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BACKGROUND 
 

The current California legislative session includes a large number of housing- related bills. The City 
Planning Commission (Commission) requested a hearing for May 11th, 2017 to better understand how 
these bills might impact housing policy and land use. The Planning Department (Department) prepared 
the original version of this memo for the presentation to the Commission at that hearing. Due to changes 
in the content of the bills and recent votes in both legislative houses, the Department has decided to 
update this memo to help Commissioners and the public with tracking the bills’ potential impacts. 

 
The proposed bills address the state’s housing crisis in varied ways including housing funding, housing 
approvals, and data collection. The Department has chosen to focus on bills related to the work of the 
Commission in three broad areas: 1) Ensuring Housing Production, 2) Housing Data Reporting, and 3) 
Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control. Given the large volume of housing-related legislation this report 
focuses on bills that we think could have significant impacts on housing and land use planning statewide 
and in San Francisco. The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) may 
provide an update on the content of the fiscally-oriented housing bills at a later time. 

 
LEGISLATIVE STEPS 

 
Please note that the State Senate and Assembly are currently on summer recess. No changes can occur to 
the bills until after the state legislature reconvenes on August 21st. In July, Governor Jerry Brown and 
legislative leaders announced that they were postponing a vote on a package of bills until congress is 
reconvened in August.1   A joint statement issued by Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., Senate President 
pro Tempore Kevin de León and Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon said: 

 
 
 
 

1 Dillon, Liam. “Governor Jerry Brown, California legislative leaders commit to push an affordable housing plan next 
month”, Los Angeles Times, July 17, 2017. Retrieved on August 1, 2017 from: 
http://www.latimes.com/politics/essential/la-pol-ca-essential-politics-updates-governor-legislative-leaders- 
commit-to-1500335008-htmlstory.html 
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“Astronomical housing costs are straining family budgets and stressing employees who can’t 
afford to live where they work. That’s unacceptable, and it’s why the affordable housing crisis 
has been one of our top priorities. 

 
“The package of legislation we are all working on will help ensure Californians won’t have to 
pay an arm and a leg to have a roof over their head. It will include a general obligation bond, a 
permanent funding source for affordable housing and regulatory reform. This comprehensive 
approach does what's long been needed in California – build new homes and improve access to 
housing. We look forward to finalizing this package upon return from summer recess.2” 

 
The specific bills contained in the package have not yet been disclosed. 

 
BILL SUMMARIES 

 
This report reviews proposed housing bills as grouped into three categories: 1) Ensuring Housing 
Production; 2) Housing Data Reporting; and 3) Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control. 

 
1.   Ensuring Housing Production 
SB 35, introduced by Senator Scott Weiner, would provide streamlining of housing approvals during a 
housing shortage. The bill would require cities to report annually to the state on housing approvals and 
production including data on affordability, tenure type, and progress toward meeting regional housing 
needs assessment (RHNA) targets. The bill would require the state Department of Housing and 
Community Development (HCD) to track performance on housing approvals and production over 
reporting periods covering the first and second halves of the eight year RHNA cycle. A jurisdiction that 
has not met RHNA goals over a reporting period would be required over the next reporting period to 
offer a streamlined, ministerial approval process that would not be subject to conditional use permits if 
developments meet certain criteria: 

 
•  In jurisdictions that have not met RHNA goals for above-moderate income housing approvals in 

the prior reporting period, all code-complying housing developments would be streamlined. 
Developments with over 10 units would need to meet local inclusionary affordable housing 
requirements or, if there is no local requirement, make 10% of units affordable for Low Income 
households earning 80% of Area Median Income (AMI). San Francisco appears has met RHNA 
goals for above moderate income housing in recent RHNA reporting periods. For this reason, 
staff anticipates that above-moderate housing projects would not be streamlined in San Francisco. 

• In jurisdictions that have not met RHNA goals for production of housing affordable to Low 
Income households in the prior reporting period, code-complying developments with 50% or 
more of units affordable to Low income households would be streamlined. San Francisco 
generally has not been able to meet RHNA goals for this income category. For this reason, staff 
anticipates that these below-market-rate housing projects would be streamlined in San Francisco. 

 
 

2 Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., Senate President pro Tempore Kevin de León and Assembly Speaker Anthony 
Rendon. “Governor Brown, Senate President pro Tempore and Assembly Speaker Issue Statement on Housing” July 
17, 2017. Retrieved on August 1, 2017 from: https://www.gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=19878 

http://www.gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=19878


• Developments must include two or more multifamily units and be at least two thirds residential. 
• Developments need to be consistent with objective zoning standards and objective design review 

standards in effect at the time that the development is submitted. 
• Developments must be located in a census-designated urbanized area or urban cluster or on a site 

where 75% of the perimeter adjoins developed urban uses. 
• Developments must not demolish rent-controlled units, income-targeted affordable units, 

residential units occupied within the last 10 years, or a historic structure placed on a national, 
state, or local register. 

• Developments must pay at least prevailing wage to all construction workers. 
 

SB 35 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by Assembly Local Government and Housing and Community 
Development Committees, referred to Assembly Rules Committee. 

 

 
 

AB 72, introduced by Assembly Members Miguel Santiago and David Chiu, would task the state’s 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) with assessing compliance with housing 
element law and other statutes meant to encourage housing production, housing affordability, and 
equitable planning. The bill would authorize HCD to notify the state’s Attorney General that jurisdictions 
are out of compliance with state housing law. The bill specifically addresses compliance with the  Housing 
Accountability Act3,  Housing Element Inventory statute4,  Density Bonus Law & Other Incentives5, and 
Anti-discrimination Statute for Environmental Justice in Planning & Land Use 6. 

 

 
 

AB 72 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Appropriations. 

 

 
 

AB 73, introduced by Assembly Member David Chiu, would allow cities to create housing sustainability 
districts that would facilitate approval of housing developments and would allow cities to apply to the 
state Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) for zoning incentive payments of a 
still undefined amount. The payments would be based on the number of units in the district and depend 
on 1) approval of the district by HCD and a completed EIR and 2) issued permits for housing 
development. The District requirements would include: 

 
• A limit of 15% of a city’s land area per district and up to 30% of land area in all districts. 
• Prevailing wage paid to workers on projects of 10 or more units within the district. 
• At least 20% of new units must be affordable to very low, low, or moderate income households. 

 

 
 

3 Housing Accountability Act, as defined by Section 65589.5 of the CA Government Code available at: 
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65589.5 
4 Housing Element Inventory statute, as defined by Section 65863 of the CA Government Code available at: 
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65863 
5 Density Bonus Law & Other Incentives, as defined by Section 65915 of the CA Government Code available at: 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65915 
6 Anti-discrimination Statute for Environmental Justice in Planning & Land Use, as defined by Section 65008 of the CA Government 
available at: Code  http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65008 
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• Replacement of income-targeted affordable or rent-controlled units demolished in the district. 
• Eligible districts must have access to transit and other infrastructure. 
• Ministerial approval for complying housing developments in the district. 
• A written decision on an application for a residential development permit within a housing 

sustainability district must be issued within 120 days of submittal unless the applicant and 
approving authority agree to extend the time frame. 

• Housing developments that meet all specified requirements of the housing sustainability district 
will not be subject to CEQA as long as the district has been approved by OPR and that has a 
completed EIR 

• An ability to charge project fees to pay for the costs of planning and administering the district. 
• Adoption of design review standards to facilitate project approval and quality design. 
• Annual monitoring by HCD. 

 
AB 73 Status: Passed by the Assembly, Passed by Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing, 
Environmental Quality, Governance and Finance, and Appropriations. 

 

 
 
 

SB 166, introduced by Senator Nancy Skinner, would add to existing requirements that jurisdictions 
identify housing sites in their housing element sufficient to accommodate their share of RHNA by 
requiring that jurisdictions make written findings on development of sites that produced fewer units by 
income level than identified in the housing element. If the jurisdiction reduces residential density, allows 
development at a lower residential density than originally assumed, or permits development with fewer 
units by income level than identified for that parcel in the housing element, the jurisdiction will need to 
comply with the following: 

 
• A reduction must be consistent with the adopted general plan, including the housing element. 
• If the remaining sites identified in the housing element can accommodate the jurisdiction’s share 

of RHNA, the jurisdiction must provide a quantification of remaining unmet need at each income 
level and remaining capacity of identified sites to accommodate that need by income level. 

• If the remaining sites in the housing element cannot accommodate the jurisdiction’s share of 
RHNA, the jurisdiction must identify sufficient additional, adequate, and available sites with 
equal or greater residential density so that there is no net loss of residential unit capacity. 

• If a development approval results in fewer units by income level than identified for that parcel in 
the housing element and the jurisdiction does not find that remaining identified sites are adequate 
to accommodate its share of RHNA by income level, the jurisdiction is required to identify and 
make available additional adequate sites to accommodate its share of RHNA by income level 
within 180 days. 

 
This bill would require work on the part of the Planning Department to track development of identified 
sites relative to unit production by income level and to identify additional sites if necessary. 

 
SB 166 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by the Assembly Committees on Local Government and Housing and 
Community Development and re-referred to the Rules Committee. 



SB 167 introduced by Senator Nancy Skinner, is essentially identical to AB 678 introduced by Assembly 
Member Raul Bocanegra. Both bills would strengthen the Housing Accountability Act by setting new 
standards for jurisdictions that disapprove or impose density reductions or conditions on a housing 
development that otherwise complies with a local zoning ordinance and general plan. These standards 
would include the following: 

 
• Shifts requirement to “preponderance” of the evidence from “substantial” evidence in the record 

to support the jurisdiction’s action. 
• The preponderance of the evidence would have to show a specific, adverse impact on public 

health or safety and would have to show that there is not a satisfactory method other than the 
disapproval, reduction in density, or imposition of conditions to mitigate or avoid the adverse 
impact. 

• Requires local agencies to issue written findings in case of disapproval, reduction in density, or 
imposition of conditions on otherwise compliant projects and shifts burden to local legislative 
body. 

• Allows legal recourse for projects that have been inappropriately disapproved or where density 
has been reduced. 

• Allows for imposition of a fine when jurisdictions do not respond to court rulings against the 
disapproval, reduction in density, or imposition of conditions. These fines would fund affordable 
housing. 

 
SB 167 Status: Passed by the Senate, Passed by the Assembly Committees on Housing and Community 
Development and Local Government and re-referred to Rules Committee. 

 
 
 
 

SB 540, introduced by Senator Richard Roth, authorizes cities to create Workforce Housing Opportunity 
Zones that would include an EIR, with identified mitigation measures, and adoption of a specific plan 
which would facilitate housing approvals. The bill would: 

 
• Allow jurisdictions to apply to HCD for no-interest loan to cover costs of creating the plan and 

completing the EIR and to charge a development fee to repay the low. 
• Limit the number of total units and the percentage of RHNA allocation that could be located 

within a zone. 
• Require that 50% of all housing built or rehabilitated within the zone be affordable to low and 

moderate income households with 30% of units affordable at moderate income, 15% of units 
affordable at low income, and 5 % of units affordable to very low income households. 

• Expedite approval for five years after the adoption of the plan for housing developments that 
comply with the plan including objective design standards and required mitigation measures. 

• Require that housing developments that are primarily affordable to above moderate income 
households to make 10% of units affordable units or, if there is a local inclusionary requirement 
that is higher than 10%, the local requirement applies. 

• Require qualifying developments in the zone to pay at least prevailing wage to construction 
workers. 

 
SB 540 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by the Assembly Committees on Local Government and Natural 
Resources and re-referred to the Appropriations Committee. 



 
 

AB 932, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, would permit San Francisco along with Emeryville, 
Los Angeles, Oakland, or San Diego to declare a “shelter crisis” which would allow these jurisdictions to 
adopt by ordinance “reasonable local standards and procedures for the design, site development, and 
operation of homeless shelters” including health and safety standards in lieu of compliance with state or 
local law to the extent that strict compliance with state and local laws and standards would prevent 
mitigation of the crisis. During the crisis, requirements that homeless shelters must be consistent with local 
land use plans, including the general plan, would be suspended. These jurisdictions would similarly 
be able to adopt by ordinance “reasonable local building, planning, and zoning standards and procedures 
for the design, site development, and operation of permanent supportive housing” in lieu of compliance 
with state and local standards and laws. Permanent supportive housing would not be exempt from local 
land use plans. 

 
Jurisdictions that declare a shelter crisis would need to develop a plan by July 1st, 2019 to address the 
crisis. The plan would need to address the development of homeless shelters and permanent supportive 
housing. Beginning on January 1st, 2019 and continuing annually until January 1st, 2021 a jurisdiction 
declaring a shelter emergency would need to report to the Senate and Assembly on the status of the effort 
to address homelessness as indicated by specific criteria. 

 
AB 932 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Judiciary and re-referred to Appropriations Committee with recommendation to consent calendar. 

 
 
 
 

AB 1397, introduced by Assembly Member Evan Low, would strengthen housing element law to ensure 
that properties included in the inventory of potential housing development sites have a realistic chance of 
being developed. The bill would specifically include the following requirements: 

 
• Properties in the inventory of housing development sites would have to be listed by parcel 

number. 
• Sites included in the inventory of properties that can accommodate housing development would 

need to have “realistic and demonstrated” potential for housing development. 
• Sites included in the housing element that are currently zoned for non-residential use must allow 

redevelopment for residential use or be part of a program to rezone for residential use. 
• Parcels included in the inventory must have sufficient sewer, water, and dry utilities to support 

housing development or must be part of “a general plan program or other mandatory program 
or plan, including a program or plan of a public or private entity providing water or sewer 
service to secure sufficient water, sewer, and dry utilities … to support housing development.” 

• Sites included in the inventory would have to be analyzed to show that they can accommodate a 
portion of the jurisdiction’s share of regional housing need by income level. 

• Non-vacant sites included in two or more consecutive planning periods where housing 
development has not been approved could not be deemed appropriate to accommodate a portion 
of the jurisdictions housing need for low income households unless the site is zoned to meet 



minimum residential density standards and is part of a program to allow housing use by right if 
a minimum of 20% of units are affordable to Lower income households. 

• Jurisdictions including sites of ½ an acre or less or site of 10 acres or more would have to 
demonstrate that development has successfully occurred on such sites in the past. 

• The methodology for identifying sites for housing development would have to demonstrate that 
an existing use on non-vacant sites is not an impediment to housing development, including past 
experience with converting existing uses to higher density residential development. 

• Housing development that results in the demolition of a unit targeted to low income households, 
serving low income households, or subject to rent control would have to be replaced with a unit 
of equal or lower affordability. This requirement would apply to housing developments built on 
sites where units meeting this criteria have been vacant or were demolished in the last 5 years. 

 
San Francisco currently meets the requirement to identify sufficient sites to accommodate its share of 
regional housing needs through an analysis of all parcels in the city. The analysis assesses current 
development on each site relative to zoned capacity to identify sites with significant residential 
development potential. Many of the requirements of AB 1397 could likely be met by including additional 
analysis of recent developments to show that (1) sites of a variety of sizes have been redeveloped as 
housing, (2) that non-vacant sites with non-residential uses also have been redeveloped as housing, and 
(3) that income-targeted affordable housing has been developed on these types of sites. 

 
While most provisions of the bill could likely be addressed with relatively limited amounts of staff time 
there are a few requirements that could require more staff time or action by the Commission. An example 
is the requirement that sites that have been included in housing element inventories over consecutive 
planning periods without seeing housing approvals could only be included in another inventory as 
accommodating housing for lower income households if residential use is allowed by right for housing 
developments that provide at least 20% of units as affordable to low income households. This provision 
of the bill could require additional analysis by staff and potentially action by the Commission. 

 
AB 1397 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Appropriations with recommendation to pass. 

 
 
 
 

AB 1515, introduced by Assembly Member Tom Daly, would strengthen the Housing Accountability Act 
and is meant to work in concert with SB 167 (and/or AB 678). The primary impact of the bill is that a 
housing development or emergency shelter would be deemed consistent, compliant, and in conformity 
with an applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, standard, requirement, or other similar provision if 
there is substantial evidence that would allow a reasonable person to conclude that the housing 
development or emergency shelter is consistent, compliant, or in conformity, pursuant to the Housing 
Accountability Act. 

 
AB 1515 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee and re- 
referred to Rules Committee. 



 
 

2.   Housing Data Reporting 
AB 1423, introduced by Assembly Member David Chiu, would extend the collection of housing-related 
data to include charter cities. Existing law exempts charter cities from certain reporting requirements for 
housing production in relation to need, as defined by RHNA. As one of more than 120 charter cities in 
California, San Francisco is currently exempted from reporting certain housing data to HCD and OPR. 
San Francisco voluntarily reports data because this data provides a critical resource for both the public 
and decision-makers to track regional housing outcomes and develop housing goals and policies. In 
addition, reporting data to the state increases eligibility to receive state funding for housing and open 
space. In April, the San Francisco Committee on State Legislation voted “support” in order to facilitate 
housing policy decisions and enforcement of housing related law. 

 
AB 1423 Status: Passed by the Assembly. 

 
 
 
 

AB 1156, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, has been updated to require that housing elements 
include reporting on the number of households paying 30% and 50% or more in housing costs. Originally 
the bill would have required that Annual Housing Element Progress Reports include a listing of sites 
rezoned to accommodate that portion of the city or county’s share of RHNA for each income level that 
cannot be accommodated on the sites identified in the inventory required by existing Housing Element 
law. 

 
AB 1156 Status: Passed by Assembly. 

 
 
 
 

3.   Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control 
AB 1505, introduced by Assembly Member Richard Bloom along with Assembly Member David Chiu and 
Assembly Member Todd Gloria (Senator Scott Weiner and Assembly Member Phil Ting are listed as 
coauthors), would provide the much-awaited “Palmer Fix”. The Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act 
(1995) prevents the city from placing rent control on new construction, condominiums, tenancy-in- 
commons, or single family homes. The Palmer decision (2009) expanded the applicability of Costa 
Hawkins to apply to rents on new affordable units in new rental developments. Taken together, Costa 
Hawkins and the Palmer decision present a significant challenge to the ability of California cities to create 
new affordable, rental housing. This bill would restore the ability of local jurisdictions to require 
inclusionary rental housing on site but otherwise would not change Costa-Hawkins. 

 
AB 1505 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by Senate Transportation and Housing Committee with 
recommendation to pass. 



AB 1506, introduced by Assembly Member Richard Bloom, Assembly Member David Chiu, and 
Assembly Member Rob Bonta, would completely repeal the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act that 
limits application of local rent control on new construction, condominiums, tenancy-in-commons, or 
single family homes. The repeal of Costa-Hawkins would restore cities’ ability to impose rent-control on 
all housing types and would also restore vacancy control, allowing cities to restrict how much rents can 
rise upon vacancy. This bill has much broader implications than the limited changes in AB 1505, which is 
targeted specifically at restoring cities’ ability to require inclusionary rental units. 

 
AB 1506 Status: Referred to Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee. 

 
 
 
 

AB 915, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, would require the City and County of San Francisco 
to subject all of the units in new developments to the city’s affordable inclusionary percentage 
requirement. This bill would specify that “bonus units” within projects that utilize the state density bonus 
law are subject to inclusionary requirements unless specifically exempted by the City and County. The 
bill would not apply to housing developments with an application submitted or processed before January 
1, 2018. 

 
AB 915 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee with 
recommendation to pass. 

 
 
 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 
 

None. This memo is informational only. 



From: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR WEDNESDAY, AUGUST

2, 2017
Date: Tuesday, August 01, 2017 6:11:23 PM
Attachments: 8.2.17 Media Advisory.pdf

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, August 1, 2017
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** MEDIA ADVISORY ***
 

MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 2, 2017

 
 
 
Mayor Lee has no public events.
 
 

Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change.
 

###
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Tuesday, August 1, 2017 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


 


 


*** MEDIA ADVISORY *** 


 


MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR  


WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 2, 2017 


 


 


 


Mayor Lee has no public events.  


 


 


Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change. 
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From: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
Date: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 6:11:29 PM
Attachments: 8.3.17 Media Advisory.pdf

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, August 2, 2017
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** MEDIA ADVISORY ***
 

MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
THURSDAY, AUGUST 3, 2017

 
 
 
Mayor Lee has no public events.
 
 

Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change.
 

###
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Wednesday, August 2, 2017 


Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


 


 


*** MEDIA ADVISORY *** 


 


MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR  


THURSDAY, AUGUST 3, 2017 


 


 


 


Mayor Lee has no public events.  


 


 


Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change. 


 


### 


 







From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: ACA comments on SFPUC Alameda Creek Recapture Project
Date: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 10:31:05 AM
Attachments: ACA comment letter ACRP 8-2-17.pdf

 
 
Office of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Alameda Creek [mailto:alamedacreekalliance@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 9:58 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore,
Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: ACA comments on SFPUC Alameda Creek Recapture Project
 
SF Planning Commissioners:
 
Attached please find comments of the Alameda Creek Alliance on the SFPUC's Alameda
Creek Recapture Project.
 
--
Jeff Miller
Director
Alameda Creek Alliance
(510) 499-9185
www.alamedacreek.org
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  Alameda Creek Alliance 
 
    P.O. Box 2626 • Niles, CA • 94536 
   Phone: (510) 499-9185 
   E-mail: alamedacreek@hotmail.com 
   Web: www.alamedacreek.org 


  


          August 2, 2017 
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton, B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re: Planning Commission Decision Regarding Alameda Creek Recapture Project 
 
Dear San Francisco Supervisors: 
  
The Alameda Creek Alliance has concerns about the San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission’s (SFPUC) Alameda Creek Recapture Project and impacts that its operations could 
have on recovering threatened steelhead trout within the Alameda Creek watershed. We share 
the concerns about the inadequacies of the recently certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
that have been raised by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and Alameda County Water District (ACWD). We support the 
ACWD petition to reverse the certification of the EIR for the project. 
 
The Alameda Creek Alliance has more than 2,000 members and supporters. Since 1997 we 
have advocated for restoration of steelhead trout in the Alameda Creek watershed. We have 
worked with the SFPUC since 1999 to improve habitat conditions to support the recovery of 
steelhead. While we generally support the recapture project and the concept of off-stream rather 
than in-stream water recapture, state and federal fisheries agencies have determined that the 
final EIR does not contain sufficient information to support the conclusion that the project will not 
result in a less than significant impact on streamflows and fish migration in Alameda Creek. 
 
