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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter for Historic Preservation Commission re: Golden Gate Park Observation Wheel
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 10:24:50 AM
Attachments: Al Minvielle Letter to Historic Preservation Commission.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: Lillian Archer <lillian@sfparksalliance.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 3:54 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
<michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Letter for Historic Preservation Commission re: Golden Gate Park Observation Wheel
 

 

Dear Commission Secretary and Senior Preservation Planner Michelle Taylor:
 
Attached is a letter of support for the temporary installation of an Observation Wheel in
Golden Gate Park from an Inner Sunset neighbor Al Minvielle. 
 
Lillian
 
Lillian B. Archer
Project Lead, Golden Gate Park 150th
1074 Folsom Street
San Francisco, CA 94103 
(917) 523-8066
 
Learn more about how your support transformed the City in our Impact
Report.  
 

 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:chris.foley@sfgov.org
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Lydia.So@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sanfranciscoparksalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/SFPA_ImpactReport2019_web.pdf
https://sanfranciscoparksalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/SFPA_ImpactReport2019_web.pdf



January 14, 2020 


Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
1650 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


Dear Commissioners, 


I am writing to you to support the installation of the Third Wheel for the 150th 
year celebration of Golden Gate Park. I am a 4th generation native of the City, 
I have lived adjacent to the park for 70 years, I am an active member of Inner 
Sunset Park Neighbors, I spend time in the park everyday. I am an active 
participant in the San Francisco Lawn Bowling Club and I live one block from 
the 5th Ave park entrance. You can’t get much more involved than that.  


I whole heartedly support the installation of the third wheel as a celebratory 
monument to our parks history. By its presence it will focus attention on the 
evolution of the park and its impact on the surrounding neighborhoods. So few 
elements of the past are available to our kids and to the “New Citizens of the 
City. I think we should take every opportunity to stimulate awareness of our 
history and culture. The wheel is a wonderful experiential symbol of our past 
that can be enjoyed by participants or observers. Let’s be BOLD and creative 
and give it a spin. In the recognition of those early San Franciscans that gave us 
the worlds finest park, lets move forward with a spirit of fun and adventure 
and not get bogged down in the inertia of the NAY SAYERS. Lets have some fun 
and party! 


Al Minvielle 
1264 5th Ave 







 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of support for Observation Wheel
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 10:22:57 AM
Attachments: GGP150 - Letter of Support for Observation Wheel from BAVBB.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: Matt Petty <mattpetty23@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 5:02 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
<michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Letter of support for Observation Wheel
 

 

Dear Commission,
Please find my letter in support of the Observation Wheel attached.
Matthew Petty
Bay Area Vintage Base Ball
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January 14, 2020 


Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
1650 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
I am writing today to express my support of the Observation Wheel to be installed in the Music 
Concourse as part of the park’s one hundred and fifty year birthday celebration. I believe the 
wheel is fantastic way to celebrate the park’s rich past and exciting future. With a nod to the 
Firth Wheel installed in the park in 1894 – it is a wonderful tribute to historical uses of the park. 
 
My organization, Bay Area Vintage Base ball, plays games nearby at Big Rec field with 1886 rules. 
When we step on the field we are transported back to another time in The Park. The feeling of 
history, and awe of how the world has changed comes to life. The wheel would help bring that 
feeling to those who visit. 
 
On April 4th, Bay Area Vintage Base Ball will take the field at Big Rec and taking part in the 
festivities. Along with other events that will draw millions to the park through the year and 
highlight its importance as a historical and natural resource in San Francisco. We hope that part 
of that experience will be the Observation Wheel. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Matthew Petty, 
Bay Area Vintage Base Ball 







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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Observation Wheel for Golden Gate Park 150th Anniversary
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 10:22:01 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: Drew Becher <drew@sfparksalliance.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 6:26 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
<michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Observation Wheel for Golden Gate Park 150th Anniversary
 

 

 
Dear Commissioners,
 
As CEO of San Francisco Parks Alliance, the co-organizing partner for Golden Gate Park's 150th
Anniversary. The San Francisco Parks Alliance represents thousands of park loving individuals across
all San Francisco's neighborhoods. I'm writing to express our organization's enthusiastic support for
the temporary installation of the Observation Wheel in Golden Gate Park's Music Concourse.
 
The Wheel is an anchor element to our year-long celebration of the park. The Observation Wheel
will attract a host of visitors to Golden Gate Park in its 150th year. It will excite the park's 23+ million
visitors with a new once-in-a-lifetime attraction and enthuse those who don't frequent the park to
include Golden Gate Park in their itinerary for the year. This celebration will bring San Francisco
communities together to be a part of an amazing tribute to Golden Gate Park and celebrate the
many attractions within the Park's 1,017 acres that are available to everybody young and old.
 
We have been monitoring the chatter on Nextdoor and so many people are talking about how cool
and unique this whole experience will be for the city. Thank you for your support of this exciting
place-making activity in honor of the park's sesquicentennial. 
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Sincerely,
Drew Becher

 

Drew Becher 
CEO 
E: drew@sfparksalliance.org
1074 Folsom Street
San Francisco, CA 94103
Mobile: (646) 957-5991 
 
Celebrate the Holidays with a Parks Alliance Membership! 
 
Learn more about how your support transformed the City in our 2019 Impact
Report.  

 
        

mailto:drew@sfparksalliance.org
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From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of support for Observation Wheel
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 10:21:45 AM
Attachments: SFPL-Summer of GGP 150 wheel.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: Jeffers, Michelle (LIB) <michelle.jeffers@sfpl.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 8:27 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Letter of support for Observation Wheel
 
In advance of the Historic Preservation Commission meeting today, please find, attached, a letter of
support for the Golden Gate Park Observation Wheel from the library’s Summer Stride Committee.
 
Thank you,
 

Michelle Jeffers | Pronouns: she, her, hers

Chief, Community Programs & Partnerships
San Francisco Public Library

100 Larkin Street, Suite 602

San Francisco, CA 94102

Michelle.Jeffers@sfpl.org

(415) 557-4282 (work)

(415) 608-1593 (mobile)
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January 15, 2020 


 


 


Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
1650 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
On behalf of San Francisco Public Library and its longstanding Summer Stride Committee, I write 
to express support for the Observation Wheel to be installed in the Music Concourse as part of 
Golden Gate Park’s 150th birthday celebration.  San Francisco Public Library is a community 
partner in the 150th celebration and the observation wheel will be a key attraction this year to the 
Library’s summer learning program.  
 
The library summer learning program, Summer Stride, aims to prevent the academic slide that so 
many K-12 students face during the summer by encouraging students and families to keep up with 
their academic skills by reading, learning, and visiting their neighborhood public library, all summer 
long. This encouragement comes in many forms but one of the most effective is having dedicated 
incentives and prizes at each of our 28 neighborhood libraries.  
 
Thanks to the partnership with the Parks, the Library will be receiving tickets to the Observation 
Wheel for each branch library, and these tickets are sure to be a very attractive prize for our summer 
learners. The prizes offered through Summer Stride enable all families, no matter their income level, 
to enjoy unique events and attractions in San Francisco such as the Observation Wheel. 
 
The wheel is an embodiment of the joy the 150th celebration will bring to San Franciscans. Summer 
Stride is also about bringing the joy of reading and learning to our community. I hope your support 
will enable the Observation Wheel to become a reality this year. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Michelle Jeffers 
Chief of Community Programs & Partnerships 
San Francisco Public Library 
 







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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Oppose: Proposed Ferris Wheel and night lights at the Music Concourse
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 10:15:50 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: Sue Vaughan <selizabethvaughan@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 9:04 PM
To: Foley, Chris (CPC) <chris.foley@sfgov.org>; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; So, Lydia (CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
<michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
Subject: Oppose: Proposed Ferris Wheel and night lights at the Music Concourse
 

 

Dear Commissioners;
 
I am writing in opposition to the ferris wheel and night lights proposed for the Music Concourse. I
note that the Sierra Club and other advocates of the park as a "sylvan retreat" and habitat for
wildlife have submitted letters of opposition. I concur with them. There may be a place for a lighted
ferris wheel at night -- perhaps on the Embarcadero, for example -- but that place is NOT in the
Music Concourse.
 
I will add that the climate crisis has added significant stress to the ability of wildlife to survive
globally; therefore, we must preserve what we have and not interfere in these shrinking sanctuaries.
 
Thank you.

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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Ferris Wheel and Lighting in Golden Gate Park
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 10:06:07 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: Jean Barish <jeanbbarish@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 7:41 AM
To: dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>; Foley, Chris (CPC)
<chris.foley@sfgov.org>; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; So, Lydia
(CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>;
Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Breed, Mayor London (MYR)
<mayorlondonbreed@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; PrestonStaff (BOS) <prestonstaff@sfgov.org>
Subject: Ferris Wheel and Lighting in Golden Gate Park
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
I am writing to join with the Sierra Club, Friends of the Music Concourse, and other
groups and individuals to strongly oppose the installation of a giant ferris wheel at
the Golden Gate Concourse, and the installation of lighting at the Music
Concourse Bandshell and searchlights on the Bandshell roof.
 
Golden Gate Park is not Coney Island or Great Adventure. It is an urban retreat
designed to provide users with a respite from living in one of the most densely
population cities in the country. This is a shocking propsal, and you should not
permit it.
 
According to the Department of Recreation and Park's own planning guide, the
Golden Gate Park Master Plan, lighting is intended to be limited in Golden Gate
Park overall and in the Music Concourse specifically. Disregard of these guidelines is
unacceptable.
 

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


This lighting will also pose a risk to all of the wildlife that live in the park, disrupting
their natural habitat and disturbing their ecosystem with unpredictable
consequences.
 
I hope you agree that the request of the SF Recreation and Park Department to
turn the Golden Gate Park Music Concourse into an amusement park is shameful.
The commercialization of the Park must not be allowed.  The celebration of the
150th anniversary of Golden Gate Park should be in keeping with the intent of the
Park, and cannot include bright lights, loud noise, and other environmentally
disruptive elements that are inconsistent with the intent of the designers of the Park,
the current Park Master Plan, and the interests of so many San Franciscans who join
me in opposing this outrageous plan.
 
Thank you for your consideration of this issue. I am hoping you do what's in the best
interest of Golden Gate Park as well as the citizens of San Francisco and not
approve this plan.
 
Kind regards,
 
Jean
 
Jean B Barish
jeanbbarish@hotmail.com
415-752-0185 
 
 

mailto:jeanbbarish@hotmail.com


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Ferris Wheel Project-CITY STAFF: PLEASE DISTRIBUTE BEFORE TODAY"S HEARING
Date: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 10:04:42 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

-----Original Message-----
From: Pinky Kushner <pinkykushner@mac.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 9:44 AM
To: So, Lydia (CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; Foley,
Chris (CPC) <chris.foley@sfgov.org>; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>; dianematsuda@hotmail.com;
aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Ferris Wheel Project-CITY STAFF: PLEASE DISTRIBUTE BEFORE TODAY'S HEARING

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

COMMISSIONERS, PLEASE READ BEFORE TODAY'S MEETING.

Greetings Commissioners,

I thank you for your service to the City and County of San Francisco.  It is your love for our City that propels you
into caring for its history and preservation.

I write to you today to beg you to question the proposed Ferris Wheel Project for the Music Concourse in Golden
Gate Park.

This project is not within keeping of the Park as a historical structure.  It's not just the wheel that is the problem---it's
the lights and the congestion, in other words the consequences of the wheel.  Such a project might be suitable
elsewhere, but this is a park.  Moreover, the Music Concourse itself has historical preservation status.  The LED
lights that are proposed, many to be on day and night, are not in keeping with this historical status.  It's equivalent of
turning a section of the Park into some sort of Times Square---until 10 PM!  As though 10 PM was not night time!

Please preserve the treasure of Golden Gate Park's Music Concourse.  Encourage the RPD to move this project
elsewhere in the City and to re-image a more suitable celebration for the Concourse., sans LEDs.  Music in the
bandshell in the afternoons would be wonderful.

Sincerely,

Pinky Kushner
1362 6th Avenue

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org


San Francisco, CA  94122
510 459-8289



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Proposal to install lighted "Observation Wheel" as part of GGP 150th Anniversary
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 2:50:34 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 1:27 PM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy (CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>;
Bradley, Stacy (REC) <stacy.bradley@sfgov.org>; Lewis, Don (CPC) <don.lewis@sfgov.org>; Gordon-
Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.gordon-jonckheer@sfgov.org>; RUIZ-ESQUIDE, ANDREA (CAT)
<Andrea.Ruiz-Esquide@sfcityatty.org>
Subject: FW: Proposal to install lighted "Observation Wheel" as part of GGP 150th Anniversary
 
FYI
 
Michelle Taylor
Senior Preservation Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9197
Email: Michelle.Taylor@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Linda Shaffer <ljshaffer1@comcast.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 1:17 PM
To: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Proposal to install lighted "Observation Wheel" as part of GGP 150th Anniversary
 

 

Commissioner:
 
I write to strongly object to the proposal to install a lighted “observation wheel” in the Music Concourse (or
indeed, anywhere in the park) as part of the year long Golden Gate Park 150th Anniversary Celebration. 
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Disturbing (and probably killing) birds, bats, and insects, adding a noisy generator that runs until 10 PM
every night (possibly spewing noxious exhaust into the air during those hours), and disturbing neighbors
and museum goers with the noise from people and added bright lighting are a most inappropriate way
to celebrate the existence of a park which was created in large part to be a peaceful haven for people and
nature in the midst of a noisy, bustling city.  
 
What’s next?  Shooting off cannons?  Nightly fireworks?  Is Golden Gate Park trying to become
Copenhagen's Tivoli Gardens? 
 
I cannot fathom why the Recreation and Park Commission approved this project.  At the very least, it should
have required that an Environmental Impact Report be prepared.  (In addition to all the possible impacts
noted above, where are all the people who come to enjoy the extra "added attraction" going to park?).
 Furthermore, as is pointed out in the Sierra Club letter, according to the Golden Gate Park Master
Plan, “Lighting [in the park] is for safety purposes and is not intended to increase night use.”  This is a city
whose Supervisors recently approved a Biodiversity Resolution.  The Commission should be ashamed of
itself.    
 
Please act to do what the Recreation and Park Commission should have done —  JUST SAY NO!  This cannot
possibly be an appropriate use of an historic city landmark or a suitable way to celebrate its founding.
 
Thank you,
Linda J. Shaffer
San Francisco CA
Member, SF Park Recreation and Open Space Advisory Committee (PROSAC), 2008-2017
Concerned citizen
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Case No. 2019-022126COA
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 2:50:25 PM

Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs

Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409

jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org

-----Original Message-----
From: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 1:28 PM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy (CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Bradley, Stacy
(REC) <stacy.bradley@sfgov.org>; Lewis, Don (CPC) <don.lewis@sfgov.org>; Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth
(CPC) <elizabeth.gordon-jonckheer@sfgov.org>; RUIZ-ESQUIDE, ANDREA (CAT) <Andrea.Ruiz-
Esquide@sfcityatty.org>
Subject: FW: Case No. 2019-022126COA

FYI

Michelle Taylor
Senior Preservation Planner

Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9197
Email: Michelle.Taylor@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org

-----Original Message-----
From: fredrinne@monkeybrains.net <fredrinne@monkeybrains.net>
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 1:20 PM
To: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Case No. 2019-022126COA

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

Hello-
It has come to my attention that it is planned for a 150 foot tall ferris wheel to be installed in GG Park for one year,
brightly lit with LEDs and security lighting all night. This would be obnoxious to the public and detrimental to San
Francisco's remaining wildlife for which GG Park is crucial habitat.
Spotlights atop the Music Concourse likewise. Light pollution is increasingly understood as a hazard to birds and

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:chris.foley@sfgov.org
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Lydia.So@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org


not too good for people either.
I urge your staff to deny permits for this ugly and overbearing intrusion on our scarce natural areas.
Thank You for your time,
Fred Rinne
San Francisco



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Observation Wheel Letter
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 12:34:30 PM
Attachments: ECOPY-545_SMTP_via_LDAP_01-13-2020_11-30-11.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: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 12:32 PM
To: Gordon-Jonckheer, Elizabeth (CPC) <elizabeth.gordon-jonckheer@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy
(CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Lewis, Don (CPC) <don.lewis@sfgov.org>; RUIZ-ESQUIDE, ANDREA
(CAT) <Andrea.Ruiz-Esquide@sfcityatty.org>
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Observation Wheel Letter
 
We received this letter by mail.
 
Thank you,
 
Michelle Taylor
Senior Preservation Planner
 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9197
Email: Michelle.Taylor@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 11:31 AM
To: Bradley, Stacy (REC) <stacy.bradley@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: Observation Wheel Letter
 
Please see attached a public comment letter for the Observation Wheel project.
 
Thank you,
 
Michelle Taylor
Senior Preservation Planner
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01/06/2020


William Appleby
Apt. #304
755 5th Ave
San Francisco, Ca 94118


S.F. Planning Department
4̀ h Floor
1650 Mission St.
San Francisco, Ca 94103


RE: 2019-022126COA 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive, Certificate of Appropriateness Observation
Wheel.


Dear Commissioners;


have lived in the Inner Richmond District for many years. Golden Gate Park has been the highlight
of that experience. I find the proposal for this 150 foot tall oversized carnival ride totally inappropriate
for honoring the 150th year of our Park.


The generator to power it will in addition to being a scenic degrading of the Music Concourse, will
create pollution of the air with fossil fuel combustion generating CO2, PM, VOCs as well as noise
pollution.


The "Wheel" itself is oversized for the site, towering over even the highest tower of the de Young
Museum. Height Zoning for the surrounding communities is 40 feet. This 150 foot structure will be a
visible eyesore and generate light pollution during hours of darkness throughout the neighborhoods.


The music concourse already honors the Park, Citizens and visitors with its Art, Science and Music.
The concourse is a place of landscaped beauty an escape which will be degraded by the noise, fumes
and ugliness of this carnival ride. I fear it will continue past the one year timeline.


To truly honor the sesquicentennial (noun 1880) of the Golden Gate Park we should return to the
original intent of the Park as a place on the human scale free from the noise and distraction of the City.


