 07.09.2021 Equal Employment Opportunity.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, July 9, 2021 at 1:10 PM
To: "Press Office, Mayor (MYR)" <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES INDEPENDENT
REVIEW OF CITY WORKPLACE POLICIES AND PROCEDURES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, July 9, 2021
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF

CITY WORKPLACE POLICIES AND PROCEDURES
Report by Professor William B. Gould IV will inform the City’s reforms of equal employment

opportunity practices to better prevent workplace discrimination
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Human Resources Director Carol Isen
today announced the release of the independent and comprehensive review by William B.
Gould IV, Charles A. Beardsley Professor of Law, Emeritus, at the Stanford Law School, of
the City’s equal employment opportunity policies and practices. Professor Gould’s review
focuses on the City’s response to employee claims of workplace bias, harassment,
discrimination, and retaliation.
 
The findings and recommendations in this report represent the first phase in the City’s effort to
reform the Department of Human Resources Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO) Division.
The goal is to restore credibility, accountability, and effectiveness to the work of the EEO
Division and create a foundation upon which greater transparency and enhanced efficiency in
the EEO processes can be built. The report will inform the City’s “Roadmap to Reform” of
EEO policies and procedures.
 
“I want to thank Professor Gould for all the work he has done to conduct this extensive
review,” said Mayor Breed. “It’s critical that we’re doing everything we can to protect our
workers from workplace discrimination and harassment and creating a welcoming

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Friday, July 9, 2021 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org 


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


SAN FRANCISCO RELEASES INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF 


CITY WORKPLACE POLICIES AND PROCEDURES  
Report by Professor William B. Gould IV will inform the City’s reforms of equal employment 


opportunity practices to better prevent workplace discrimination  


 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Human Resources Director Carol Isen 


today announced the release of the independent and comprehensive review by William B. Gould 


IV, Charles A. Beardsley Professor of Law, Emeritus, at the Stanford Law School, of the City’s 


equal employment opportunity policies and practices. Professor Gould’s review focuses on the 


City’s response to employee claims of workplace bias, harassment, discrimination, and 


retaliation. 


 


The findings and recommendations in this report represent the first phase in the City’s effort to 


reform the Department of Human Resources Equal Employment Opportunity (EEO) Division. 


The goal is to restore credibility, accountability, and effectiveness to the work of the EEO 


Division and create a foundation upon which greater transparency and enhanced efficiency in the 


EEO processes can be built. The report will inform the City’s “Roadmap to Reform” of EEO 


policies and procedures. 


 


“I want to thank Professor Gould for all the work he has done to conduct this extensive review,” 


said Mayor Breed. “It’s critical that we’re doing everything we can to protect our workers from 


workplace discrimination and harassment and creating a welcoming environment for all 


employees. With the help of Professor Gould’s findings, we’ll be able to restructure EEO and 


hiring systems to best serve our city workers.” 


 


Throughout the independent review process, Professor Gould held dozens of meetings with 


Human Resource professionals, EEO investigators, union leaders, and employee affinity groups 


and researched industry best practices. His report identified 19 findings regarding EEO policies 


and procedures and offered 57 recommendations to support EEO Division reforms.  


 


“It has been an honor to serve San Francisco in the process of its first big city “reckoning” 


undertaken in the wake of 2020’s upheavals and its re-dedication to the principles of equal 


employment opportunity,” said Professor Gould. “My hope is that my recommendations will 


provide a basis for positive steps forward in the near future.” 


 


Key findings of the review include:  


• EEO Complaint & Investigation process needs improvement. 
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• Arbitration and Civil Service Commission reforms are needed; including the appointment 


of diverse arbitrators or hearing officers with expertise in discrimination policies. 


• New training and apprenticeship initiatives aimed at the City’s incumbent workforce are 


needed.  


• Broadening the diversity, transparency, and independence of hiring and promotion panels 


will lead to greater trust and confidence in the appointment process. 


 


Key recommendations of the review include:  


• The City should overhaul its EEO investigation processes. 


• The City and its Unions should bargain to remove the provision in the City’s Memoranda 


of Understanding that requires employees to choose between filing an EEO complaint 


with DHR or filing a grievance based on the non-discrimination clauses of their 


respective collective bargaining agreements.  


• The City should allow employees to appeal EEO investigation findings to independent 


and diverse hearing officers who are experts in employment discrimination law and 


supportive of fair employment principles.  