The Alameda Creek Alliance submitted scoping comments on the Alameda Creek Recapture 
Project in 2015 and commented on the draft EIR for the project in January 2017. We have 
reviewed the SF Planning Commission’s June 22, 2017 decision to certify the final EIR and the 
June 7, 2017 responses to comments on the EIR. We have also reviewed the ACWD’s July 24, 
2017 letter of appeal and concerns about the hydrology analysis used for the EIR; the July 24, 
2017 comment letter from CDFW; and the July 27, 2017 comment letter from NMFS. 
 
NMFS commented that the final EIR does not contain sufficient information to conclude that the 
project will not result in substantial effects on streamflows intended to support migration of 
steelhead trout, and in fact found that project operations will diminish migration opportunities for 
steelhead, especially outmigrating smolts, in some years. CDFW commented that the modeling 
analysis used for the EIR may be inadequate for the determination that the project will have 
“less than a significant impact” on fisheries resources of Alameda Creek. 
 
An ACWD analysis of daily modeling data provided by the SFPUC after the close of the EIR 
comment period shows that project operations could result in increased numbers of days where 
streamflows in lower Alameda Creek fall below the threshold for fish passage, as determined by 
NMFS. ACWD commented that the hydrologic model relied on in the EIR's impact analyses is 
insufficient to analyze the surface water groundwater interaction necessary to fully evaluate 
project impacts. CDFW shared this concern that the modeling used in the EIR did not 
adequately address ground and surface water interaction in the stream reach of the proposed 
project, and that the EIR analyses do not adequately quantify the stream reach percolation 







losses of SFPUC releases. 
 
We are also concerned about the potential reduction in the number of days that steelhead could 
have access to spawning and rearing habitat upstream of the project. Data presented in the EIR 
shows that the current proposal for project operations will reduce the number of days where 
adequate streamflow is available for steelhead migration. The EIR uses monthly average 
changes in surface water flow to conclude that steelhead will not be harmed, whereas analysis 
of daily flows is needed to assess the effects of suitable streamflows for steelhead. We disagree 
with the EIR’s conclusion that operation of the project will not significantly impact steelhead 
trout. There is simply not adequate information in the EIR to make a determination about 
streamflows and impacts to steelhead. 
 
We request that the Board of Supervisors direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission 
to work with all watershed stakeholders (including the ACA, ACWD, CDFW and NMFS) to 
undertake additional analysis of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the 
Sunol Valley, to determine whether the project has impacts on daily streamflows in Alameda 
Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration. If the SFPUC is 
unwilling to do this, the Board of Supervisors should uphold the ACWD appeal and reject the 
certification of the EIR for the project. 
 
San Francisco has invested significant time and money in the Alameda Creek watershed to 
monitor and improve habitat conditions for steelhead trout. The future operations of the 
completed Calaveras Dam and Alameda Creek Diversion Dam will enhance steelhead 
spawning and rearing in stream reaches managed by the SFPUC. Both the SFPUC and ACWD 
are required to operate their facilities in Alameda Creek to meet specified flow requirements for 
steelhead. The Alameda Creek Recapture Project should support rather than undermine these 
efforts. We understand that this is the last Water System Improvement Project facility to be 
constructed, but it is important to get it right – the EIR must fully evaluate the potential impacts 
of the project, and San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will meet the 
interests of all watershed stakeholders and adequately protect steelhead trout. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Jeff Miller 
Director 
Alameda Creek Alliance 
(510) 499-9184 
jeff@alamedacreek.org 
 







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Diane
Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Karl  Hasz; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of July 31, 2017
Date: Monday, July 31, 2017 9:30:10 AM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 7.31.17.doc

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, July 31, 2017 8:48 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for Week of July 31, 2017
 
Colleagues,
 
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week. Let
me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thanks!
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org

Get Connected with Mayor Ed Lee 
www.sfmayor.org
Twitter @mayoredlee
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

July 31, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of July 31, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of July 31, 2017. 

Airport (Tuesday, August 1, 9AM) - CANCELLED

Community Investment & Infrastructure (Tuesday, August 1, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· Workshop on the January – June 2017 Report on OCII Small Business Enterprise and Local Hiring Goals Practices

· Informational Memorandum 72 Townsend Marketing Outcomes Project Report; Rincon Point-South Beach Area

· Informational Memorandum Dr. Davis Senior Residence (1751 Carroll Avenue) Marketing Outcomes Project Report; Bayview Hunters Point Area

Action Items


· Authorizing the Executive Director to Extend the Term of the Agreement for Operation of a Child Care Center (Yerba Buena Gardens) with South of Market Child Care, Inc., a California nonprofit public benefit corporation; Former Yerba Buena Center Redevelopment Project Area D-1

Entertainment (Tuesday, August 1, 530PM) - CANCELLED

Health (Tuesday, August 1, 4PM)

Discussion Only


· SAN FRANCISCO HEALTH NETWORK (SFHN) UPDATE: PUBLIC HOSPITAL REDESIGN AND INCENTIVES IN MEDI-CAL (PRIME) PROGRAM UPDATE

Action Items


· LEASE PROPOSAL FOR 295 SAN BRUNO STREET


· AUGUST 2017 CONTRACTS REPORT REQUEST


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH THE SALVATION ARMY, IN THE AMOUNT OF $4,546,265, INCLUDING A 12% CONTINGENCY, FOR SERVICES AS PART OF THE PROMOTING RECOVERY AND SERVICES FOR THE PREVENTION OF RECIDIVISM (PRSPR) PROGRAM, FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH AUGUST 15, 2020 (3 YEARS, 1.5 MONTHS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH FAMILY SERVICE AGENCY DBA THE FELTON INSTITUTE, IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,428,402, INCLUDING A 12% CONTINGENCY, FOR SERVICES AS PART OF THE LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTED DIVERSION (LEAD) PROGRAM, FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2019 (2 YEARS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH HATCHUEL, TABERNIK & ASSOCIATES IN THE AMOUNT OF $336,000, INCLUDING A 12% CONTINGENCY, FOR PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND PROGRAM EVALUATION IN SUPPORT OF THE PROMOTING RECOVERY AND SERVICES FOR THE PREVENTION OF RECIDIVISM PROGRAM, FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH AUGUST 15, 2020 (3 YEARS, 1.5 MONTHS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW SOFTWARE LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH SURGICAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS LLC. (SIS) FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION, AND LICENSING OF THE EXISTING SIS SYSTEM, INCLUDING THE MIGRATION OF THE EXISTING APPLICATION TO THE DPH NETWORK, IMPLEMENTATION OF A NEW SURGERY MODULE AND RELATED OPTIMIZATION, CRITICAL FOR OPERATIONS AND REVENUE GENERATION IN THE OPERATING ROOMS AT ZUCKERBERG SAN FRANCISCO GENERAL HOSPITAL, FOR THE TERM OF JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2020 (3 YEARS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT WITH SURGICAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS LLC. (SIS) IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,919,143 FOR MAINTENANCE OF AND UPGRADES TO THE EXISTING SIS SYSTEM, FOR THE TERM OF JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2020 (3 YEARS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH THOMAS DEMPSTER, IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,305,000 WHICH INCLUDES A 12% CONTINGENCY, TO PROVIDE COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS ADMINISTRATION SERVICES (AUDIX) FOR ALL DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH LOCATIONS THAT UTILIZES THE AUDIX SYSTEM, THE AVAYA S8710 AND CISCO UNIFIED COMMUNICATIONS MANAGER (CUCM), FOR THE PERIOD AUGUST 1, 2017 THROUGH JULY 31, 2026 (7 YEARS, 11 MONTHS).

· FY2017-18 LHH GIFT FUND BUDGET

· CONSIDERATION OF CREDENTIALING MATTERS (Closed Session)

Municipal Transportation Agency (Tuesday, August 1, 1PM) - NO MEETING

Aging and Adult Services (Wednesday, August 2, 930AM) - CANCELLED

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, August 2, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Historic Preservation (Wednesday, August 2, 1230PM)

Discussion Only


· PENINSULA CORRIDOR ELECTRIFICATION PROJECT – Informational Presentation on the Peninsula Corridor Electrification Project (PCEP).  The PCEP is a project led by the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (JPB) to electrify the Caltrain Corridor between 4th and King Station in San Francisco south to San Jose.  The project would have some effects on four historic railroad tunnels within San Francisco. The informational presentation will provide information about the project description, the character of the four historic tunnels, the project's modifications to those tunnels, minimization measures incorporated into the project, and the status of CEQA, NEPA, Section 106 consultation and construction of the project.

· LANDMARK DESIGNATION WORK PROGRAM QUARTERLY REPORT – Discussion of the HPC's Landmark Designation Work Program.


Action Items


· 1800 MISSION STREET – southwest corner of Mission and 14th Streets, Assessor's Block 3547, Lot 001 (District 9) – Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the repair and restoration of portions of the building's brick and decorative plaster parapet at the north (14th Street), west (Julian Avenue), and south elevations. The subject property is San Francisco Landmark No. 108, and is located within a UMU (Urban Mixed Use) Zoning District and 68-X/45-X Height and Bulk Limit. Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions


· 2321 WEBSTER STREET – west side between Jackson and Washington Streets; Lot 002 in Assessor's Block 0605 in a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District (District 2) – Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to insert a two-car garage at the basement level; construct a finished basement; rebuild the side passage and relocate its entrance doors; reconstruct a rear deck; renovate the rear annex; add new windows at the side (south) and rear (west) elevations; remove a chimney; and, restore the original front porch and stairs. The subject property is a contributor to the Webster Street Landmark District designated in Article 10 of the Planning Code. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business application: 

· 1607 OCEAN AVENUE – on the south side of Ocean Avenue near Capitol Avenue. Assessor's Block 6935, Lot 026 (District 7). The Ave Bar is a neighborhood bar serving the Ingleside neighborhood community since 1949. 

· 250 NAPOLEON STREET – on the north side of Napoleon Street between Jerrold Avenue and Evans Avenue. Assessor's Block 4343, Lot 021 (District 10). Established in 1924, Casa Sanchez is a family-owned distributor of Mexican food products now operated by the fourth and fifth generation members of the Sanchez family. 

· 45 KEARNY STREET – on the west side of Kearny Street between Post and O'Farrell Streets. Assessor's Block 0310, Lot 003 (District 3). Jeffrey's Toys is a family-owned toy store serving San Francisco since 1972. 

· 1830 SUTTER STREET – on the north side of Sutter Street between Webster and Buchanan Streets. Assessor's Block 0676, Lot 071 (District 5). Nihonmachi Little Friends is a bilingual and multicultural organization providing high quality, affordable child care services in San Francisco's Japantown neighborhood. 

· 10 PERSIA AVENUE – on the south side of Persia Avenue between Mission Street and London Street. Assessor's Block 6955, Lot 043 (District 11). Pacitas Salvadorean Bakery has served hand-crafted Salvadorean breads to the Excelsior neighborhood since 1996.


· 414 MASON STREET – on the east side of Mason Street between Post and Geary Streets. Assessor's Block 0307, Lot 008 (District 3). Phoenix Arts Association Theatre was founded in 1985, incubating and hosting hundreds of live theatric productions and workshops for over three decades. 


· FAÇADE RETENTION – During two previous hearings, on December 2, 2015 and April 6, 2016, the Historic Preservation Commission discussed the topic of façade retention with the goal being to formulate a policy on the subject matter. As directed by the HPC, planning staff have prepared a draft policy memo on façade retention for HPC Review and Comment. Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment

· PRESERVATION ENFORCEMENT ANNUAL UPDATE – Review of the 2016 -2017 progress, statistics, and status of priority projects. Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment

Police (Wednesday, August 2, 530PM) – NO MEETING

City Hall Preservation (Thursday, August 3, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Planning (Thursday, August 3, 12PM) - CANCELLED
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Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Memo for the Commission During Their Recess
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Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 2:55 PM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Cc: Pappas, James (CPC)
Subject: Memo for the Commission During Their Recess
 
Dear Jonas,
 
As discussed, pls distribute the attached memo to the Planning Commission and public. This memo
is a follow-up to the Commission’s May 11, 2017 hearing on pending state legislation pertaining to
housing. This memo is not associated with any upcoming hearing, but is offered in response to their
request to be periodically updated. As the governor and leaders of the state legislature have
announced their intent to prioritize housing after recess, an update to the Commission is timely.
 
Thank you,
 
 
AnMarie Rodgers 
Senior Policy Advisor
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6395│Fax: 415.558.6409
Email: anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org
Web: http://www.sf-planning.org/Legislative.Affairs
Property Info Map: http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
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Memo to the Planning Commission 


AUGUST 2, 2017 
 


Project Name:  2017 State Housing Legislation Briefing 
Requested by: San Francisco Planning Commission  
Staff Contact:   James Pappas, Policy Planner- (415) 575-9053 
   james.pappas@sfgov.org  
Reviewed by:  AnMarie Rodgers, Senior Policy Advisor 
 
 


 
BACKGROUND 


The current California legislative session includes a large number of housing- related bills. The City 
Planning Commission (Commission) requested a hearing for May 11th, 2017 to better understand how 
these bills might impact housing policy and land use. The Planning Department (Department) prepared 
the original version of this memo for the presentation to the Commission at that hearing. Due to changes 
in the content of the bills and recent votes in both legislative houses, the Department has decided to 
update this memo to help Commissioners and the public with tracking the bills’ potential impacts.  


The proposed bills address the state’s housing crisis in varied ways including housing funding, housing 
approvals, and data collection. The Department has chosen to focus on bills related to the work of the 
Commission in three broad areas: 1) Ensuring Housing Production, 2) Housing Data Reporting, and 3) 
Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control. Given the large volume of housing-related legislation this report 
focuses on bills that we think could have significant impacts on housing and land use planning statewide 
and in San Francisco. The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) may 
provide an update on the content of the fiscally-oriented housing bills at a later time. 


LEGISLATIVE STEPS 


Please note that the State Senate and Assembly are currently on summer recess. No changes can occur to 
the bills until after the state legislature reconvenes on August 21st. In July, Governor Jerry Brown and 
legislative leaders announced that they were postponing a vote on a package of bills until congress is 
reconvened in August.1  A joint statement issued by Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., Senate President 
pro Tempore Kevin de León and Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon said: 


                                                           
1 Dillon, Liam. “Governor Jerry Brown, California legislative leaders commit to push an affordable housing plan next 
month”, Los Angeles Times, July 17, 2017. Retrieved on August 1, 2017 from: 
http://www.latimes.com/politics/essential/la-pol-ca-essential-politics-updates-governor-legislative-leaders-
commit-to-1500335008-htmlstory.html  
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“Astronomical housing costs are straining family budgets and stressing employees who can’t 
afford to live where they work. That’s unacceptable, and it’s why the affordable housing crisis 
has been one of our top priorities. 


“The package of legislation we are all working on will help ensure Californians won’t have to 
pay an arm and a leg to have a roof over their head. It will include a general obligation bond, a 
permanent funding source for affordable housing and regulatory reform. This comprehensive 
approach does what's long been needed in California – build new homes and improve access to 
housing. We look forward to finalizing this package upon return from summer recess.2”  


The specific bills contained in the package have not yet been disclosed. 


BILL SUMMARIES 


This report reviews proposed housing bills as grouped into three categories: 1) Ensuring Housing 
Production; 2) Housing Data Reporting; and 3) Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control. 


1. Ensuring Housing Production  
SB 35, introduced by Senator Scott Weiner, would provide streamlining of housing approvals during a 
housing shortage. The bill would require cities to report annually to the state on housing approvals and 
production including data on affordability, tenure type, and progress toward meeting regional housing 
needs assessment (RHNA) targets. The bill would require the state Department of Housing and 
Community Development (HCD) to track performance on housing approvals and production over 
reporting periods covering the first and second halves of the eight year RHNA cycle. A jurisdiction that 
has not met RHNA goals over a reporting period would be required over the next reporting period to 
offer a streamlined, ministerial approval process that would not be subject to conditional use permits if 
developments meet certain criteria: 


• In jurisdictions that have not met RHNA goals for above-moderate income housing approvals in 
the prior reporting period, all code-complying housing developments would be streamlined. 
Developments with over 10 units would need to meet local inclusionary affordable housing 
requirements or, if there is no local requirement, make 10% of units affordable for Low Income 
households earning 80% of Area Median Income (AMI). San Francisco appears has met RHNA 
goals for above moderate income housing in recent RHNA reporting periods. For this reason, 
staff anticipates that above-moderate housing projects would not be streamlined in San Francisco. 


• In jurisdictions that have not met RHNA goals for production of housing affordable to Low 
Income households in the prior reporting period, code-complying developments with 50% or 
more of units affordable to Low income households would be streamlined. San Francisco 
generally has not been able to meet RHNA goals for this income category. For this reason, staff 
anticipates that these below-market-rate housing projects would be streamlined in San Francisco. 


                                                           
2 Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., Senate President pro Tempore Kevin de León and Assembly Speaker Anthony 
Rendon. “Governor Brown, Senate President pro Tempore and Assembly Speaker Issue Statement on Housing” July 
17, 2017. Retrieved on August 1, 2017 from: https://www.gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=19878 







 
 


 


• Developments must include two or more multifamily units and be at least two thirds residential. 
• Developments need to be consistent with objective zoning standards and objective design review 


standards in effect at the time that the development is submitted. 
• Developments must be located in a census-designated urbanized area or urban cluster or on a site 


where 75% of the perimeter adjoins developed urban uses. 
• Developments must not demolish rent-controlled units, income-targeted affordable units, 


residential units occupied within the last 10 years, or a historic structure placed on a national, 
state, or local register. 


• Developments must pay at least prevailing wage to all construction workers. 


SB 35 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by Assembly Local Government and Housing and Community 
Development Committees, referred to Assembly Rules Committee. 


 
AB 72, introduced by Assembly Members Miguel Santiago and David Chiu, would task the state’s 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) with assessing compliance with housing 
element law and other statutes meant to encourage housing production, housing affordability, and 
equitable planning. The bill would authorize HCD to notify the state’s Attorney General that jurisdictions 
are out of compliance with state housing law. The bill specifically addresses compliance with the Housing 
Accountability Act3, Housing Element Inventory statute4, Density Bonus Law & Other Incentives5, and 
Anti-discrimination Statute for Environmental Justice in Planning & Land Use6. 


 
AB 72 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Appropriations. 


 
AB 73, introduced by Assembly Member David Chiu, would allow cities to create housing sustainability 
districts that would facilitate approval of housing developments and would allow cities to apply to the 
state Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) for zoning incentive payments of a 
still undefined amount. The payments would be based on the number of units in the district and depend 
on 1) approval of the district by HCD and a completed EIR and 2) issued permits for housing 
development. The District requirements would include: 


• A limit of 15% of a city’s land area per district and up to 30% of land area in all districts. 
• Prevailing wage paid to workers on projects of 10 or more units within the district. 
• At least 20% of new units must be affordable to very low, low, or moderate income households. 


                                                           
3 Housing Accountability Act, as defined by Section 65589.5 of the CA Government Code available at: 
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65589.5  
4 Housing Element Inventory statute, as defined by Section 65863 of the CA Government Code available at: 
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65863  
5 Density Bonus Law & Other Incentives, as defined by Section 65915 of the CA Government Code available at: 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65915 
6 Anti-discrimination Statute for Environmental Justice in Planning & Land Use, as defined by Section 65008 of the CA Government 
available at: Code http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65008  
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• Replacement of income-targeted affordable or rent-controlled units demolished in the district. 
• Eligible districts must have access to transit and other infrastructure. 
• Ministerial approval for complying housing developments in the district. 
• A written decision on an application for a residential development permit within a housing 


sustainability district must be issued within 120 days of submittal unless the applicant and 
approving authority agree to extend the time frame. 


• Housing developments that meet all specified requirements of the housing sustainability district 
will not be subject to CEQA as long as the district has been approved by OPR and that has a 
completed EIR  


• An ability to charge project fees to pay for the costs of planning and administering the district. 
• Adoption of design review standards to facilitate project approval and quality design. 
• Annual monitoring by HCD. 


AB 73 Status: Passed by the Assembly, Passed by Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing, 
Environmental Quality, Governance and Finance, and Appropriations. 


 


SB 166, introduced by Senator Nancy Skinner, would add to existing requirements that jurisdictions 
identify housing sites in their housing element sufficient to accommodate their share of RHNA by 
requiring that jurisdictions make written findings on development of sites that produced fewer units by 
income level than identified in the housing element. If the jurisdiction reduces residential density, allows 
development at a lower residential density than originally assumed, or permits development with fewer 
units by income level than identified for that parcel in the housing element, the jurisdiction will need to 
comply with the following: 


• A reduction must be consistent with the adopted general plan, including the housing element. 
• If the remaining sites identified in the housing element can accommodate the jurisdiction’s share 


of RHNA, the jurisdiction must provide a quantification of remaining unmet need at each income 
level and remaining capacity of identified sites to accommodate that need by income level. 


• If the remaining sites in the housing element cannot accommodate the jurisdiction’s share of 
RHNA, the jurisdiction must identify sufficient additional, adequate, and available sites with 
equal or greater residential density so that there is no net loss of residential unit capacity. 


• If a development approval results in fewer units by income level than identified for that parcel in 
the housing element and the jurisdiction does not find that remaining identified sites are 
adequate to accommodate its share of RHNA by income level, the jurisdiction is required to 
identify and make available additional adequate sites to accommodate its share of RHNA by 
income level within 180 days. 


This bill would require work on the part of the Planning Department to track development of identified 
sites relative to unit production by income level and to identify additional sites if necessary. 


SB 166 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by the Assembly Committees on Local Government and Housing and 
Community Development and re-referred to the Rules Committee. 