What would John McLaren say?


Sincerely,


~


_


William Appleby


C.C. Supervisor Sandra Lee Fewer


San Francisco Chronicle







 
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9197
Email: Michelle.Taylor@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org
 
From: dcpscan@sfgov.org <dcpscan@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 11:30 AM
To: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Observation Wheel Letter
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http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:dcpscan@sfgov.org
mailto:dcpscan@sfgov.org
mailto:michelle.taylor@sfgov.org


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of Support for Golden Gate Park Observation Wheel
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 12:01:50 PM
Attachments: 2019-022126COA letter of support.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: chris pollock <pollockchris100@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:56 AM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Subject: Letter of Support for Golden Gate Park Observation Wheel
 

 

See attached.
 
Christopher Pollock
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January 14, 2020 
 
 
Commissioners 
San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission 
1650 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 
94103 
 
 
Re: 2019-022126COA  
Golden Gate Park, Music Concourse, 150th Anniversary, Observation Wheel 
 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
I am very much in support of the proposed Observation Wheel planned for installation in 
Golden Gate Park’s Music Concourse for a limited one-year period of operation. As a 
historian and author of three books about the park, it seems a natural fit for the park’s 
sesquicentennial celebration activities. As a focal point, the Wheel will bring residents 
and visitors alike to the park. As a consequence, a visitor cannot miss all the park has to 
offer in the way of recreation—and as a San Francisco historic resource. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
 
Christopher Pollock 
Historian 
 
 
Christopher Pollock 
1000 Steiner Street 
#303 
San Francisco, CA 
94115-4622 
Cell: 415 640 9120 
E-mail: pollockchris100@gmail.com 







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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC); Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
Subject: FW: COA- Music Concourse, Golden Gate Park, Jan. 15, 2020
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:59:57 AM
Attachments: Friends of the Music Concourse v8 1-14-20.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: Friends of the Music Concourse <musicconcourse@earthlink.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:39 AM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: COA- Music Concourse, Golden Gate Park, Jan. 15, 2020
 

 

Dear Mr. Ionin,

Friends of the Music Concourse is very concerned about the current proposal to place a lighted
observation wheel in the Music Concourse for up to one year and to light the Music Concourse
Bandshell, as well as installing 19 searchlights on the roof of the Bandshell.   

Attached please find our letter outlining our concerns about the negative impacts on the historic
Music Concourse and on Golden Gate Park as a historic landscape park.

Please distribute to the Historic Preservation Commission and to the Planning Commission, and
enter into the official record for both bodies.

Thanks very much.

Sincerely,

Katherine Howard, ASLA

Co-Chair

Friends of the Music Concourse
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Friends of the Music Concourse (c) 
Dedicated to the Preservation 


of the Historic Golden Gate Park 


Music Concourse 


 


 


 


January 14, 2020 


 


Historic Preservation Commission 


Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Subject:  2019-022126COA: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - Proposed Lighted Observation wheel and 


Bandshell in Music Concourse 


 


Commission President Aaron Jon Hyland and Commissioners, 


 


Friends of the Music Concourse was established at the time that a garage was proposed for the Music 


Concourse Bowl in Golden Gate Park [the Park.]  Part of that proposal included cutting down all of the 


pollarded trees in the Music Concourse in order to build the garage under the Bowl.  Fortunately, public 


outrage was aroused at the possible loss of the beloved 100-year-old trees and the other historic 


features.  The trees were saved, the historic design was preserved, and the area was landmarked to 


protect this remarkable historic asset from future degradation.  However, there are always temptations 


to look at parkland and park facilities and view them as opportunities for development or producing  


income, ignoring that the projects proposed might be detrimental to the very parkland that attracts the 


public in the first place. 


Friends of the Music Concourse is very concerned about the current proposal to place a lighted 


observation wheel in the Music Concourse for one year and to light the Music Concourse Bandshell, as 


well as installing 19 searchlights on the roof of the Bandshell.  We will examine the possible impacts to 


both the Concourse and to Golden Gate Park in this letter. 


GGP is historically a landscape park, not an amusement park or a carnival. 


The Recreation and Park website lists the natural beauty of the Park first in its list of the Park's 


characteristics.  


"Golden Gate Park is known primarily for its naturalistic beauty.  From a vast, windswept 


expanse of sand dunes, park engineer William Hammond Hall and master gardener John 


McLaren carved out an oasis–a verdant, horticulturally diverse, and picturesque public space 


where city dwellers can relax and reconnect with the natural world. The rest, as they say, is 


history. "  
1
 


The National Register designation describes it as a "green oasis in a sea of urbanization."  
2
  It further 


states that,  


                                                             
1   Department of Recreation and Park Website, https://sfrecpark.org/destination/golden-gate-park/ 
2  "National Register of Historic Places," OMB No. 1024-0018, United State Department of the Interior, National 


Park Service, Oct. 15, 2004 certification.  Section 7, page 1.  
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"Golden Gate Park was conceived as a naturalistic pleasure ground park to provide a 


sylvan retreat from urban pressures for all citizens, rich and poor.” 
3
   


Over the years, Golden Gate Park has both experienced and resisted intense development. 


The 1998 Golden Gate Park Master Plan (Master Plan) describes the intent of designer William 


Hammond Hall to lay out a park that was, for the most part, a wild and natural landscape west of 


Strawberry Hill, and, for the most part, open to human activity in the eastern section.  However, the 


intent was always to have all activities takes place in a park setting, and to continue to provide a 


landscape park experience for residents.  The Master Plan shows that much development has taken 


place over the years, as more and more built facilities have been added to the Park and more and more 


landscape has been lost.  


"Now in its second century, the park is facing new and growing challenges. Most of these are the 


result of the growth and change of the City around the park. The kind of vision that was required 


to create the park from barren sand dunes is also needed today to preserve and enhance the 


park to ensure that it will continue to serve future generations. This Master Plan for Golden 


Gate Park attempts to provide that vision and lay the groundwork for its preservation and 


enhancement into the next century."  
4
  


In the Department of Recreation and Park's own planning guide, the Golden Gate Park Master Plan, 


lighting is intended to be limited in Golden Gate Park overall and in the Music Concourse specifically. 


Lighting of Golden Gate Park, including the Music Concourse, is intended to be primarily for "use and 


safety considerations."  
5
     It is not intended to increase night use.  This map from the Golden Gate Park 


Master Plan (1998) shows the only areas that may be lighted under the Recreation and Park 


Department's own guidelines.  In the Music Concourse area specifically, the de Young Museum and the 


California Academy of Sciences are the only areas that are designated as "night use areas." The rest of 


the Music Concourse and the Bandshell are not even designated as "potential night use areas." 
6
 


Lighting Plan, GGPMP 
7
 


 


                                                             
3 "National Register of Historic Places," OMB No. 1024-0018, United State Department of the Interior, National 
Park Service, Oct. 15, 2004 certification.  Section 7, page 1. 
4  Introduction, "Golden Gate Park Master Plan," 1998.  Page 1-1. 
5  Lighting Plan, Golden Gate Park Master Plan, 1998.  Page 9-5. 
6  Lighting Plan, Golden Gate Park Master Plan, 1998.  Page 9-5. 
7  Lighting Plan, Golden Gate Park Master Plan, 1998.  Page 9-5. 
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The cumulative impact of a lighted observation wheel and adding extensive lighting and spotlights to the 


Bandshell is being ignored by submitting separate Certificates of Appropriateness. 


The Department of Recreation and Park has decided to present the COA for the Observation wheel and 


the one for the Bandshell lighting to the HPC in two separate meetings.  The artificial nighttime lighting 


created by these two projects will have a cumulative impact on the Music Concourse and on Golden 


Gate Park, and those impacts should be considered together in that context. 


What will be the extent of lighting the Bandshell?  How will events here add to the impact on the Park 


from large concerts and other events? 


Will there be a large number of lighted concerts in the Bandshell in the evenings?  How does this 


correlate with the Recreation and Park's previously stated determination to limit large events in Golden 


Gate Park over a year's time?  Will the Department be eliminating or cutting back on such events as 


Hardly Strictly Bluegrass or the Outside Lands Festival?   The many festivals bring enormous crowds into 


the parkland and impact it not only through the crowds that trample the parkland but also through the 


all-night lighting that is installed for protection of equipment and security of the performance areas. 


Lighted observation wheel and intense lighting for Bandshell are not appropriate for the Music 


Concourse or for Golden Gate Park 


The introduction of the lighted observation wheel and the intense lighting proposed for the Bandshell 


will change the Music Concourse from the classic outdoor performance space it was established to be 


when laid out in 1895, into a space with more of a carnival atmosphere.  Golden Gate Park as a whole 


was conceived as a naturalistic pleasure ground park to provide a sylvan retreat from urban pressures 


for all citizens, rich and poor.  The parkland has evolved into a space in which wildlife has also found a 


refuge and a home.  With increased development, there is a point at which both wildlife habitat and the 


sense of parkland will be lost.  All that will be left if a series of amusements with a few trees interspersed 


in between, to remind us that this was once a great landscape park. 


An observation wheel is not a historic feature of the Music Concourse 


The Midwinter Fair ferris wheel was in the Park for less than a year.  It was removed at the end of the 


Fair, along with the majority of elements that had been imposed on the Park for the Midwinter Fair, 


over the objections of many.  
8
   


The National Register contains three full pages of lists of Individual Park Resources in Golden Gate Park.
9
  


The ferris wheel from the Mid-Winter Exposition is not on that list.   


The City landmarking (249) does not list a ferris wheel as either contributing or non-contributing.    


The current proposal is therefore for a non-contributing element that will be located in the Music 


Concourse longer than even the original ferris wheel. 


Protecting habitat and biodiversity are part of the Recreation and Open Space Element (ROSE)  but are 


not mentioned in detail the COA application  


The COA does not quote all of Objective 4 from the ROSE.  Policy statements about the importance of 


protecting biodiversity and wildlife are left out of the COA: 


"OBJECTIVE 4 


PROTECT AND ENHANCE THE BIODIVERSITY, HABITAT VALUE, AND ECOLOGICAL INTEGRITY OF 


OPEN SPACES AND ENCOURAGE SUSTAINABLE PRACTICES IN THE DESIGN AND MANAGEMENT 


OF OUR OPEN SPACE SYSTEM 


San Francisco is a heavily urbanized city, which nonetheless has a rich variety of plant and 


animal communities. Among these are coastal scrub, grassland, oak woodlands, marsh, and 


                                                             
8  Clary, Raymond H.  "The Making of Golden Gate Park, 1865-1906."  Page 112 - 113. 
9 "National Register of Historic Places," OMB No. 1024-0018, United State Department of the Interior, National 


Park Service, Oct. 15, 2004 certification.  Section 7, pages 3- 5. 







  


* * * * * 


Page 4 of 5 


(musicconcourse@earthlink.net) 


stream-side habitats and their associated wildlife. Some of these habitats hold species found 


nowhere outside of the Bay Area. The City also has significant landscaped areas, such as conifer 


plantings in Golden Gate Park. By providing food and shelter for migratory and resident birds, 


butterflies, and insects they too play a major role in supporting San Francisco’s biodiversity. 


Biodiversity includes the variety of living organisms, the genetic differences among them, and 


the communities and ecosystems in which they occur. Maintaining biodiversity requires genetic 


diversity, species diversity, and habitat diversity. San Francisco can be a leader in creating new 


and more sustainable open spaces by ensuring that all open spaces, including new and 


renovated park spaces, are developed in a way that enhances and works with local 


biodiversity. " 


" POLICY 4.1 


Preserve, protect and restore local biodiversity. 


" . . .The City should employ appropriate management practices to maintain a healthy and 


resilient ecosystem which preserves and protects plant and wildlife habitat . . ."  
10


 


The ROSE is very specific about protecting wildlife from artificial lighting. This information is also left out 


of the COA. 


POLICY 4.3 


Integrate the protection and restoration of local biodiversity into open space construction, 


renovation, management and maintenance. 


Lighting. Park lighting should be environmentally efficient and provide safety and security to 


park users, while being as limited as possible in order to protect wildlife in natural areas from 


the impacts of light pollution.  
11


 


Environmental organizations have submitted letters of concern about these projects  


Many organizations have written to your commission about the negative impact of the proposed 


projects on the wildlife and biodiversity present in - and migrating over - Golden Gate Park and the 


Music Concourse.  Please refer to the attached letters from the Sierra Club, Golden Gate Audubon 


Society, Raptors Are The Solution, and Coyote Yipps.  Comments include: 


" . . .we believe that this installation will have significant negative impacts on migratory and 


nesting birds as well as other wildlife. Due to these potential impacts, as well as potential 


impacts to “dark skies”, we ask that a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) be prepared before 


any permit or other approval is considered."  Sierra Club, 1-7-20. 


" . . .The proposed 150’ structure in the midst of the park poses a threat to birds flying through 


the park and the artificial light poses an additional risk. . . ."  Golden Gate Audubon Society, 1-3-


20. 


" . . . We believe the proposed structure will pose a threat to raptors and other birds flying 


through the park: The glass and artificial light could very possibly confuse and disorient them, 


resulting in collisions and mortality." Raptors Are The Solution, 1-7-20 


" . . . Not only will this project — the construction and even more so, the final project — be 


disruptive to wildlife in the area through bright lights and noise, but it’s also going in the 


opposite direction to what most people want for our park. . . ."  Coyote Yipps. 


This proposal has already been heard and votetd on at the Recreation and Park Commission - before 


bringing it to the Historic Preservation Commission  
12


 


                                                             
10  https://generalplan.sfplanning.org/Recreation_OpenSpace_Element_ADOPTED.pdf 
11  https://generalplan.sfplanning.org/Recreation_OpenSpace_Element_ADOPTED.pdf 
12  SF Recreation and Park Commission, December 19, 2019, www.sfgovtv.org, video on demand. 
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The Recreation and Park Commission approved this project on December 19th, 2019, before the HPC's 


hearing.  This has happened with other projects.  The preservation commissioners have asked in the 


past, and RPC has agreed, that the HPC should be notified and given the opportunity to hear, evaluate, 


and approve or propose mitigations before the issues are presented to the RPC.    


Therefore, if the RPC has agreed to a contract without the HPC's approval, that is their responsibility and 


should not affect your decision about this project. 


Golden Gate Park is already stressed with the number of visitors that enter the Park every year. 


According to the Department of Recreation and Park website, Golden Gate Park has more than 13 


million visitors each year.  
13


   Having a large number of visitors brings wear and tear to the parkland and 


stress to the wildlife living in it.  It is unfortunate that a choice is being made to highlight the park by 


adding artificial lighting to such an extent that it detracts from the landscape qualities, compromises 


habitat, and threatens wildlife. 


What reassurance does the public have that all of the structures and lighting would be removed 


completely at the end of the celebration? 


Not everyone feels the same way about protecting parkland, as both gardener John McLaren and 


designer William Hammond Hall observed.  What reassurance can we have that ALL of the structures 


and ALL of the lighting will be completely removed immediately after the end of the celebration, and 


that the Park and Bandshell will not be damaged in the process of either set-up or breakdown of the 


equipment. 


" It's a perfectly horrible way to ruin the natural beauty which is the essence of Golden Gate Park   ." 


In conclusion, I will quote from the second eloquent letter sent by Coyote Yipps,  


"Again, I am asking you to OPPOSE this plan. It's a perfectly horrible way to ruin the natural 


beauty which is the essence of Golden Gate Park with its trees, vegetation, old carved stone 


structures, and all the wonderful wildlife there. In fact, it will interfere with wildlife and actually 


cause stress. Our "wildness" areas are a valuable but vanishing commodity in our modern world 


where those who want to make a buck are eschewing nature for lights, noise, artificiality and 


anything else that will bring in money, which is then turned around to pave over more of 


paradise. Our youth are not going to value nature if there is less and less of it for them to fall in 


love with. " 
14


 


Golden Gate Park is more than a collection of individual attractions.  As stated in the National Register,  


"it is important to view Golden Gate Park as a whole. Golden Gate Park was developed over 


many years, but it was conceived as a single creation that we now consider an historic designed 


landscape." 
15


 


Friends of the Music Concourse urges you to deny the Certificate of Appropriateness for both the 


Observation Wheel and the lighting of the Bandshell. 


Sincerely, 


Katherine Howard 


Katherine Howard, ASLA 


Co-Chair 


                                                             
13 "We’re proud to welcome more than 13 million visitors each year to Golden Gate Park, one of San Francisco’s 


greatest treasures "   Recreation and Park Department website. https://sfrecpark.org/destination/golden-gate-park/  
14 Kessler, Janet.  Coyote Yipps, bandshell and spotlights, 1-12-20. 
15 "National Register of Historic Places," OMB No. 1024-0018, United State Department of the Interior, National 


Park Service, Oct. 15, 2004 certification.  Section 7, page 2 







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; Jonathan Pearlman; Black, Kate (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 1772 Vallejo letter
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:59:45 AM
Attachments: 1772 Vallejo-ltr to ARC.pdf
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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: Ferguson, Shannon (CPC) <shannon.ferguson@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:53 AM
To: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY <CPC.COMMISSIONSECRETARY@sfgov.org>
Subject: FW: 1772 Vallejo letter
 
Hi Jonas,
 
Would it be possible to forward the attached to the ARC?  If not, I will bring copies to the hearing.
 