• The City should reinvigorate efforts to create apprenticeship programs and other 


upskilling programs that will enable workers to join skilled trades and other sought-after 


jobs. 


• The City should reform its hiring and promotion procedures to reduce hiring manager 


discretion and ensure the independence of interview panels. 


 


The full report can be found here. 


 


Using information included in the review, the Department of Human Resources is developing a 


“Roadmap to Reform” for the EEO Division, scheduled for release this Fall. Mayor Breed has 


committed an additional $1.9 million in FY 2021-2022 to support the reform and revitalization 


of the EEO Division, including hiring more staff and creating and implementing a new database 


to support case management efficiency.  


 


“I am grateful for the thoughtful approach Professor Gould has taken to develop this Report”, 


said Carol Isen, Human Resources Director. “With the investments Mayor Breed has made into 


the Equal Employment Opportunities Division, the recommendations from Professor Gould’s 


Report, and the appointment of new leadership over the Division, DHR is well positioned to 


rebuild our EEO Division and restore confidence in the processes for City employees.” 


 


In June 2021, the City appointed Amalia Martinez to serve as the next director of the EEO 


Division. Prior to her appointment, Martinez served as Supervising Attorney for the Illinois 


Department of Human Rights (IDHR) Legal Division. There, she managed the legal functions of 


investigating and litigating discrimination charges, violating state law under the Illinois Human 


Rights Act. 


 



https://sfdhr.org/sites/default/files/documents/Reports/Report-SF-Independent-Reviewer-Mayor-Breed.pdf
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Martinez successfully led the effort to reform IDHR by streamlining the case intake assessment 


and investigation process, improving the case resolution rate, and reducing case backlog by 85%. 


Martinez will lead the EEO’s “Roadmap to Reform” plan, focusing on: 


 


• Rebuilding Equal Employment Opportunity systems  


• Restoring trust  


• Demonstrating transparency  


• Enhancing the efficiency of investigations 


 


“I look forward to reviewing the thoughtful recommendations from Professor Gould’s report,” 


said Amalia Martinez, Director, Equal Employment Opportunity Division. “Reforming and 


strengthening the City’s EEO policies and systems and restoring trust in the EEO operations is 


my highest priority. In the coming months we will work to release the Roadmap to Reform plan 


that will deliver proactive measures to build greater efficiency in our systems and support the 


prevention of discrimination and harassment in the workplace as well as swift and thorough 


investigations when necessary.”  


 


The Equal Employment Opportunity Division works to implement the City’s policies prohibiting 


workplace discrimination, harassment, and retaliation; and to investigate, evaluate, and help to 


resolve complaints of employment discrimination, harassment, and retaliation in violation of the 


City’s EEO Policies. 


 


The Department of Human Resources provides human resource services to approximately 60 city 


departments, with a total workforce of over 35,000 employees. 


 


About William B. Gould IV 


 


William B. Gould IV is Charles A. Beardsley Professor of Law, Emeritus, at Stanford Law 


School. A prolific scholar of labor and discrimination law, Gould has been an influential voice in 


worker–management relations for more than fifty years and served as Consultant to the U.S. 


Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (1966-1967) where he conciliated alleged unlawful 


employment practices, developed proposals for the conciliation process, and provided 


recommendations for the resolution of discrimination claims involving seniority which became 


the basis for early federal court interpretations of Title 7 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. He 


served as Chairman of the National Labor Relations Board (NLRB, 1994–98) and subsequently 


Chairman of the California Agricultural Labor Relations Board (2014-2017). Professor Gould 


has been a member of the National Academy of Arbitrators since 1970. 


 


As NLRB Chairman, he played a critical role in bringing the 1994–95 baseball strike to its 


conclusion and has arbitrated and mediated more than two hundred labor disputes, including the 


1992 and 1993 salary disputes between the Major League Baseball Players Association and the 


Major League Baseball Player Relations Committee. He served as Secretary, Labor and 


Employment Law Section, American Bar Association (1980-81) as well as Independent Monitor 


for FirstGroup America, addressing freedom-of-association complaints (2008–10). Gould also 
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served as Special Advisor to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development on project 


labor agreements (2011–12). A critically acclaimed author of ten books and more than sixty law 


review articles, Professor Gould is the recipient of five honorary doctorates for his significant 


contributions to the fields of labor law and labor relations. 
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environment for all employees. With the help of Professor Gould’s findings, we’ll be able to
restructure EEO and hiring systems to best serve our city workers.”
 