 
 


 


SB 167 introduced by Senator Nancy Skinner, is essentially identical to AB 678 introduced by Assembly 
Member Raul Bocanegra. Both bills would strengthen the Housing Accountability Act by setting new 
standards for jurisdictions that disapprove or impose density reductions or conditions on a housing 
development that otherwise complies with a local zoning ordinance and general plan. These standards 
would include the following: 


• Shifts requirement to “preponderance” of the evidence from “substantial” evidence in the record 
to support the jurisdiction’s action. 


• The preponderance of the evidence would have to show a specific, adverse impact on public 
health or safety and would have to show that there is not a satisfactory method other than the 
disapproval, reduction in density, or imposition of conditions to mitigate or avoid the adverse 
impact. 


• Requires local agencies to issue written findings in case of disapproval, reduction in density, or 
imposition of conditions on otherwise compliant projects and shifts burden to local legislative 
body. 


• Allows legal recourse for projects that have been inappropriately disapproved or where density 
has been reduced. 


• Allows for imposition of a fine when jurisdictions do not respond to court rulings against the 
disapproval, reduction in density, or imposition of conditions. These fines would fund affordable 
housing. 


 
SB 167 Status: Passed by the Senate, Passed by the Assembly Committees on Housing and Community 
Development and Local Government and re-referred to Rules Committee. 


 


SB 540, introduced by Senator Richard Roth, authorizes cities to create Workforce Housing Opportunity 
Zones that would include an EIR, with identified mitigation measures, and adoption of a specific plan 
which would facilitate housing approvals. The bill would: 


• Allow jurisdictions to apply to HCD for no-interest loan to cover costs of creating the plan and 
completing the EIR and to charge a development fee to repay the low. 


• Limit the number of total units and the percentage of RHNA allocation that could be located 
within a zone. 


• Require that 50% of all housing built or rehabilitated within the zone be affordable to low and 
moderate income households with 30% of units affordable at moderate income, 15% of units 
affordable at low income, and 5 % of units affordable to very low income households. 


• Expedite approval for five years after the adoption of the plan for housing developments that 
comply with the plan including objective design standards and required mitigation measures. 


• Require that housing developments that are primarily affordable to above moderate income 
households to make 10% of units affordable units or, if there is a local inclusionary requirement 
that is higher than 10%, the local requirement applies. 


• Require qualifying developments in the zone to pay at least prevailing wage to construction 
workers. 


 
SB 540 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by the Assembly Committees on Local Government and Natural 
Resources and re-referred to the Appropriations Committee. 







 
 


 


 


AB 932, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, would permit San Francisco along with Emeryville, 
Los Angeles, Oakland, or San Diego to declare a “shelter crisis” which would allow these jurisdictions to 
adopt by ordinance “reasonable local standards and procedures for the design, site development, and 
operation of homeless shelters” including health and safety standards in lieu of compliance with state or 
local law to the extent that strict compliance with state and local laws and standards would prevent 
mitigation of the crisis. During the crisis, requirements that homeless shelters must be consistent with 
local land use plans, including the general plan, would be suspended. These jurisdictions would similarly 
be able to adopt by ordinance “reasonable local building, planning, and zoning standards and procedures 
for the design, site development, and operation of permanent supportive housing” in lieu of compliance 
with state and local standards and laws. Permanent supportive housing would not be exempt from local 
land use plans.  


Jurisdictions that declare a shelter crisis would need to develop a plan by July 1st, 2019 to address the 
crisis. The plan would need to address the development of homeless shelters and permanent supportive 
housing. Beginning on January 1st, 2019 and continuing annually until January 1st, 2021 a jurisdiction 
declaring a shelter emergency would need to report to the Senate and Assembly on the status of the effort 
to address homelessness as indicated by specific criteria. 


AB 932 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Judiciary and re-referred to Appropriations Committee with recommendation to consent calendar. 


 


AB 1397, introduced by Assembly Member Evan Low, would strengthen housing element law to ensure 
that properties included in the inventory of potential housing development sites have a realistic chance of 
being developed. The bill would specifically include the following requirements: 


• Properties in the inventory of housing development sites would have to be listed by parcel 
number. 


• Sites included in the inventory of properties that can accommodate housing development would 
need to have “realistic and demonstrated” potential for housing development.  


• Sites included in the housing element that are currently zoned for non-residential use must allow 
redevelopment for residential use or be part of a program to rezone for residential use. 


• Parcels included in the inventory must have sufficient sewer, water, and dry utilities to support 
housing development or must be part of “a general plan program or other mandatory program 
or plan, including a program or plan of a public or private entity providing water or sewer 
service to secure sufficient water, sewer, and dry utilities … to support housing development.” 


• Sites included in the inventory would have to be analyzed to show that they can accommodate a 
portion of the jurisdiction’s share of regional housing need by income level.  


• Non-vacant sites included in two or more consecutive planning periods where housing 
development has not been approved could not be deemed appropriate to accommodate a portion 
of the jurisdictions housing need for low income households unless the site is zoned to meet 







 
 


 


minimum residential density standards and is part of a program to allow housing use by right if 
a minimum of 20% of units are affordable to Lower income households. 


• Jurisdictions including sites of ½ an acre or less or site of 10 acres or more would have to 
demonstrate that development has successfully occurred on such sites in the past.  


• The methodology for identifying sites for housing development would have to demonstrate that 
an existing use on non-vacant sites is not an impediment to housing development, including past 
experience with converting existing uses to higher density residential development. 


• Housing development that results in the demolition of a unit targeted to low income households, 
serving low income households, or subject to rent control would have to be replaced with a unit 
of equal or lower affordability.  This requirement would apply to housing developments built on 
sites where units meeting this criteria have been vacant or were demolished in the last 5 years. 


San Francisco currently meets the requirement to identify sufficient sites to accommodate its share of 
regional housing needs through an analysis of all parcels in the city. The analysis assesses current 
development on each site relative to zoned capacity to identify sites with significant residential 
development potential. Many of the requirements of AB 1397 could likely be met by including additional 
analysis of recent developments to show that (1) sites of a variety of sizes have been redeveloped as 
housing, (2) that non-vacant sites with non-residential uses also have been redeveloped as housing, and 
(3) that income-targeted affordable housing has been developed on these types of sites.  


While most provisions of the bill could likely be addressed with relatively limited amounts of staff time 
there are a few requirements that could require more staff time or action by the Commission. An example 
is the requirement that sites that have been included in housing element inventories over consecutive 
planning periods without seeing housing approvals could only be included in another inventory as 
accommodating housing for lower income households if residential use is allowed by right for housing 
developments that provide at least 20% of units as affordable to low income households. This provision 
of the bill could require additional analysis by staff and potentially action by the Commission.  


AB 1397 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Appropriations with recommendation to pass. 


 


AB 1515, introduced by Assembly Member Tom Daly, would strengthen the Housing Accountability Act 
and is meant to work in concert with SB 167 (and/or AB 678). The primary impact of the bill is that a 
housing development or emergency shelter would be deemed consistent, compliant, and in conformity 
with an applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, standard, requirement, or other similar provision if 
there is substantial evidence that would allow a reasonable person to conclude that the housing 
development or emergency shelter is consistent, compliant, or in conformity, pursuant to the Housing 
Accountability Act. 


AB 1515 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee and re-
referred to Rules Committee. 







 
 


 


 


2. Housing Data Reporting 
AB 1423, introduced by Assembly Member David Chiu, would extend the collection of housing-related 
data to include charter cities. Existing law exempts charter cities from certain reporting requirements for 
housing production in relation to need, as defined by RHNA. As one of more than 120 charter cities in 
California, San Francisco is currently exempted from reporting certain housing data to HCD and OPR. 
San Francisco voluntarily reports data because this data provides a critical resource for both the public 
and decision-makers to track regional housing outcomes and develop housing goals and policies. In 
addition, reporting data to the state increases eligibility to receive state funding for housing and open 
space.  In April, the San Francisco Committee on State Legislation voted “support” in order to facilitate 
housing policy decisions and enforcement of housing related law.  


AB 1423 Status: Passed by the Assembly. 


 


AB 1156, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, has been updated to require that housing elements 
include reporting on the number of households paying 30% and 50% or more in housing costs. Originally 
the bill would have required that Annual Housing Element Progress Reports include a listing of sites 
rezoned to accommodate that portion of the city or county’s share of RHNA for each income level that 
cannot be accommodated on the sites identified in the inventory required by existing Housing Element 
law. 


AB 1156 Status: Passed by Assembly. 


 


3. Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control 
AB 1505, introduced by Assembly Member Richard Bloom along with Assembly Member David Chiu 
and Assembly Member Todd Gloria (Senator Scott Weiner and Assembly Member Phil Ting are listed as 
coauthors), would provide the much-awaited “Palmer Fix”. The Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act 
(1995) prevents the city from placing rent control on new construction, condominiums, tenancy-in-
commons, or single family homes. The Palmer decision (2009) expanded the applicability of Costa 
Hawkins to apply to rents on new affordable units in new rental developments. Taken together, Costa 
Hawkins and the Palmer decision present a significant challenge to the ability of California cities to create 
new affordable, rental housing. This bill would restore the ability of local jurisdictions to require 
inclusionary rental housing on site but otherwise would not change Costa-Hawkins. 


AB 1505 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by Senate Transportation and Housing Committee with 
recommendation to pass. 


 







 
 


 


AB 1506, introduced by Assembly Member Richard Bloom, Assembly Member David Chiu, and 
Assembly Member Rob Bonta, would completely repeal the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act that 
limits application of local rent control on new construction, condominiums, tenancy-in-commons, or 
single family homes. The repeal of Costa-Hawkins would restore cities’ ability to impose rent-control on 
all housing types and would also restore vacancy control, allowing cities to restrict how much rents can 
rise upon vacancy. This bill has much broader implications than the limited changes in AB 1505, which is 
targeted specifically at restoring cities’ ability to require inclusionary rental units. 


AB 1506 Status: Referred to Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee. 


 


AB 915, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, would require the City and County of San Francisco 
to subject all of the units in new developments to the city’s affordable inclusionary percentage 
requirement. This bill would specify that “bonus units” within projects that utilize the state density bonus 
law are subject to inclusionary requirements unless specifically exempted by the City and County. The 
bill would not apply to housing developments with an application submitted or processed before January 
1, 2018. 


AB 915 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee with 
recommendation to pass. 


 


REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 


None. This memo is informational only.  
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC)
Subject: FW: Project on 1965 Market and Duboce Stret
Date: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 10:17:23 AM
Attachments: 04 Letter to San Francisco Planning 8-13-17.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: pwmedlock@gmail.com [mailto:pwmedlock@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Patrick Medlock
Sent: Wednesday, August 16, 2017 9:22 AM
To: Callagy, Alana (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); San Francisco Planning Commission
Subject: Project on 1965 Market and Duboce Stret
 
Please see the attached comments on the above development.

Patrick Medlock

 
NOTICE OF CONFIDENTIALITY
This transmission contains information that may be confidential and that may also be
privileged.  Unless you are the intended recipient of the message (or authorized to receive it
for the intended recipient,) you may not copy, forward, or otherwise use it, or disclose its
contents to anyone else.  If you have received this transmission in error, please notify the
sender.
 

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC)
Subject: FW: Appeal to planning project on 1965 Market Street
Date: Monday, August 14, 2017 10:34:45 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: 崔益強 [mailto:tsui9908@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, August 13, 2017 11:07 AM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: Appeal to planning project on 1965 Market Street
 
Dear Commissioner Of San Francisco
Planning Commission:

Global warming, pollution, water poison thru chemical waste,
traffic congestion....these are just a few of the environmental
hazards to mankind that caused by construction.

Rumors has it San Francisco mayor makes money from helping
developers getting richer!

I trust the Commissioner does not make money from approving
building projects such as the 8 story building will be builded at
the corner of 1965 Market Street and 225 Duboce.

I further believe the Commissioner does not have any relatives,
friends, will benefit from 1965 Market Street 8 story building
project.

San Francisco does not need another high rise building, please
allow this street corner to remain the same, as a  neighborhood
landmark, just like the Mint!
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To keep this street corner remain the same, will not harm
anybody, unlike the 8 story building planning commission is
working to approve, it indeed will bring harm to the environment,
it will bring harm to the people live and work in this
neighborhood.

To keep this street corner remain the same, when you are
planning to put in a park to allow residents and workers,
including the good people working at the Mint, have a nice calm
place to sit, to take lunch break, to have family and children to
ride tricycles, to have some green trees to help the air pollutions.

You, the Commissioner, the head, the leader of Planning
Commission will be remembered, will be thanked, I personally
will make sure the residents and the workers alike will sing and
praise your name, and your team members' names.

Rather than having people thinking you probably benefits from
approving this project, and forever add to the harm of
environmental problems caused by constructions.

For the greater good of mankind, please reject the planning
project of 8 story building on 1965 Market Street.

 

Thank you for your time and construction
 
Sincerely
 
Yi Chiang Tsui



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: SF Cannabis Retail Alliance letter opposing proposed MCD moratorium
Date: Monday, August 14, 2017 10:34:22 AM
Attachments: Cannabis Retail Alliance anti-moratorium letter.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: John Delaplane [mailto:johnny@access-sf.org] 
Sent: Monday, August 14, 2017 9:29 AM
To: Breed, London (BOS); Roxas, Samantha (BOS); Lloyd, Kayleigh (BOS); Howerton, Michael (BOS);
Farrell, Mark (BOS); Karunaratne, Kanishka (BOS); Kelly, Margaux (BOS); Montejano, Jess (BOS); Kim,
Jane (BOS); Duong, Noelle (BOS); Lopez, Barbara (BOS); Ronen, Hillary; Goossen, Carolyn (BOS);
Morales, Carolina (BOS); Allbee, Nate; Sheehy, Jeff (BOS); Jones, Justin (BOS); Spero, David (BOS);
Barnes, Bill (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS); Maybaum, Erica (BOS); Choy, Jarlene (BOS); Low, Jen (BOS);
Cohen, Malia (BOS); Chan, Yoyo (BOS); Chicuata, Brittni (BOS); Kittler, Sophia (BOS); Fewer, Sandra
(BOS); Boilard, Chelsea (BOS); Pagoulatos, Nick (BOS); Yu, Angelina (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS);
Angulo, Sunny (BOS); Hepner, Lee (BOS); Rubenstein, Beth (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Lee, Judy
(BOS); Meyer, Catherine (BOS); Sandoval, Suhagey (BOS); Tang, Katy (BOS); Summers, Ashley (BOS);
Law, Ray (BOS); Lee, Mayor (MYR); Rahaim, John (CPC); Garcia, Barbara (DPH); Chawla, Colleen
(DPH); Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); DPH Cannabis Taskforce; Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (MYR)
Subject: SF Cannabis Retail Alliance letter opposing proposed MCD moratorium
 
Honorable Planning Commissioners, Mayor, and Supervisors,
 
Attached and below is a letter from the San Francisco Cannabis Retail Alliance (SFCRA). We are a
group of MCD operators and applicants employing hundreds of San Franciscans.  We respectfully oppose the
proposed moratorium on medical cannabis dispensaries.
 
Sincerely, 
 
The Founding Members of the San Francisco Cannabis Retail Alliance
 
The Apothecarium
BASA
Cookies SF
Weedsmith
Access SF
NUG
Pharmacon
Connected SF
Vapor Room
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San Francisco Cannabis Retail Alliance 
870 Market St # 1148, 


San Francisco, CA 94102 
cannabisretailalliance@gmail.com 


(415) 713-4319 


 


 


 


August 11, 2017 


 


San Francisco Planning Commission 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 


San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Re: Proposed MCD Moratorium & Pipeline Applicants 


 


Dear Planning Commissioners, 


 


We absolutely understand that the regulations regarding Medical Cannabis Dispensary applications need 


improvement, and we are eager to work with you and the Board of Supervisors on new legislation regarding 


cannabis uses in San Francisco.  We agree that medical, and particularly adult use, cannabis regulations should 


be carefully crafted to respect neighborhood character, provide for controlled growth, and foster opportunity 


and equity.  Please bring us to the table in this process.  


 


We are, however, adamantly opposed to any kind of moratorium on pending MCD applicants.  A moratorium 


will only harm patients, reducing access for the thousands of San Franciscans—many of them suffering from 


MS, PTSD, chronic pain, or HIV—who depend on medical cannabis.  As Supervisor Jeff Sheehy said in his July 


24 letter opposing the moratorium, MCD patients “are among the most vulnerable San Franciscans.”  The City 


should be seeking to help them, not make their access to medicine even more difficult. 


 


A moratorium will also exacerbate equity and diversity concerns, undermining our shared goals.  Existing MCD 


operators and applicants with extensive financial resources will survive a moratorium.  But small MCD 


applicants, many of whom are San Francisco locals with limited means, cannot shoulder protracted carrying 


and lease costs and will be seriously jeopardized.   


 


Both former Board of Supervisors President Aaron Peskin and current President London Breed stated very 


clearly at the Board meeting on July 25 that scheduled pipeline MCD projects should be given a fair hearing 


regardless of what may happen with a proposed moratorium.   


 


Supervisor Peskin:  


 


“I have not seen the proposed legislation but I think it’s very important that anybody who has a 


scheduled hearing before the effective date of the interim controls who has a hearing 


scheduled at Planning is given that hearing and that…the Planning Commission, as much as I 


respect all seven of those individuals, [doesn’t] say: ‘We’re just going to wait for the Board of 


Supervisors to act.’  So this is my statement on the record that anything that has been 


calendared that is before the Planning Commission should be either approved on the merits or 


rejected on the merits by the Planning Commission, but they should not continue those during 


the month of August.” 







 


 


 


 


President Breed: 


 


“I do agree with Supervisor Peskin that if there are people who have hearings that are already 


scheduled, they should be able to move forward and this [legislation] should not impact them.” 


 


We are eager to work with you on improved cannabis regulations in San Francisco.  But we ask you to please 


reject any moratorium and, as members of the Board of Supervisors have clearly stated, please respect the 


pipeline applications and provide them fair hearings .  These applicants have devoted months of hard work 


and thousands of dollars toward their projects.  The City has consistently accommodated pipeline projects 


when making major changes in regulations, for example with the Transportation Sustainability Fee or 2016’s 


Proposition C on inclusionary housing.  We ask for the same consideration here. 


 


Thank you for your service to San Francisco.  We stand ready to assist your efforts. 


              


Sincerely, 
 
The Members of the San Francisco Cannabis Retail Alliance 
 
Founding Members: 
 
The Apothecarium 
BASA 
Cookies SF 
Weed Smith 
Access SF 
NUG 
Pharmacon 
Connected SF 
Vapor Room 
 


CC: Board of Supervisors Members & Aides 


 Mayor Ed Lee 


 Planning Director, John Rahaim 


 Director of Public Health, Barbara Garcia 


 Board of Supervisors Clerk, Angela Calvillo 


 Mayor’s Board Liaison, Mawuli Tugbenyoh 


Planning Commission Secretary, Jonas P. Ionin 


SF Cannabis Legalization Task Force 
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San Francisco Cannabis Retail Alliance
870 Market St # 1148,
San Francisco, CA 94102
cannabisretailalliance@gmail.com
(415) 713-4319
 
August 11, 2017
 
San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
Re: Proposed MCD Moratorium & Pipeline Applicants
 
Dear Planning Commissioners,
 
We absolutely understand that the regulations regarding Medical Cannabis
Dispensary applications need improvement, and we are eager to work with you and
the Board of Supervisors on new legislation regarding cannabis uses in San
Francisco.  We agree that medical, and particularly adult use, cannabis regulations
should be carefully crafted to respect neighborhood character, provide for controlled
growth, and foster opportunity and equity.  Please bring us to the table in this
process. 
 
We are, however, adamantly opposed to any kind of moratorium on pending MCD
applicants.  A moratorium will only harm patients, reducing access for the thousands
of San Franciscans—many of them suffering from MS, PTSD, chronic pain, or HIV—
who depend on medical cannabis.  As Supervisor Jeff Sheehy said in his July 24
letter opposing the moratorium, MCD patients “are among the most vulnerable San
Franciscans.”  The City should be seeking to help them, not make their access to
medicine even more difficult.
 
A moratorium will also exacerbate equity and diversity concerns, undermining our
shared goals.  Existing MCD operators and applicants with extensive financial
resources will survive a moratorium.  But small MCD applicants, many of whom are
San Francisco locals with limited means, cannot shoulder protracted carrying and
lease costs and will be seriously jeopardized.  
 
Both former Board of Supervisors President Aaron Peskin and current President
London Breed stated very clearly at the Board meeting on July 25 that scheduled
pipeline MCD projects should be given a fair hearing regardless of what may happen
with a proposed moratorium.  
 
Supervisor Peskin: 
 

“I have not seen the proposed legislation but I think it’s very important
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that anybody who has a scheduled hearing before the effective date of
the interim controls who has a hearing scheduled at Planning is given
that hearing and that…the Planning Commission, as much as I respect
all seven of those individuals, [doesn’t] say: ‘We’re just going to wait for
the Board of Supervisors to act.’  So this is my statement on the record
that anything that has been calendared that is before the Planning
Commission should be either approved on the merits or rejected on the
merits by the Planning Commission, but they should not continue those
during the month of August.”

 
President Breed:
 

“I do agree with Supervisor Peskin that if there are people who have hearings
that are already scheduled, they should be able to move forward and this
[legislation] should not impact them.”

 
We are eager to work with you on improved cannabis regulations in San
Francisco.  But we ask you to please reject any moratorium and, as members of
the Board of Supervisors have clearly stated, please respect the pipeline
applications and provide them fair hearings .  These applicants have devoted
months of hard work and thousands of dollars toward their projects.  The City has
consistently accommodated pipeline projects when making major changes in
regulations, for example with the Transportation Sustainability Fee or 2016’s
Proposition C on inclusionary housing.  We ask for the same consideration here.
 
Thank you for your service to San Francisco.  We stand ready to assist your efforts.
             