Thanks,
Shannon
 
 
***I will be out of the office January 1, 3, 17 and 31***
 
Shannon Ferguson
Senior Planner | Preservation
Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-575-9074 Fax: 415-558-6409
Email: shannon.ferguson@sfgov.org
Web: www.sfplanning.org

            
 

From: John Moran <johnpmoran1@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 3:01 PM
To: Ferguson, Shannon (CPC) <shannon.ferguson@sfgov.org>
Cc: MG 6 <mike@garavaglia.com>; ambrose@garavaglia.com; Jeremy Paul
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John	&	Marissa	Moran	
1772	Vallejo	Street	


San	Francisco,	CA	94123	
(415)	305-1155	
john@bright.com	


	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 																			January	10,	2020	
	
Dear	Architectural	Review	Committee,	
	
Thank	you	for	taking	the	time	to	conduct	a	“study	session”	for	the	proposed	project.		Since	we	purchased	the	
Burr	House	in	2012,	our	family	has	come	to	love	the	house	and	we	appreciate	all	it	has	to	offer.		From	hosting	
fund	raisers	to	hide	&	seek	birthday	parties	outside,	our	family	has	fully	lived	in	the	house	and	on	the	majestic	
property.		We	feel	very	fortunate.		In	addition,	we	feel	a	responsibility	as	stewards	of	this	iconic	landmark.		Our	
goal	is	to	modernize	the	kitchen	area	and	master	bedroom	suite	for	our	family	to	enjoy	over	the	next	many	
years	while	respecting	and	maintaining	the	Burr	House	as	an	architectural	resource.		
	
I	would	like	to	outline	for	you	1)	the	history	of	the	project,	2)	the	preservation	benefit	to	the	back	of	house	
addition	3)	the	important	Mills	Act	work	that	will	be	completed	with	the	work	and	4)	consideration	of	the	
fourth	floor	deck.	
	
History	of	the	project	
Garavaglia	Architecture,	Inc.	has	been	working	with	Historic	Preservation	Planners	since	July	2017	on	the	
project.		Over	the	course	of	the	process,	and	through	various	Planning	Department	personnel	changes,	we	
have	been	highly	responsive	to	the	feedback	provided	and	have	made	multiple	changes	in	an	effort	to	move	
the	project	forward.		We	appreciate	the	time	and	energy	the	Planning	team	has	put	forth	in	the	interests	of	
the	Burr	House.	
 
The	preservation	benefit	to	the	back	of	house	addition		
Today,	most	of	the	interior	of	the	Burr	House	is	remarkably	in	its	original	state.		On	the	second	floor,	the	dining	
room,	living	room	and	parlor	remain	intact,	with	original	fireplace	mantles	and	sliding	pocket	doors	in	each	
room.		The	original	stair	banister	with	overhead	skylight	leads	to	the	bedroom	floor,	with	all	four	bedrooms	in	
their	original	proportions.			
	
The	proposed	second	floor	addition	will	allow	a	modern	kitchen	and	family	room,	thereby	preserving	the	
adjacent	dining	room,	which	otherwise	might	be	converted	into	a	great	room.		The	dining	room,	living	room,	
parlor	and	foyer	will	remain	original.			
	
The	current	master	bedroom	suite	is	not	at	the	same	level	of	development	as	the	rest	of	the	house.	The	third	
floor	addition	will	allow	a	second	dressing	room,	a	third	bathroom	and	a	master	bathroom	that	is	in	proportion	
to	a	house	of	this	scale.		The	master	suite	addition	preserves	the	adjacent	bedroom	which	otherwise	might	be	
converted	into	the	master	bath	suite	with	second	closet.			
	
This	project	leaves	the	interior	of	this	historic	home	unaltered	from	its	original	design	and	construction.	
	
Mills	Act	work	to	be	completed	with	remodel	
Since	we	moved	into	the	Burr	House,	we	have	taken	the	proper	repair	and	maintenance	very	seriously.		The	
house	is	in	excellent	condition	and	in	much	better	shape	than	in	2012.		That	said,	we	have	more	work	to	do	as	
prescribed	by	the	Mills	Act.		Work	which	will	be	completed	as	part	of	the	project	include	the	following:	


- Removal	of	interior	chimney	and	addition	of	shear	walls	
- Voluntary	seismic	strengthening	of	foundation	as	recommended	by	ZFA´s	2014	report.	
- Exterior	painting	and	maintenance	of	wood	siding	and	decorative	elements.	
- Maintenance	or	replacement	of	flat	asphalt	roof.	







We	are	anxious	to	get	started	with	this	work,	particularly	the	foundation	strengthening.	
	
Consideration	of	the	fourth	floor	deck	
Staff	recommends	eliminating	the	roof	deck	at	the	fourth	story	to	allow	the	brackets	below	the	mansard	roof	
to	remain	visible.		6	of	the	house´s	75	brackets	will	be	partially	or	fully	blocked	from	view	from	the	ground.		We	
wish	to	keep	the	fourth	floor	deck	as	proposed	because	we	hope	to	have	the	opportunity	to	enjoy	the	
spectacular	views	of	the	San	Francisco	Bay	and	landmarks	such	as	the	Golden	Gate	Bridge	and	Alcatraz.		These	
views	are	not	available	from	the	third	floor.		As	the	mansard	roof	should	not	be	altered	for	additional	windows,	
the	upper	roof	deck	is	the	best	alternative	to	access	these	views.		In	1971,	the	Burr	House	owners	established	
an	easement	protecting	its	views	to	the	north	and	we	hope	to	be	able	to	put	that	easement	to	use.	
	
Thank	you	for	your	time	and	consideration.	
	
Best	regards,	
	
	
John	Moran	



























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

<jeremy@quickdrawsf.com>
Subject: 1772 Vallejo letter
 

 

Hi Shannon,
HNY!  I hope you are well.  Thank you for your work on this project.  Please forward the attached
letter to the Architectural Review Committee. 
Best regards,
John
 
John Moran
415.305.1155
34.656.737.929

mailto:jeremy@quickdrawsf.com


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Please oppose Music Concourse lighting and the Giant Ferris Wheel
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:58:57 AM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Robert Hall <bilgepump100@sbcglobal.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:57 AM
To: sfoceanedge@earthlink.net; aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Black,
Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>; Foley, Chris (CPC) <chris.foley@sfgov.org>;
RSEJohns@yahoo.com; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; So, Lydia (CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>;
Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: musicconcourse@earthlink.net
Subject: Please oppose Music Concourse lighting and the Giant Ferris Wheel
 

 

It’s almost like San Francisco Recreation and Parks General Manager Phil Ginsburg is trolling the
environmental community. I mean, who could oppose a fun ferris wheel for kids? Well, we want kids
to have fun and there's plenty to be had in Golden Gate Park already. Of greater concern is why is a
city official proposing a massive structure with lights beaming brightly until 10pm?  The Board of
Supervisors signed the biodiversity resolution that’s supposed to steer the city in a more sustainable
direction:
https://sfenvironment.org/policy/resolution-adopting-citywide-biodiversity-goals
 
Why add to the bright lights problem that is hastening the insect apocalypse, and thus, eliminating
food for birds?
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/nov/22/light-pollution-insect-apocalypse
 
Why blast lighting to confuse migrating birds when North America has already lost three billion
birds? 
https://www.npr.org/2019/09/19/762090471/north-america-has-lost-3-billion-birds-scientists-say
 
The city has signed bird-safe standards for buildings. What’s the point of making policies if our city
managers ignore them?

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
https://sfenvironment.org/policy/resolution-adopting-citywide-biodiversity-goals
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2019/nov/22/light-pollution-insect-apocalypse
https://www.npr.org/2019/09/19/762090471/north-america-has-lost-3-billion-birds-scientists-say


https://sfplanning.org/standards-bird-safe-buildings
 
San Francisco can do better. San Francisco has to do better. We are supposed to be an
environmental leader for the rest of the country. Instead we have to waste time entertaining
vainglorious P.T. Barum-esque proposals to fulfill an urge for $18 not-so-cheap thrills.
 
Please oppose this proposal. If you need better ideas to get kids active in parks during the 150th
Anniversary of Golden Gate Park, I would be happy to brainstorm them with you.
 
Bob Hall
1946 Grove St. Apt. 6
San Francisco, CA 94117
 
 

https://sfplanning.org/standards-bird-safe-buildings


From: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY
Subject: FW: Categorical Exemptions for HPC
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:24:35 AM
Attachments: 2018-013476ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1155441).pdf

2016-004478ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1155435).pdf
2019-015441ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form (ID 1155740).pdf
2017-014417ENV-CEQA Checklist and PTR Form.pdf

For your information.
 
 
Josephine O. Feliciano
Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9111 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

From: Huggins, Monica (CPC) <monica.huggins@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 11:23 AM
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC) <josephine.feliciano@sfgov.org>
Subject: Categorical Exemptions for HPC
 

Hello Josephine,
 
Please forward the attached Categorical Exemptions to the HPC Commissioners.
 
Thank You,
 
Monica Huggins
Administrative Assistant
City and County of San Francisco
Environmental Planning
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor
San Francisco, CA  94105
415-575-9128
Monica.Huggins@sfgov.org
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CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


340 JERSEY ST


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


The project proposes a one-story vertical and horizontal addition to the existing 20-foot-tall, two-story, single 


family residence that is approximately 2,204 square feet in size. With the proposed improvements, the 


single-family residence would be 30 feet tall, three stories, and 4,665 square feet in size. The project would 


involve 70 cubic yards of excavation. The project includes changes to the façade.


Case No.


2018-013476ENV


6507011


201810011913


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Don Lewis







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


10/18/2019


Per PTR form signed 10/18/2019


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Justin Greving


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Justin Greving


10/21/2019


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


340 JERSEY ST


2018-013476PRJ


Building Permit


6507/011


201810011913


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 10/17/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Tim Kelley (dated August 2019) 
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Justin A Greving 340 Jersey Street


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


6507/011 Castro and Noe streets


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B n/a 2018-013476ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW:







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


       According to the Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Tim Kelley (dated August 
2019) and information in the planning department files, the subject property at 340 Jersey 
Street contains a two-story single-family home constructed 1891 by John Anderson 
(source: water tap records). Early owners include Harry J. and Mary A. Wilson. Harry was a 
cigar merchant. Permitted alterations include installation of a garage (1919), stuccoing of 
the front façade (1950), and window replacement (1998).  
       340 Jersey Street does not appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register 
under Criterion 1. As a simple vernacular single-family residence constructed in the Noe 
Valley neighborhood, the subject property does not represent a significant development 
in this neighborhood. None of the owners or occupants have been identified as having 
made lasting contributions to local, state, or national history or cultural heritage (Criterion 
2). There are a number of different owners and occupants throughout the years, but none 
of them appear to have been individuals of historic importance. The building is not 
architecturally distinct such that it would qualify individually for listing under Criterion 3. It 
is unclear what the original building may have looked like but its current state has seen a 
number of alterations such that it does not have the appearance of a structure built in 
1891. The building does not rise to the level architecturally such that it embodies the 
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or represents the 
work of a master or possesses high artistic value (Criterion 3). Based upon a review of 
information in the Departments records, the subject building is not significant under 
Criterion 4 since this significance criterion typically applies to rare construction types when 
involving the built environment. The subject building is not an example of a rare 
construction type. Assessment of archeological sensitivity is undertaken through the 
Department’s Preliminary Archeological Review process and is outside the scope of this 
review. 
       The subject property is not located within the boundaries of any identified historic 
district or adjacent to any known historic resources. The subject property is located in the 
Noe Valley neighborhood on a block that contains a range of building types with different 
dates of construction. Given the range of property types and construction dates, paired 
with later infill and alterations, the neighborhood does not contain a significant 
concentration of aesthetically related buildings or a unified construction period. 
      Therefore, Planning Department Preservation staff has determined the subject property 
is not eligible for listing in the California Register, either individually or as a district 
contributor.


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.10.18 16:57:43 -07'00'







 


340 Jersey Street – View south of north elevation (primary façade). 








CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


589 TEXAS ST


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


The project includes demolition of an existing one-story over basement, 1,587-square-foot, single-family 


residence, and construction of a three-story over basement, 5,127-square-foot building with three residential 


units and three off-street parking spaces at the ground-floor.


Case No.


2016-004478ENV


4102051


201603222709


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Don Lewis


Construction activities are subject to the Dust Control Ordinance requirements contained in San Francisco 


Health Code Article 22B and San Francisco Building Code Section 106.A.3.2.6. Requirements of the Dust 


Control Ordinance include, but are not limited to, watering to prevent dust from becoming airborne, sweep or 


vacuum sidewalks, and cover inactive stockpiles of dirt. These measures ensure that serpentinite does not 


become airborne during construction.







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


Demolition of existing two-story, one-family dwelling and construction of four-story, two-family dwelling.


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


12/30/2019


See signed PTR form dated 11/26/2019 and signed by supervisor 12/18/2019


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Monica Giacomucci


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Monica Giacomucci


01/07/2020


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Planning Commission Hearing







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


589 TEXAS ST


2016-004478PRJ


Planning Commission Hearing


4102/051


201603222709


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 11/26/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Supplemental Information for Historic Resource Determination prepared by 


Mark Hulbert Preservation Architecture (dated November 2017). 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 


California Register under one or more of the 


following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 


Historic District/Context under one or more of 


the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


N/A


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Monica Giacomucci 589 Texas Street


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


4102/051 20th and Sierra Streets


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B N/A 2016-004478ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: N/A







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


     According to the Supplemental Information for Historic Resource Determination, the 


subject property is improved with a two-story, wood-frame building clad with wood 


channel-drop siding with a projecting bracketed wood cornice and frieze. The front 


facade's central aluminum window appears to retain its original hood and framing.  


     The original permit for the property could not be located. The building is not visible in 


the 1905 Sanborn Maps, and a water tap was requested for the subject property in 1907 


based on Spring Valley Water Company tap records.  The original architect and/or builder 


of the subject property is unknown. The first resident of the property was John Melena, a 


street laborer. Melena resided at 589 Texas Street from 1907 to 1914, when Joseph 


Bottacchi, a shipyard boilermaker, and his wife Rebecca purchased the subject property. In 


1932, Meg Bottacchi inherited the property, and she remained there until 1943. 


     The subject building has not been substantially expanded or altered since it was 


constructed ca. 1907. The property does not appear to be an Earthquake cottage because 


neither its dimensions nor its door and fenestration pattern match features of known 


Earthquake cottages. Only one permit (1970) exists in Department of Building Inspection 


records; it allowed replacement of the front window with an aluminum sash window. 


Known unpermitted alterations have included installing terrazzo front stairs, reroofing, and 


the addition of a rear porch which was later enclosed. It is not located within the 


boundaries of any identified historic district and has not been included in any previous 


surveys or contexts. The property is in Potrero Hill on a block that includes single- and 


multi-family residences designed in a variety of architectural styles, with construction 


dates ranging from 1900 to 2010. The neighborhood does not appear to have a cohesive 


architectural character such that it could be designated as a historic district. 


     No known historic events occurred at the subject property (Criterion 1). None of the 


owners or occupants of the subject building have been identified as important to history 


(Criterion 2). The building is not architecturally distinct such that it would qualify 


individually for listing in the California Register under Criterion 3. Based upon a review of 


information in the Department's records, the subject building is not significant under 


Criterion 4, since this criterion typically applies to rare construction types when involving 


the built environment.  The subject building does not exemplify a rare construction type. 


Assessment of archeological sensitivity is undertaken through the Department's 


Preliminary Archeological Review process and is outside the scope of this review. 


     Therefore, the subject property does not qualify for listing on any local, state, or national 


registers, either individually or as part of a district.


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 


Date: 2019.12.18 10:24:13 -08'00'
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CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


15 PARK HILL AVE


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


The project sponsor proposes a vertical and horizontal addition to the existing 30-foot-tall, three-story over 


basement, 2,878-gross-square-foot, single-family residence. The project includes enlarging the existing 


basement for a new dwelling unit and adding a new fourth story. In total, the project would add approximately 


3,189 gross square feet to the existing building. The finished building would be a 40-foot-tall, four-story over 


basement, two-unit residential building approximately 6,067 gross square feet. The maximum depth of 


excavation would be approximately 16 feet below ground surface.


Case No.


2019-015441ENV


2608048


201908068086


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Don Lewis


Planning department staff archeologist cleared the project with no effects on 10/4/2019.







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Charles Enchill


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Charles Enchill


01/03/2020


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


15 PARK HILL AVE


2019-015441PRJ


Building Permit


2608/048


201908068086


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 12/19/2019


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Historic Resource Evaluation Part 1, prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting, LLC 
(dated March 2019) 
 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


n/a


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Charles Enchill  15 Park Hill Avenue


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


2608/048 Buena Vista Ave East and Roosevelt Way


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


B n/a 2019-015441ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW:







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


       According to the Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Tim Kelley Consulting, LLC 
(dated March 2019), and information in the Planning Department files, the subject 
property at 15 Park Hill Avenue is located in the Castro/Upper Market neighborhood and 
contains a three-story, wood-frame residential building with stucco exterior. The subject 
building was designed in 1921 by architect Dodge A. Riedy (Building Permit) in limited 
Mediterranean Revival style with clay tile parapet. From left to right the ground floor 
contains a recessed vestibule with arched cornice, vehicular entrance, and breezeway to 
the rear yard. Fenestration location and pattern at the primary (west) facade are identical 
at the second and third floors. Each side of either floor contains two sets of wood double-
hung windows with a six-pane upper sash and single-pane lower sash. Architect Dodge A. 
Reidy designed the property for his daughter Dorothy Riedy and son-in-law John Edward 
Zeile. Dorothy's occupation is unknown and John worked as a warehouse manager. 
Dorothy became a widow in 1946, but continued to reside at the property until 1977.  The 
property remained in the Zeile family until 2018. Permitted and visible exterior alterations 
include: apply asbestos siding to exposed wood at north elevation (1965), and re-roofing 
(1991, 2013).  
        Department preservation staff have determined that 15 Park Hill Avenue does not 
appear to be eligible for listing in the California Register. No known historic events have 
occurred at the subject property that have made a significant contribution to the local, 
regional, state, or national levels (Criterion 1). None of the owners or occupants of the 
subject property are known to be important to history (Criterion 2). Dodge A. Reidy was a 
prominent architect, although not considered a master in the field. He ultimately became 
city architect in 1938, at least two decades after practicing in the field and construction of 
the subject building. More distinctive residential work of Reidy during the subject 
building's era include: 792 19th Avenue (1921) and 6839 California Street (1921). The 
subject building is an intact but undistinguished example of a period revival style 
residence lacking architectural detail. Therefore, the property is ineligible under Criterion 3.
       Based upon a review of information in the Department's records, the subject building is 
not significant under Criterion 4 since this significance criterion typically applies to rare 
construction types when involving the built environment. The subject building is not an 
example of a rare construction type. Assessment of archaeological sensitivity is undertaken 
through the Department’s Preliminary Archaeological Review process and is outside the 
scope of this review. 
(see continuation sheet)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2019.12.31 12:15:48 -08'00'







Preservation Team Review Form 15 Park Hill Avenue 
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The subject property is not located within the boundaries of any identified historic district or adjacent to 
any known historic resources. The subject property is located in the Castro/Upper Market neighborhood 
where more than half the block was constructed during the Edwardian Era (1901-1910). However, the 
collective building forms of the block and architectural styles are significantly varied. 