Throughout the independent review process, Professor Gould held dozens of meetings with
Human Resource professionals, EEO investigators, union leaders, and employee affinity
groups and researched industry best practices. His report identified 19 findings regarding EEO
policies and procedures and offered 57 recommendations to support EEO Division reforms.
 
“It has been an honor to serve San Francisco in the process of its first big city “reckoning”
undertaken in the wake of 2020’s upheavals and its re-dedication to the principles of equal
employment opportunity,” said Professor Gould. “My hope is that my recommendations will
provide a basis for positive steps forward in the near future.”
 
Key findings of the review include:

EEO Complaint & Investigation process needs improvement.
Arbitration and Civil Service Commission reforms are needed; including the
appointment of diverse arbitrators or hearing officers with expertise in discrimination
policies.
New training and apprenticeship initiatives aimed at the City’s incumbent workforce are
needed.
Broadening the diversity, transparency, and independence of hiring and promotion
panels will lead to greater trust and confidence in the appointment process.

 
Key recommendations of the review include:

The City should overhaul its EEO investigation processes.
The City and its Unions should bargain to remove the provision in the City’s
Memoranda of Understanding that requires employees to choose between filing an EEO
complaint with DHR or filing a grievance based on the non-discrimination clauses of
their respective collective bargaining agreements.
The City should allow employees to appeal EEO investigation findings to independent
and diverse hearing officers who are experts in employment discrimination law and
supportive of fair employment principles.
The City should reinvigorate efforts to create apprenticeship programs and other
upskilling programs that will enable workers to join skilled trades and other sought-after
jobs.
The City should reform its hiring and promotion procedures to reduce hiring manager
discretion and ensure the independence of interview panels.
 

The full report can be found here.
 
Using information included in the review, the Department of Human Resources is developing
a “Roadmap to Reform” for the EEO Division, scheduled for release this Fall. Mayor Breed
has committed an additional $1.9 million in FY 2021-2022 to support the reform and
revitalization of the EEO Division, including hiring more staff and creating and implementing
a new database to support case management efficiency.
 
“I am grateful for the thoughtful approach Professor Gould has taken to develop this Report”,
said Carol Isen, Human Resources Director. “With the investments Mayor Breed has made
into the Equal Employment Opportunities Division, the recommendations from Professor
Gould’s Report, and the appointment of new leadership over the Division, DHR is well

https://sfdhr.org/sites/default/files/documents/Reports/Report-SF-Independent-Reviewer-Mayor-Breed.pdf


positioned to rebuild our EEO Division and restore confidence in the processes for City
employees.”
 
In June 2021, the City appointed Amalia Martinez to serve as the next director of the EEO
Division. Prior to her appointment, Martinez served as Supervising Attorney for the Illinois
Department of Human Rights (IDHR) Legal Division. There, she managed the legal functions
of investigating and litigating discrimination charges, violating state law under the Illinois
Human Rights Act.
 
Martinez successfully led the effort to reform IDHR by streamlining the case intake
assessment and investigation process, improving the case resolution rate, and reducing case
backlog by 85%. Martinez will lead the EEO’s “Roadmap to Reform” plan, focusing on:
 

Rebuilding Equal Employment Opportunity systems
Restoring trust
Demonstrating transparency
Enhancing the efficiency of investigations

 
“I look forward to reviewing the thoughtful recommendations from Professor Gould’s report,”
said Amalia Martinez, Director, Equal Employment Opportunity Division. “Reforming and
strengthening the City’s EEO policies and systems and restoring trust in the EEO operations is
my highest priority. In the coming months we will work to release the Roadmap to Reform
plan that will deliver proactive measures to build greater efficiency in our systems and support
the prevention of discrimination and harassment in the workplace as well as swift and
thorough investigations when necessary.”
 
The Equal Employment Opportunity Division works to implement the City’s policies
prohibiting workplace discrimination, harassment, and retaliation; and to investigate, evaluate,
and help to resolve complaints of employment discrimination, harassment, and retaliation in
violation of the City’s EEO Policies.
 
The Department of Human Resources provides human resource services to approximately 60
city departments, with a total workforce of over 35,000 employees.
 