Sincerely,
 
The Members of the San Francisco Cannabis Retail Alliance
 
Founding Members:
 
The Apothecarium
BASA
Cookies SF
Weed Smith
Access SF
NUG
Pharmacon
Connected SF
Vapor Room
 
CC:     Board of Supervisors Members & Aides
           Mayor Ed Lee
           Planning Director, John Rahaim
           Director of Public Health, Barbara Garcia
           Board of Supervisors Clerk, Angela Calvillo



           Mayor’s Board Liaison, Mawuli Tugbenyoh
Planning Commission Secretary, Jonas P. Ionin
SF Cannabis Legalization Task Force

 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Diane
Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Karl  Hasz; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of August 14, 2017
Date: Monday, August 14, 2017 10:32:56 AM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 8.14.17.doc

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, August 14, 2017 9:51 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for Week of August 14, 2017
 
Colleagues,
 
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week.
Let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thanks!
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org

Get Connected with Mayor Ed Lee 
www.sfmayor.org
Twitter @mayoredlee
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

August 14, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of August 14, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of August 14, 2017. 

Immigrant Rights (Monday, August 14, 530PM)


Discussion Only


· Staff Report

· Commission Scheduling


· Proposal for next Commission hearing

Small Business (Monday, August 14, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Cannabis Policy Presentation.

Action Items

· Approval of Legacy Business Registry Applications and Resolutions: 


· Cinderella Bakery and Café 


· Donaldina Cameron House

· Elite Sport Soccer

· Board of Supervisors File No. 170837 – Building Code - Mandatory Disability Access Improvements - Extension of Time For Compliance and Report to the Board of Supervisors. Ordinance amending Chapter 11D of the Building Code to extend the time for compliance with the requirement that an existing building with a place of public accommodation either have all primary entries and path of travel into the building accessible by persons with disabilities or receive from the City a determination of equivalent facilitation, technical infeasibility, or unreasonable hardship, the Department of Building Inspection’s report to the Board of Supervisors, and the limitation on granting extensions of time; restating the findings of local conditions under the California Health and Safety Code; and directing the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors to forward the legislation to the California Building Standards Commission upon final passage. (Tang)


· Board of Supervisors File No. 170599 – Public Works, Police Codes - Prohibiting Autonomous Delivery Devices on Sidewalks and Right-of-Ways. Ordinance amending the Public Works Code to prohibit the operation of autonomous delivery devices on sidewalks and right-of-ways within the jurisdiction of Public Works, amending the Police Code to provide for administrative, civil, or criminal penalties for unlawful operation of autonomous delivery devices; and affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act. (Yee) 

· Board of Supervisors File No. 170865 – Zoning - Interim Moratorium on Medical Cannabis Dispensaries. Urgency ordinance approving an interim zoning moratorium on the approval of medical cannabis dispensaries for 45 days, in accordance with California Government Code, Section 65858; affirming the Planning Department’s determination under the California Environmental Quality Act; and making findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. (Cohen)


· Legacy Business Historic Preservation Fund Rules and Regulations for Business Assistance Grants.

Community Investment & Infrastructure (Tuesday, August 15, 1PM) - CANCELLED

Entertainment (Tuesday, August 15, 530PM)


Discussion Only


· Legislative/Policy Update: Update on File #170443, cleanup legislation regarding amplified sound


· Staff and Office Update: Retirement of Executive Director Jocelyn Kane and Staff Transition


· Update on Board of Appeals Action: Notice of Decision for Appeal No. 17-103 

· Community & Cultural Events: Dylan Rice discusses update on SF Outdoor Event Planning and Permitting Guide and reports on first Outdoor Events Network mixer and panel at The Stud on July 27, 2017. 


Action Items

· Hearing and Possible Action regarding applications for permits under the jurisdiction of the Entertainment Commission

· Consent Agenda:


· EC-1414 – Brown, Daniel, Noise, 3427 Balboa St., Limited Live Performance Permit.


· Regular Agenda:


· EC-1415 – Haynes, Rick, Two-51, 251 Rhode Island St., Place of Entertainment Permit.


· Discussion and Possible Action to adopt written comments and/or recommendations already submitted by or to be submitted by the Acting Director to the Planning Department and/or Department of Building Inspection regarding noise issues for proposed residential projects per Chapter 116 of the Administrative Code: 

· Consent Agenda:


· 18 Turk Murphy Lane, Bl/Lot: 0147/022, Discussion and possible action to adopt written comments and/or recommendations already submitted by the Acting Director of the Entertainment Commission regarding noise issues for the proposed residential project at 18 Turk Murphy Lane, which is located within 300 feet of Sip Bar and Lounge, a permitted Place of Entertainment.


· Regular Agenda:


· 344 14th Street & 1463 Stevenson Street, Bl/Lot: 3532/1013 & 3532/1021, Discussion and possible action to adopt written comments and/or recommendations regarding noise issues for the proposed residential project at 344 14th Street & 1463 Stevenson Street, which is located within 300 feet of SF Armory and The Armory Club, permitted Places of Entertainment.


· 606 Capp Street, Bl/Lot: 3615/055, Discussion and possible action to adopt written comments and/or recommendations regarding noise issues for the proposed residential project at 606 Capp Street, which is located within 300 feet of Balancoire and Foreign Cinema, permitted Places of Entertainment.


Health (Tuesday, August 15, 4PM)


Discussion Only


· SAN FRANCISCO MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES ACT (MHSA) 3-YEAR INTEGRATED PLAN FY17/18 – 19/20

· PROPOSITION Q HEARING: ST. LUKE’S HOSPITAL SUBACUTE/SKILLED NURSING FACILITY CLOSURE. THE COMMISSION WILL VOTE ON THIS ISSUE AT ITS SEPTEMBER 5, 2017 MEETING.

Action Items


· PROPOSITION I REQUEST FOR HUMMINGBIRD PSYCHIATRIC RESPITE NAVIGATION CENTER

MTA (Tuesday, August 15, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· Special Recognition Award


· Better Market Street Project


· Update on Vision Zero

Action Items

· Requesting the Controller to allot funds and to draw warrants against such funds available or will be available in payment of the following claims against the SFMTA:


· Rika Virgo vs. CCSF, Superior Ct. #CGC15543879 filed on 1/29/15 for $1,000


· Chala Tufa Muleta vs. CCSF, Superior Ct. #CGC15549072 filed on 11/19/15 for $10,000


· Nicolas Cascio vs. CCSF, Superior Ct. #CGC14543318 filed on 12/19/14 for $85,000


· Lan Lin and Xia Zhang vs. CCSF, Superior Ct. #15548589 filed on 10/22/15 for $89,500

· Approving the following traffic modifications:

· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Leavenworth Street, northbound and southbound, at Broadway.


· ESTABLISH — TOW-AWAY, NO PARKING ANYTIME − Pierce Street, south terminus, at 315 feet south of Waller Street.


· ESTABLISH – LEFT LANE MUST TURN LEFT − Washington St,, westbound, at Drumm St.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGN − Marston Avenue, eastbound, at Circular Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – RED ZONE − Rockwood Court, west side, from 198 feet to 230 feet south of Rockaway Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGN − Wood Street, southbound, at Anza Street.


· ESTABLISH – RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING AREA Q, 2-HOUR PARKING, 8 AM TO 6 PM, MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY, EXCEPT VEHICLES WITH AREA Q PERMITS − Page Street, both sides, between Baker Street and Lyon Street.


· ESTABLISH – RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING BEACON − 22nd Street, eastbound and westbound, at mid-block crossing between Potrero Avenue and San Bruno Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING BEACON − Irving Street, eastbound and westbound, at 5th Avenue; Irving Street, eastbound and westbound, at 8th Avenue.


· ESTABLISH – GENERAL METERED PARKING, 4-HOUR TIME LIMIT, 9 AM TO 10 PM, MONDAY THROUGH SATURDAY AND SPECIAL EVENT SUNDAYS – El Dorado Street, east side, between Channel Street and Long Bridge Street; El Dorado Street, west side, between Channel Street and Long Bridge Street.


· ESTABLISH – TOW AWAY, NO STOPPING ANYTIME; El Dorado, east side, from Channel Street to 97 feet southerly.


· ESTABLISH – TOW AWAY, NO STOPPING ANYTIME; El Dorado (South), west side, from Long Bridge Street to 100 feet northerly.


· ESTABLISH – BLUE ZONE, DIABLED PARKING ONLY, AT ALL TIMES – 208 Utah Street, west side from 8 feet to 18 feet south of 15th Street


· ESTABLISH – RED ZONE − Hanover St., south side, from 9.5 feet to 39.5 feet west of Watt Ave.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Linden Street, eastbound and westbound, at Laguna Street.


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGN − McKinnon Avenue, westbound, at Phelps Street


· ESTABLISH — NO PARKING ANYTIME − Russian Hill Place, east side, from Vallejo Street to north terminus of Russian Hill Place


· ESTABLISH – STOP SIGNS − Seneca Avenue, eastbound and westbound, at Bannock Street


· ESTABLISH – RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING AREA I ELIGIBILITY − 2629 Mission St.


· ESTABLISH – RESIDENTIAL PERMIT PARKING AREA J ELIGIBILITY − Stanyan Street, east side, between Waller Street and Beulah Street.


· ESTABLISH – TOW-AWAY NO STOPPING EXCEPT MUNI, MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY, 3 PM TO 7 PM − Mission Street, north side, from Spear Street to Steuart Street


· ESTABLISH – TOW AWAY NO STOPPING ANYTIME − Alemany Boulevard, east side, from Silver Avenue to 25 feet southerly; Silver Avenue, south side, from Alemany Boulevard to 25 feet easterly


· ESTABLISH – RED ZONE − Tennessee Street, east side, from 24th Street north 40 feet.


· Authorizing the Director to accept and expend $9,609,241 in FY 2018 Transit Performance Initiative Program funds from the Metropolitan Transportation Commission for the Geary Bus Rapid Transit Project; and adopting a Resolution of Support under the STP/CMAQ programs of MAP-21, any extensions of MAP-21, or any successor legislation for continued funding.


· Awarding six contracts, three for federally funded projects and three for locally funded projects, to Caribou Public Relations, JBR and Associates, and Butler Enterprise Group, for AsNeeded Ambassador Services, to provide customer assistance during major events, for projects, and in emergencies, each for a term of five years, with an option to extend the contracts in the amounts of: $1,666,000 for Caribou‘s locally funded contract, and $1,566,000 for its federally funded contract; $1,566,000 for JBR’s locally funded contract and $1,666,000 for its federally funded contract; and $1,666,000 for both of Butler’s locally and federally funded contracts.

· Authorizing the Director to execute Amendment No. 3 to Contract No. CPT 713, Procurement of Hybrid Coaches with New Flyer of America, to revise the list of Spare Parts and Special Tools and include the list of additional equipment added to the vehicles during the production phase, for an additional amount of $1,504,252 and a total contract amount not to exceed $413,774,673, with no change to the term of the contract.

· Appointing Robert Shaw to the Bond Oversight Committee, effective August 16, 2017.


· Adopting the SFMTA’s 20-year Capital Plan, which includes a list of capital needs linked to the Agency’s Strategic Plan for projects to be funded through the Capital Improvement Program.


· PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION: Ed Reiskin, Director of Transportation (Closed Session)

· PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION: Roberta Boomer, Board Secretary (Closed Session)

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, August 16, 5PM)

Action Items

· APPEAL - JACK STRONG DBA “PRESSURE POINT MASSAGE,” vs. DEPT. OF PUBLIC HEALTH, Re: 928 Sutter Street. Appealing the DENIAL on June 09, 2017 of a Massage Establishment Permit.


· REHEARING REQUEST - Subject property at 2442 Bayshore Boulevard. Marlene Tran, Russel Morine and Ying Jun Chen, appellants, are requesting a rehearing of Appeal No. 17-089, Tran, Morine & Chen vs. DBI, PDA, decided July 19, 2017. At that time, the Board was unable to muster sufficient votes to uphold, reverse or amend the departmental action; therefore, the DBI action to issue the subject permit became the City’s final decision as a matter of law. Permit Holder: Elevated Systems Inc. Project: change of use and renovation of existing interior first floor tenant space into a medical cannabis dispensary; scope of work to include new partitions, new finishes and new accessible restroom; mechanical, electrical and plumbing under separate permit.

· APPEAL - SUSAN BRANDT-HAWLEY vs. SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS BUREAU OF STREET USE AND MAPPING, Re: 115 Telegraph Hill Boulevard. Protesting the ISSUANCE on June 15, 2017, to Centric General Contractors, of a Street Space Occupancy Permit (to allow scaffolding (“Pedestrian Tunnel”) to be placed on Filbert Street Stairs fronting the subject property and street space in association with DBI BPA No. 2015/05/22/7051).


· APPEAL - DAVID CURIEL vs. DEPT. OF BUILDING INSPECTION, PLANNING DEPT. APPROVAL, Re: 571 Ivy Street. Protesting the ISSUANCE on July 11, 2017, to 571 Ivy Street LLC, of an Alteration Permit (conversion of existing one unit building to two units; interior renovation within the building envelope to include two new kitchens; renovate three bathrooms and add two new bathrooms; conversion of unconditioned basement into conditioned living space; minor exterior upgrades to include new window and door openings).


· APPEAL - WARREN SAUNDERS vs. DEPT. OF BUILDING INSPECTION, PLANNING DEPT. APPROVAL, Re: 407A 30th Street. Protesting the ISSUANCE on June 09, 2017, of an Alteration Permit (to correct Planning Department Violation No. 2016-010978ENF and Department of Building Inspection Violation No. 201634743; replace siding in kind for single family home; revision to BPA No. 2015/05/11/5997; new siding on three sides of building; post to support deck).

JOHN SULLIVAN & KEVIN DWYER vs. DEPT. OF BUILDING INSPECTION, PLANNING DEPT. APPROVAL, Re: 407A 30th Street. Protesting the ISSUANCE on June 09, 2017, of an Alteration Permit (to correct Planning Department Violation No. 2016-010978ENF and Department of Building Inspection Violation No. 201634743; replace siding in kind for single family home; revision to BPA No. 2015/05/11/5997; new siding on three sides of building; post to support deck).


· APPEAL - THERESA & TIMOTHY DILLEY vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, Re: 3437-3439 Fillmore Street. Appealing the ISSUANCE on June 13, 2017 of a Request for Suspension (requesting that BPA Nos. 2016/07/08/1934, 2016/08/15/4971, 2016/12/22/5073 and 2017/03/09/1037 be suspended for the reason that the Planning Department has determined that the project exceeded the approved scope of work by reducing the size of the second story unit and relocating it to the ground floor).

Building Inspection (Wednesday, August 16, 10AM)

Discussion Only


· Discussion on Accela permit and project tracking system.


· Update on Best Practices Approach for Tall Building Review.

· Update on the annual cost of construction increase applied to the Department of Building Inspection’s Cost Schedule.

Action Items

· Discussion and possible action regarding a proposed ordinance amending the Building Code Section 107A and Table 1A-B of Section 110A to allow recovery of costs of third party experts and other permit related expenses, in addition to other requirements.


· Discussion and possible action regarding a proposed ordinance (Board of Supervisors File No. 170870) amending the Existing Building and Fire Codes to require buildings sold or transferred after September 1, 2017, to comply with fire alarm system upgrade requirements for sleeping areas, and to exempt mandatory seismic strengthening alterations and transient Hotels from those requirements, in addition to other requirements.


· Discussion and possible action regarding a proposed Ordinance amending the Electrical Code to correct the title for the Low Voltage Lighting section and conform it to the title in the California Electrical Code.


· Discussion and possible action regarding a proposed ordinance amending the Plumbing Code to prohibit the use of circuit venting unless approved as an alternative engineered design.


· Discussion and possible action regarding a proposed ordinance amending the Building Code to revise the scope section of the City’s Slope Protection Act by deleting the reference to an obsolete map and re-enacting a paragraph that was omitted inadvertently in the adoption of the 2016 Code.


Elections (Wednesday, August 16, 6PM)


Action Items

· Accessible Voting Education - Discussion and possible action regarding informing voters of accessible voting options.


· Open Source Voting - Discussion and possible action regarding the City and County of San Francisco's open source voting system project.

· Process for Annual Director of Elections Performance Review - Discussion and possible action regarding the process for conducting the annual performance review of the Director of Elections.


Historic Preservation (Wednesday, August 16, 1230PM)


Consideration of Items Proposed for Continuance


· AFRICAN AMERICAN HISTORIC CONTEXT STATEMENT – Consideration to adopt, modify, or disapprove the African American Citywide Historic Context Statement. Partially funded by the Historic Preservation Fund Committee, the context statement documents the history of African Americans in San Francisco from the City's earliest development to the present day. It outlines significance, integrity considerations, registration requirements, and further recommendations. (Proposed for Continuance to December 6, 2017)

Action Items

· 1088 SANSOME STREET – southeast corner of Sansome and Green Street, Assessor's Block/Lots 0135/009 (District 3). Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to complete exterior alterations to a Contributory building within the Northeast Waterfront Landmark District. The project proposes to replace existing, non-historic windows and doors within the same openings at the exterior of a minimally visible penthouse for an area exceeding 100 square feet. The project also entails the removal of four (4) non-historic, poured concrete elements located along the perimeter of the building's roof that were installed as part of a previous, uncompleted undertaking. The project site is within a C-2 (Community Business) Zoning District, a 65-X Height and Bulk District, the Waterfront Special Use District No. 3, the Northeast Waterfront Special Sign District, and the Northeast Waterfront Landmark District. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve

· CIVIC CENTER KIOSK – located on Assessor's Block 0788, Lot 001, bounded by Grove, Larkin and McAllister Streets and Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place (District 6) - Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for a proposal to construct a temporary kiosk building at the southeast corner of Larkin and Grove Streets, and remove and replace three above-ground mechanical vents to Brooks Hall along Larkin Street.  The proposal also includes outdoor seating, lighting, and site accessibility needed for the kiosk.  The subject property is a contributing site within the Civic Center Landmark District, and is located within a P (Public) Zoning District and OS (Open Space) Height and Bulk Limit. Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions

· CORBETT HEIGHTS HISTORIC CONTEXT STATEMENT – Consideration to adopt, modify or disapprove a Motion to adopt the Corbett Heights Historic Context Statement. The Corbett Heights Historic Context Statement addresses the development of the study area's landscapes and residential buildings between 1840 and 1974. The Corbett Heights Historic Context Statement documents the early development of Corbett Heights, builders and building typologies; identifies significant themes, design elements, architectural styles, and character-defining features; documents significance and integrity thresholds; and provides recommendations for future study of potential individual landmarks and historic districts. The Corbett Heights Historic Context Statement is intended to be used as a planning tool and framework for consistent, informed evaluations of the study area's significant themes, integrity, and character-defining features of individual buildings and clusters of buildings. The general boundaries of the study area are Douglass Street at the east, Clayton Street–Corbett Avenue at the west, Romain Street at the south, and 17th Street–Roosevelt Way at the north. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt with Conditions

· 581 WALLER STREET – south side between Pierce and Potomac Streets; Lot 022 in Assessor's Block 0865 (District 8) – Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to restore the building's cladding and architectural trim at the front façade based on building evidence and similar buildings by the same builder, Fernando Nelson; to re-build the front stairs with a wood railing and cast concrete steps; to replace the existing non-historic windows with wood double-hung window sashes; to add two roof dormers at the east and west slopes of the gabled roof; and, to construct minor additions at the rear of the building of approximately 201 square feet. The subject property is a contributor to the Duboce Park Landmark District designated in Article 10 of the Planning Code, within a RTO (Residential, Transit-Oriented) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· 1399 MCALLISTER STREET – South side of McAllister Street at Pierce Street, Assessor's Block 0778, Lot 013 (District 5). Consideration to adopt a Resolution to recommend to the Board of Supervisors Landmark Designation of the Third Baptist Church Complex as an individual Article 10 Landmark pursuant to Section 1004.1 of the Planning Code. Constructed in 1952-1956, the Third Baptist Church Complex is significant for the role it has played in the social advancement of African Americans in San Francisco under the guidance of civil rights leader, Reverend Frederick Douglas Haynes, Sr.; and as a rare and notable example of post-war ecclesiastical architecture in San Francisco's Western Addition neighborhood. The HPC initiated landmark designation of the Third Baptist Church Complex on July 19, 2017. It is located in a Residential- Mixed, low density (RM-1) zoning district and a 40-X Height and Bulk district. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval

· 1610 GEARY BOULEVARD – Between Post Street and Geary Boulevard, Assessor's Block 0700, Lots 022, 023 (District 5). Consideration to adopt a Resolution to recommend to the Board of Supervisors Landmark Designation of 1601 Geary Boulevard, historically known as Peace Pagoda and Peace Plaza, as an individual Article 10 Landmark pursuant to Section 1004.1 of the Planning Code. Constructed in 1968, the Peace Pagoda and Peace Plaza were designed by master architect, Yoshiro Taniguchi and are significantly associated with the history and identity of the Japantown community. The HPC initiated landmark designation of the subject property on June 21, 2017. It is located in a Neighborhood Commercial, Moderate Scale (NC-3) zoning district and a 50-X Height and Bulk district. Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval

· Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business application: 


· 110 SUTTER STREET – On the north side of Sutter Street near Montgomery Street. Assessor's Block 0288, Lot 007 (District 3). Founded in 1946, Cable Car Clothiers is the oldest men's retailer located in and serving the Downtown neighborhood.


· 1619 OCEAN AVENUE – On the south side of Ocean Avenue near Capitol Avenue. Assessor's Block 6935, Lot 026 (District 7). Founded in 1996, Ocean Hair Design is a local, family-owned and operated haircut and styling salon serving the Ingleside and Ocean View neighborhoods.

Police (Wednesday, August 16, 530PM) – NO MEETING

Library (Thursday, August 17, 430PM)


Discussion Only


· Maya Angelou Statue at the Main Library - This item is a discussion on the proposed ordinance before the Board of Supervisors directing the Arts Commission to erect a statue of Maya Angelou in front of the Main Library and other provisions of the ordinance in support of increasing public art depicting historically significant women on City property. 


· Open Hours Study - This is a discussion on the process for the Library’s Open Hours Study required every five years per the Library Preservation Fund legislation).


· City Librarian’s Report - The City Librarian will give updates on the; Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the Friends of the San Francisco Library (Friends); and Highlights of Programs and Exhibitions 


· Labor Union Report - This item is to allow representatives of library labor organizations to report on employee matters within the Commission’s purview as well as to suggest new agenda items for the Library Commission’s consideration.)  