Therefore, Planning Department Preservation staff has determined the subject property is not eligible 
for listing in the California Register, either individually or as a district contributor. 


 


 
View of primary (west) façade of 15 Park Hill Avenue (Historic Resource Evaluation, March 2019).  


 








CEQA Categorical Exemption Determination


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address


53 CERVANTES BLVD


Block/Lot(s)


Project description for Planning Department approval.


Permit No.


Addition/ 


Alteration


Demolition (requires HRE for 


Category B Building)


New 


Construction


Vertical addition to top unit with roof deck & stair penthouse. New habitable space includes master suite & family 


room with half bath. Proposed project would create an approximately 40 ft tall 4,238 square foot residence.


Case No.


2017-014417ENV


0462A012


201710252154


STEP 1: EXEMPTION CLASS


The project has been determined to be categorically exempt under the California Environmental Quality 


Act (CEQA).


Class 1 - Existing Facilities. Interior and exterior alterations; additions under 10,000 sq. ft.


Class 3 - New Construction. Up to three new single-family residences or six dwelling units in one 


building; commercial/office structures; utility extensions; change of use under 10,000 sq. ft. if principally 


permitted or with a CU.


Class 32 - In-Fill Development. New Construction of seven or more units or additions greater than 


10,000 sq. ft. and meets the conditions described below:


(a) The project is consistent with the applicable general plan designation and all applicable general plan 


policies as well as with applicable zoning designation and regulations.


(b) The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than 5 acres 


substantially surrounded by urban uses.


(c) The project site has no value as habitat for endangered rare or threatened species.


(d) Approval of the project would not result in any significant effects relating to traffic, noise, air quality, or 


water quality.


(e) The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services.


FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING USE ONLY


Class ____







STEP 2: CEQA IMPACTS
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Air Quality: Would the project add new sensitive receptors (specifically, schools, day care facilities, 


hospitals, residential dwellings, and senior-care facilities within an Air Pollution Exposure Zone? Does the 


project have the potential to emit substantial pollutant concentrations (e.g., backup diesel generators, 


heavy industry, diesel trucks, etc.)? (refer to EP _ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Air Pollution 


Exposure Zone)


Hazardous Materials: If the project site is located on the Maher map or is suspected of containing 


hazardous materials (based on a previous use such as gas station, auto repair, dry cleaners, or heavy 


manufacturing, or a site with underground storage tanks): Would the project involve 50 cubic yards or 


more of soil disturbance ‐ or a change of use from industrial to residential? 


if the applicant presents documentation of enrollment in the San Francisco Department of Public Health 


(DPH) Maher program, a DPH waiver from the Maher program, or other documentation from 


Environmental Planning staff that hazardous material effects would be less than significant (refer to 


EP_ArcMap > Maher layer).


Transportation: Does the project involve a child care facility or school with 30 or more students, or a 


location 1,500 sq. ft. or greater? Does the project have the potential to adversely affect transit, pedestrian 


and/or bicycle safety (hazards) or the adequacy of nearby transit, pedestrian and/or bicycle facilities?


Archeological Resources: Would the project result in soil disturbance/modification greater than two


(2) feet below grade in an archeological sensitive area or eight (8) feet in a non -archeological sensitive


area? If yes, archeo review is requried (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > 


Archeological Sensitive Area)


Subdivision/Lot Line Adjustment: Does the project site involve a subdivision or lot line adjustment


on a lot with a slope average of 20% or more? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Topography). If yes, Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Slope = or > 25%: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion greater


than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or more of


soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Topography) If box is


checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Landslide Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage expansion


greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50 cubic yards or  more 


of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers > Seismic Hazard Zones) 


If box is checked, a geotechnical report is required and Environmental Planning must issue the exemption.


Seismic: Liquefaction Zone: Does the project involve any of the following: (1) square footage


expansion greater than 500 sq. ft. outside of the existing building footprint, (2) excavation of 50  cubic 


yards or more of soil, (3) new construction? (refer to EP_ArcMap > CEQA Catex Determination Layers >


Seismic Hazard Zones) If box is checked, a geotechnical report will likely be required and Environmental 


Planning must issue the exemption.


Comments and Planner Signature (optional): Laura Lynch







STEP 3: PROPERTY STATUS - HISTORIC RESOURCE
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


PROPERTY IS ONE OF THE FOLLOWING: (refer to Property Information Map)


Category A: Known Historical Resource. GO TO STEP 5.


Category B: Potential Historical Resource (over 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 4.


Category C: Not a Historical Resource or Not Age Eligible (under 45 years of age). GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 4: PROPOSED WORK CHECKLIST


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Change of use and new construction. Tenant improvements not included.


2. Regular maintenance or repair to correct or repair deterioration, decay, or damage to building.


3. Window replacement that meets the Department’s Window Replacement Standards. Does not include


storefront window alterations.


4. Garage work. A new opening that meets the Guidelines for Adding Garages and Curb Cuts, and/or


replacement of a garage door in an existing opening that meets the Residential Design Guidelines.


5. Deck, terrace construction, or fences not visible from any immediately adjacent public right-of-way.


6. Mechanical equipment installation that is not visible from any immediately adjacent public 


right-of-way.


7. Dormer installation that meets the requirements for exemption from public notification under Zoning


Administrator Bulletin No. 3: Dormer Windows.


8. Addition(s) that are not visible from any immediately adjacent public right -of-way for 150 feet in each


direction; does not extend vertically beyond the floor level of the top story of the structure or is only a


single story in height; does not have a footprint that is more than 50% larger than that of the original


building; and does not cause the removal of architectural significant roofing features.


Note: Project Planner must check box below before proceeding.


Project is not listed. GO TO STEP 5.


Project does not conform to the scopes of work. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves four or more work descriptions. GO TO STEP 5.


Project involves less than four work descriptions. GO TO STEP 6.


STEP 5: CEQA IMPACTS - ADVANCED HISTORICAL REVIEW
TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


Check all that apply to the project.


1. Project involves a known historical resource (CEQA Category A) as determined by Step 3 and


conforms entirely to proposed work checklist in Step 4.


2. Interior alterations to publicly accessible spaces.


3. Window replacement of original/historic windows that are not “in-kind” but are consistent with


existing historic character.


4. Façade/storefront alterations that do not remove, alter, or obscure character-defining features.


5. Raising the building in a manner that does not remove, alter, or obscure character -defining


features.


6. Restoration based upon documented evidence of a building’s historic condition, such as historic


photographs, plans, physical evidence, or similar buildings.







7. Addition(s), including mechanical equipment that are minimally visible from a public right -of-way


and meet the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation .


8. Other work consistent with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for the Treatment of Historic 


Properties (specify or add comments):


9. Other work that would not materially impair a historic district (specify or add comments):


(Requires approval by Senior Preservation Planner/Preservation Coordinator)


Fourth floor vertical addition set back 15 feet from front building face. Minimally visible from PROW. 


Addition will be compatible with historic district, but differentiated - clad in stucco with punched window 


and door openings and simple wood surrounds. Materials are compatible with character-defining 


materials and features found throughout the district. .


10. Reclassification of property status. (Requires approval by Senior Preservation 


Planner/Preservation


Reclassify to Category A


a. Per HRER or PTR dated


b. Other (specify):


(attach HRER or PTR)


Reclassify to Category C


District contributor per PTR form signed on 12/11/2018


Note: If ANY box in STEP 5 above is checked, a Preservation Planner MUST sign below.


Project can proceed with categorical exemption review. The project has been reviewed by the


Preservation Planner and can proceed with categorical exemption review. GO TO STEP 6.


Comments (optional):


Preservation Planner Signature: Stephanie Cisneros


TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 6: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION DETERMINATION


Project Approval Action: Signature:


If Discretionary Review before the Planning Commission is requested,


the Discretionary Review hearing is the Approval Action for the  project.


Once signed or stamped and dated, this document constitutes a categorical exemption pursuant to CEQA Guidelines and Chapter 


31of the Administrative Code.


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of an exemption determination can only be 


filed within 30 days of the project receiving the approval action.


Please note that other approval actions may be required for the project. Please contact the assigned planner for these approvals.


Stephanie Cisneros


01/09/2020


No further environmental review is required. The project is categorically exempt under CEQA.


There are no unusual circumstances that would result in a reasonable possibility of a significant 


effect.


Building Permit







TO BE COMPLETED BY PROJECT PLANNER


STEP 7: MODIFICATION OF A CEQA EXEMPT PROJECT


In accordance with Chapter 31 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, when a California Environmental


Quality Act (CEQA) exempt project changes after the Approval Action and requires a subsequent approval, the


Environmental Review Officer (or his or her designee) must determine whether the proposed change 


constitutes a substantial modification of that project. This checklist shall be used to determine whether the 


proposed changes to the approved project would constitute a “substantial modification” and, therefore, be 


subject to additional environmental review pursuant to CEQA.


PROPERTY INFORMATION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION


Project Address (If different than front page) Block/Lot(s) (If different than 


front page)


Case No. Previous Building Permit No. New Building Permit No.


Plans Dated Previous Approval Action New Approval Action


53 CERVANTES BLVD


2017-014417PRJ


Building Permit


0462A/012


201710252154


Modified Project Description:


DETERMINATION IF PROJECT CONSTITUTES SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Compared to the approved project, would the modified project:


Result in expansion of the building envelope, as defined in the Planning Code;


Result in the change of use that would require public notice under Planning Code


Sections 311 or 312;


Result in demolition as defined under Planning Code Section 317 or 19005(f)?


Is any information being presented that was not known and could not have been known


at the time of the original determination, that shows the originally approved project may


no longer qualify for the exemption?


If at least one of the above boxes is checked, further environmental review is required.


DETERMINATION OF NO SUBSTANTIAL MODIFICATION


Planner Name:


The proposed modification would not result in any of the above changes.


If this box is checked, the proposed modifications are categorically exempt under CEQA, in accordance with prior project


approval and no additional environmental review is required. This determination shall be posted on the Planning Department 


website and office and mailed to the applicant, City approving entities, and anyone requesting written notice. In accordance 


with Chapter 31, Sec 31.08j of the San Francisco Administrative Code, an appeal of this determination can be filed within 10 


days of posting of this determination.


Date:







Preservation Team Meeting Date: Date of Form Completion 11/20/2018


PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW FORM


  PROJECT ISSUES:


 Is the subject Property an eligible historic resource? 


 If so, are the proposed changes a significant impact?


 Additional Notes:  


Submitted: Supplemental Information for Historic Resource Determination prepared by 
Page & Turnbull (dated June 28, 2018). 
 
Proposed Project: Vertical addition to top unit with roof deck & stair penthouse. New 
habitable space includes master suite & family room with half bath. Proposed project 
would create an approximately 40 ft tall, 4,238 square foot residence. 


  PRESERVATION TEAM REVIEW:


   Category:  A  B  C


Individual Historic District/Context


Property is individually eligible for inclusion in a 
California Register under one or more of the 
following Criteria: 


Property is in an eligible California Register 
Historic District/Context under one or more of 
the following Criteria: 


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Criterion 1 - Event:


Criterion 2 -Persons:


Criterion 3 - Architecture:


Criterion 4 - Info. Potential:


Period of Significance: Period of Significance: 


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


1922-1939


Contributor Non-Contributor


  PROJECT INFORMATION:


Planner: Address:


Stephanie Cisneros 51-53 Cervantes Boulevard


Block/Lot: Cross Streets:


0462A/012 Alhambra Street & Beach Street


CEQA Category: Art. 10/11: BPA/Case No.:


A N/A 2017-014417ENV


  PURPOSE OF REVIEW:   PROJECT DESCRIPTION:


CEQA Article 10/11 Preliminary/PIC Alteration Demo/New Construction


DATE OF PLANS UNDER REVIEW: 8/14/2017







   Complies with the Secretary’s Standards/Art 10/Art 11:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the individual historic resource:


   CEQA Material Impairment to the historic district:


   Requires Design Revisions:


   Defer to Residential Design Team:


Yes No N/A


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


Yes No


PRESERVATION TEAM COMMENTS:


    According to the Supplemental Information for Historic Resource Determination and 
information found in the Planning Department files, the subject property contains a two-
story-over-garage, wood-frame, two-unit residence constructed in 1925. The Italian 
Renaissance Revival style residence was designed by local builder/contractor firm Fracchia 
& Rosina (Building & Engineering News). The property was originally owned  by Fracchia & 
Rosina, who sold it upon completion in 1926 to Manuel Rivera, a broker, and his wife Maria. 
The property has changed ownership hands a number of times since. Additionally, the 
property appears to have been utilized mostly as an income property for majority of its 
existence. Known alterations that have taken place include the following: addition of two 
sunrooms at the rear (1938); increasing the height of the existing foundation (1958); 
reroofing (1993); installation of 12 vinyl windows at the side and rear (2015); in-kind 
replacement of 8 front windows (2016); and numerous interior alterations.  
    No known historic events occurred at the subject property (Criterion 1). None of the 
owners or occupants have been identified as important to history (Criterion 2). Although 
the subject property is an in-tact example of an Italian Renaissance Revival style multi-
family residence, it is not outstanding such that it would be considered individually eligible 
for listing in the California Register under Criterion 3. Based upon a review of information 
in the Department's records, the subject building is not significant under Criterion 4 since 
this significance criterion typically applies to rare construction types when involving the 
built environment. The subject building is not an example of a rare construction type. 
Assessment of archeological sensitivity is undertaken through the Department's 
Preliminary Archeological Review process and is outside the scope of this review.  
    The subject property is located within the boundaries of the identified-eligible Marina 
Corporation Residential Historic District, which was identified through Case No. 
2016-013786ENV. The district is eligible for listing on the California Register under Criterion 
1 (Events) for its association with the first wave of residential development in the Marina 
following the Panama-Pacific International Exhibition (PPIE) and under Criterion 3 
(Architecture) as a cohesive collection of Mediterranean Revival, Spanish Eclectic, and 
other Period Revival Style residential buildings and maintains a period of significance that 
spans from 1922 to 1939. The subject property is considered to be a contributor to the 
Marina Corporation Residential Historic District because it fits within the period of 
significance of the district and exhibits a period revival architectural style that is consistent 
with that found in the district.  
(continued)


  Signature of a Senior Preservation Planner / Preservation Coordinator: Date:


Allison K. Vanderslice Digitally signed by Allison K. Vanderslice 
Date: 2018.12.11 10:45:08 -08'00'







2017-014417ENV 
51-53 Cervantes Boulevard 


The character-defining features of the Marina Corporation Residential Historic District as outlined in the 
HRER for Case No. 2016-013786ENV are as follows: 


• Two- to three-story-over-garage single- and multi-family residences 
• Larger multi-family residential buildings, mostly located on corner lots  
• Architectural styles ranging from the dominant Spanish Revival, Spanish Eclectic, Mediterranean 


Revival and Marina architectural styles to scattered other period revival styles 
• Prominence of smooth and textured stucco and red clay tile roof materials 
• Wood-sash multi-lite windows in arched or rectangular punched openings 
• Wrought iron and tile detailing 
• Curvilinear and diagonal layout of streets 


 


 


Photo: Google Maps 







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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Letter of Support for Golden Gate Park"s Observation Wheel
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 10:45:17 AM
Attachments: GGP150 - Letter of Support for Observation Wheel from Event Co-chairs.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: Lillian Archer <lillian@sfparksalliance.org> 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:35 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
<michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Letter of Support for Golden Gate Park's Observation Wheel
 

 

Dear Commission Secretary and Senior Preservation Planner Michelle Taylor:
 
On behalf of the co-chairs of the Golden Gate Park 150th Anniversary Honorary Committee,
the Hon. Willie Brown, Charlotte Shultz, Nancy Hellman Bechtle, Mark Buell, and Rodney Fong,
attached is a letter of support for the temporary installation of an Observation Wheel in
Golden Gate Park. 
 
Thank you,
 
Lillian
 
Lillian B. Archer
Project Lead, Golden Gate Park 150th
1074 Folsom Street
San Francisco, CA 94103 
(917) 523-8066
 
Learn more about how your support transformed the City in our Impact
Report.  
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https://sanfranciscoparksalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/SFPA_ImpactReport2019_web.pdf
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January 14, 2020 


Commissioners 
Historic Preservation Commission 
1650 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
Dear Commissioners, 
 
On behalf of the co-chairs of the Golden Gate Park 150th Anniversary Honorary Committee, we 
write to express our support of the Observation Wheel to be installed in the Music Concourse as 
part of the park’s one-year birthday celebration. We believe the wheel is an embodiment of the 
joy the celebration will bring to San Franciscans and visitors alike, and – with its allusion to the 
Firth Wheel installed in the park in 1894 – it is a wonderful nod to historical uses of the park. 
 
The wheel is an important element of the year-long celebration of the park that will officially 
begin with a free community day on April 4, 2020 – the exact 150-year anniversary of the state 
legislation that created the park – and also include planting 150 trees, 150 improvement 
projects in the park and exhibits the airport, the main library and all branch libraries. 
 
These events will draw millions to the park through the year and highlight its importance as a 
historical and natural resource in San Francisco. Nature-focused will take place on April 4 and 
throughout the year, including walks where participants will observe Great Blue Herons and 
chicks at Stow Lake and Red-Tailed Hawks along the Chain of Lakes. Historical activities on April 
4 will include walks through the Patriots and Heroes groves, demonstrations of 1898-style 
model yachts at Spreckles Lake, and an “earthquake zone” with exhibits on the park’s role in the 
aftermath of the 1906 Quake (and future emergency planning). 
 