About William B. Gould IV
 
William B. Gould IV is Charles A. Beardsley Professor of Law, Emeritus, at Stanford Law
School. A prolific scholar of labor and discrimination law, Gould has been an influential voice
in worker–management relations for more than fifty years and served as Consultant to the U.S.
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (1966-1967) where he conciliated alleged
unlawful employment practices, developed proposals for the conciliation process, and
provided recommendations for the resolution of discrimination claims involving seniority
which became the basis for early federal court interpretations of Title 7 of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964. He served as Chairman of the National Labor Relations Board (NLRB, 1994–98) and
subsequently Chairman of the California Agricultural Labor Relations Board (2014-2017).
Professor Gould has been a member of the National Academy of Arbitrators since 1970.
 
As NLRB Chairman, he played a critical role in bringing the 1994–95 baseball strike to its
conclusion and has arbitrated and mediated more than two hundred labor disputes, including
the 1992 and 1993 salary disputes between the Major League Baseball Players Association



and the Major League Baseball Player Relations Committee. He served as Secretary, Labor
and Employment Law Section, American Bar Association (1980-81) as well as Independent
Monitor for FirstGroup America, addressing freedom-of-association complaints (2008–10).
Gould also served as Special Advisor to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development on project labor agreements (2011–12). A critically acclaimed author of ten
books and more than sixty law review articles, Professor Gould is the recipient of five
honorary doctorates for his significant contributions to the fields of labor law and labor
relations.
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: ADA reasonable accommodation Request for 7/8/21 1pm meeting
Date: Friday, July 09, 2021 8:32:34 AM

Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Zach <zkarnazes@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 08, 2021 1:06 PM
To: SooHoo, Candace (CPC) <candace.soohoo@sfgov.org>; MOD, (ADM) <mod@sfgov.org>; Bohn, Nicole (ADM) <nicole.bohn@sfgov.org>; Hillis, Rich (CPC) <rich.hillis@sfgov.org>; Imperial, Theresa (CPC) <theresa.imperial@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC)
<kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; Tanner, Rachael (CPC) <rachael.tanner@sfgov.org>; Chan, Deland (CPC) <deland.chan@sfgov.org>; Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>; Cityattorney <Cityattorney@sfcityatty.org>; CPC-Commissions Secretary
<commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Re: ADA reasonable accommodation Request for 7/8/21 1pm meeting

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

Hi, the 10 digit passcode is not working with my phone, and is extremely hard to use for people with disabilities. Is there another number I could call to attend this meeting? I'm not able to get through. I've tried 4 times.

-Zach

On 7/8/21, Zach <zkarnazes@gmail.com> wrote:
> Dear SF planning commission, Mayor's office on disability, and city
> attorney:
>
> I requested a reasonable disability accommodation to attend the public
> meeting today which starts in a couple of hours. I've not received any
> reply from the ADA coordinator or from the Mayor's office on
> disability.
>
> I would greatly appreciate a reply to at least let me know if this
> disability accommodation is to be denied (with the reason) because I
> cannot attend the items for this meeting without it.
>
> A copy of the request is below.
>
> Thank you,
> -Zach K.
>
> On 7/7/21, Zach <zkarnazes@gmail.com> wrote:
>> Dear Candace SooHoo (ADA coordinator for SF Planning Commission), In
>> the mayor's office on disability:
>>
>> I'm writing this message to make a reasonable disability
>> accommodation request for the 7/8/21 1pm planning commission meeting.
>>
>> I request that item 12 (12. 2019-022661CUA) and general public
>> comment (item E) be moved to the front of the agenda after general
>> housekeeping items. I suffer from severe chronic pain and other
>> disabilities that limit my participation in government meetings that
>> require focus and attention for a very long itme.  This simple
>> accommodation would make it possible for me to participate in public
>> comment and give me equal access to the meeting.
>>
>> Please let me know if this accommodation request is to be denied and
>> the reason for the denial. I'm including the mayor's office on
>> disability here as well, who can assist with these accommodation
>> requests.
>>
>> Thank you very much for your time and attention to this important
>> accessibility matter,
>> --
>> – Zach Karnazes
>> Disability Advocate | Journalist | Artist
>>
>> *Please note: ** While technology has improved a lot, computer
>> accessibility aids are not a magic bullet for all chronic pain and
>> disability needs.  *Using the computer hurts for me, always.
>>   My replies can take a while sometimes, depending on my pain levels
>> and functional use of my hands. I appreciate your patience! Feel free
>> to follow up with me if you don't get a reply.
>>   My aids may leave typos in my message(s).  Please let me know in
>> your response if any part of my email needs clarifying or is confusing.
>>   To help with confusion and disability, I ask that you please
>> respond including the numbering system provided, if any is used.
>>
>> *CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any
>> attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s) and may contain
>> confidential and/or privileged information and may be legally
>> protected from disclosure.*
>>
>
>
> --
> – Zach Karnazes
> Disability Advocate | Journalist | Artist
> https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://zkarnazes.wixsite.com/access/__
> _.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo3NWFmODNiOWIyMzFjOTRhYjc0ZTUzMDQzYzI2MTcwYjo0OmI0
> YWU6ZTc2MTRmYTM2Njc1MjZkM2RkNzhlMWE4NTQzODFkMjYwYzdlMDljM2JjMTZhMGJhZj
> YyZjI3ODZmZjE0YzYyNA
>
> *Please note: ** While technology has improved a lot, computer
> accessibility aids are not a magic bullet for all chronic pain and
> disability needs.  *Using the computer hurts for me, always.
>   My replies can take a while sometimes, depending on my pain levels
> and functional use of my hands. I appreciate your patience! Feel free
> to follow up with me if you don't get a reply.
>   My aids may leave typos in my message(s).  Please let me know in
> your response if any part of my email needs clarifying or is confusing.
>   To help with confusion and disability, I ask that you please respond
> including the numbering system provided, if any is used.
>
> *CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any
> attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s) and may contain
> confidential and/or privileged information and may be legally
> protected from disclosure.*
>