· Adjournment in Memory of Alexander Lee Munson former Library Commission Vice-President   
                

Planning (Thursday, August 17, 12PM) - CANCELLED

Rec Park (Thursday, August 17, 10AM)


Discussion Only

· SAN FRANCISCO ZOO - Presentation and discussion only to update the Commission on operational and management issues at the San Francisco Zoo.

· GOLDEN GATE PARK TRAFFIC SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT - Presentation only on proposed traffic safety improvements throughout Golden Gate Park by the SFMTA as developed in coordination with RPD, community stakeholders, and community outreach. 


· 2008 AND 2012 BOND UPDATE - Presentation and discussion only on the status of the implementation of the 2008 and 2012 Clean and Safe Neighborhood Parks Bond programs. 


· 10. LET'S PLAY SF!


· Presentation and discussion only on the status of the Let’sPlaySF! playgrounds initiative to renovate the 13 playgrounds prioritized by the Playgrounds Task Force.

· NEW BUSINESS/AGENDA SETTING 


· Lincoln Park Golf Course


· Golden Gate Park Stables


· Community Gardens Policy


· South End Rowing Club


· Dolphin Club


· Golden Gate Yacht Club


· West Portal Playground


· Geneva Car Barn and Powerhouse

Action Items

· SAN FRANCISCO ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY ANIMAL TRANSACTIONS

· Plumed basilisk DONATED TO Dickerson Park Zoo

· Hooded merganser DONATED TO Alexandria Zoological Park

· Scarlet ibis DONATED FROM Jacksonville Zoo

· Black bears DONATED FROM Alaska Zoo

· Black-tailed prairie dog DONATED FROM Matt Person


· SERGEANT JOHN MACAULAY PARK - Discussion and possible action to recommend that the Board of Supervisors authorize the Recreation and Park Department to accept an in-kind grant valued at approximately $500,000.00 from the Trust for Public Land for project management, design services, and community engagement for the Sergeant John Macaulay children’s play area renovation project.


· GLEN CANYON PARK - Discussion and possible action to: 1) approve the permanent installation of a 34” x 32” brass composite plaque commemorating California Historical Landmark No. 1002 Site of the First Dynamite Factory in America, 2) approve wording of the plaque, and 3) approve placement of the plaque.


· GARFIELD CENTER: POOL AND RENOVATION CONCEPT PLAN - Discussion and possible action to approve the concept plan for improvements to Garfield Center - Pool and Clubhouse Renovation. Approval of this proposed action by the Commission is the Approval Action as defined by S.F. Administrative Code Chapter 31. 

Miscellaneous

· Police Commission DGO 5.15 Working Group Meeting #2 (Tuesday, August 15, 9AM, Police HQ, Room 1025)


· Mayor's Disability Council (Friday, August 18, 1PM) - CANCELLED



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC)
Subject: FW: Appeal to planning project on 1965 Market Street
Date: Friday, August 11, 2017 11:17:36 AM
Attachments: Dear Secretary Jonas Ionin.docx

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Emily Hwang [mailto:hml9888@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 11, 2017 11:12 AM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC); commissionsecretary@sfgov.org; Callagy, Alana (CPC)
Subject: Appeal to planning project on 1965 Market Street
 
Dear Secretary Jonas lonin:
 
Please kindly see attached letter, this is to urge the planning commission not to approve this
project.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Respectfully,
 
Emily Tsui
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San Francisco Planning Commission

Secretary Jonas Ionin



Dear Secretary Jonas Ionin:



I am writing to you to hope San Francisco Planning commission and the commissioner will consider not to approve the planning of the construction of a 8 story building on 1965 Market Street and 255,263, 275-277 and 291-293 Duboce Avenue.



 According to statistics, constructions are responsible for 23% of air pollution, 50% of climatic change, 40% of drinking water pollution and 50% of landfill wastes. 



Researches  by Kleiwerks  says that building material, such as concrete, aluminum, and steel, are directly responsible for “large quantities of CO2 emissions” due to high contents of “embodied energy content”, with 9.8 million tons of CO2 generated from the production of “76 million tons of finished concrete in the US.



According to Environmental Protection Agency, in the U.S., a number of tools and resources regularly used by contract workers and construction firms, such as chemicals on site and even the Diesel used by diggers and trucks, can significantly “harm public health and the environment,” Furthermore, the U.S. construction industry accounts for 160 million tons, or 25 percent, of non-industrial waste generation a year.



There are enough high rise buildings in San Francisco already, there is really no need for another high rise building on Market Street, this construction will cause very much pollutions, and the chemical waste, all these harmful byproduct of this construction which is directly hurt and harm the people work and live in the surrounding area. Not to mention the noise and the traffic jam will be caused by this construction.



As a planning commission and commissioner, do you want to be the ones that responsible to add the unnecessary harm to your fellow residents and workers in this area?  Do you want to contribute to add more pollution, more climate change, and more landfill wastes to the percentage of statistics? Do you want to be personally responsible for another high rise building to collapse in the next big earthquake?



Dear Secretary and Dear Commissioner, I urge you to please not to approve this planning project.

If you are planning a park at this location, I will totally vote for it.



Thank you for your time and considerations.





Respectfully,

Mei Li  Hwang Tsui

[bookmark: _GoBack]August 10, 2017



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC)
Subject: FW: appeal to planning project on 1965 Market Street
Date: Thursday, August 10, 2017 12:00:37 PM
Attachments: Dear Secretary Jonas Ionin.docx

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: MeiMei Hwang [mailto:hwangmeimei@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 4:20 PM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC); commissionsecretary@sfgov.org; Callagy, Alana (CPC)
Subject: appeal to planning project on 1965 Market Street
 
Dear Secretary Jonas Ionin:
 
Please kindly see attached letter, this is to urge the planning commission not to approve this
project.
 
 
Thank you for your time and considerations.
 
Respectfully,
 
MeiMei Hwang
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San Francisco Planning Commission

Secretary Jonas Ionin



Dear Secretary Jonas Ionin:



I am writing to you to hope San Francisco Planning commission and the commissioner will consider not to approve the planning of the construction of a 8 story building on 1965 Market Street and 255,263, 275-277 and 291-293 Duboce Avenue.



 According to statistics, constructions are responsible for 23% of air pollution, 50% of climatic change, 40% of drinking water pollution and 50% of landfill wastes. 



Researches  by Kleiwerks  says that building material, such as concrete, aluminum, and steel, are directly responsible for “large quantities of CO2 emissions” due to high contents of “embodied energy content”, with 9.8 million tons of CO2 generated from the production of “76 million tons of finished concrete in the US.



[bookmark: _GoBack]According to Environmental Protection Agency, in the U.S., a number of tools and resources regularly used by contract workers and construction firms, such as chemicals on site and even the Diesel used by diggers and trucks, can significantly “harm public health and the environment,” Furthermore, the U.S. construction industry accounts for 160 million tons, or 25 percent, of non-industrial waste generation a year.



There are enough high rise buildings in San Francisco already, there is really no need for another high rise building on Market Street, this construction will cause very much pollutions, and the chemical waste, all these harmful byproduct of this construction which is directly hurt and harm the people work and live in the surrounding area. Not to mention the noise and the traffic jam will be caused by this construction.



As a planning commission and commissioner, do you want to be the ones that responsible to add the unnecessary harm to your fellow residents and workers in this area?  Do you want to contribute to add more pollution, more climate change, and more landfill wastes to the percentage of statistics? Do you want to be personally responsible for another high rise building to collapse in the next big earthquake?



Dear Secretary and Dear Commissioner, I urge you to please not to approve this planning project.

If you are planning a park at this location, I will totally vote for it.



Thank you for your time and considerations.





Respectfully,



MeiMei Hwang

August 9, 2017



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Vapor Room SomBa support letter
Date: Thursday, August 10, 2017 11:53:32 AM
Attachments: Support letter Vapor Room.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Henry Karnilowicz [mailto:occexp@aol.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 8:45 PM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Cc: stephanie@vaporroom.com; Kim, Jane (BOS); Foster, Nicholas (CPC)
Subject: Vapor Room SomBa support letter
 
Hi Jonas,
 
Can you please pass the attached letter out to all the commissioners?
 
Thank you!
 
Kind regards,
 
Henry Karnilowicz
President
SomBa (South Of Market Business Association)
 
615 Seventh Street
San Francisco, CA 94103-4910
415.420.8113 cell
415.621.7583 fax
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615 Seventh Street • San Francisco , CA 94103-4910 • www.sfsomba.org 
Phone: 415.621.7533 • Fax: 415.621.7583 • e-mail: info@sfsomba .com 


 
August 9, 2017 
 
 
Mr. Jonas Ionin 
Commission Secretary 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
RE; 
Vapor Room 
Cooperative of San Francisco 
79 9th Street 
San Francisco 
 
Dear Honorable Members of the Planning Commission: 
 
I am the president of SOMBA (South of Market Business Association) A nonprofit organization 
working to promote South of Market as a vital place to live, work, visit and do business.  
 
We are pleased that the Vapor Room Cooperative has joined our organization and attended our 
Board meeting. They’ve shared important details of their plans, which includes a community liaison 
and comprehensive security plan. We feel the block they are located on would benefit tremendously 
from the time and attention the VRC is committed to giving by “Adopting the Block”.  Importantly, 
they shared details of their very long history in the Cannabis community as pioneers.  
 
SOMBA feels confident, based on their track record and what we’ve learned thus far, that the VRC 
has been, and will continue to be, an upstanding, valuable member of the community and a very 
responsible, good neighbor. We truly look forward to working with them.  
 
We respectfully request the commissioners to approve VRC’s proposed project at 79 9th Street. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Henry Karnilowicz 
President 
 
Cc:  
Supervisor Jane Kim 
Nicholas Foster, Planner 
Stephanie Tucker 


     







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC)
Subject: FW: objection to planning project 1965 Market Street
Date: Thursday, August 10, 2017 11:29:05 AM
Attachments: SKMBT_42117081009581.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: MeiMei Hwang [mailto:hwangmeimei@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2017 10:59 AM
To: commission.secretary@sfgov.org
Cc: Callagy, Alana (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
Subject: objection to planning project 1965 Market Street
 
Dear Secretary Ionin:
 
Please kindly see attached letter concerning my objection
to the planning project for 1965 Market Street 8 story building.
 
 
Thank you for your time,
 
Respectfully,
 
MeiMei Hwang
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Joslin, Jeff (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter to the Planning Commission from the Bayview Hunters Point Citizen Advisory Committee 8.9.17
Date: Thursday, August 10, 2017 11:26:59 AM
Attachments: Letter to Planning Commission from BVHPCAC 8.9.17.pdf

 
 
Office of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Gallagher, Jack (ADM) 
Sent: Wednesday, August 09, 2017 6:10 PM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
Cc: Michael Hamman
Subject: Letter to the Planning Commission from the Bayview Hunters Point Citizen Advisory Committee
8.9.17
 
Jonas,
 
As the Administrator for the Bayview Hunters Point Citizens Advisory Committee I have attached a
letter from Committee Chair Michael Hamman representing the BVHPCAC and his fellow Committee
Members. If you can please distribute the letter to Members of the Planning Commission it would
be much appreciated.
 
If there are any questions regarding the letter please let me know.
 
Regards,
 
 
Jack Gallagher
Policy Aide
Office of the City Administrator
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 362
San Francisco, California 94102
(415) 554-6272
Jack.gallagher@sfgov.org
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Michael Hamman, Chair 
Ellouise Patton, Vice Chair 


 
 


 
 
 


 


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 362, San Francisco, CA  94102 
Telephone (415) 554-6272; Fax (415) 554-4849 


Please address all mail or fax communication to Jack Gallagher, Office of City Administrator 
 


Bayview Hunters Point 
Citizens Advisory Committee 


 


 
August 9, 2017 
 
 
 
San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
 
 
Commissioners, 
 


The Bayview Hunters Point Citizens Advisory Committee is charged with bringing 
significant land use projects before our community for their review and comments.  We share 
these comments with the commission to inform your decision making.   


Currently there are a number of small projects all owned by the same individual, that will 
be coming before you; 1824 Jennings Street, 1083 Hollister Street, 1395 Shafter Avenue, 1290 
Shafter Avenue, 1351 Revere Avenue, 38 Carr Street, 1050 Gilman Avenue, and 1656 Newcome 
Avenue.  None of the projects individually rise to the threshold where they would be required to 
appear before the BVHP CAC.  However, taken collectively, they will indeed have a significant 
impact on our neighborhood.  


For this reason we are asking you to send these projects to the BVHP CAC prior to your 
making a determination regarding them.  We believe our input will be useful in your 
deliberations.     


Please have your staff contact our administrator Jack Gallagher to schedule an 
appearance. Jack Gallagher can be reached by phone at 415-554-6272 or by email at 
jack.gallagher@sfgov.org. 
 
 
Regards, 
 
 
Michael Hamman, Chair 
Bayview Hunters Point Citizen Advisory Committee 







From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Foster, Nicholas (CPC)
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Public comment in support of Case No: 2017-002757DRM
Date: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 12:40:00 PM

 
 
Office of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: chris roberts [mailto:cbloggy@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, August 05, 2017 4:49 PM
To: Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Johnson, Christine (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Secretary, Commissions
(CPC)
Subject: Public comment in support of Case No: 2017-002757DRM
 
727 Clayton Street
San Francisco, CA 94117

San Francisco Planning Commissioners
℅ Jonas P. Ionin, Commission Secretary
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
Nicholas Foster, Planner
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Vapor Room Cooperative Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) Application
Case No: 2017-002757DRM
Project Address: 79 9th Street, San Francisco

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Dear Commissioners --
 
I write to you, as a long-time San Franciscan, in full support of the Vapor Room
Cooperative’s application for an MCD permit at 79 9th Street.
 
In its nearly eight years in operation in the Lower Haight, the Vapor Room represented
everything medical cannabis is supposed to be--a “compassionate” option for health and
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wellness; a responsible, generous, and philanthropic-minded business; and a positive
force in its community. The Vapor Room earned a reputation for accommodating low-
income patients and military veterans and, noticeably and visibly, hired people of color
from the community for key roles. It is not an exaggeration to say the Vapor Room was an
institution, as vital a part of the fabric of the neighborhood as Memphis Minnie's, Kate's
Kitchen, Noc-Noc, and Lower Playground.
 
To do this-- to be a community pillar while being a legal and visible taxpaying cannabis
business, in an age when it was far safer and more profitable to break the law--founder
Martin Olive and his team took a great risk. To this day, it is unclear how or why the
federal Justice Department targeted the Vapor Room’s landlord with the threat of asset
forfeiture to effect its closure in 2012. What is clear is that the neighborhood lost a pillar
business, the medical-cannabis community lost an exemplar role model, and everyone in
San Francisco was the poorer for it.
 
I have been observing and monitoring the California medical-marijuana industry as a
journalist for nearly a decade. In that time, medical cannabis has taken a sharp turn
towards profit. Now, most entrepreneurs are focused on expanded their market, often at
the expense of the people and communities cannabis is still supposed to serve.
 
I believe the Vapor Room’s swift return to San Francisco will help correct this unfortunate
shift.
 
Sincerely,
Chris Roberts

--
Chris Roberts
Journalist
Cell/Signal/Telegram: 415-525-1034
@cbloggy
chrisroberts.contently.com

http://chrisroberts.contently.com/


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Diane
Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Karl  Hasz; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of August 7, 2017
Date: Tuesday, August 08, 2017 12:00:18 PM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 8.7.17.doc

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, August 07, 2017 1:04 PM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for Week of August 7, 2017
 
Colleagues,
 
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week. Let
me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thanks!
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org

Get Connected with Mayor Ed Lee 
www.sfmayor.org
Twitter @mayoredlee
 
 

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=63E110352DBD4B7AA27A497D19F20843-JONAS IONIN
mailto:christine.d.johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:dennis.richards@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:richhillissf@yahoo.com
mailto:planning@rodneyfong.com
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:andrew@tefarch.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:ellen.hpc@ellenjohnckconsulting.com
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:karl@haszinc.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:patricia.gerber@sfgov.org
mailto:Chanbory.Son@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:francis.tsang@sfgov.org
http://www.sfmayor.org/

To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

August 7, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of August 7, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of August 7, 2017. 

Arts (Monday, August 7, 2PM)


Action Items 

· Discussion and possible motion to the authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into a Memorandum of Understanding with Mid-Market Center LLC (“MMC”) regarding MMC’s contribution of $525,000 to the Public Artwork Trust Fund for distribution by grant to the following recipients: Counterpulse: $97,500, Magic Theater: $147,500, Wildflowers Institute: $197,500 and the Tenderloin Equitable Development Project: $72,500.

· Discussion and possible motion to approve the proposed FY2017-2018 Management and Programming Plan (“MPP”) and Budget for the African American Art & Culture Complex (“AAACC”) for a grant amount not to exceed $655,302: $548,370 to AAACC and $106,932 to sub-grantee Queer Cultural Center (“QCC”), pending MPP and budget revisions.

· Discussion and possible motion to approve the proposed FY2017-2018 Management and Programming Plan (“MPP”) and Budget for Bayview Opera House, Inc. (“BVOH, Inc.”) for a grant amount not to exceed $344,742, pending MPP and budget revisions.

· Discussion and possible motion to approve the proposed FY2017-2018 Management and Programming Plan (“MPP”) and Budget for SOMArts Cultural Center (“SOMArts”) for a grant amount not to exceed $753,322: $646,390 to SOMArts and $106,932 to sub-grantee Asian Pacific Islander Cultural Center (“APICC”), pending MPP and budget revisions.

· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to increase Sirron Norris’ contract from $30,000 to $38,000 (an increase of $8,000) to add two additional accent murals and two additional exam room artworks, for the Zuckerberg San Francisco General Hospital and Trauma Center Pediatric Emergency Department Mural and Exam Room Art Project.

· Motion to approve Phase 2 of the SFO AirTrain Extension and Improvements Project.


· Motion to approve Phase 1 of the Tad’s Steak House Project.


· Motion to approve Phase 1 of the Garfield Pool and Clubhouse Project contingent upon: 1) the coordination of colors between the existing mural, wall Trespa panels, and public art opportunity, 2) addressing issues of sunlight and glare with the suggested public art opportunity, 3) addressing the lighting plan for increased safety, and 4) conducting studies on fence options to make the fence less cage-like.


· Motion to approve Phase 2 of the Southeast Water Pollution Control Plant New Headworks Facility Project contingent upon: 1) addressing the integration between the public artwork and the architecture of the façade, 2) selecting a different ground planting that requires less maintenance, and 3) finding an architectural resolution to the zinc wrap of the Grit Handling Building.


· Motion to approve Phase 2 of the Willie Woo Woo Wong Playground Project.


· Motion to approve Phase 1 of the Margaret Hayward Playground Renovation Project contingent upon: 1) making the entry points more inviting and ceremonial, 2) continuing the datum line from the clubhouse to the bathroom, 3) developing the fencing, and 4) adding sidelight glazing on the entry doors of the restroom.


· Motion to approve Phase 2 of the SFO Airport Hotel Project contingent upon: 1) tightening the grid of trees at the north end of the building, 2) restoring the sedum roof, 3) adding two more fastigiate oak trees to the front edge of the building, and 4) using translucent glass for the canopy.


· Motion to approve the mural design entitled The Cayuga Seniors, by lead artist Priya Hand. The mural will be completed with the assistance of Cayuga Community Connectors, students from Balboa High School and the Cayuga Senior community. The painted mural on panels will measure 8 ft. by 14 ft. (overall); to be installed along a fence adjacent to the Cayuga Stairs at 301 Naglee Avenue. The project is funded with a Community Challenge Grant and is sponsored by the Community Living Campaign. The mosaic artwork will not become part of the Civic Art Collection.


· Motion to retroactively approve the mural designs for the Hemlock Alley Cultural Narrative Mural Project. The project consists of five murals along the north side length of Hemlock Alley, between Larkin and Polk Streets. The painted murals from left to right are as follows: Parrots of Telegraph Hill/Concrete Jungle, 2017 by Ali Futrell, 16 ft. by 26 ft.; Hemlock Mural, 2017 by Will Durkee and Marcus Lee, 15 ft. by 27 ft.; Heart of Chinatown, 2017 by Elaine Chu and Marina Perez-Wong, 17 ft. by 26 ft.; Untitled, 2017 by Mel Waters, 44.5 ft. by 26 ft.; and Tonbo—To believe in yourself, 2017 by Yakako Ezoe Onedera and Naoki Onedera, 23 ft. by 28.5 ft. The project is funded and sponsored by Chevalier Partners, Lower Polk Community Benefit District, and Lower Polk Neighbors with additional funding from the Mayor’s Office of Economic and Workforce Development. The murals will not become part of the Civic Art Collection.


· Motion to modify the display dates as approved by Resolution No. 1107-16-305 of artists HYBYCOZO’s two illuminated geometric sculptures in Hayes Valley’s Patricia’s Green by revising the stated temporary display dates November 2017 through November 2018, to November 2016 through November 2017 to correct a clerical error.


· Motion to approve the construction document phase deliverables (final digital files for sample and mock up approval process) by Bernadette Jiyong Frank for Fire Station Five.


· Motion to approve the photography exhibit celebrating World Breastfeeding Week (August 1 through August 7, 2017). The exhibit will be on display from August 1 through August 31, 2017, in City Hall’s South Light Court. The exhibit is sponsored by Supervisor Katy Tang and the Department of Public Health.


· Motion to approve the temporary sculpture installation of Centaur, by Laura Kimpton. The project is funded by 650 Indiana Street LLC, developers of the adjacent new residential building, and is co-sponsored by the Friends of Dogpatch Plaza, ArtSpan, She’s Got Wings, Build Public, and Build Inc. The sculpture will be maintained by the Friends of Dogpatch Arts Plaza and 650 Indiana Street LLC. The sculpture will be on view for one year beginning September 2017 in Dogpatch Arts Plaza; pending all necessary approvals from Public Works and addressing Americans with Disabilities Act and child safety requirements.


· Motion to approve the revised Design Development Phase deliverables by Leah Rosenberg for San Francisco International Airport: International Terminal, Gate Room G96.