We believe that the Observation Wheel will attract a host of visitors to Golden Gate Park in its 
sesquicentennial year and are delighted by the opportunity this presents to spread the message 
of the extraordinary importance of the park as a natural and historic resource to our city and 
beyond. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
The Hon. Willie Brown   Charlotte Shultz  Nancy Hellman Bechtle 
 
 


Mark Buell   Rodney Fong 





		These events will draw millions to the park through the year and highlight its importance as a historical and natural resource in San Francisco. Nature-focused will take place on April 4 and throughout the year, including walks where participants will...





 

 

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: One more document re the Music Concourse
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 10:44:53 AM
Attachments: Landmark Leg - Attach. F - submitted to BOS.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: Robert Cherny <robt.cherny@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 10:16 AM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Aaron Hyland <aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com>;
dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC) <kate.black@sfgov.org>; Foley, Chris (CPC)
<chris.foley@sfgov.org>; RSE.Johns@yahoo.com; Jonathan Pearlman
<jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com>; So, Lydia (CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>
Subject: One more document re the Music Concourse
 

 

 
Dear commissioners,
 
I am attaching one more document that is relevant for your consideration.  You'll note from the map
that the site that is proposed for the giant wheel is within the boundaries as indicated on the map.
 
Thank you for your attention.

Robert W. Cherny
Professor emeritus of History
San Francisco State University

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











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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Lights on Golden Gate Park Bandshell--from musician who has played there
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 10:06:07 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: William KLINGELHOFFER <wkling@comcast.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 10:05 AM
To: aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC)
<kate.black@sfgov.org>; Foley, Chris (CPC) <chris.foley@sfgov.org>; RSEJohns@yahoo.com; So,
Lydia (CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas
(CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; sfoceanedge@earthlink.net; jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
Subject: Lights on Golden Gate Park Bandshell--from musician who has played there
 

 

Dear Concerned People,
 
I write in opposition to the idea of lights on top of the Golden Gate Park Bandshell.  As a
musician who has played there, i can tell you with some authority that the money would be
much better spent improving the woefully inadequate rest room facilities for performers and
transplanting the trees in the audience to provide better sightlines. 
 
San Francisco Opera used to perform their Concert in the Park at the Bandshell every
September but for many years has not. You might consult with them about what whould
make things better, and also the Golden Gate Park Band.
 
As for the Ferris wheel--it would be a travesty and a giant source of light pollution, so as a
neighborhood resident I would also be opposed.
 
Best Wishes,
 
William Klingelhoffer, 40 year San Francisco resident
1638 18th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122
415 794 3247

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


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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Support for Observation Wheel in Golden Gate Park.
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 9:30:39 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: Marta Lindsey <marta.lindsey@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 4:50 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
<michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Support for Observation Wheel in Golden Gate Park.
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
I'm the author of the forthcoming books Golden Gate Park: An A to Z Adventure and Golden Gate
Park ABCs.
 
I'm writing to express my enthusiastic support for the Observation Wheel.
 
In writing these books, I have done extensive research on Golden Gate Park. The Observation Wheel
is such a fun and historically fitting way to bring a temporary, special element to the park to
celebrate its 150th. 
 
The Park's history includes, of course, the World's Fair of 1894. The Fair brought so many spectacular
installations to wow park visitors (including a ferris wheel), and this will certainly do the same. 
 
I am all about getting more kids into Golden Gate Park and seeing its many sides. I am especially
excited for children to experience the Observation Wheel, which will be a truly unique experience
they will likely never forget. The Wheel will be a portal to the past, as well as a brand-new
experience -- how wonderful!
 

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:chris.foley@sfgov.org
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
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Sincerely,
Marta Lindsey
 

--
Marta Lindsey
Nonprofit Communications Consultant | Children's Author | Writer
617.833.7654
www.linkedin.com/in/martalindsey
www.martalindsey.com 
Twitter @MartaHLindsey

http://www.linkedin.com/in/martalindsey
http://www.martalindsey.com/
https://twitter.com/MartaHLindsey


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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: ALERT! New projects to light up Golden Gate Park with more artificial lighting. COME TO A HEARING! WRITE

LETTERS! (174-194)
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 8:32:50 AM
Attachments: Music Concourse Ferris Wheel - Sierra Club, 1-7-20.pdf

Coyote Yipps_ Ferris Wheel - GGP.PDF
Raptors Are The Solution comments on Lighted Wheel in GG Park.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: Lance Carnes <lacarnes@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 7:21 PM
To: aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Black, Kate (CPC)
<kate.black@sfgov.org>; Foley, Chris (CPC) <chris.foley@sfgov.org>; RSEJohns@yahoo.com;
jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com; So, Lydia (CPC) <lydia.so@sfgov.org>; Taylor, Michelle (CPC)
<michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: Fwd: ALERT! New projects to light up Golden Gate Park with more artificial lighting. COME
TO A HEARING! WRITE LETTERS! (174-194)
 

 

 
Dear Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) members,
 
Regarding the Music Concourse lighting project described below, please consider the intent of the
Golden Gate Park Master Plan which does not support this use of the Park, and the effects of this
project on wildlife and the City's night sky.  Vote No on a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) at the
meeting Weds, Jan 15.
 
Respectfully,
Lance Carnes
North Beach
 
                                                                                                New bright, artificial lighting proposed for
Golden Gate Park:

A 140 ft., lighted ferris wheel, 19 new spotlights on top of the Bandshell
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mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
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590 Texas Street, San Francisco, CA 94107       Tel. (415) 680-0643              arthurfeinstein@earthlink.net 


January 7, 2020 


Historic Preservation Commission 


Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Subject:  2019-022126COA: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - Proposed Lighted Ferris Wheel and 


Bandshell in Music Concourse 


 


Commission President Aaron Jon Hyland, 


The Sierra Club has recently learned of the planned installation of a lighted ferris wheel in the 


Music Concourse in Golden Gate Park [the Park] for the 150th Golden Gate Park Anniversary 


celebration.  Although we appreciate the efforts to bring attention and people into the Park on this 


occasion, we believe that this installation will have significant negative impacts on migratory and 


nesting birds as well as other wildlife. Due to these potential impacts, as well as potential impacts 


to “dark skies”, we ask that a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) be prepared before any permit 


or other approval is considered. 


Golden Gate Park [the Park] is a world-renowned park, known primarily for its naturalistic beauty.  


The Historic Register designation describes it as a "green oasis in a sea of urbanization."  
1
  In fact, 


"Golden Gate Park was conceived as a naturalistic pleasure ground park to provide a sylvan retreat 


from urban pressures for all citizens, rich and poor.” 
2
  As a result of the vision of the founders of 


Golden Gate Park and of William Hammond Hall's curvilinear, naturalistic design, millions of people 


enjoy the Park every year as a landscape.  But Golden Gate Park is more than a collection of trees 


and meadows; it is full of life.  The Park has become a haven for wildlife.  Hundreds of species of 


birds have been identified in the park, as well as coyotes, raccoons, skunks, opossum, bats, and 


even a mountain lion.  Surrounded as they are by a bustling, urban environment, these species all 


                                                   
1
 "National Register of Historic Places," OMB No. 1024-0018, United State Department of the Interior, National 


Park Service, Oct. 15, 2004 certification.  Section 7, page 1. 


2
 Ibid.  
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share the need for night time darkness and periods of quiet in order not only to survive but also to 


thrive.    


Wildlife in our modern times is subject to increasing stress and loss of habitat.  Recently new 


buildings, paving, and artificial turf have been added to the Park; these are obvious causes of loss 


of habitat.  What many people may not be aware of is that adding more people over extended 


hours, noise, bright lights, and artificial night lighting also has a negative impact on habitat. 


Recently, more and more artificial light has been added to Golden Gate Park.  The habitat at the 


western end of the Park has been seriously compromised by the 150,000 watts of stadium lighting 


at the Beach Chalet artificial turf soccer fields.  In the eastern end of the Park, the Park is 


experiencing a cumulative impact of built projects that are adding lighting.  The Conservatory of 


Flowers now includes an evening light show, the tennis courts are being renovated with new 


lighting on both courts and paths, and, in addition to the ferris wheel, part of the current proposal 


is to add additional lighting to the Bandshell.   


While the eastern section of the Park is designated as open to lighting in the Golden Gate Park 


Master Plan, the authors of the Master Plan did not envision anything more than adequate lighting 


for safety, ingress and egress.  In the section on Park Lighting, the Plan states, “Pedestrian scaled 


replacement lighting is proposed for selected paths and roads to provide a minimum safety 


"beacon" lighting system.  . . . Different areas of the park will be lighted to different levels based on 


amount of use and safety considerations. Lighting is for safety purposes and is not intended to 


increase night use.  "  
3
 [Emphasis added.] 


The proposed lighted ferris wheel will be over 140 ft. tall, shining through the surrounding trees 


and lighting the area.  It is planned to be lighted into the evening for an entire year, through the 


avian nesting and migration seasons.  The lights and spinning could be confusing to birds, 


contributing to bird strikes, injury and death.  Artificial light near nests fosters predation of song 


birds by other species.  The lights will be reflected in the sky, especially during the common foggy 


evenings in this section of San Francisco, further adding to the light around the Music Concourse 


area.  The proposed generator will add noise to the area.  Noise also has negative impacts on 


migratory and nesting birds and other wildlife. We could find no evidence of any environmental 


analysis of this project, despite the fact that much of this nighttime, lighted activity, will take place 


during the migration and nesting seasons. 


Lighting poles for the Beach Chalet project were lowered by the Department of Recreation and 


Park from 90 feet to 60 feet, due to the Department feeling that 90 feet was too tall for lighting.  


                                                   
3
 Golden Gate Park Master Plan," 1998.  Page 9-5.  https://sfrecpark.org/about/publications/golden-gate-park-


master-plan/ 







Sierra Club         January 7, 2020 
 


 


Page 3 of 5 


 


The ferris wheel is going to have lights up to 143 feet above grade.   


There is no information on the intensity of the lights, if they meet Dark Sky standards, or if there is 


any type of shielding..  In addition, the wheel will be turning.  Will the rotating lights be even more 


confusing to birds, as they try to navigate?   Very bright security lights will be lighted from 10:00 


p.m. to dawn, further adding to the impact of this lighted structure.  


Although surrounded by buildings, the Music Concourse is ideally located for wildlife populations to 


venture forth, to forage and explore both during the day and at night.  The nearby Arboretum with 


its abundance of native plants and lakes and streams, is a haven for wildlife.  Situated less than 


1,200 feet away from the proposed ferris wheel, enthusiastic bird watchers have recorded over 170 


species in that small area in just the last 10 years.  Within the Music Concourse itself, 90 species 


have been recorded.  And 104 species have been identified on the living roof of the California 


Academy of Sciences. 
4
 


In 2013, Professors Travis Longcore and Catherine Rich submitted an analysis of the "Effects of 


Night Lighting from Proposed Beach Chalet Athletic Fields Renovation, San Francisco, California" as 


part of the CEQA review for that project.  It is probable that the sports lighting for the Beach Chalet 


fields is much more intense than those proposed for the ferris wheel, although without 


documentation from a lighting expert it is difficult to know the exact measurements.  Nevertheless, 


information from Professor Longcore's analysis is useful in demonstrating some of the impacts that 


lighting has for the Music Concourse project, as that paper was written specifically for Golden Gate 


Park. 


For example, in "Section 2.2, Light scattering by aerosols," Longcore states, “Light is scattered by 


aerosols in the air.  These can be dust, pollen, or droplets of water. . . ..Anyone who knows the 


climate of San Francisco is aware of a line that roughly demarcates the foggy western half of the 


city from the less foggy eastern half.  San Francisco as a whole has over 100 days of fog per year, 


while the western portion, especially the project site, will have more than 100 foggy nights per year 


(http://www.currentresults.com/Weather/US/cloud-fog-city-annual.php).  Fog is extremely efficient 


at reflecting light and the rule of thumb is that it will increase the light reflected from an area by 


10–20 times (see attached comments from H. Spoelstra). "  
5
 


Longcore's analysis points out other elements that need to be studied before this project is 


approved.   Adding artificial light impacts how active wildlife is, how they forage or roost, and even 


singing patterns for birds.  "Even if illumination is not appreciably increased, merely seeing the light 


                                                   
4
 ebird, bird count figures, https://ebird.org/hotspots?hs=L1085740&yr=last10&m= 


5
 Longcore, Travis and Rich, Catherine, "Effects of Night Lighting from Proposed Beach Chalet Athletic Fields 


Renovation, San Francisco, California," page 3.  Copy available upon request. 
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from the project can influence animal behavior."  
6
 


Longcore also points out that a curfew on lights "does not eliminate impacts."  For example, "one 


species may forage at dusk, another right after dusk, and another in the dark of night . . .   In 


addition,". . . increased illumination, even on a temporary basis, reduces the time available for 


critical behaviors.  . . .  If artificial lighting eliminates a significant period of potential breeding time 


for a species, the long-term consequences will be negative. " 
7
   


In addition, the very bright security lights pictured will be lighted from 10:00 p.m. to dawn, so there 


will be no break in the lighting in this area.  We have seen this happen already with the many 


concerts that take place in Golden Gar Park.  At that time, additional lights are brought in that 


disproportionately lights up the roadways and the concert equipment.  These lights are often 


lighted for weeks at a time, further adding to the light pollution in the Park. 


We were unable to find, either on the Planning Department permits website or as part of the 


documentation for the HPC hearing, any information on any environmental assessment of the 


impact of the cumulative lights and the new structure on dark skies, on wildlife and especially on 


birds.   


With all of the lighting both proposed and already installed in Golden Gate Park, it is perhaps time 


to do a full analysis of the "legitimate depictions of the conditions during fog, low cloud cover, and 


clear sky conditions," 
8
 as Professor Longcore recommended for the Beach Chalet fields, and which 


was not performed for that project. 


In addition to the above concerns, we were surprised that a generator will be used to power the 


ferris wheel.  Sierra Club and the City of San Francisco are moving away from fossil fuels, due to the 


greenhouse gases produced and the resultant contribution to poor air quality.  In addition to the 


environmental harm and noise that it causes, a diesel generator that is active for long periods of 


time sends the wrong message to the public that will be gathering to celebrate Golden Gate Park. 


Golden Gate Park was created for people to enjoy the nature experience that is provides.  Birds and 


other wildlife have always been a part of the public's enjoyment for as long as the park has been in 


existence and are as much a part of the historic experience as any of the built features.  With the 


stresses placed on the natural world by increasing population, resource exploitation, and climate 


change, and the spiraling rate of extinctions caused by these factors, preservation of parkland and 


healthy habitats that provide for the survival and flourishing of wildlife should be paramount. 


                                                   
6
 Op cit, Longcore, Travis and Rich, Catherine, page 16.  . 


7
 Ibid, page 16.   


8
 Ibid, page 6.  
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For all these reasons, we believe that a full Environmental Impact Report should be prepared that 


addresses  the impacts of the project on the various species of wildlife that live in or fly over the 


Park, before this project proceeds.  Issues to be considered include project redesign such a having 


the ferris wheel lighted only during times outside bird migration and nesting seasons and other 


mitigations to reduce impacts to other wildlife species.  Also, alternative sources of electric power, 


generated with clean energy, should be identified. 


Thank you for your consideration. 


Sincerely, 


Arthur Feinstein 
Arthur Feinstein 


 


cc: Michelle Taylor, Preservation Planner 


 Planning Commission  


 Recreation and Park Commission 


 Supervisor Sandra Fewer 


 Supervisor Gordon Mar 


 Supervisor Aaron Peskin 


 Supervisor Dean Preston 


 Clerk of the Board 
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January 7, 2020 


 


Historic Preservation Commission 


Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Subject: 2019-022126COA: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - Proposed Lighted Ferris Wheel 


and Bandshell in Music Concourse 


 


Commission President Aaron Jon Hyland, 


 


I have recently heard about the proposal for a lighted ferris wheel in Golden Gate Park for their 150th 


Golden Gate Park celebration. I find this extremely upsetting and hope that you will cancel the project. 


 


Not only will this project — the construction and even more so, the final project — be disruptive to 


wildlife in the area through bright lights and noise, but it’s also going in the opposite direction to what 


most people want for our park. We have a wonderful resources now where nature can be appreciated, 


learned from and enjoyed: this is what our park has been about. But with bright lights and a huge ferris 


wheel you are turning the park into a Las Vegas — into less of a nature area which we need more people 


to be involved with, and more into artifice, lights, money and crowds of people. I don’t think this is the 


way we should be “celebrating” a park, especially here in San Francisco, named after St. Francis who was 


an animal person. 


 


Please don’t allow this project to proceed. Instead, let’s celebrate the anniversary with a focus on 


nature: trees, birds, animal life, and what we can do to preserve this dwindling resource in our world. 


 


With appreciation for consideration, 


 


Sincerely, 


Janet Kessler 
Janet Kessler 


www.Coyoteyipps.com 








 


 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
January 7, 2020 
 
 
Michelle Taylor, Preservation Planner 
Planning Commission, Recreation and Park Commission 
Supervisor Sandra Fewer and Supervisor Gordon Mar 
Supervisor Aaron Pekin and Supervisor Dean Preston 
Clerk of the Board 
 
Re: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive – 2019-022126COA 
 
Dear Ms. Taylor, Planning Commission, Rec and Park Commission, and SF Supervisors, 
 
Raptors Are The Solution, a Berkeley-based nonprofit dedicated to educating the public about the 
ecological role of birds of prey in urban and other environments and about the damage to wildlife 
caused by rat poison in the food web, is concerned about your plans to install a 150-foot-tall lighted 
observation wheel in the middle of Golden Gate Park. 
 
We believe the proposed structure will pose a threat to raptors and other birds flying through the park: 
The glass and artificial light could very possibly confuse and disorient them, resulting in collisions and 
mortality.  
 