--
– Zach Karnazes
Disability Advocate | Journalist | Artist
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://zkarnazes.wixsite.com/access/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo3NWFmODNiOWIyMzFjOTRhYjc0ZTUzMDQzYzI2MTcwYjo0OjFhYWU6OWFhYjdmYjEyYWZmN2ZlYTk1MTBjMDQ2NWIyYTUxNmRjOWUyMTk1MWU0NTVmNzM3NGM0YWQ2MGVhOGE3N2FkNA

*Please note: ** While technology has improved a lot, computer accessibility aids are not a magic bullet for all chronic pain and disability needs.  *Using the computer hurts for me, always.
  My replies can take a while sometimes, depending on my pain levels and functional use of my hands. I appreciate your patience! Feel free to follow up with me if you don't get a reply.
  My aids may leave typos in my message(s).  Please let me know in your response if any part of my email needs clarifying or is confusing.
  To help with confusion and disability, I ask that you please respond including the numbering system provided, if any is used.

*CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure.*

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://zkarnazes.wixsite.com/access/__
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://zkarnazes.wixsite.com/access/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo3NWFmODNiOWIyMzFjOTRhYjc0ZTUzMDQzYzI2MTcwYjo0OjFhYWU6OWFhYjdmYjEyYWZmN2ZlYTk1MTBjMDQ2NWIyYTUxNmRjOWUyMTk1MWU0NTVmNzM3NGM0YWQ2MGVhOGE3N2FkNA


From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: ADA reasonable accommodation Request for 7/8/21 1pm meeting
Date: Friday, July 09, 2021 8:32:22 AM

Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7600 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 
Expanded in-person services at the Permit Center at 49 South Van Ness Avenue are available. Most other San Francisco Planning functions are being conducted 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. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Zach <zkarnazes@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 08, 2021 1:02 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: ADA reasonable accommodation Request for 7/8/21 1pm meeting

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Zach <zkarnazes@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, 8 Jul 2021 11:39:56 -0700
Subject: Re: ADA reasonable accommodation Request for 7/8/21 1pm meeting
To: candace.soohoo@sfgov.org, "MOD, (ADM)" <mod@sfgov.org>, "Bohn, Nicole (ADM)" <nicole.bohn@sfgov.org>, rich.hillis@sfgov.org, theresa.imperial@sfgov.org, joel.koppel@sfgov.org, kathrin.moore@sfgov.org, Rachael.Tanner@sfgov.org, deland.chan@sfgov.org, frank.fung@sfgov.org,
sue.diamond@sfgov.org, cityattorney <cityattorney@sfcityatty.org>

Dear SF planning commission, Mayor's office on disability, and city attorney:

I requested a reasonable disability accommodation to attend the public meeting today which starts in a couple of hours. I've not received any reply from the ADA coordinator or from the Mayor's office on disability.