· Motion to approve selected artist Mark Handforth and proposal for a suspended sculpture for San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1, Boarding Area B, ‘Bend’ Project as recommended by the artist selection panel.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into contract with artist Mark Handforth for an amount not to exceed $620,000 for design, fabrication, transportation and installation consultation for his proposed sculpture for the San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1, Boarding Area B, mid-pier location.


· Motion to approve consideration of runner-up proposals for San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1, Boarding Area B, Mid-Pier by Tomás Saraceno (Tanya Bonakdar Gallery) and Ranjani Shettar (Talwar Gallery) for future San Francisco International Airport opportunities.


· Motion to approve selected artist Liz Glynn and proposal for the San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1 Center, TSA Security Checkpoint as recommended by the artist selection panel.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into contract with artist Liz Glynn Studio for an amount not to exceed $850,000 for design, fabrication, transportation and installation consultation of an artwork for the San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1 Center, TSA Security Checkpoint Project.


· Motion to approve consideration of runner-up proposals for San Francisco International Airport: Terminal 1 Center, TSA Security Checkpoint by Tomás Saraceno (Tanya Bonakdar Gallery) and Ranjani Shettar (Talwar Gallery) for future San Francisco International Airport opportunities.


· Motion to approve selected artist Jacob Hashimoto and proposal for the San Francisco International Airport: SFO Hyatt Hotel as recommended by the artist selection panel.


· Motion to authorize the Director of Cultural Affairs to enter into contract with artist Jacob Hashimoto LLC for an amount not to exceed $300,000 for design, fabrication, transportation and installation consultation of an artwork for the San Francisco International Airport: SFO Hyatt Hotel Project.


· Motion to approve consideration of runner-up proposals for San Francisco International Airport: SFO Hyatt Hotel by Dana Hemenway and Tahiti Pehrson for future San Francisco International Airport opportunities.


· Motion to approve the public art project outline for Pier 27.


· Motion to approve the public art project outline for the Ambulance Deployment Facility.


· Motion to approve the Final Designs by Sarah Hotchkiss for the 2017 Art on Market Street Kiosk Poster Series.


· Motion to approve the selected finalists Miguel Arzabe, Jennifer Bloomer, Sofia Cordova, Rodney Ewing, Weston Teruya, and Minoosh Zomorodinia for the 2018 Art on Market Street Kiosk Poster Series as recommended by the artist selection panel.


Civil Service (Monday, August 7, 2PM)

Discussion Only


· Bi-Annual Summary of Future Employment Restrictions Placed by SFMTA.


· Civil Service Commissioners Request Log Status Report.  

· Civil Service Commission’s Draft Goals and Objectives for Fiscal Year 2017-1018.

Action Items


· Review of Request for Approval of Proposed Personal Services Contracts: 


· Airport - $20,000,000 - The Contractor will develop an enterprise architecture data solution for the San Francisco International Airport (“Airport”).  This project is called the Airport Information Integration Solution (“Solution”), which includes providing technical expertise and professional services to develop and implement the system, and provide support and maintenance.  The Solution will allow data from various systems to be collected, analyzed and distributed from one central location to meet the Airport’s strategic business needs. 

· Airport - $8,000,000 - The proposed work consists of providing on-site and on-call support and remote technical and engineering support 24 hours per day for the airport-wide baggage handling system (BHS) controls.


· Airport - $280,000,000 - Project Management Support Services (PMSS) and Design-Build (DB_ service teams with airport design and management expertise are required to manage the design and construction of the Terminal 2 (T2) to Terminal (T3) Secure Connector Project (Project).  Services to be provided include project controls, scheduling, document control, design management, contracts management, architectural and engineering design services, and construction of the project.  The scope of work of this Project includes, 1) the design and construction of a new elevated, secure connector for passengers to efficiently and securely connect between T2 and T3, and 2) an associated building addition that will provide additional square footage for passenger amenities, lounge area, and airline or other tenant office space.  To accommodate the new building addition, the Project will relocate the Airport’s Emergency Operations Center and Communication Center.

· Airport - $100,000,000 - Project Management Support Services (PMSS) & Design Build (DB) teams will manage and complete the design and construction of the Energy Management Control System (EMCS) program at the San Francisco International Airport (Airport).  The EMCS is a system comprised of hardware and software that manages and controls a building’s use of energy for heating, ventilation, air conditioning, water, gas, and electricity.  The EMCS will replace the multiple systems currently used by stationary engineers with 1 centralized system. 


· General Services Agency – Public Works - $1,200,000 - Provide specialized services in Landscape Architecture to support Public Work’s design staff on an as-needed basis.  Work shall include full design consultation services for landscape architectural projects, constructability reviews of landscape projects, construction administration, and related support services.

· General Services Agency – Public Works - $12,000,000 - Provide resident engineers, field engineers, inspectors, specialty engineers, office engineers, scheduling engineers, public outreach staff, construction management support, field office administrative staff, and supplemental construction services for various types of engineering work on an as-needed basis and other as-needed services to be determined.


· Municipal Transportation Agency - $200,000 - The consultant will provide strategic communications advice, and develop and produce an umbrella campaign that conveys a comprehensive story about and brand design system for the San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA), addressing its services and the value it provides to San Francisco’s transportation systems.  The consultant will produce a comprehensive marketing campaign including graphic design development, messaging and strategy.  The consultant will produce a comprehensive marketing campaign including graphic design development, messaging and strategy.  The consultant will conduct quantitative and qualitative research for the agency as well.

· Municipal Transportation Agency - $1,000,000 - The consultant team will provide a detailed feasibility analysis for the development of SFMTA bus yard(s) with updated transit facilities and additional, non-transit uses.  The consultant team’s work will include a number of stages.  First, the consultant will complete a detailed, current conditions analysis of the subject yard(s) and the function of the yard(s) relative to the entire SFMTA campus of facilities.  Second, the consultant will create a specifications document for a newly rebuilt yard.  Third, the consultant will prepare a number of detailed development scenarios for non-transit uses.  The scenarios will then be refined into final development scenarios, and outreach will be conducted to stakeholders before recommendations are finalized.

· Municipal Transportation Agency - $2,000,000 - The proposed service is to streamline the SFMTA’s construction project management processes by facilitating electronic access to construction documents, thereby improving response times and reducing the filing and consumption of paper.  The service provider will procure a limited number of Primavera Unifier computer software licenses, customize each to SFMTA standards, train staff, and provide technical support on as-needed bases.

· Municipal Transportation Agency - $2,000,000 - Professional services to: prepare technical specifications and develop Job Order Contract System Unit Price Books (JOC UPB) containing 150,000-200,000 items of work; train staff and contractors for an SFMTA-customized JOC system; and provide proprietary software and management tools to administer the SFMTA’s JOC program.  This consultant contract is performance-based, and fees are paid as percentages of actual construction task orders issued after the master construction contracts are awarded.


· Municipal Transportation Agency - $10,500,000 - The project scope requirements shall ensure that Automatic Train Control System (ATCS) track layout configuration and train control software will support the new and extended crossover in the Twin Peaks tunnel, construction of which is planned for Q2 2018.  The services under this proposed contract involve updating the ATCS’s sole-source (proprietary) delivered, maintained, and supported subsystem hardware and software and performing factory and field testing sufficient to ensure that all safety and functional requirements are met.

· Port - $900,000 - Through this contract the Port is seeking as-needed public relations, communications and media services.  These services will include, but are not limited to, working with the Port’s Communications Director and Communications Division to develop and execute a proactive media relations campaign and comprehensive strategic marketing program for Port projects to target local, regional, national, and worldwide audiences.  These services will support the Port in its on-going efforts to effectively and economically develop, utilize, and maintain its varied infrastructure and facility assets.


· Public Utilities Commission - $4,000,000 - The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) intends to award a $4 million agreement to support SFPUC civil, structural, electrical, process, mechanical engineering staff, and for other specialized engineering services needed to assist in the execution and delivery of SFPUC’s new Treasure Island (TI) Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) and Recycled Water Facility (RWF).


· Sheriff - $800,000 - Contractor will review the Sheriff’s Department’s (SFSD) policy and procedure manuals and make revision recommendations.  SFSD’s policies and procedures will be vetted by contractor align specific policies to federal and state law and industry best practices.  Work collaboratively with SFSD on policy and procedure manual updates to reflect the agency’s mission and philosophy.  Utilize a structured method of policy editing and content merging.  Integrate the policy manuals and training online to efficiently edit, review, acknowledge latest updates and to complete training.  Contractor will provide regular updates in response to legislative mandates, case law and evolution in best practices.


· General Services Agency – Public Works
- $400,000 to $1,400,000 - Provide specialized services in Constructability Review to support Department of Public Works (DPW) design staff on an as-needed basis. The Consultants will provide expert constructability review services to ensure that our projects are of high quality standards and free from errors and omissions.  The City intends to award two (2) contracts for $200,000 each.

· Appeal by Sandra Funes of the Director of Transportation’s Determination to Administratively Close Her Untimely Complaint of Discrimination.  Recommendation: Postpone to the meeting of September 18, 2017 at the request of Ms. Funes’ representative.

· Survey of Monthly Rates Paid to Police Officers and Firefighters in All Cities of 350,000 or More in the State of California (FY 17-18). Recommendation: Adopt the report; Transmit Rates to the Retirement System in Accordance with Charter Section A8.590.1 –A8.590-7; Provide Report to the Board of Supervisors.

· Proposed Amendment to the Civil Service Commission Policy and Procedures on Exempt Appointments. Recommendation: Accept the Executive Officer’s report and adopt the policy as final in its current form.

· Appeal by Koreda Tan of the Human Resources Director’s Determination to Administratively Close Her Complaint of Harassment. Recommendation: Uphold the Human Resources Director’s decision and deny Ms. Koreda Tan’s appeal.

· Appeal by Matthew D. Balzarini of the Proposed Minimum Qualifications for the H-20 Lieutenant Class Specification. Recommendation: Adopt the Human Resources Director’s report and deny Mr. Matthew D. Balzarini’s appeal.

· Appeal by John J. Ayers of the Proposed Minimum Qualifications for the H-20 Lieutenant Class Specification. Recommendation: Adopt the Human Resources Director’s report and deny Mr. John J. Ayers’ appeal.

· Appeal by Dino M. Cafferata of the Proposed Minimum Qualifications for the H-20 Lieutenant Class Specification.  Recommendation:
Adopt the Human Resources Director’s report and deny Mr. Dino M. Cafferata’s appeal.

· Appeal by Phillip Roliz of the Proposed Minimum Qualifications for the H-20 Lieutenant Class Specification. Recommendation:  Adopt the Human Resources Director’s report and deny Mr. Phillip Roliz’s appeal.


· Appeal by Anthony J. Soule of the Proposed Minimum Qualifications for the H-20 Lieutenant Class Specification. Recommendation: Adopt the Human Resources Director’s report and deny Mr. Anthony J. Soule’s appeal.

· Appeal by Sean McCarthy of the Proposed Minimum Qualifications for the H-20 Lieutenant Class Specification. Recommendation:
Adopt the Human Resources Director’s report and deny Mr. Sean McCarthy’s appeal.

· Request for Hearing by Ashley Hall, Construction Inspector (6318) on Her Future Employment Restrictions with the City and County of San Francisco. Recommendation: Adopt the report; Uphold the decision of the Human Resources Director of No Future Employment with the City and County of San Francisco; deny the appeal of Ms. Ashley Hall.

· Personnel Exception - Request for hearing by Seaborn Chiles, EMT Paramedic (H-3) on His Future Employment Restrictions with the San Francisco Fire Department. Recommendation: Adopt the report; Uphold the decision of the Human Resources Director of No Future Employment with the San Francisco Fire Department; deny the appeal of Mr. Seaborn Chiles. (Closed Session)

Youth (Monday, August 7, 515PM) - CANCELLED

Port (Tuesday, August 8, 2PM)


Discussion Only


· Port of Osaka 150th Anniversary – July 2017


· San Francisco named a Top-Rated US & Canada Cruise Destination in Cruise Critic’s 2017 Cruisers’ Choice Destination Awards


· Union Iron Works Historic District nomination to receive President’s Award from the California Preservation Foundation – October 13, 2017


· Informational presentation regarding the Pier 70 Special Use District Transaction Structure between: (1) the Port and Forest City Development California, Inc. for the 28-Acre Site, located between 20th, Michigan, and 22nd Streets and San Francisco Bay (Assessor’s Block 4052/Lot 001 and Lot 002 and Block 4111/Lot 003 and Lot 004);  (2) the Port and Third Parties for the “20th/Illinois Parcel” along Illinois Street at 20th Street (Assessor’s Block 4110/Lot 001); and (3) the City and a Third Party for Pacific Gas and Electric Company-owned parcel subject to a City option to purchase called the “Hoedown Yard,” at Illinois and 22nd Streets (Assessor’s Block 4120/Lot 002 and Block 4110/Lot 008A).


· Informational presentation regarding a proposed transaction between the Pacific Gas and Electric (“PG&E”) Company and the Port related to public and privately-owned property at the former Hunter’s Point Power Plant (Assessor’s Block 4580) and a proposed forty-year lease of two acres of the Port’s Western Pacific Property north of Pier 80 (Assessor’s Block 4310, Lot 1 and a portion of Maryland Street) to PG&E.


· Informational presentation regarding the Financing Plan for the Mission Rock Development Project at Seawall Lot 337 and Pier 48, bounded by China Basin Channel, Third Street, Mission Rock Street and San Francisco Bay (AB 8719/Lot 002; AB 9900/Lots 048, 048H, & 62).

Action Items

· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL AND REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR –


· Property: Boudin Properties located at Seawall Lot 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf - An executive session has been calendared to give direction to staff regarding real estate negotiations for the proposed lease amendment of Port property located at SWL 301 at Fisherman’s Wharf.  In this Executive Session, the Port's negotiators will seek direction from the Port Commission regarding price and terms of payment, including term, rent structure, improvements, rent credits and other factors affecting the form, manner and timing of payment of the consideration for the lease amendment in order to enhance the capacity of the Port Commission during its public deliberations and actions to set the price and payment terms that are most likely to maximize the benefits to the Port, the City and the People of the State of California. (Closed Session)

· Property: AB 4110, lot 1; AB 4052; 4111, lots 3 and 4; also known as the Pier 70 Waterfront Site - The executive session will enable the Port Commission to develop a negotiating strategy tailored to maximize the City’s return based on these factors.  In particular, the executive session discussions will enhance the capacity of the Port Commission during its public deliberations and actions to set the price and payment terms that are most likely to maximize the benefits to the Port, the City and the People of the State of California and to more effectively negotiate with the non-Port party on price and payment terms. (Closed Session)

· Request authorization, subject to Board of Supervisors’ approval, to accept and expend $1,059,000 in 2016 Infrastructure Protection Program Port Security Grant Program funds from the U.S. Department of Homeland Security for security improvements at the Port of San Francisco.

· Request approval and certification of the Port Sanitary Sewer Management Plan.


· Request authorization to award a contract to CH2M HILL Engineers, Inc., (CH2M) for planning, engineering, and environmental services for the Seawall Resiliency Project in an amount of $36,349,740 and authorization for staff to increase the contract amount, if needed for unanticipated contingencies, by an additional $3,634,974 (10% of $36,349,740) for a total contract authorization of $39,984,714, with a term of ten years and the Port’s option to extend the term for one additional year.


PUC (Tuesday, August 8, 130PM)


Discussion Only


· CleanPowerSF Update

· Water Enterprise Capital Improvement Program Quarterly Report

· WSIP Quarterly Reports: Regional and Local Projects

Action Items

· Approve Amendment No. 1 to Agreement No. CS-167.C, Comprehensive Technical Services for Renewable & Advanced Energy Generation Systems, with Stantec Consulting Services, on the condition that the Controller certifies the pending Novation Agreement, substituting Stantec for MWH Americas, Inc., due to their merger; Authorize the General Manager to execute this amendment extending the term by one year, for a total agreement duration of six years.

· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. HH-989, Holm Powerhouse Refurbishment & Kirkwood Powerhouse Oil Containment, in the amount of $9,948,000, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, Big Valley Electric, to rehabilitate and update systems and equipment within Holm Powerhouse to extend the useful life and improve the oil containment and oil/water separation system.


· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. WD-2706, 12-Inch Ductile Iron Water Main Installation on Pacheco Street from 10th Avenue to Alton Avenue, and on various side streets, in the amount of $2,912,595, to the lowest, qualified, responsible and responsive bidder, Fontenoy Engineering. 


· Approve an increase to the construction cost contingency in the amount of up to $8,608,416, for Contract No. WD-2729, Fish Passage Facilities within the Alameda Creek Watershed, (also referred to as the Alameda Creek Diversion Dam Project, a sub-project of the Calaveras Dam Replacement Project); and authorize the General Manager to approve future modifications to the contract, for a total revised contract amount up to $40,441,646.


· Approve correction to Resolution No. 17-0071, adopted by the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission on April 11, 2017, accepting work performed by Engineering/Remediation Resource Group, Inc., for Contract No. WD-2750, Remediation at 520 John Muir Drive, and authorizing final payment to the contractor, in order to identify the correct total contract duration as 340 consecutive calendar days (approximately 11 months).


· Approve correction to Resolution No. 17-0116, adopted by the Commission on May 23, 2017, awarding Contract No. WW-636, Various Locations Sewer Replacement and Pavement Renovation No. 4, in order to identify the correct contract duration of 414 consecutive calendar days (approximately one year, two months), in the Commission Resolution.


· Approve the plans and specifications, and award Contract No. WW-658, As-Needed Sewer Cleaning and Inspection of Large Sewers, in the amount of $2,694,000, to the lowest, qualified, responsible, and responsive bidder, Pipe & Plant Solutions, Inc., to perform cleaning and inspection of existing large sewers, on an as-needed basis, at locations to be determined throughout the City of San Francisco.

· Approve the selection of Mythics Inc.; Award Agreement No. CS-1090, Software License and Support Agreement, to provide as-needed Oracle licenses and software support; Authorize the General Manager to negotiate and execute a Software License and Support Agreement with Mythics for an amount not-to-exceed $11,832,969 and with a duration of up to five years, three months, and 23 days, subject to Board of Supervisors for approval pursuant to Charter Section 9.118.

· Adopt the Revised Debt Management Policies & Procedures of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.

· Public Hearing, discussion, and possible action to adopt a policy regarding the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC)’s use of drones on its property (SFPUC Drone Policy) pursuant to the City and County of San Francisco Citywide Employee Drone Policy adopted by the Committee on Information Technology (COIT); Authorize the General Manager to require existing contracts to incorporate the SFPUC Drone Policy as needed; and authorize the General Manager to include the SFPUC Drone Policy in future contracts involving drone operation.

· Authorize the General Manager to execute a Collection Agreement by and between the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the United States Department of Agriculture Forest Service Pacific Southwest Research Station, to provide technical support for watershed management and educational materials for the Alameda, San Mateo, and Pilarcitos Watersheds, in an amount not-to-exceed $1,700,000, and with a total duration of 72 months (six years).

· Authorize the General Manager to execute an amendment to a Joint Funding Agreement with the U.S. Geological Survey, for an additional $1,425,000, and a time extension of three years, for a total amount of $3,175,000, and a total duration of eight years, which will allow for continued hydrologic monitoring and stream gauge maintenance in the Alameda and Peninsula Watersheds.

· Authorize the General Manager to request that the Mayor recommend to the Board of Supervisors the approval of a supplemental appropriation in the amount of $12,600,000 for FY 2018 implementation of CUW286, Long Term Monitoring Permit Program (LTMPP) for the Vegetation Restoration of Water System Improvement Program Construction Sites and the Bioregional Habitat Restoration projects, as required by federal and state regulatory permits related to the WSIP projects. LTMPP projects will be funded by the issuance of Water Enterprise Revenue Bonds and/or other forms of indebtedness.

· Approve Project No. CWWSIPTPOP03, Oceanside Water Pollution Control Plant (OSP) Digester Gas Utilization Upgrade, to upgrade aging digester gas systems at OSP; and authorize the General Manager to implement the project in compliance with the Charter and applicable law. Staff will return at a later date to request this Commission approve and award the construction contract for the Project.

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation - Matt Pear et al v City and County of San Francisco, Court of Appeals, Sixth Appellate District (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of the 1987 CCSF Interconnection Agreement – PG&E Rate Schedule FERC No. 114 to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Tariff Withdrawal per 35.15: Notice of Termination of The CCSF Facilities Charge Agreement for Moscone to be effective 6/30/15. (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco, Transmission Owner Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission - §205(d) rate filing per 35.13 (a)(2)(iii): City and County of San Francisco Wholesale Distribution Tariff Replacement Agreements to be effective 7/1/15 (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Notice of Termination of Facilities Charge Agreements between PG&E and the City and County of San Francisco (Closed Session)

· Conference with Legal Counsel - Existing Litigation: City and County of San Francisco v. Pacific Gas & Electric, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Complaint under Sections 206 and 306 of the Federal Power Act. (Closed Session)

· Threat to Public Services or Facilities (Closed Session)

Rent (Tuesday, August 8, 6PM)


Action Items

· Consideration of Appeals:

· 1318 Haight Street - The tenant appeals the dismissal of his application for financial hardship.


· 36 Annapolis Terrace - The landlord appeals the decision granting the tenant’s claim of unlawful rent increase.


· 2512 Folsom Street - The landlord appeals the decision granting the tenant’s claim of unlawful rent increase under the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act.

· 1917 Oakdale Avenue #E - The landlord appeals the decision granting in part the tenant’s claim of decreased housing services.

· 937 Clay Street #218 - The tenant appeals the decision denying his application for financial hardship.


· 1940 Ellis Street - The master tenant appeals the decision granting the subtenant’s claim of disproportional share of rent on the merits and on the basis of financial hardship.


· 1422 Waller Street - The master tenant appeals the decision granting the subtenant’s claim of disproportional share of rent.


· 935 Kearny Street #118 - The tenant appeals the decision granting his claim of unlawful rent increase.


· 1324 Fell Street - Two tenants appeal the decision denying their claim of unlawful rent increase under Rules and Regulations Section 6.14.