This park is a refuge for birds and should be protected and managed as such—surely there is a better 
way of celebrating the park’s 150th anniversary that would also celebrate its long history as a bird and 
wildlife refuge. It would be great if you could instead offer events that would educate the public about 
the birds that use the park—especially as habitat is being lost everywhere and bird populations are in a 
serious decline. Please don’t contribute to that trend. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
Lisa Owens Viani 
Director 
  







 

The Recreation and Park Department is planning to install a >140 foot high ferris wheel in the Music
Concourse for the 150th Golden Gate Park Anniversary celebration.  The ferris wheel will have glass
booths and be lighted with LED lights every evening until 10:00 p.m. for up to one year.  After 10:00
p.m., the ferris wheel will be lighted with bright LED security lights.  In addition, RPD plans to flood
the Bandshell with new lighting and to place 19 spotlights on the roof of the Bandshell, pointing up
to the sky.

  

GGP is primarily a landscape park, not an amusement park or a carnival.  In the Golden Gate Park
Master Plan, the Department of Recreation and Park's own planning guide, lighting is intended to be
limited in Golden Gate Park overall and in the Music Concourse specifically. In fact, neither the
Bandshell nor the area where the ferris wheel will be placed are designated as areas to be lighted in
this City document.

An observation wheel is not listed as a historic feature of the Music Concourse in any of the historic
preservation documents. The cumulative impacts of a lighted observation wheel and spotlights are
being ignored by this proposal.   

Much of this will take place during the migration and nesting seasons. Habitat in Golden Gate Park is
already stressed with the over 13 million visitors that enter the Park every year.  Placing rotating
glass in a park with bright lights and nearby spotlights is a recipe for disaster for birds.  Lighting the
Park beyond and above what is there now (including new lights at the tennis courts and the light
show at the Conservatory of Flowers) deprives all wildlife of the darkness it needs to survive and to
thrive. 

Environmental groups have weighed in with letters of concern about this project and its impact on



wildlife in Golden Gate Park, including the Sierra Club, RaptorsAreTheSolution, and Coyote Yips.
Those letters are attached.

 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: San Francisco City Hall shills turning historic park into a carnival show
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 8:32:15 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: Lee Heidhues <leerossh@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 11:17 PM
To: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Subject: San Francisco City Hall shills turning historic park into a carnival show
 

 

http://leesperspective.com/2020/01/13/san-francisco-city-hall-shills-turning-historic-park-into-a-
carnival-show/ 
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR RAFAEL MANDELMAN ANNOUNCE THE

CITY’S INTENT TO PURCHASE BUILDING IN UPPER MARKET AREA FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING
Date: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 8:28:17 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: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2020 6:06 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR RAFAEL MANDELMAN
ANNOUNCE THE CITY’S INTENT TO PURCHASE BUILDING IN UPPER MARKET AREA FOR AFFORDABLE
HOUSING
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, January 14, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND SUPERVISOR RAFAEL

MANDELMAN ANNOUNCE THE CITY’S INTENT TO
PURCHASE BUILDING IN UPPER MARKET AREA FOR

AFFORDABLE HOUSING
Once built, the 100 percent affordable apartment building will likely provide permanently

affordable housing for low-income seniors
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Rafael Mandelman today
announced that the City is in advanced negotiations to purchase the existing building and
parcel at 1939 Market Street to convert it to new affordable housing. The project will provide
100% permanently affordable housing and will likely serve low-income seniors in the area.
The property is located at the intersection of Duboce Avenue and Market Street.
 
“Projects like 1939 Market are exactly why we fought for affordable housing in the budget
and why we passed the Affordable Housing Bond,” said Mayor Breed. “We need more
affordable housing throughout San Francisco so that our low- and middle-income residents
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can continue to live here and I’m looking forward to seeing this housing development in the
Upper Market area provide new, affordable homes so that our seniors can continue to live in
San Francisco and age with dignity.”
 
“District 8 has experienced the second highest level of displacement of all districts over the
last decade but has seen little new affordable housing built during that time,” said Supervisor
Rafael Mandelman. “The acquisition of the 1939 Market Street site will allow us to build
desperately needed senior affordable housing units in Upper Market. I am grateful to Mayor
Breed for her commitment to ensuring that LGBTQ seniors at high risk of eviction can remain
in the Castro.”
 
The City will purchase the property with funds from the Educational Revenue Augmentation
Fund (ERAF) and intends to use the 2019 Affordable Housing (Proposition A) funds for future
construction of the project. In November, voters passed a $600 million Affordable Housing
Bond to provide funding to build more housing in San Francisco. The Bond included $150
million for the creation of new affordable senior housing rental opportunities through new
construction and acquisition. In 2018, when the City learned it would receive unexpected
funds from the State due to excess ERAF, Mayor Breed committed to using a significant
portion of the funds to invest in the City’s affordable housing programs.
 
“We are very excited to be in a position to acquire this site for affordable housing in such a
transit-rich and centrally located part of the City where developable sites are rare,” said
Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development Acting Director Dan Adams. “Once
built, 1939 Market Street will add to our ever-expanding portfolio with over 80 new units of
permanently affordable housing for seniors where they can age in place with a sense of
continuity and grace.”
 
“Openhouse is thrilled to see the City move forward to create more affordable housing for
San Francisco seniors,” said Karyn Skultety, Executive Director of Openhouse. “While
Openhouse and Mercy Housing celebrate our strong communities of residents at 55 and 95
Laguna Street, the City’s first and only LGBTQ-welcoming affordable senior housing
buildings, our heart breaks every day for the thousands of seniors caught in the housing crisis.
We know that almost 3,000 remain on our waitlists alone, that people walk through the door
every day facing eviction or living on the streets and that many LGBTQ seniors feel pushed
out of a city they helped to build. We look forward to working closely with the City to create a
San Francisco that centers our seniors in communities they can trust.”
 
“The opportunity to build more LGBTQ welcoming affordable senior housing and services so
close to the Openhouse community housing campus on Laguna Street will establish San
Francisco as the leading LGBTQ welcoming senior housing and service center in the country,”
said Dr. Marcy Adelman, Openhouse Co-Founder. “It takes a combination of political will and
community advocacy to develop LGBTQ affirming affordable senior housing. The Mayor and
community senior housing advocates have once again shown a willingness to work together to
make things happen.”
 
The affordable housing development will be part of the City’s Neighborhood Preference
program, which Mayor Breed created when she was on the Board of Supervisors. Pending
state funding, Neighborhood Preference requires either 25% or 40% of units in new affordable
housing developments to be reserved for people living in the district where the development is
built or within a half-mile of the project.



 
Once the land transfers to the City’s ownership, the current owners will sign a lease with the
City to remain on site for a duration of 24 months. Upon completion of the new affordable
housing, the site will be transformed into a mixed-use development with expansive ground-
floor activation opportunities.
 
Following approval of the purchase by the Board of Supervisors and finalization of
construction funding, the City will select a developer through a Request for Qualifications
process to develop the site.
 
Mayor Breed has committed to creating affordable senior housing throughout San Francisco,
and providing financial assistance for seniors to stay in their homes. The City budget for 2019-
20 and 2020-21 includes $7 million in new funding for housing subsidies for low-income
seniors. In addition to the new funding, the City offers rental subsidies for seniors through the
Dignity Fund and the Community Living Fund.
 

###
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** REPORT FINDS SFUSD “STAY OVER PROGRAM” SUCCESSFUL IN HELPING

HOMELESS FAMILIES
Date: Monday, January 13, 2020 11:18:22 AM
Attachments: 01.13.20 BVHM Controller"s Report.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2020 9:33 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** REPORT FINDS SFUSD “STAY OVER PROGRAM” SUCCESSFUL IN
HELPING HOMELESS FAMILIES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, January 13, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131; and Carolyn Goossen, Office of
Supervisor Hillary Ronen, 415-370-5621
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
REPORT FINDS SFUSD “STAY OVER PROGRAM”
SUCCESSFUL IN HELPING HOMELESS FAMILIES

Controller’s Office evaluation found overnight shelter at Buena Vista Horace Mann School
provides families experiencing homelessness with a safe place to sleep at night, especially

families who are Latino and speak Spanish, and has successfully connected families to
housing resources

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Hillary Ronen today received
the Controller’s evaluation of the Buena Vista Horace Mann (BVHM) Stay Over Program
(SOP) for homeless families, located at the Mission District K-8 school. The City Performance
Unit of the Controller’s Office conducted an evaluation of SOP to understand how it works,
who it serves, and how well it helps San Francisco Unified School District (SFUSD) families
experiencing homelessness or housing insecurity obtain more stable housing situations. They
found that the expansion of the program in April 2019 significantly increased program
utilization and cost effectiveness. The shelter has served 59 families since opening, with
nearly two-thirds of families exiting from the program on the path to secure housing, with
40% of individuals moving into transitional housing and six individuals renting their own
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Monday, January 13, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131; and Carolyn Goossen, Office of 
Supervisor Hillary Ronen, 415-370-5621 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
REPORT FINDS SFUSD “STAY OVER PROGRAM” 
SUCCESSFUL IN HELPING HOMELESS FAMILIES 


Controller’s Office evaluation found overnight shelter at Buena Vista Horace Mann School 
provides families experiencing homelessness with a safe place to sleep at night, especially 


families who are Latino and speak Spanish, and has successfully connected families to housing 
resources 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and Supervisor Hillary Ronen today received 
the Controller’s evaluation of the Buena Vista Horace Mann (BVHM) Stay Over Program (SOP) 
for homeless families, located at the Mission District K-8 school. The City Performance Unit of 
the Controller’s Office conducted an evaluation of SOP to understand how it works, who it 
serves, and how well it helps San Francisco Unified School District (SFUSD) families 
experiencing homelessness or housing insecurity obtain more stable housing situations. They 
found that the expansion of the program in April 2019 significantly increased program utilization 
and cost effectiveness. The shelter has served 59 families since opening, with nearly two-thirds 
of families exiting from the program on the path to secure housing, with 40% of individuals 
moving into transitional housing and six individuals renting their own place. 
 
SOP allows families experiencing homelessness to stay overnight in the school gymnasium. 
Through the program, families are connected to the Department of Homelessness and Supportive 
Housing’s (HSH) Coordinated Entry Access Points to help them secure more stable housing. The 
shelter operates seven days a week, from 7:00pm to 7:00am on school days and 5:00pm to 
10:00am on weekends and school breaks, and includes all-night staffing, food, and supportive 
services. 
 
“The expanded Buena Vista Horace Mann Stay Over program provides a safe place for families 
experiencing homelessness, and I’m glad we were successful in expanding the program to serve 
families throughout our school district,” said Mayor Breed. “Our goal is to get families placed in 
permanent housing, and the program at BVHM helps us reach those families who are 
experiencing homelessness to get them connected to services and into homes.”  
 
 “I am incredibly grateful to the Buena Vista Horace Mann school community for coming up 
with the concept of the Stay Over Program, for offering their school space for our most 
vulnerable families to lay their heads at night, and for working with my office to develop this 
innovative model,” said Supervisor Hillary Ronen. “For over two years, my office has worked 
closely with BVHM, the school district, the Department of Homelessness and Dolores Street 
Community Services to create this program, and I am thrilled to see the positive results.  The 
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Stay Over Program not only enables us to provide much needed emergency services and refuge 
to housing insecure students and their families, but it has also addressed the needs of a 
population who the city has not previously been able to effectively serve—Latino Spanish-
speaking families.” 
 
The report found that 74% of individuals connected through the SOP identified as Latino and at 
least 32% speak Spanish as their primary language. The Controller’s Office found that the 
program has provided a culturally responsive service that directly meets the needs of Spanish-
speaking families experiencing homelessness or housing instability for the first time. 
 
The Controller’s Office also found that the services at the SOP include unique features not 
present in other congregate emergency family shelters. For example, the BVHM shelter provides 
language services, showers on site, a secure storage area, and families can reserve space at the 
shelter for multiple days at a time. The Controller’s Office found that nearly all participating 
families were assessed at an Access Point, where families can access the system of care and 
available resources. 
 
In 2017, SFUSD identified 64 families whose children are students at BVHM and lacked safe 
and stable housing. In November 2018, following significant advocacy from the BVHM 
leadership and school community, the City entered into a partnership with SFUSD to pilot the 
shelter at BVHM. The pilot program initially allowed for up to 20 families with children enrolled 
in BVHM experiencing homelessness to stay overnight in the school gymnasium. 
 
Soon after the launch of the program, Mayor Breed, Supervisor Ronen, SFUSD, HSH, and 
Dolores Street teams recognized the SOP had capacity to serve more families beyond BVHM 
alone. In February 2019, Mayor Breed sent a letter to SFUSD’s Board of Education urging the 
School Board to approve the expansion of SOP. Following the advocacy of Mayor Breed, 
Supervisor Ronen, and the BVHM school leadership, SFUSD Superintendent Matthews 
requested that the SOP be open to other families experiencing homelessness who have students 
enrolled in SFUSD schools. 
 
As a result, the San Francisco Board of Education voted to expand the shelter program to serve 
families with students in all SFUSD schools instead of just families with students at BVHM. 
Mayor Breed and the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing identified the 
funding to operate the program for the 2019-20 and 2020-21 school years. 
 
Once the SOP opened to all SFUSD students in April 2019, overnight occupancy increased 
significantly, reaching a monthly average occupancy of 65%, up from an average 5% before 
April.  
 
In 2018, SFUSD identified 1,806 students experiencing homelessness. Using a school gym to 
temporarily house families experiencing homelessness or housing insecurity who have children 
attending that school or another school in the district is a new model for San Francisco and the 
country and an innovative strategy to support the needs of homeless families seeking immediate 
refuge. 
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“Whenever the City implements new programs, it’s important to ask ourselves whether funds are 
being spent wisely and judiciously,” said City Controller Ben Rosenfield. “We’re proud of our 
office’s efforts to support and inform the networks and programs that serve the most vulnerable 
families in San Francisco. Ensuring government accountability will continue to be our focus as 
the City works to address access to stable housing for our residents.” 
 
“We are encouraged by the early findings in the Controller’s Office evaluation,” said Jeff 
Kositsky, Director of HSH. “The pilot expands access to our system of care for vulnerable 
families who might not otherwise have been connected to resources. Programs like this, which 
bring resources of the community through innovative partnerships, are critical.” 
 
“We know that kids who lack a stable place to sleep at night are less likely to show up ready to 
learn. Homelessness is a barrier to learning, and is at the center of our immediate work as 
educators. We looked deeply at this need and in partnership with our District Supervisor Ronen 
brought our community together around the idea of opening our gym at night to families without 
other options. The outcome has meant less families on the street, safer students, and growing 
trust with our most vulnerable families,” said Nicholas Chandler, the School Social Worker at 
Buena Vista Horace Mann K-8 School. 
 
“All of us at Dolores Street Community Services are proud of the extensive and strong 
collaborative case management model that we have built in partnership with the Department of 
Homelessness and the school district for SOP families,” said Laura Valdez, Executive Director 
of Dolores Street Community Services, the non-profit organization that runs the Stay Over 
Program. “We are humbled by the resilience of the families at the Stay Over Program and their 
determination to have an exit out of homelessness. Yesterday, one of our families who had been 
at the SOP for several months, a grandmother raising her young granddaughter, received the keys 
to their new apartment. We can’t forget that homelessness is a traumatic event in a child's life 
that has an impact on their education, health, sense of safety, and overall development. As we 
move forward the work of the Stay Over Program, we will continue to center the right of every 
child to have a home.” 
 
“It is critical as educators that we support our families most in need,” said SFUSD Board of 
Education President Stevon Cook. “We are grateful for the partnerships of the school, district, 
and City to come up with innovative solutions to the struggles that too many families are facing 
in San Francisco right now.” 
 


### 







place.
 
SOP allows families experiencing homelessness to stay overnight in the school gymnasium.
Through the program, families are connected to the Department of Homelessness and
Supportive Housing’s (HSH) Coordinated Entry Access Points to help them secure more
stable housing. The shelter operates seven days a week, from 7:00pm to 7:00am on school
days and 5:00pm to 10:00am on weekends and school breaks, and includes all-night staffing,
food, and supportive services.
 
“The expanded Buena Vista Horace Mann Stay Over program provides a safe place for
families experiencing homelessness, and I’m glad we were successful in expanding the
program to serve families throughout our school district,” said Mayor Breed. “Our goal is to
get families placed in permanent housing, and the program at BVHM helps us reach those
families who are experiencing homelessness to get them connected to services and into
homes.”
 
“I am incredibly grateful to the Buena Vista Horace Mann school community for coming up
with the concept of the Stay Over Program, for offering their school space for our most
vulnerable families to lay their heads at night, and for working with my office to develop this
innovative model,” said Supervisor Hillary Ronen. “For over two years, my office has worked
closely with BVHM, the school district, the Department of Homelessness and Dolores Street
Community Services to create this program, and I am thrilled to see the positive results.  The
Stay Over Program not only enables us to provide much needed emergency services and
refuge to housing insecure students and their families, but it has also addressed the needs of a
population who the city has not previously been able to effectively serve—Latino Spanish-
speaking families.”
 
The report found that 74% of individuals connected through the SOP identified as Latino and
at least 32% speak Spanish as their primary language. The Controller’s Office found that the
program has provided a culturally responsive service that directly meets the needs of Spanish-
speaking families experiencing homelessness or housing instability for the first time.
 
The Controller’s Office also found that the services at the SOP include unique features not
present in other congregate emergency family shelters. For example, the BVHM shelter
provides language services, showers on site, a secure storage area, and families can reserve
space at the shelter for multiple days at a time. The Controller’s Office found that nearly all
participating families were assessed at an Access Point, where families can access the system
of care and available resources.
 
In 2017, SFUSD identified 64 families whose children are students at BVHM and lacked safe
and stable housing. In November 2018, following significant advocacy from the BVHM
leadership and school community, the City entered into a partnership with SFUSD to pilot the
shelter at BVHM. The pilot program initially allowed for up to 20 families with children
enrolled in BVHM experiencing homelessness to stay overnight in the school gymnasium.
 
Soon after the launch of the program, Mayor Breed, Supervisor Ronen, SFUSD, HSH, and
Dolores Street teams recognized the SOP had capacity to serve more families beyond BVHM
alone. In February 2019, Mayor Breed sent a letter to SFUSD’s Board of Education urging the
School Board to approve the expansion of SOP. Following the advocacy of Mayor Breed,
Supervisor Ronen, and the BVHM school leadership, SFUSD Superintendent Matthews



requested that the SOP be open to other families experiencing homelessness who have
students enrolled in SFUSD schools.
 