I would greatly appreciate a reply to at least let me know if this disability accommodation is to be denied (with the reason) because I cannot attend the items for this meeting without it.

A copy of the request is below.

Thank you,
-Zach K.

On 7/7/21, Zach <zkarnazes@gmail.com> wrote:
> Dear Candace SooHoo (ADA coordinator for SF Planning Commission), In
> the mayor's office on disability:
>
> I'm writing this message to make a reasonable disability accommodation
> request for the 7/8/21 1pm planning commission meeting.
>
> I request that item 12 (12. 2019-022661CUA) and general public comment
> (item E) be moved to the front of the agenda after general
> housekeeping items. I suffer from severe chronic pain and other
> disabilities that limit my participation in government meetings that
> require focus and attention for a very long itme.  This simple
> accommodation would make it possible for me to participate in public
> comment and give me equal access to the meeting.
>
> Please let me know if this accommodation request is to be denied and
> the reason for the denial. I'm including the mayor's office on
> disability here as well, who can assist with these accommodation
> requests.
>
> Thank you very much for your time and attention to this important
> accessibility matter,
> --
> – Zach Karnazes
> Disability Advocate | Journalist | Artist
>
> *Please note: ** While technology has improved a lot, computer
> accessibility aids are not a magic bullet for all chronic pain and
> disability needs.  *Using the computer hurts for me, always.
>   My replies can take a while sometimes, depending on my pain levels
> and functional use of my hands. I appreciate your patience! Feel free
> to follow up with me if you don't get a reply.
>   My aids may leave typos in my message(s).  Please let me know in
> your response if any part of my email needs clarifying or is confusing.
>   To help with confusion and disability, I ask that you please respond
> including the numbering system provided, if any is used.
>
> *CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any
> attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s) and may contain
> confidential and/or privileged information and may be legally
> protected from disclosure.*
>

--
– Zach Karnazes
Disability Advocate | Journalist | Artist
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://zkarnazes.wixsite.com/access/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzowYjAwNDI0NzZlNWRmZDU5YTE3MWUxNzVjZmI3NjY1Zjo0OmJhMDQ6MzIzYTE1MDRhNWI5NzY2MDc3NTc4MjlkZDlkOTQwMjVjMGFmODRmZWI2ZGMxMjEzN2VlYjIzY2M2MzZmNmEwNQ

*Please note: ** While technology has improved a lot, computer accessibility aids are not a magic bullet for all chronic pain and disability needs.  *Using the computer hurts for me, always.
  My replies can take a while sometimes, depending on my pain levels and functional use of my hands. I appreciate your patience! Feel free to follow up with me if you don't get a reply.
  My aids may leave typos in my message(s).  Please let me know in your response if any part of my email needs clarifying or is confusing.
  To help with confusion and disability, I ask that you please respond including the numbering system provided, if any is used.

*CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure.*

--
– Zach Karnazes
Disability Advocate | Journalist | Artist
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://zkarnazes.wixsite.com/access/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzowYjAwNDI0NzZlNWRmZDU5YTE3MWUxNzVjZmI3NjY1Zjo0OmFlN2I6YzU3MzQyOGMxYTkwMDAzZTYyMzdiY2I5NDNkMzZiZGU5ZTY3YWYwMTNhODk1YTI3N2JhYWIzZDg0YmEzNWIxNA

*Please note: ** While technology has improved a lot, computer accessibility aids are not a magic bullet for all chronic pain and disability needs.  *Using the computer hurts for me, always.
  My replies can take a while sometimes, depending on my pain levels and functional use of my hands. I appreciate your patience! Feel free to follow up with me if you don't get a reply.
  My aids may leave typos in my message(s).  Please let me know in your response if any part of my email needs clarifying or is confusing.
  To help with confusion and disability, I ask that you please respond including the numbering system provided, if any is used.

*CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The contents of this email message and any attachments are intended solely for the addressee(s) and may contain confidential and/or privileged information and may be legally protected from disclosure.*
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mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://zkarnazes.wixsite.com/access/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzowYjAwNDI0NzZlNWRmZDU5YTE3MWUxNzVjZmI3NjY1Zjo0OmJhMDQ6MzIzYTE1MDRhNWI5NzY2MDc3NTc4MjlkZDlkOTQwMjVjMGFmODRmZWI2ZGMxMjEzN2VlYjIzY2M2MzZmNmEwNQ
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: DEFINITELY support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Friday, July 09, 2021 8:29:57 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: Paul Foppe <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: "hugfoppe@gmail.com" <hugfoppe@gmail.com>
Date: Thursday, July 8, 2021 at 5:21 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: DEFINITELY support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing to express my fantastic support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new
homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley,
Diamond Heights and Glen Park).

For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could
happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights, or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards
housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage,
displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add
their fair share of new homes.

Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful,
well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:

1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in
front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an
easy walk or bike ride away.

2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.

3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:Gabriela.Pantoja@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/


$2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.

Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit
headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be
used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing
and providing services to Latinx working families.

4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three
bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design
guidelines.

5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in
with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.

6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of
SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.

For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help
your district become a place where more residents can call home. THANK YOU SO MUCH!

Paul Foppe 
hugfoppe@gmail.com 
2935 Judah St 
San Francisco, California 94122

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Friday, July 09, 2021 8:29:38 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: Aaron Beitch <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: "aaron.beitch@gmail.com" <aaron.beitch@gmail.com>
Date: Thursday, July 8, 2021 at 8:08 PM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new
homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley,
Diamond Heights and Glen Park).

For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could
happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards
housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage,
displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add
their fair share of new homes.

Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful,
well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:

1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in
front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an
easy walk or bike ride away.

2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.

3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:Gabriela.Pantoja@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/


$2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.

Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit
headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be
used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing
and providing services to Latinx working families.

4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three
bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design
guidelines.

5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in
with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.

6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of
SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.

For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help
your district become a place where more residents can call home.

Aaron Beitch 
aaron.beitch@gmail.com 
1480 Larkin St #3 
San Francisco, California 94109

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Pantoja, Gabriela (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
Date: Friday, July 09, 2021 8:29:28 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: Timothy Green <info@email.actionnetwork.org>
Reply-To: "tpgreen3@gmail.com" <tpgreen3@gmail.com>
Date: Friday, July 9, 2021 at 8:09 AM
To: "Ionin, Jonas (CPC)" <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support new homes at 1900 Diamond Street
 

 

Mr. Jonas Ionin,

I’m writing to express my strong support for an exciting project that would bring 24 new
homes to a vacant lot located at 1900 Diamond Street (at the intersection of Noe Valley,
Diamond Heights and Glen Park).

For the first time in over 40 years, a housing proposal with more than 20 homes could
happen in Noe Valley, Diamond Heights or Glen Park. This marks a great step towards
housing equity in San Francisco and will help to alleviate our city's housing shortage,
displacement, and affordability crises. It's long past time for District 8 neighborhoods to add
their fair share of new homes.

Moreover, these proposed new homes at 1900 Diamond Street are exceedingly thoughtful,
well-designed, and well-located. Their many highlights include:

1. Close proximity to public transit: Two major SFMTA bus lines, 35 and 52, stop directly in
front of the new homes. The site is also only ¾ mile from the Glen Park BART Station, an
easy walk or bike ride away.

2. Economical land use: A steep, undeveloped hillside will be transformed into 24 homes.

3. Affordable housing: 11 affordable homes will be created (31% of all new homes) with the

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:Gabriela.Pantoja@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/


$2.8M in affordable housing fees being paid to the Mayor’s Office of Housing.

Moreover, the land is being sold by the Cesar Chavez Foundation, a 45-year old non-profit
headed by Cesar’s son, Paul Chavez. The proceeds from the sale of 1900 Diamond will be
used by the Cesar Chavez Foundation to further its mission of building affordable housing
and providing services to Latinx working families.

4. Family housing: These homes are designed for families. All townhomes have three
bedrooms, and the home layouts were informed by Emeryville’s family housing design
guidelines.

5. Neighborhood cohesiveness - These homes have been thoughtfully designed to blend in
with Diamond Height's mid-century aesthetic through stacked townhomes.

6. Open space - The area surrounding these homes is one of the most park-rich in all of
SF, with five parks, playgrounds, and open spaces located within blocks.

For all these and many other reasons, I urge you to support these new homes and help
your district become a place where more residents can call home.

Timothy Green 
tpgreen3@gmail.com

San Francisco, California 94110

 