· 634 Powell Street #47 - The tenant appeals the decision granting his claim of unlawful rent increase.


· 2810 Gough Street #3 - The landlord appeals the decision granting the tenants’ claim of decreased housing services.


Veterans Affairs (Tuesday, August 8, 6PM)


Discussion Only


· Veterans Jobs Fairs


· VAC Advise to City Administration re: Veterans Homelessness

· Discussion of San Francisco Veterans Study

· Final Discussion of VAC By-Laws Revision 


· 2017 National Day of Korea – Honoring the Korean War Veterans, Friday, September 29, 2017, 11:00am, Grand Ballroom, Palace Hotel, 2 New Montgomery Street, San Francisco

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, August 9, 5PM)


Action Items

· APPEAL - MATTHEW STEEN, JESSICA EVANS & AL CASCIATO vs. SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC WORKS BUREAU OF STREET USE AND MAPPING, Re: 4 - 8 Guy Place. Appealing the ISSUANCE on June 12, 2017, to San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department, of a Minor Sidewalk Encroachment Permit (for a new 3’ x 3’ x 20’ tall tower structure with a 5’ deep foundation, new potable water fountain, and non-standard sidewalk cross slopes).

· APPEAL - LOURDES PORTILLO vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, Re: 276 Ripley Street. Appealing the GRANTING on June 01, 2017, to Henry & Marie Shapiro, John Huerta and Mindy Ross, of a Rear Yard Variance (to construct a new three-story single-family dwelling to the rear of the existing single-family dwelling; the new dwelling would encroach 14 feet into the required rear yard).


· APPEAL - WILLIAM & SUE TOOKOIAN vs. ZONING ADMINISTRATOR, Re: 1800 Filbert Street. Appealing the ISSUANCE on June 05, 2017 of a Letter of Determination regarding whether “general office use” is a permitted use in the existing ground floor commercial space of the subject building.


Fire (Wednesday, August 9, 9AM)

Discussion Only


· Report on overall field operations, including greater alarm fires, Emergency Medical Services, Bureau of Fire Prevention & Investigation, Airport and status on the H-23 classification.

Action Items

· CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – Existing Litigation: Price v. City and County of San Francisco, San Francisco Superior Court (Closed Session)

· CASE - COMMISSION DELIBERATIONS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT, AND POSSIBLE APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT REGARDING COMMISSION’S DECISION ON EMPLOYEE DISCIPLINE CONCERNING VERIFIED COMPLAINT FILED BY CHIEF OF DEPARTMENT AGAINST MEMBER, DATED SEPTEMBER 20, 2016, FOR VIOLATIONS AS FOLLOWS:


· Section 2004 – Restricted Passengers


· Section 3905 – Familiarity with the Rules


· Section 3907 – Safety Rules


· Section 3909 – False Reports


· Section 3921 – Inattention to Duty


· Section 3923 – Acts Detrimental to Welfare of Department


· Section 3941 – Use of Vehicles


· Section 4003 – Duty to Report Breach of Duty or Misconduct.


At a Special Meeting of the Fire Commission on May 25, 2017, the Commission found member guilty of violating the rules mentioned above, except Section 3909, and Commission imposed a penalty. The Commission is now considering proposed Findings of Fact in relation to that decision. (Closed Session) 

· CASE - COMMISSION DELIBERATIONS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT, AND POSSIBLE APPROVAL OF FINDINGS OF FACT REGARDING COMMISSION’S DECISION ON EMPLOYEE DISCIPLINE CONCERNING MEMBER’S APPEAL OF 10-SUSPENSION FOR VIOLATION AS FOLLOWS:


· Section 1501 – Vehicle Operations Manual


· Section 3905 – Familiarity with the Rules


· Section 3923 – Acts Detrimental to the Welfare of the Department


· Section 3924—Disobedience


· Section 3925 – Insubordination


· Section 3939 – Loss or Damage of Tools and/or Equipment


At the Fire Commission meeting on July 12, 2017, the Commission deliberated on member’s appeal of a 10-day suspension imposed by the Chief of Department and decided to sustain the charges against member and the penalty of a 10-day suspension. The Commission is now considering proposed Findings of Fact in relation to that decision. (Closed Session)

Juvenile Probation (Wednesday, August 9, 530PM) - CANCELLED

Police (Wednesday, August 9, 530PM) - CANCELLED

Retirement (Wednesday, August 9, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· SFERS Private Equity Portfolio Update by TorreyCove Capital Partners

· SFERS Real Assets Portfolio Update by TorreyCove Capital Partners

· Chief Investment Officer Report on Investment returns, Economic Update, Personnel, Investment Committee meetings, Absolute Return Portfolio, and Closed Session Disclosures:


· Insight Venture Partners X, L.P.


· Castlelake V, L.P.


· Asia Alternatives Capital Partners V, LP


· Canaan XI, L.P.

· Executive Director’s Report

· Update on Civil Grand Jury Report – The San Francisco Retirement System – Increasing Understanding and Adding Voter Oversight


· Assignment of staff/consultant liaisons to Board Committees


· Update on Direct Deposit of July 31st Pension Payroll


Action Items

· Recommendations and Possible Action on Sales and Purchases of Particular, Specific Pension Fund Investments under California Government Code Section 54956.81 (one investment recommendation) (Closed Session)

· Discussion and Possible Action related to Complete Divestiture of Fossil Fuel Holdings in Carbon Underground 200 (CU200) Companies in the SFERS Public Markets Portfolio within 180 Days


Treasure Island (Wednesday, August 9, 130PM) - CANCELLED

Health Services (Thursday, August 10, 1PM)

Discussion Only


· Presentation of Kaiser Permanente’s multi-region service areas for Northwest, Washington and Hawaii

· Presentation of Express Dashboard

· Presentation of Opioid report

· Update on Blue Shield’s Trio Plan

Action Items

· Appointment of Health Service Board Committee Chairs and Members for fiscal year 2017-2018

· Member appeal (Closed Session)

Human Rights (Thursday, August 10, 1PM)

Planning (Thursday, August 10, 1PM) – CANCELLED

War Memorial (Thursday, August 10, 2PM)

Discussion Only


· San Francisco Symphony request for consideration and approval of its “Immersive Lobby Experience” project funded by the Symphony Facility Fee; project to include installation of digital screens and interactive kiosks throughout the Davies Symphony Hall lobbies.


· Patina Restaurant Group proposal for final investment required under the Food and Beverages Concessions Agreement with War Memorial covering the term 2009 – 2018.

Action Items

· Notice of Space Allocation from American Legion War Memorial Commission for Swords to Plowshares seeking to occupy space in the Veterans Building.

· Final report on six-month Pilot Program allowing patrons to bring beverages into the Opera House and Davies Symphony Hall auditoriums; possible continuation of the beverages program.

Miscellaneous

· Local Homeless Coordinating Board (Monday, August 7, 11AM) 

· Police Commission DGO 5.15 - Enforcement of Immigration Laws Working Group (Monday, August 7, 9AM, Police HQ, Room 1025)

· Retiree Health Care Trust Fund Board (Monday, August 7, 130PM)

· Southeast Community Facility Commission and SFPUC CAC Joint Meeting (Wednesday, August 9, 5PM, 1800 Oakdale Avenue) - SPECIAL
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MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
FRIDAY, AUGUST 4, 2017

 
 
 
Mayor Lee has no public events.
 
 

Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change.
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Mayor Lee has no public events.  


 


 


Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change. 
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From: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
Date: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 6:11:29 PM
Attachments: 8.3.17 Media Advisory.pdf

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, August 2, 2017
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** MEDIA ADVISORY ***
 

MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
THURSDAY, AUGUST 3, 2017

 
 
 
Mayor Lee has no public events.
 
 

Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change.
 

###
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Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 


 


 


*** MEDIA ADVISORY *** 


 


MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR  
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Mayor Lee has no public events.  


 


 


Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change. 
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong
Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Subject: FW: Memo for the Commission During Their Recess
Date: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 4:43:35 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
Status of State Housing Bills for Planning Commission 08.02.17.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC) 
Sent: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 2:55 PM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Cc: Pappas, James (CPC)
Subject: Memo for the Commission During Their Recess
 
Dear Jonas,
 
As discussed, pls distribute the attached memo to the Planning Commission and public. This memo
is a follow-up to the Commission’s May 11, 2017 hearing on pending state legislation pertaining to
housing. This memo is not associated with any upcoming hearing, but is offered in response to their
request to be periodically updated. As the governor and leaders of the state legislature have
announced their intent to prioritize housing after recess, an update to the Commission is timely.
 
Thank you,
 
 
AnMarie Rodgers 
Senior Policy Advisor
 
Planning Department│City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6395│Fax: 415.558.6409
Email: anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org
Web: http://www.sf-planning.org/Legislative.Affairs
Property Info Map: http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
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Memo to the Planning Commission 


AUGUST 2, 2017 
 


Project Name:  2017 State Housing Legislation Briefing 
Requested by: San Francisco Planning Commission  
Staff Contact:   James Pappas, Policy Planner- (415) 575-9053 
   james.pappas@sfgov.org  
Reviewed by:  AnMarie Rodgers, Senior Policy Advisor 
 
 


 
BACKGROUND 


The current California legislative session includes a large number of housing- related bills. The City 
Planning Commission (Commission) requested a hearing for May 11th, 2017 to better understand how 
these bills might impact housing policy and land use. The Planning Department (Department) prepared 
the original version of this memo for the presentation to the Commission at that hearing. Due to changes 
in the content of the bills and recent votes in both legislative houses, the Department has decided to 
update this memo to help Commissioners and the public with tracking the bills’ potential impacts.  


The proposed bills address the state’s housing crisis in varied ways including housing funding, housing 
approvals, and data collection. The Department has chosen to focus on bills related to the work of the 
Commission in three broad areas: 1) Ensuring Housing Production, 2) Housing Data Reporting, and 3) 
Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control. Given the large volume of housing-related legislation this report 
focuses on bills that we think could have significant impacts on housing and land use planning statewide 
and in San Francisco. The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD) may 
provide an update on the content of the fiscally-oriented housing bills at a later time. 


LEGISLATIVE STEPS 


Please note that the State Senate and Assembly are currently on summer recess. No changes can occur to 
the bills until after the state legislature reconvenes on August 21st. In July, Governor Jerry Brown and 
legislative leaders announced that they were postponing a vote on a package of bills until congress is 
reconvened in August.1  A joint statement issued by Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., Senate President 
pro Tempore Kevin de León and Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon said: 


                                                           
1 Dillon, Liam. “Governor Jerry Brown, California legislative leaders commit to push an affordable housing plan next 
month”, Los Angeles Times, July 17, 2017. Retrieved on August 1, 2017 from: 
http://www.latimes.com/politics/essential/la-pol-ca-essential-politics-updates-governor-legislative-leaders-
commit-to-1500335008-htmlstory.html  
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“Astronomical housing costs are straining family budgets and stressing employees who can’t 
afford to live where they work. That’s unacceptable, and it’s why the affordable housing crisis 
has been one of our top priorities. 


“The package of legislation we are all working on will help ensure Californians won’t have to 
pay an arm and a leg to have a roof over their head. It will include a general obligation bond, a 
permanent funding source for affordable housing and regulatory reform. This comprehensive 
approach does what's long been needed in California – build new homes and improve access to 
housing. We look forward to finalizing this package upon return from summer recess.2”  


The specific bills contained in the package have not yet been disclosed. 


BILL SUMMARIES 


This report reviews proposed housing bills as grouped into three categories: 1) Ensuring Housing 
Production; 2) Housing Data Reporting; and 3) Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control. 


1. Ensuring Housing Production  
SB 35, introduced by Senator Scott Weiner, would provide streamlining of housing approvals during a 
housing shortage. The bill would require cities to report annually to the state on housing approvals and 
production including data on affordability, tenure type, and progress toward meeting regional housing 
needs assessment (RHNA) targets. The bill would require the state Department of Housing and 
Community Development (HCD) to track performance on housing approvals and production over 
reporting periods covering the first and second halves of the eight year RHNA cycle. A jurisdiction that 
has not met RHNA goals over a reporting period would be required over the next reporting period to 
offer a streamlined, ministerial approval process that would not be subject to conditional use permits if 
developments meet certain criteria: 


• In jurisdictions that have not met RHNA goals for above-moderate income housing approvals in 
the prior reporting period, all code-complying housing developments would be streamlined. 
Developments with over 10 units would need to meet local inclusionary affordable housing 
requirements or, if there is no local requirement, make 10% of units affordable for Low Income 
households earning 80% of Area Median Income (AMI). San Francisco appears has met RHNA 
goals for above moderate income housing in recent RHNA reporting periods. For this reason, 
staff anticipates that above-moderate housing projects would not be streamlined in San Francisco. 


• In jurisdictions that have not met RHNA goals for production of housing affordable to Low 
Income households in the prior reporting period, code-complying developments with 50% or 
more of units affordable to Low income households would be streamlined. San Francisco 
generally has not been able to meet RHNA goals for this income category. For this reason, staff 
anticipates that these below-market-rate housing projects would be streamlined in San Francisco. 


                                                           
2 Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr., Senate President pro Tempore Kevin de León and Assembly Speaker Anthony 
Rendon. “Governor Brown, Senate President pro Tempore and Assembly Speaker Issue Statement on Housing” July 
17, 2017. Retrieved on August 1, 2017 from: https://www.gov.ca.gov/news.php?id=19878 







 
 


 


• Developments must include two or more multifamily units and be at least two thirds residential. 
• Developments need to be consistent with objective zoning standards and objective design review 


standards in effect at the time that the development is submitted. 
• Developments must be located in a census-designated urbanized area or urban cluster or on a site 


where 75% of the perimeter adjoins developed urban uses. 
• Developments must not demolish rent-controlled units, income-targeted affordable units, 


residential units occupied within the last 10 years, or a historic structure placed on a national, 
state, or local register. 


• Developments must pay at least prevailing wage to all construction workers. 


SB 35 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by Assembly Local Government and Housing and Community 
Development Committees, referred to Assembly Rules Committee. 


 
AB 72, introduced by Assembly Members Miguel Santiago and David Chiu, would task the state’s 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) with assessing compliance with housing 
element law and other statutes meant to encourage housing production, housing affordability, and 
equitable planning. The bill would authorize HCD to notify the state’s Attorney General that jurisdictions 
are out of compliance with state housing law. The bill specifically addresses compliance with the Housing 
Accountability Act3, Housing Element Inventory statute4, Density Bonus Law & Other Incentives5, and 
Anti-discrimination Statute for Environmental Justice in Planning & Land Use6. 


 
AB 72 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Appropriations. 


 
AB 73, introduced by Assembly Member David Chiu, would allow cities to create housing sustainability 
districts that would facilitate approval of housing developments and would allow cities to apply to the 
state Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) for zoning incentive payments of a 
still undefined amount. The payments would be based on the number of units in the district and depend 
on 1) approval of the district by HCD and a completed EIR and 2) issued permits for housing 
development. The District requirements would include: 


• A limit of 15% of a city’s land area per district and up to 30% of land area in all districts. 
• Prevailing wage paid to workers on projects of 10 or more units within the district. 
• At least 20% of new units must be affordable to very low, low, or moderate income households. 


                                                           
3 Housing Accountability Act, as defined by Section 65589.5 of the CA Government Code available at: 
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65589.5  
4 Housing Element Inventory statute, as defined by Section 65863 of the CA Government Code available at: 
http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65863  
5 Density Bonus Law & Other Incentives, as defined by Section 65915 of the CA Government Code available at: 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65915 
6 Anti-discrimination Statute for Environmental Justice in Planning & Land Use, as defined by Section 65008 of the CA Government 
available at: Code http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=65008  
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• Replacement of income-targeted affordable or rent-controlled units demolished in the district. 
• Eligible districts must have access to transit and other infrastructure. 
• Ministerial approval for complying housing developments in the district. 
• A written decision on an application for a residential development permit within a housing 


sustainability district must be issued within 120 days of submittal unless the applicant and 
approving authority agree to extend the time frame. 


• Housing developments that meet all specified requirements of the housing sustainability district 
will not be subject to CEQA as long as the district has been approved by OPR and that has a 
completed EIR  


• An ability to charge project fees to pay for the costs of planning and administering the district. 
• Adoption of design review standards to facilitate project approval and quality design. 
• Annual monitoring by HCD. 


AB 73 Status: Passed by the Assembly, Passed by Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing, 
Environmental Quality, Governance and Finance, and Appropriations. 


 


SB 166, introduced by Senator Nancy Skinner, would add to existing requirements that jurisdictions 
identify housing sites in their housing element sufficient to accommodate their share of RHNA by 
requiring that jurisdictions make written findings on development of sites that produced fewer units by 
income level than identified in the housing element. If the jurisdiction reduces residential density, allows 
development at a lower residential density than originally assumed, or permits development with fewer 
units by income level than identified for that parcel in the housing element, the jurisdiction will need to 
comply with the following: 


• A reduction must be consistent with the adopted general plan, including the housing element. 
• If the remaining sites identified in the housing element can accommodate the jurisdiction’s share 


of RHNA, the jurisdiction must provide a quantification of remaining unmet need at each income 
level and remaining capacity of identified sites to accommodate that need by income level. 


• If the remaining sites in the housing element cannot accommodate the jurisdiction’s share of 
RHNA, the jurisdiction must identify sufficient additional, adequate, and available sites with 
equal or greater residential density so that there is no net loss of residential unit capacity. 


• If a development approval results in fewer units by income level than identified for that parcel in 
the housing element and the jurisdiction does not find that remaining identified sites are 
adequate to accommodate its share of RHNA by income level, the jurisdiction is required to 
identify and make available additional adequate sites to accommodate its share of RHNA by 
income level within 180 days. 


This bill would require work on the part of the Planning Department to track development of identified 
sites relative to unit production by income level and to identify additional sites if necessary. 


SB 166 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by the Assembly Committees on Local Government and Housing and 
Community Development and re-referred to the Rules Committee. 







 
 


 


SB 167 introduced by Senator Nancy Skinner, is essentially identical to AB 678 introduced by Assembly 
Member Raul Bocanegra. Both bills would strengthen the Housing Accountability Act by setting new 
standards for jurisdictions that disapprove or impose density reductions or conditions on a housing 
development that otherwise complies with a local zoning ordinance and general plan. These standards 
would include the following: 


• Shifts requirement to “preponderance” of the evidence from “substantial” evidence in the record 
to support the jurisdiction’s action. 


• The preponderance of the evidence would have to show a specific, adverse impact on public 
health or safety and would have to show that there is not a satisfactory method other than the 
disapproval, reduction in density, or imposition of conditions to mitigate or avoid the adverse 
impact. 


• Requires local agencies to issue written findings in case of disapproval, reduction in density, or 
imposition of conditions on otherwise compliant projects and shifts burden to local legislative 
body. 


• Allows legal recourse for projects that have been inappropriately disapproved or where density 
has been reduced. 


• Allows for imposition of a fine when jurisdictions do not respond to court rulings against the 
disapproval, reduction in density, or imposition of conditions. These fines would fund affordable 
housing. 


 
SB 167 Status: Passed by the Senate, Passed by the Assembly Committees on Housing and Community 
Development and Local Government and re-referred to Rules Committee. 


 


SB 540, introduced by Senator Richard Roth, authorizes cities to create Workforce Housing Opportunity 
Zones that would include an EIR, with identified mitigation measures, and adoption of a specific plan 
which would facilitate housing approvals. The bill would: 


• Allow jurisdictions to apply to HCD for no-interest loan to cover costs of creating the plan and 
completing the EIR and to charge a development fee to repay the low. 


• Limit the number of total units and the percentage of RHNA allocation that could be located 
within a zone. 


• Require that 50% of all housing built or rehabilitated within the zone be affordable to low and 
moderate income households with 30% of units affordable at moderate income, 15% of units 
affordable at low income, and 5 % of units affordable to very low income households. 


• Expedite approval for five years after the adoption of the plan for housing developments that 
comply with the plan including objective design standards and required mitigation measures. 


• Require that housing developments that are primarily affordable to above moderate income 
households to make 10% of units affordable units or, if there is a local inclusionary requirement 
that is higher than 10%, the local requirement applies. 


• Require qualifying developments in the zone to pay at least prevailing wage to construction 
workers. 


 
SB 540 Status: Passed by the Senate, passed by the Assembly Committees on Local Government and Natural 
Resources and re-referred to the Appropriations Committee. 







 
 


 


 


AB 932, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, would permit San Francisco along with Emeryville, 
Los Angeles, Oakland, or San Diego to declare a “shelter crisis” which would allow these jurisdictions to 
adopt by ordinance “reasonable local standards and procedures for the design, site development, and 
operation of homeless shelters” including health and safety standards in lieu of compliance with state or 
local law to the extent that strict compliance with state and local laws and standards would prevent 
mitigation of the crisis. During the crisis, requirements that homeless shelters must be consistent with 
local land use plans, including the general plan, would be suspended. These jurisdictions would similarly 
be able to adopt by ordinance “reasonable local building, planning, and zoning standards and procedures 
for the design, site development, and operation of permanent supportive housing” in lieu of compliance 
with state and local standards and laws. Permanent supportive housing would not be exempt from local 
land use plans.  


Jurisdictions that declare a shelter crisis would need to develop a plan by July 1st, 2019 to address the 
crisis. The plan would need to address the development of homeless shelters and permanent supportive 
housing. Beginning on January 1st, 2019 and continuing annually until January 1st, 2021 a jurisdiction 
declaring a shelter emergency would need to report to the Senate and Assembly on the status of the effort 
to address homelessness as indicated by specific criteria. 


AB 932 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Judiciary and re-referred to Appropriations Committee with recommendation to consent calendar. 


 


AB 1397, introduced by Assembly Member Evan Low, would strengthen housing element law to ensure 
that properties included in the inventory of potential housing development sites have a realistic chance of 
being developed. The bill would specifically include the following requirements: 


• Properties in the inventory of housing development sites would have to be listed by parcel 
number. 


• Sites included in the inventory of properties that can accommodate housing development would 
need to have “realistic and demonstrated” potential for housing development.  