As a result, the San Francisco Board of Education voted to expand the shelter program to
serve families with students in all SFUSD schools instead of just families with students at
BVHM. Mayor Breed and the Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing identified
the funding to operate the program for the 2019-20 and 2020-21 school years.
 
Once the SOP opened to all SFUSD students in April 2019, overnight occupancy increased
significantly, reaching a monthly average occupancy of 65%, up from an average 5% before
April.
 
In 2018, SFUSD identified 1,806 students experiencing homelessness. Using a school gym to
temporarily house families experiencing homelessness or housing insecurity who have
children attending that school or another school in the district is a new model for San
Francisco and the country and an innovative strategy to support the needs of homeless families
seeking immediate refuge.
 
“Whenever the City implements new programs, it’s important to ask ourselves whether funds
are being spent wisely and judiciously,” said City Controller Ben Rosenfield. “We’re proud of
our office’s efforts to support and inform the networks and programs that serve the most
vulnerable families in San Francisco. Ensuring government accountability will continue to be
our focus as the City works to address access to stable housing for our residents.”
 
“We are encouraged by the early findings in the Controller’s Office evaluation,” said Jeff
Kositsky, Director of HSH. “The pilot expands access to our system of care for vulnerable
families who might not otherwise have been connected to resources. Programs like this, which
bring resources of the community through innovative partnerships, are critical.”
 
“We know that kids who lack a stable place to sleep at night are less likely to show up ready to
learn. Homelessness is a barrier to learning, and is at the center of our immediate work as
educators. We looked deeply at this need and in partnership with our District Supervisor
Ronen brought our community together around the idea of opening our gym at night to
families without other options. The outcome has meant less families on the street, safer
students, and growing trust with our most vulnerable families,” said Nicholas Chandler, the
School Social Worker at Buena Vista Horace Mann K-8 School.
 
“All of us at Dolores Street Community Services are proud of the extensive and strong
collaborative case management model that we have built in partnership with the Department
of Homelessness and the school district for SOP families,” said Laura Valdez, Executive
Director of Dolores Street Community Services, the non-profit organization that runs the Stay
Over Program. “We are humbled by the resilience of the families at the Stay Over Program
and their determination to have an exit out of homelessness. Yesterday, one of our families
who had been at the SOP for several months, a grandmother raising her young granddaughter,
received the keys to their new apartment. We can’t forget that homelessness is a traumatic
event in a child's life that has an impact on their education, health, sense of safety, and overall
development. As we move forward the work of the Stay Over Program, we will continue to
center the right of every child to have a home.”
 
“It is critical as educators that we support our families most in need,” said SFUSD Board of



Education President Stevon Cook. “We are grateful for the partnerships of the school, district,
and City to come up with innovative solutions to the struggles that too many families are
facing in San Francisco right now.”
 

###



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN NEWSOM’S PROPOSED BUDGET FOR

FISCAL YEAR 2020-21
Date: Friday, January 10, 2020 2:24:48 PM
Attachments: 01.10.20 Governor Newsom"s Budget.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, January 10, 2020 2:22 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** STATEMENT *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN NEWSOM’S
PROPOSED BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-21
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 10, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** STATEMENT ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN

NEWSOM’S PROPOSED BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-21
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today issued the following statement
regarding Governor Gavin Newsom’s proposed state budget for Fiscal Year 2020-21.
 
“Governor Newsom’s proposed budget rightfully recognizes that cities and counties up and
down the state are struggling to help people experiencing homelessness. I applaud his
commitment to continue providing state funding to help us care for our residents and get
people off the streets and into housing. I am especially glad to see the proposed budget
prioritizing our behavioral health system, since we are working hard in San Francisco to help
our most vulnerable residents who are experiencing mental illness, substance use disorder, and
homelessness.
 
We are making progress connecting people to services, building more shelters and Navigation
Centers, and adding more affordable and permanent supportive housing, but we still have a lot
more work to do. This proposed funding will help us develop more affordable housing units,
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Friday, January 10, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 
 


*** STATEMENT *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ON GOVERNOR GAVIN 


NEWSOM’S PROPOSED BUDGET FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020-21 
 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today issued the following statement regarding 
Governor Gavin Newsom’s proposed state budget for Fiscal Year 2020-21. 
 
“Governor Newsom’s proposed budget rightfully recognizes that cities and counties up and 
down the state are struggling to help people experiencing homelessness. I applaud his 
commitment to continue providing state funding to help us care for our residents and get people 
off the streets and into housing. I am especially glad to see the proposed budget prioritizing our 
behavioral health system, since we are working hard in San Francisco to help our most 
vulnerable residents who are experiencing mental illness, substance use disorder, and 
homelessness. 
 
We are making progress connecting people to services, building more shelters and Navigation 
Centers, and adding more affordable and permanent supportive housing, but we still have a lot 
more work to do. This proposed funding will help us develop more affordable housing units, 
provide additional rental subsidies, and stabilize board and care homes. 
 
I’m looking forward to working with Governor Newsom, our state delegation in Sacramento, and 
our Bay Area partners to ensure these financial resources are distributed in a way that supports 
our strategic efforts and the critical work we’re doing to make progress on our city-wide and 
regional goals.” 
 


### 







provide additional rental subsidies, and stabilize board and care homes.
 
I’m looking forward to working with Governor Newsom, our state delegation in Sacramento,
and our Bay Area partners to ensure these financial resources are distributed in a way that
supports our strategic efforts and the critical work we’re doing to make progress on our city-
wide and regional goals.”
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From: Silva, Christine (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E.

Johns; Foley, Chris (CPC); So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: CTYPLN - COMMISSION SECRETARY; CTYPLN - CP TEAM (TAC - Preservation); WONG, VICTORIA (CAT); RUIZ-

ESQUIDE, ANDREA (CAT); Joslin, Jeff (CPC); Rahaim, John (CPC)
Subject: ARC & HPC Calendars for January 15, 2020
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2020 2:43:39 PM
Attachments: 20200115-arc.docx

20200115-arc.pdf
20200115-hpc.docx
20200115-hpc.pdf
HPC Advance - 20200115.xlsx
HPC Hearing Results 2019.docx

Hi Commissioners,
 
Please see attached ARC & HPC calendars for January 15, 2020. ARC is scheduled to begin at 11:30
am.
 
 
Happy New Year!
Christine
 
 
Christine Silva
EPR Project Lead
Permit Center Team
 
Senior Planner, Manager of Commission Affairs
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9085 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
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 commissions.secretary@sfgov.org or (415) 558-6309 at least 48 hours in advance.

Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

[bookmark: _Hlk879281]Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County exist to conduct the people's business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people's review. 



For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Library and on the City’s website at www.sfbos.org/sunshine.

 

Privacy Policy

Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. 



Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.



San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance

Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity. For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415) 252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.

 

Accessible Meeting Information

Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance. 



Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6, 9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services, call (415) 701-4485 or call 311.



Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall. 



Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, real time captioning, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or other accommodations, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 72 hours in advance of the hearing to help ensure availability. 



Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.



Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.



SPANISH: Agenda para la Comisión de Planificación. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener información en Español o solicitar un aparato para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipación a la audiencia.



CHINESE: 規劃委員會議程。聽證會上如需要語言協助或要求輔助設備，請致電415-558-6309。請在聽證會舉行之前的

至少48個小時提出要求。



TAGALOG: Adyenda ng Komisyon ng Pagpaplano. Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig (headset), mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga  (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig. 



RUSSIAN: Повестка дня Комиссии по планированию. За помощью переводчика или за вспомогательным слуховым устройством на время слушаний обращайтесь по номеру 415-558-6309. Запросы должны делаться минимум за 48 часов до начала слушания. 





ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE



ROLL CALL:		Members:		Jonathan Pearlman 

			Member:		Aaron Jon Hyland

			Member:		Kate Black

	

A.	COMMITTEE MATTERS



1.	Committee Comments & Questions

· Disclosures.

· Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to the Commissioner(s).

· Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of the Historic Preservation Commission.



B.	REGULAR



2.	2018-009197COA	(S. FERGUSON: (415) 575-9074)

1772 VALLEJO STREET, LANDMARK #31 – north side between Gough and Franklin streets. Assessor’s Block 0552, Lot 029 (District 2) – Request for Review and Comment by the Architectural Review Committee of the Historic Preservation Commission on a proposed three story vertical rear addition. The property is designated City Landmark No. 31 under Article 10 of the Planning Code and holds a Mills Act Historical Property Contract. The property is zoned RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Review and comment on the compatibility of the proposed project with the landmark.



ADJOURNMENT
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Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the 
City and County exist to conduct the people's business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City 
operations are open to the people's review.  
 
For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of 
the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 
554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San 
Francisco Library and on the City’s website at www.sfbos.org/sunshine. 
  
Privacy Policy 
Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act 
and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  
 
Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its 
commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made 
available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This 
means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit 
to the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may 
inspect or copy. 
 
San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance 
Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist 
Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity. For more information about 
the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415) 
252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics. 
  
Accessible Meeting Information 
Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday 
through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at 
the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance.  
 
Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness 
stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6, 9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services, 
call (415) 701-4485 or call 311. 
 
Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking 
Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall.  
 
Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, real time captioning, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or 
other accommodations, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 72 hours in 
advance of the hearing to help ensure availability.  
 
Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or 
commissions.secretary@sfgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing. 
 
Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related 
disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings. 
 
SPANISH: Agenda para la Comisión de Planificación. Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener información en Español o solicitar un aparato 
para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipación a la audiencia. 
 
CHINESE: 規劃委員會議程。聽證會上如需要語言協助或要求輔助設備，請致電415-558-6309。請在聽證會舉行之前的 
至少48個小時提出要求。 
 
TAGALOG: Adyenda ng Komisyon ng Pagpaplano. Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig 
(headset), mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga  (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig.  
 
RUSSIAN: Повестка дня Комиссии по планированию. За помощью переводчика или за вспомогательным слуховым 
устройством на время слушаний обращайтесь по номеру 415-558-6309. Запросы должны делаться минимум за 48 часов 
до начала слушания.  



mailto:sotf@sfgov.org

http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine

http://www.sfgov.org/ethics

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
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ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMITTEE 
 
ROLL CALL:  Members:  Jonathan Pearlman  
   Member:  Aaron Jon Hyland 
   Member:  Kate Black 
  
A. COMMITTEE MATTERS 


 
1. Committee Comments & Questions 


• Disclosures. 
• Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may 


make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to 
the Commissioner(s). 


• Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take 
action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that 
could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of 
the Historic Preservation Commission. 


 
B. REGULAR 
 


2. 2018-009197COA (S. FERGUSON: (415) 575-9074) 
1772 VALLEJO STREET, LANDMARK #31 – north side between Gough and Franklin streets. 
Assessor’s Block 0552, Lot 029 (District 2) – Request for Review and Comment by the 
Architectural Review Committee of the Historic Preservation Commission on a proposed 
three story vertical rear addition. The property is designated City Landmark No. 31 under 
Article 10 of the Planning Code and holds a Mills Act Historical Property Contract. The 
property is zoned RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) District and 40-X Height and Bulk 
District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Review and comment on the compatibility of the proposed 
project with the landmark. 
 


ADJOURNMENT 
 


 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/ARC%20Packet%20-%201772%20Vallejo%20St.pdf



		Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.

		Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding...

		San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance

		Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report l...

		ROLL CALL:  Members:  Jonathan Pearlman

		Member:  Aaron Jon Hyland

		Member:  Kate Black
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Commission Chambers, Room 400

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689





Wednesday, January 15, 2020

12:30 p.m.

Regular Meeting



Commissioners:

Aaron Hyland, President 

Diane Matsuda, Vice President

Kate Black, Chris Foley, Richard S.E. Johns, 

Jonathan Pearlman, Lydia So



Commission Secretary:

Jonas P. Ionin









Hearing Materials are available at:

Website: http://www.sfplanning.org

Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor, Suite 400





Commission Hearing Broadcasts:

Live stream: http://www.sfgovtv.org









Disability accommodations available upon request to:

 commissions.secretary@sfgov.org or (415) 558-6309 at least 48 hours in advance.







Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance

[bookmark: _Hlk879281]Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the City and County exist to conduct the people's business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City operations are open to the people's review. 



For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San Francisco Library and on the City’s website at www.sfbos.org/sunshine.

 

Privacy Policy

Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. 



Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 

San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance

Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity.  For more information about the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415) 252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics.

 

Accessible Meeting Information

Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance.  



Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6, 9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services, call (415) 701-4485 or call 311.



Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall. 



Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or other accommodations, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@fgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.



Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@fgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing.



Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings.



SPANISH:  Agenda para la Comisión de Preservación de Edificios y Lugares Históricos (Historic Preservation Commission).  Si desea asistir a la audiencia, y quisiera obtener información en Español o solicitar un aparato para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo menos 48 horas de anticipación a la audiencia.

CHINESE: 歷史保護委員會議程。聽證會上如需要語言協助或要求輔助設備，請致電415-558-6309。請在聽證會舉行之前的至少48個小時提出要求。

TAGALOG: Adyenda ng Komisyon para sa Pangangalaga ng Kasaysayan (Historic Preservation Commission Agenda). Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig (headset), mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang maaga (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig. 

RUSSIAN: Повестка дня Комиссии по защите памятников истории. За помощью переводчика или за вспомогательным слуховым устройством на время слушаний обращайтесь по номеру 415-558-6309. Запросы должны делаться минимум за 48 часов до начала слушания.



ROLL CALL:		

	President:	Aaron Hyland

	Vice President:	Diane Matsuda

		Commissioners:                	Kate Black, Chris Foley, Richard S.E. Johns, Jonathan Pearlman, Lydia So



A.	GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT



At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the item is reached in the meeting.  Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to three minutes.



The Brown Act forbids a commission from taking action or discussing any item not appearing on the posted agenda, including those items raised at public comment.  In response to public comment, the commission is limited to: 



(1)  responding to statements made or questions posed by members of the public; or

(2)  requesting staff to report back on a matter at a subsequent meeting; or 

(3)  directing staff to place the item on a future agenda.  (Government Code Section 54954.2(a))



B.	DEPARTMENT MATTERS



1.	Director’s Announcements	

	

2.	Review of Past Events at the Planning Commission, Staff Report and Announcements



C.	COMMISSION MATTERS 



3.	President’s Report and Announcements

	

4.	Consideration of Adoption:

· Draft Minutes for December 18, 2019



Adoption of Commission Minutes – Charter Section 4.104 requires all commissioners to vote yes or no on all matters unless that commissioner is excused by a vote of the Commission.  Commissioners may not be automatically excluded from a vote on the minutes because they did not attend the meeting.



5.	Commission Comments & Questions

· Disclosures.

· Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to the Commissioner(s).

· Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of the Historic Preservation Commission.



6.	Election of Officers: In accordance with the Rules and Regulations of the San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission, the President and Vice President of the Commission shall be elected at the first Regular Meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission held after the first day of January each year; or at a subsequent Meeting, the date of which is fixed by the Historic Preservation Commission at the first Regular Meeting after the First day of January each year or at a subsequent meeting.



D.	REGULAR CALENDAR  



7.	2019-023608CRV	(D. LANDIS: (415) 575-9118)

FY 2020-2022 PROPOSED DEPARTMENT BUDGET and WORK PROGRAM – An informational presentation of the Department's proposed revenue and expenditure budget in FY 2020-2021 and FY 2021-2022, including grants and capital budget requests; high-level work program activities for the department in FY 2020-2021 and FY 2021-2022; and proposed dates where budget items will be discussed during the budget process.  

Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational



8.		(J. BINTLIFF: (415) 575-9170)

SB 330: HOUSING CRISIS ACT OF 2019 – Informational Presentation regarding Senate Bill 330, titled the “Housing Crisis Act of 2019.” The bill took effect January 1, 2020 and declares a statewide housing emergency to be in effect through 2025. During this period: 1) cities are generally prohibited from rezoning actions that would reduce zoned capacity for housing or adopting new design standards that are not objective; 2) housing development projects may file a preliminary application to lock in zoning, design, and fee requirements for the project; 3) some housing developments will be subject to a limit of five public hearings related to approval; 4) local landmark designations may only be made prior to submittal of a development application; 5) housing developments that would demolish any existing housing units would be required to provide replacement units and relocation assistance.

	Preliminary Recommendation: None - Informational



9a.	2020-000031LBR	(S. CALTAGIRONE: (415) 558-6625)

2883 MISSION STREET – is located on the east side of Mission Street between 24th and 25th streets in the Mission neighborhood. Assessor’s Block 6517, Lot 022 (District 9). Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business Registry application. Dianda’s Italian American Pastry Company is a bakery that has served San Francisco for 58 years. The Legacy Business Registry recognizes longstanding, community-serving businesses that are valuable cultural assets to the City. In addition, the City intends that the Registry be a tool for providing educational and promotional assistance to Legacy Businesses to encourage their continued viability and success. The subject business is located within the Mission Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 40-X/80-B Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval



9b.	2020-000032LBR	(S. CALTAGIRONE: (415) 558-6625)

160 ELLIS STREET – is located on the north side of Ellis Street between Mason and Cyril Magnin streets in the Downtown neighborhood. Assessor’s Block 0326, Lot 010 (District 6). Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business Registry application. New Delhi Restaurant is an Indian restaurant that has served San Francisco for 32 years. The Legacy Business Registry recognizes longstanding, community-serving businesses that are valuable cultural assets to the City. In addition, the City intends that the Registry be a tool for providing educational and promotional assistance to Legacy Businesses to encourage their continued viability and success. The subject business is located within a C-3-G (Downtown - General) Zoning District and 225-S Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval



9c.	2020-000035LBR	(S. CALTAGIRONE: (415) 558-6625)

1201 DIVISADERO STREET – is located on the northwest corner of Divisadero and Eddy streets in the Western Addition neighborhood. Assessor’s Block 1126, Lot 007 (District 5). Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission approval of a Legacy Business Registry application. Pearl Market is a full-service, family-owned market and delicatessen that has served San Francisco for 38 years. The Legacy Business Registry recognizes longstanding, community-serving businesses that are valuable cultural assets to the City. In addition, the City intends that the Registry be a tool for providing educational and promotional assistance to Legacy Businesses to encourage their continued viability and success. The subject business is located within the Divisadero Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 65-A HP Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval



10.	2019-022126COA	(M. TAYLOR: (415) 575-9197)

55 HAGIWARA TEA GARDEN DRIVE – Located between John F. Kennedy Drive, Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive, Martin Luther King Jr. Drive, and Music Concourse Drive; Lot 001 in Assessor’s Block 1700 (District 1). Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to install a temporary observation wheel to commemorate the 150th Anniversary of Golden Gate Park. The proposed observation wheel will be located at the northeastern end of the Music Concourse and have a total height of approximately one hundred fifty feet. It will be supported by below-grade steel piles under a base measuring approximately seventy-two feet by fifty-seven feet. The project site will include perimeter fencing, ticket booth, generator (screened), and a retail photo booth. Construction and installation of the observation wheel will begin March of 2020, with a scheduled opening date of April 4, 2020. At the close of the one-year celebration, the wheel and support structures will be removed and the site restored. The subject property is Landmark No. 249, Music Concourse, Golden Gate Park and is located in a P (Public) Zoning District and OS Height and Bulk District.  