• Sites included in the housing element that are currently zoned for non-residential use must allow 
redevelopment for residential use or be part of a program to rezone for residential use. 


• Parcels included in the inventory must have sufficient sewer, water, and dry utilities to support 
housing development or must be part of “a general plan program or other mandatory program 
or plan, including a program or plan of a public or private entity providing water or sewer 
service to secure sufficient water, sewer, and dry utilities … to support housing development.” 


• Sites included in the inventory would have to be analyzed to show that they can accommodate a 
portion of the jurisdiction’s share of regional housing need by income level.  


• Non-vacant sites included in two or more consecutive planning periods where housing 
development has not been approved could not be deemed appropriate to accommodate a portion 
of the jurisdictions housing need for low income households unless the site is zoned to meet 







 
 


 


minimum residential density standards and is part of a program to allow housing use by right if 
a minimum of 20% of units are affordable to Lower income households. 


• Jurisdictions including sites of ½ an acre or less or site of 10 acres or more would have to 
demonstrate that development has successfully occurred on such sites in the past.  


• The methodology for identifying sites for housing development would have to demonstrate that 
an existing use on non-vacant sites is not an impediment to housing development, including past 
experience with converting existing uses to higher density residential development. 


• Housing development that results in the demolition of a unit targeted to low income households, 
serving low income households, or subject to rent control would have to be replaced with a unit 
of equal or lower affordability.  This requirement would apply to housing developments built on 
sites where units meeting this criteria have been vacant or were demolished in the last 5 years. 


San Francisco currently meets the requirement to identify sufficient sites to accommodate its share of 
regional housing needs through an analysis of all parcels in the city. The analysis assesses current 
development on each site relative to zoned capacity to identify sites with significant residential 
development potential. Many of the requirements of AB 1397 could likely be met by including additional 
analysis of recent developments to show that (1) sites of a variety of sizes have been redeveloped as 
housing, (2) that non-vacant sites with non-residential uses also have been redeveloped as housing, and 
(3) that income-targeted affordable housing has been developed on these types of sites.  


While most provisions of the bill could likely be addressed with relatively limited amounts of staff time 
there are a few requirements that could require more staff time or action by the Commission. An example 
is the requirement that sites that have been included in housing element inventories over consecutive 
planning periods without seeing housing approvals could only be included in another inventory as 
accommodating housing for lower income households if residential use is allowed by right for housing 
developments that provide at least 20% of units as affordable to low income households. This provision 
of the bill could require additional analysis by staff and potentially action by the Commission.  


AB 1397 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by Senate Committees on Transportation and Housing and 
Appropriations with recommendation to pass. 


 


AB 1515, introduced by Assembly Member Tom Daly, would strengthen the Housing Accountability Act 
and is meant to work in concert with SB 167 (and/or AB 678). The primary impact of the bill is that a 
housing development or emergency shelter would be deemed consistent, compliant, and in conformity 
with an applicable plan, program, policy, ordinance, standard, requirement, or other similar provision if 
there is substantial evidence that would allow a reasonable person to conclude that the housing 
development or emergency shelter is consistent, compliant, or in conformity, pursuant to the Housing 
Accountability Act. 


AB 1515 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee and re-
referred to Rules Committee. 







 
 


 


 


2. Housing Data Reporting 
AB 1423, introduced by Assembly Member David Chiu, would extend the collection of housing-related 
data to include charter cities. Existing law exempts charter cities from certain reporting requirements for 
housing production in relation to need, as defined by RHNA. As one of more than 120 charter cities in 
California, San Francisco is currently exempted from reporting certain housing data to HCD and OPR. 
San Francisco voluntarily reports data because this data provides a critical resource for both the public 
and decision-makers to track regional housing outcomes and develop housing goals and policies. In 
addition, reporting data to the state increases eligibility to receive state funding for housing and open 
space.  In April, the San Francisco Committee on State Legislation voted “support” in order to facilitate 
housing policy decisions and enforcement of housing related law.  


AB 1423 Status: Passed by the Assembly. 


 


AB 1156, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, has been updated to require that housing elements 
include reporting on the number of households paying 30% and 50% or more in housing costs. Originally 
the bill would have required that Annual Housing Element Progress Reports include a listing of sites 
rezoned to accommodate that portion of the city or county’s share of RHNA for each income level that 
cannot be accommodated on the sites identified in the inventory required by existing Housing Element 
law. 


AB 1156 Status: Passed by Assembly. 


 


3. Inclusionary Housing and Rent Control 
AB 1505, introduced by Assembly Member Richard Bloom along with Assembly Member David Chiu 
and Assembly Member Todd Gloria (Senator Scott Weiner and Assembly Member Phil Ting are listed as 
coauthors), would provide the much-awaited “Palmer Fix”. The Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act 
(1995) prevents the city from placing rent control on new construction, condominiums, tenancy-in-
commons, or single family homes. The Palmer decision (2009) expanded the applicability of Costa 
Hawkins to apply to rents on new affordable units in new rental developments. Taken together, Costa 
Hawkins and the Palmer decision present a significant challenge to the ability of California cities to create 
new affordable, rental housing. This bill would restore the ability of local jurisdictions to require 
inclusionary rental housing on site but otherwise would not change Costa-Hawkins. 


AB 1505 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by Senate Transportation and Housing Committee with 
recommendation to pass. 


 







 
 


 


AB 1506, introduced by Assembly Member Richard Bloom, Assembly Member David Chiu, and 
Assembly Member Rob Bonta, would completely repeal the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act that 
limits application of local rent control on new construction, condominiums, tenancy-in-commons, or 
single family homes. The repeal of Costa-Hawkins would restore cities’ ability to impose rent-control on 
all housing types and would also restore vacancy control, allowing cities to restrict how much rents can 
rise upon vacancy. This bill has much broader implications than the limited changes in AB 1505, which is 
targeted specifically at restoring cities’ ability to require inclusionary rental units. 


AB 1506 Status: Referred to Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee. 


 


AB 915, introduced by Assembly Member Phil Ting, would require the City and County of San Francisco 
to subject all of the units in new developments to the city’s affordable inclusionary percentage 
requirement. This bill would specify that “bonus units” within projects that utilize the state density bonus 
law are subject to inclusionary requirements unless specifically exempted by the City and County. The 
bill would not apply to housing developments with an application submitted or processed before January 
1, 2018. 


AB 915 Status: Passed by the Assembly, passed by the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee with 
recommendation to pass. 


 


REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 


None. This memo is informational only.  
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From: Secretary, Commissions (CPC)
To: Gerber, Patricia (CPC)
Cc: Kern, Chris (CPC)
Subject: FW: ACA comments on SFPUC Alameda Creek Recapture Project
Date: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 10:31:05 AM
Attachments: ACA comment letter ACRP 8-2-17.pdf

 
 
Office of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Alameda Creek [mailto:alamedacreekalliance@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, August 02, 2017 9:58 AM
To: Secretary, Commissions (CPC); richhillissf@yahoo.com; Richards, Dennis (CPC);
planning@rodneyfong.com; Johnson, Christine (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Moore,
Kathrin (CPC)
Subject: ACA comments on SFPUC Alameda Creek Recapture Project
 
SF Planning Commissioners:
 
Attached please find comments of the Alameda Creek Alliance on the SFPUC's Alameda
Creek Recapture Project.
 
--
Jeff Miller
Director
Alameda Creek Alliance
(510) 499-9185
www.alamedacreek.org
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  Alameda Creek Alliance 
 
    P.O. Box 2626 • Niles, CA • 94536 
   Phone: (510) 499-9185 
   E-mail: alamedacreek@hotmail.com 
   Web: www.alamedacreek.org 


  


          August 2, 2017 
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton, B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re: Planning Commission Decision Regarding Alameda Creek Recapture Project 
 
Dear San Francisco Supervisors: 
  
The Alameda Creek Alliance has concerns about the San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission’s (SFPUC) Alameda Creek Recapture Project and impacts that its operations could 
have on recovering threatened steelhead trout within the Alameda Creek watershed. We share 
the concerns about the inadequacies of the recently certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 
that have been raised by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), California Department 
of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and Alameda County Water District (ACWD). We support the 
ACWD petition to reverse the certification of the EIR for the project. 
 
The Alameda Creek Alliance has more than 2,000 members and supporters. Since 1997 we 
have advocated for restoration of steelhead trout in the Alameda Creek watershed. We have 
worked with the SFPUC since 1999 to improve habitat conditions to support the recovery of 
steelhead. While we generally support the recapture project and the concept of off-stream rather 
than in-stream water recapture, state and federal fisheries agencies have determined that the 
final EIR does not contain sufficient information to support the conclusion that the project will not 
result in a less than significant impact on streamflows and fish migration in Alameda Creek. 
 
The Alameda Creek Alliance submitted scoping comments on the Alameda Creek Recapture 
Project in 2015 and commented on the draft EIR for the project in January 2017. We have 
reviewed the SF Planning Commission’s June 22, 2017 decision to certify the final EIR and the 
June 7, 2017 responses to comments on the EIR. We have also reviewed the ACWD’s July 24, 
2017 letter of appeal and concerns about the hydrology analysis used for the EIR; the July 24, 
2017 comment letter from CDFW; and the July 27, 2017 comment letter from NMFS. 
 
NMFS commented that the final EIR does not contain sufficient information to conclude that the 
project will not result in substantial effects on streamflows intended to support migration of 
steelhead trout, and in fact found that project operations will diminish migration opportunities for 
steelhead, especially outmigrating smolts, in some years. CDFW commented that the modeling 
analysis used for the EIR may be inadequate for the determination that the project will have 
“less than a significant impact” on fisheries resources of Alameda Creek. 
 
An ACWD analysis of daily modeling data provided by the SFPUC after the close of the EIR 
comment period shows that project operations could result in increased numbers of days where 
streamflows in lower Alameda Creek fall below the threshold for fish passage, as determined by 
NMFS. ACWD commented that the hydrologic model relied on in the EIR's impact analyses is 
insufficient to analyze the surface water groundwater interaction necessary to fully evaluate 
project impacts. CDFW shared this concern that the modeling used in the EIR did not 
adequately address ground and surface water interaction in the stream reach of the proposed 
project, and that the EIR analyses do not adequately quantify the stream reach percolation 







losses of SFPUC releases. 
 
We are also concerned about the potential reduction in the number of days that steelhead could 
have access to spawning and rearing habitat upstream of the project. Data presented in the EIR 
shows that the current proposal for project operations will reduce the number of days where 
adequate streamflow is available for steelhead migration. The EIR uses monthly average 
changes in surface water flow to conclude that steelhead will not be harmed, whereas analysis 
of daily flows is needed to assess the effects of suitable streamflows for steelhead. We disagree 
with the EIR’s conclusion that operation of the project will not significantly impact steelhead 
trout. There is simply not adequate information in the EIR to make a determination about 
streamflows and impacts to steelhead. 
 
We request that the Board of Supervisors direct the SFPUC and the SF Planning Commission 
to work with all watershed stakeholders (including the ACA, ACWD, CDFW and NMFS) to 
undertake additional analysis of the relationship between ground water and surface water in the 
Sunol Valley, to determine whether the project has impacts on daily streamflows in Alameda 
Creek downstream of the project which could impede steelhead migration. If the SFPUC is 
unwilling to do this, the Board of Supervisors should uphold the ACWD appeal and reject the 
certification of the EIR for the project. 
 
San Francisco has invested significant time and money in the Alameda Creek watershed to 
monitor and improve habitat conditions for steelhead trout. The future operations of the 
completed Calaveras Dam and Alameda Creek Diversion Dam will enhance steelhead 
spawning and rearing in stream reaches managed by the SFPUC. Both the SFPUC and ACWD 
are required to operate their facilities in Alameda Creek to meet specified flow requirements for 
steelhead. The Alameda Creek Recapture Project should support rather than undermine these 
efforts. We understand that this is the last Water System Improvement Project facility to be 
constructed, but it is important to get it right – the EIR must fully evaluate the potential impacts 
of the project, and San Francisco should only approve a recapture project that will meet the 
interests of all watershed stakeholders and adequately protect steelhead trout. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Jeff Miller 
Director 
Alameda Creek Alliance 
(510) 499-9184 
jeff@alamedacreek.org 
 







From: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
To: MayorsPressOffice, MYR (MYR)
Subject: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR WEDNESDAY, AUGUST

2, 2017
Date: Tuesday, August 01, 2017 6:11:23 PM
Attachments: 8.2.17 Media Advisory.pdf

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, August 1, 2017
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** MEDIA ADVISORY ***
 

MAYOR EDWIN M. LEE’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 2, 2017

 
 
 
Mayor Lee has no public events.
 
 

Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change.
 

###
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Johnson, Christine (CPC); Richards, Dennis (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC); Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna

(CPC); Rich Hillis; Rodney Fong; Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Andrew Wolfram (andrew@tefarch.com); Diane
Matsuda; Ellen Johnck - HPC; Jonathan Pearlman; Karl  Hasz; Richard S. E. Johns

Cc: Gerber, Patricia (CPC); Son, Chanbory (CPC)
Subject: FW: Commission Update for Week of July 31, 2017
Date: Monday, July 31, 2017 9:30:10 AM
Attachments: Commission Weekly Update 7.31.17.doc

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street,  Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 
From: Tsang, Francis 
Sent: Monday, July 31, 2017 8:48 AM
To: Tsang, Francis
Subject: Commission Update for Week of July 31, 2017
 
Colleagues,
 
Please find a memo attached that outlines items before commissions and boards for this week. Let
me know if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thanks!
Francis

Francis Tsang
Deputy Chief of Staff
Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee
415.554.6467 | francis.tsang@sfgov.org

Get Connected with Mayor Ed Lee 
www.sfmayor.org
Twitter @mayoredlee
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To: 

Mayor’s Senior Staff

From: 

Francis Tsang

Date: 

July 31, 2017

Re: 

Commission Update for the Week of July 31, 2017

This memorandum summarizes and highlights agenda items before commissions and boards for the week of July 31, 2017. 

Airport (Tuesday, August 1, 9AM) - CANCELLED

Community Investment & Infrastructure (Tuesday, August 1, 1PM)


Discussion Only


· Workshop on the January – June 2017 Report on OCII Small Business Enterprise and Local Hiring Goals Practices

· Informational Memorandum 72 Townsend Marketing Outcomes Project Report; Rincon Point-South Beach Area

· Informational Memorandum Dr. Davis Senior Residence (1751 Carroll Avenue) Marketing Outcomes Project Report; Bayview Hunters Point Area

Action Items


· Authorizing the Executive Director to Extend the Term of the Agreement for Operation of a Child Care Center (Yerba Buena Gardens) with South of Market Child Care, Inc., a California nonprofit public benefit corporation; Former Yerba Buena Center Redevelopment Project Area D-1

Entertainment (Tuesday, August 1, 530PM) - CANCELLED

Health (Tuesday, August 1, 4PM)

Discussion Only


· SAN FRANCISCO HEALTH NETWORK (SFHN) UPDATE: PUBLIC HOSPITAL REDESIGN AND INCENTIVES IN MEDI-CAL (PRIME) PROGRAM UPDATE

Action Items


· LEASE PROPOSAL FOR 295 SAN BRUNO STREET


· AUGUST 2017 CONTRACTS REPORT REQUEST


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH THE SALVATION ARMY, IN THE AMOUNT OF $4,546,265, INCLUDING A 12% CONTINGENCY, FOR SERVICES AS PART OF THE PROMOTING RECOVERY AND SERVICES FOR THE PREVENTION OF RECIDIVISM (PRSPR) PROGRAM, FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH AUGUST 15, 2020 (3 YEARS, 1.5 MONTHS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH FAMILY SERVICE AGENCY DBA THE FELTON INSTITUTE, IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,428,402, INCLUDING A 12% CONTINGENCY, FOR SERVICES AS PART OF THE LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTED DIVERSION (LEAD) PROGRAM, FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2019 (2 YEARS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH HATCHUEL, TABERNIK & ASSOCIATES IN THE AMOUNT OF $336,000, INCLUDING A 12% CONTINGENCY, FOR PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND PROGRAM EVALUATION IN SUPPORT OF THE PROMOTING RECOVERY AND SERVICES FOR THE PREVENTION OF RECIDIVISM PROGRAM, FOR THE PERIOD JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH AUGUST 15, 2020 (3 YEARS, 1.5 MONTHS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW SOFTWARE LICENSE AGREEMENT WITH SURGICAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS LLC. (SIS) FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION, AND LICENSING OF THE EXISTING SIS SYSTEM, INCLUDING THE MIGRATION OF THE EXISTING APPLICATION TO THE DPH NETWORK, IMPLEMENTATION OF A NEW SURGERY MODULE AND RELATED OPTIMIZATION, CRITICAL FOR OPERATIONS AND REVENUE GENERATION IN THE OPERATING ROOMS AT ZUCKERBERG SAN FRANCISCO GENERAL HOSPITAL, FOR THE TERM OF JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2020 (3 YEARS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW SOFTWARE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT WITH SURGICAL INFORMATION SYSTEMS LLC. (SIS) IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,919,143 FOR MAINTENANCE OF AND UPGRADES TO THE EXISTING SIS SYSTEM, FOR THE TERM OF JULY 1, 2017 THROUGH JUNE 30, 2020 (3 YEARS).


· REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF A NEW CONTRACT WITH THOMAS DEMPSTER, IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,305,000 WHICH INCLUDES A 12% CONTINGENCY, TO PROVIDE COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS ADMINISTRATION SERVICES (AUDIX) FOR ALL DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH LOCATIONS THAT UTILIZES THE AUDIX SYSTEM, THE AVAYA S8710 AND CISCO UNIFIED COMMUNICATIONS MANAGER (CUCM), FOR THE PERIOD AUGUST 1, 2017 THROUGH JULY 31, 2026 (7 YEARS, 11 MONTHS).

· FY2017-18 LHH GIFT FUND BUDGET

· CONSIDERATION OF CREDENTIALING MATTERS (Closed Session)

Municipal Transportation Agency (Tuesday, August 1, 1PM) - NO MEETING

Aging and Adult Services (Wednesday, August 2, 930AM) - CANCELLED

Board of Appeals (Wednesday, August 2, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Historic Preservation (Wednesday, August 2, 1230PM)

Discussion Only


· PENINSULA CORRIDOR ELECTRIFICATION PROJECT – Informational Presentation on the Peninsula Corridor Electrification Project (PCEP).  The PCEP is a project led by the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board (JPB) to electrify the Caltrain Corridor between 4th and King Station in San Francisco south to San Jose.  The project would have some effects on four historic railroad tunnels within San Francisco. The informational presentation will provide information about the project description, the character of the four historic tunnels, the project's modifications to those tunnels, minimization measures incorporated into the project, and the status of CEQA, NEPA, Section 106 consultation and construction of the project.

· LANDMARK DESIGNATION WORK PROGRAM QUARTERLY REPORT – Discussion of the HPC's Landmark Designation Work Program.


Action Items


· 1800 MISSION STREET – southwest corner of Mission and 14th Streets, Assessor's Block 3547, Lot 001 (District 9) – Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the repair and restoration of portions of the building's brick and decorative plaster parapet at the north (14th Street), west (Julian Avenue), and south elevations. The subject property is San Francisco Landmark No. 108, and is located within a UMU (Urban Mixed Use) Zoning District and 68-X/45-X Height and Bulk Limit. Preliminary Recommendation:  Approve with Conditions


· 2321 WEBSTER STREET – west side between Jackson and Washington Streets; Lot 002 in Assessor's Block 0605 in a RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District (District 2) – Request for Certificate of Appropriateness to insert a two-car garage at the basement level; construct a finished basement; rebuild the side passage and relocate its entrance doors; reconstruct a rear deck; renovate the rear annex; add new windows at the side (south) and rear (west) elevations; remove a chimney; and, restore the original front porch and stairs. The subject property is a contributor to the Webster Street Landmark District designated in Article 10 of the Planning Code. Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions

· Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business application: 

· 1607 OCEAN AVENUE – on the south side of Ocean Avenue near Capitol Avenue. Assessor's Block 6935, Lot 026 (District 7). The Ave Bar is a neighborhood bar serving the Ingleside neighborhood community since 1949. 

· 250 NAPOLEON STREET – on the north side of Napoleon Street between Jerrold Avenue and Evans Avenue. Assessor's Block 4343, Lot 021 (District 10). Established in 1924, Casa Sanchez is a family-owned distributor of Mexican food products now operated by the fourth and fifth generation members of the Sanchez family. 

· 45 KEARNY STREET – on the west side of Kearny Street between Post and O'Farrell Streets. Assessor's Block 0310, Lot 003 (District 3). Jeffrey's Toys is a family-owned toy store serving San Francisco since 1972. 

· 1830 SUTTER STREET – on the north side of Sutter Street between Webster and Buchanan Streets. Assessor's Block 0676, Lot 071 (District 5). Nihonmachi Little Friends is a bilingual and multicultural organization providing high quality, affordable child care services in San Francisco's Japantown neighborhood. 

· 10 PERSIA AVENUE – on the south side of Persia Avenue between Mission Street and London Street. Assessor's Block 6955, Lot 043 (District 11). Pacitas Salvadorean Bakery has served hand-crafted Salvadorean breads to the Excelsior neighborhood since 1996.


· 414 MASON STREET – on the east side of Mason Street between Post and Geary Streets. Assessor's Block 0307, Lot 008 (District 3). Phoenix Arts Association Theatre was founded in 1985, incubating and hosting hundreds of live theatric productions and workshops for over three decades. 


· FAÇADE RETENTION – During two previous hearings, on December 2, 2015 and April 6, 2016, the Historic Preservation Commission discussed the topic of façade retention with the goal being to formulate a policy on the subject matter. As directed by the HPC, planning staff have prepared a draft policy memo on façade retention for HPC Review and Comment. Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment

· PRESERVATION ENFORCEMENT ANNUAL UPDATE – Review of the 2016 -2017 progress, statistics, and status of priority projects. Preliminary Recommendation: Review and Comment

Police (Wednesday, August 2, 530PM) – NO MEETING

City Hall Preservation (Thursday, August 3, 5PM) - CANCELLED

Planning (Thursday, August 3, 12PM) - CANCELLED
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