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 

(Continued from Regular Hearing on December 18, 2019)



11a.	2018-010825COA	(M. GIACOMUCCI: (415) 575-8714)

694 TENNESSEE STREET – Located on the west side of Tennessee Street between 18th and Mariposa Streets, Assessor’s Block 3996, Lot 007 (District 10). Request for Certificate of Appropriateness for façade alterations, new windows, and construction of decks and a spiral stair with associated fire wall at the rear façade. The wood-frame, Italianate Style corner building was constructed c. 1884 by an unknown architect. The subject property is a contributor to the Dogpatch Landmark District and is located within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



11b.	2018-010825VAR	(M. GIACOMUCCI: (415) 575-8714)

694 TENNESSEE STREET – Located on the west side of Tennessee Street between 18th and Mariposa Streets, Assessor’s Block 3996, Lot 007 (District 10). Request for a Variance from the rear yard requirement pursuant to Planning Code Section 134 for construction of decks and a spiral stair with associated fire wall at the rear façade. The wood-frame, Italianate Style corner building was constructed c. 1884 by an unknown architect. The subject property is a contributor to the Dogpatch Landmark District and is located within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.



12.	2017-001073COA	(J. VIMR: (415) 575-9109)

1701 FRANKLIN STREET – Located on the west side of Franklin Street at its intersection with California Street; Lot 014 in Assessor’s Block 0641 (District 2) - Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to construct a one-story, two-car garage addition at the rear, northwest corner of the existing building. A deck would be installed atop the garage. Work also includes enclosure of an existing rear porch, three new window wells and south facing basement windows, replacement of the existing driveway (including a new gate along Franklin Street), and associated excavation. The subject property is Landmark No. 54 and is within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



13.	2019-007049COA	(J. VIMR: (415) 575-9109)

[bookmark: _GoBack]600 STOCKTON STREET – Located on the east side of Stockton Street between California and Pine Streets; Lot 012 in Assessor’s Block 0257 (District 3) - Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to replace existing pavers and finishes and construct an approximately 3,093-square-foot pavilion structure within the non-visible courtyard space. The subject property is Landmark No. 167 and is within a C-3-G (Downtown-General) Zoning District and 80-130-X Height and Bulk District.

	Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions



ADJOURNMENT




Historic Liaison

Jeff Joslin

jeff.joslin@sfgov.org

(415) 575-9117



Hearing Procedures

The Historic Preservation Commission holds public hearings on the first and third Wednesday, of most months. The full hearing schedule for the calendar year and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org. 



Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item. 

· When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.  Speakers will hear two alarms.  The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining.  The second louder sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended.



Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings).



For most cases that are considered by the Historic Preservation Commission, after being introduced by the Commission Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order:



1. Presentation by Staff;

2. Presentation by the Project Sponsor’s Team (which includes: the sponsor, representative, legal counsel, architect, engineer, expeditor and/or any other advisor) for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

3. Public testimony from supporters of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

4. Presentation by Organized Opposition recognized by the Commission President through written request prior to the hearing for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

5. Public testimony from opponents of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair;

6. Staff follow-up and/or conclusions;

7. Public comment portion of the hearing shall be closed and deliberation amongst the Commissioners shall be opened by the Chair;

8. A motion to approve; approve with conditions; approve with amendments and/or modifications; disapprove; or continue to another hearing date, if seconded, shall be voted on by the Commission.



Every Official Act taken by the Commission must be adopted by a majority vote of all members of the Commission, a minimum of four (4) votes.  A failed motion results in the disapproval of the requested action, unless a subsequent motion is adopted. Any Procedural Matter, such as a continuance, may be adopted by a majority vote of members present, as long as the members present constitute a quorum (four (4) members of the Commission).



Hearing Materials

Each item on the Agenda may include the following documents:

· Planning Department Case Executive Summary

· Planning Department Case Report

· Draft Motion or Resolution with Findings and/or Conditions

· Public Correspondence



Materials submitted to the Historic Preservation Commission prior to a scheduled hearing will become part of the public record only when the materials are also provided to the Commission Secretary and/or Project Planner.  Correspondence may be emailed directly to the Commission Secretary at: commissions.secretary@sfgov.org.  



Persons unable to attend a hearing may submit written comments regarding a scheduled item to: Historic Preservation Commission, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA  94103-2414.  Written comments received by the close of the business day prior to the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Historic Preservation Commission and made part of the official record.  



Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be received by the Planning Department reception eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing.  All submission packages must be delivered to1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) copies.



Day-of Submissions: Material related to a calendared item may be distributed at the hearing. Please provide ten (10) copies for distribution. 



Appeals

The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Historic Preservation Commission hearing.



		Case Type

		Case Suffix

		Appeal Period*

		Appeal Body



		Certificate of Appropriateness

		COA (A)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Appeals**



		CEQA Determination - EIR

		ENV (E)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Supervisors



		Permit to Alter/Demolish

		PTA (H)

		30 calendar days

		Board of Appeals**







**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal.  An appeal of an Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization.



For more information regarding the Board of Appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.  For more information regarding the Board of Supervisors process, please contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184 or board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org. 



Challenges

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, the approval of (1) a Certificate of Appropriateness, (2) a Permit to Alter, (3) a Landmark or Historic District designation, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Historic Preservation Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing.



Proposition F

Under Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 1.127, no person or entity with a financial interest in a land use matter pending before the Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, Building Inspection Commission, Commission on Community Investment and Infrastructure, Historic Preservation Commission, Planning Commission, Port Commission, or the Treasure Island Development Authority Board of Directors, may make a campaign contribution to a member of the Board of Supervisors, the Mayor, the City Attorney, or a candidate for any of those offices, from the date the land use matter commenced until 12 months after the board or commission has made a final decision or any appeal to another City agency from that decision has been resolved.  For more information about this restriction, visit sfethics.org.
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Know Your Rights Under the Sunshine Ordinance 
Government's duty is to serve the public, reaching its decisions in full view of the public. Commissions, boards, councils and other agencies of the 
City and County exist to conduct the people's business. This ordinance assures that deliberations are conducted before the people and that City 
operations are open to the people's review.  
 
For more information on your rights under the Sunshine Ordinance (Chapter 67 of the San Francisco Administrative Code) or to report a violation of 
the ordinance, contact the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 409; phone (415) 554-7724; fax (415) 
554-7854; or e-mail at sotf@sfgov.org. Copies of the Sunshine Ordinance can be obtained from the Clerk of the Sunshine Task Force, the San 
Francisco Library and on the City’s website at www.sfbos.org/sunshine. 
  
Privacy Policy 
Personal information that is provided in communications to the Planning Department is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act 
and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  
 
Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Planning Department and its 
commissions. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Department regarding projects or hearings will be made 
available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Department does not redact any information from these submissions. This 
means that personal information including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit 
to the Department and its commissions may appear on the Department’s website or in other public documents that members of the public may 
inspect or copy. 
  
San Francisco Lobbyist Ordinance 
Individuals and entities that influence or attempt to influence local legislative or administrative action may be required by the San Francisco Lobbyist 
Ordinance [SF Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 21.00-2.160] to register and report lobbying activity.  For more information about 
the Lobbyist Ordinance, please contact the San Francisco Ethics Commission at 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 220, San Francisco, CA 94102; phone (415) 
252-3100; fax (415) 252-3112; and online http://www.sfgov.org/ethics. 
  
Accessible Meeting Information 
Commission hearings are held in Room 400 at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place in San Francisco. City Hall is open to the public Monday 
through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. and is accessible to persons using wheelchairs and other assistive mobility devices. Ramps are available at 
the Grove, Van Ness and McAllister entrances. A wheelchair lift is available at the Polk Street entrance.   
 
Transit: The nearest accessible BART station is Civic Center. Accessible MUNI Metro lines are the F, J, K, L, M, N, T (exit at Civic Center or Van Ness 
stations). MUNI bus routes also serving the area are the 5, 6, 9, 19, 21, 47, 49, 71, and 71L. For more information regarding MUNI accessible services, 
call (415) 701-4485 or call 311. 
 
Parking: Accessible parking is available at the Civic Center Underground Parking Garage (McAllister and Polk), and at the Performing Arts Parking 
Garage (Grove and Franklin). Accessible curbside parking spaces are located all around City Hall.  
 
Disability Accommodations: To request assistive listening devices, sign language interpreters, readers, large print agendas or other accommodations, 
please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or commissions.secretary@fgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing. 
 
Language Assistance: To request an interpreter for a specific item during the hearing, please contact the Commission Secretary at (415) 558-6309, or 
commissions.secretary@fgov.org at least 48 hours in advance of the hearing. 
 
Allergies: In order to assist the City in accommodating persons with severe allergies, environmental illness, multiple chemical sensitivity or related 
disabilities, please refrain from wearing scented products (e.g. perfume and scented lotions) to Commission hearings. 
 
SPANISH:  Agenda para la Comisión de Preservación de Edificios y Lugares Históricos (Historic Preservation Commission).  Si desea asistir a la 
audiencia, y quisiera obtener información en Español o solicitar un aparato para asistencia auditiva, llame al 415-558-6309. Por favor llame por lo 
menos 48 horas de anticipación a la audiencia. 


CHINESE: 歷史保護委員會議程。聽證會上如需要語言協助或要求輔助設備，請致電415-558-6309。請在聽證會舉行之前的至少


48個小時提出要求。 


TAGALOG: Adyenda ng Komisyon para sa Pangangalaga ng Kasaysayan (Historic Preservation Commission Agenda). Para sa tulong sa lengguwahe o 
para humiling ng Pantulong na Kagamitan para sa Pagdinig (headset), mangyari lamang na tumawag sa 415-558-6309. Mangyaring tumawag nang 
maaga (kung maaari ay 48 oras) bago sa araw ng Pagdinig.  


RUSSIAN: Повестка дня Комиссии по защите памятников истории. За помощью переводчика или за вспомогательным 
слуховым устройством на время слушаний обращайтесь по номеру 415-558-6309. Запросы должны делаться минимум 
за 48 часов до начала слушания.



mailto:sotf@sfgov.org

http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine

http://www.sfgov.org/ethics

mailto:commissions.secretary@fgov.org

mailto:commissions.secretary@fgov.org
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ROLL CALL:   
 President: Aaron Hyland 
 Vice President: Diane Matsuda 


  Commissioners:                 Kate Black, Chris Foley, Richard S.E. Johns, Jonathan 
Pearlman, Lydia So 


 
A. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT 
 


At this time, members of the public may address the Commission on items of interest to the public 
that are within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Commission except agenda items. With 
respect to agenda items, your opportunity to address the Commission will be afforded when the 
item is reached in the meeting.  Each member of the public may address the Commission for up to 
three minutes. 
 
The Brown Act forbids a commission from taking action or discussing any item not appearing on 
the posted agenda, including those items raised at public comment.  In response to public 
comment, the commission is limited to:  
 
(1)  responding to statements made or questions posed by members of the public; or 
(2)  requesting staff to report back on a matter at a subsequent meeting; or  
(3)  directing staff to place the item on a future agenda.  (Government Code Section 54954.2(a)) 


 
B. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 


 
1. Director’s Announcements  
  
2. Review of Past Events at the Planning Commission, Staff Report and Announcements 


 
C. COMMISSION MATTERS  
 


3. President’s Report and Announcements 
  
4. Consideration of Adoption: 


• Draft Minutes for December 18, 2019 
 


Adoption of Commission Minutes – Charter Section 4.104 requires all commissioners to 
vote yes or no on all matters unless that commissioner is excused by a vote of the 
Commission.  Commissioners may not be automatically excluded from a vote on the 
minutes because they did not attend the meeting. 
 


5. Commission Comments & Questions 
• Disclosures. 
• Inquiries/Announcements.  Without discussion, at this time Commissioners may 


make announcements or inquiries of staff regarding various matters of interest to 
the Commissioner(s). 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/20191218_hpc_min.pdf
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• Future Meetings/Agendas.  At this time, the Commission may discuss and take 
action to set the date of a Special Meeting and/or determine those items that 
could be placed on the agenda of the next meeting and other future meetings of 
the Historic Preservation Commission. 


 
6. Election of Officers: In accordance with the Rules and Regulations of the San Francisco 


Historic Preservation Commission, the President and Vice President of the Commission 
shall be elected at the first Regular Meeting of the Historic Preservation Commission held 
after the first day of January each year; or at a subsequent Meeting, the date of which is 
fixed by the Historic Preservation Commission at the first Regular Meeting after the First 
day of January each year or at a subsequent meeting. 


 
D. REGULAR CALENDAR   
 


7. 2019-023608CRV (D. LANDIS: (415) 575-9118) 
FY 2020-2022 PROPOSED DEPARTMENT BUDGET and WORK PROGRAM – An informational 
presentation of the Department's proposed revenue and expenditure budget in FY 2020-
2021 and FY 2021-2022, including grants and capital budget requests; high-level work 
program activities for the department in FY 2020-2021 and FY 2021-2022; and proposed 
dates where budget items will be discussed during the budget process.   
Preliminary Recommendation: None – Informational 
 


8.  (J. BINTLIFF: (415) 575-9170) 
SB 330: HOUSING CRISIS ACT OF 2019 – Informational Presentation regarding Senate Bill 
330, titled the “Housing Crisis Act of 2019.” The bill took effect January 1, 2020 and 
declares a statewide housing emergency to be in effect through 2025. During this period: 
1) cities are generally prohibited from rezoning actions that would reduce zoned capacity 
for housing or adopting new design standards that are not objective; 2) housing 
development projects may file a preliminary application to lock in zoning, design, and fee 
requirements for the project; 3) some housing developments will be subject to a limit of 
five public hearings related to approval; 4) local landmark designations may only be made 
prior to submittal of a development application; 5) housing developments that would 
demolish any existing housing units would be required to provide replacement units and 
relocation assistance. 


 Preliminary Recommendation: None - Informational 
 
9a. 2020-000031LBR (S. CALTAGIRONE: (415) 558-6625) 


2883 MISSION STREET – is located on the east side of Mission Street between 24th and 
25th streets in the Mission neighborhood. Assessor’s Block 6517, Lot 022 (District 9). 
Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission 
approval of a Legacy Business Registry application. Dianda’s Italian American Pastry 
Company is a bakery that has served San Francisco for 58 years. The Legacy Business 
Registry recognizes longstanding, community-serving businesses that are valuable cultural 
assets to the City. In addition, the City intends that the Registry be a tool for providing 
educational and promotional assistance to Legacy Businesses to encourage their 
continued viability and success. The subject business is located within the Mission Street 



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2019-023608CRV%20Budget%20%26%20Work%20Program.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/SB%20330%20Housing%20Crisis%20Act_HPC%20Informational%201.15.20.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/LBR%20Packet.pdf
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NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 40-X/80-B Height and Bulk 
District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval 


 
9b. 2020-000032LBR (S. CALTAGIRONE: (415) 558-6625) 


160 ELLIS STREET – is located on the north side of Ellis Street between Mason and Cyril 
Magnin streets in the Downtown neighborhood. Assessor’s Block 0326, Lot 010 (District 6). 
Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission 
approval of a Legacy Business Registry application. New Delhi Restaurant is an Indian 
restaurant that has served San Francisco for 32 years. The Legacy Business Registry 
recognizes longstanding, community-serving businesses that are valuable cultural assets 
to the City. In addition, the City intends that the Registry be a tool for providing 
educational and promotional assistance to Legacy Businesses to encourage their 
continued viability and success. The subject business is located within a C-3-G (Downtown 
- General) Zoning District and 225-S Height and Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval 


 
9c. 2020-000035LBR (S. CALTAGIRONE: (415) 558-6625) 


1201 DIVISADERO STREET – is located on the northwest corner of Divisadero and Eddy 
streets in the Western Addition neighborhood. Assessor’s Block 1126, Lot 007 (District 5). 
Consideration of adoption of a resolution recommending Small Business Commission 
approval of a Legacy Business Registry application. Pearl Market is a full-service, family-
owned market and delicatessen that has served San Francisco for 38 years. The Legacy 
Business Registry recognizes longstanding, community-serving businesses that are 
valuable cultural assets to the City. In addition, the City intends that the Registry be a tool 
for providing educational and promotional assistance to Legacy Businesses to encourage 
their continued viability and success. The subject business is located within the Divisadero 
Street NCT (Neighborhood Commercial Transit) Zoning District and 65-A HP Height and 
Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Adopt a Recommendation for Approval 


 
10. 2019-022126COA (M. TAYLOR: (415) 575-9197) 


55 HAGIWARA TEA GARDEN DRIVE – Located between John F. Kennedy Drive, Hagiwara 
Tea Garden Drive, Martin Luther King Jr. Drive, and Music Concourse Drive; Lot 001 in 
Assessor’s Block 1700 (District 1). Request for a Certificate of Appropriateness to install a 
temporary observation wheel to commemorate the 150th Anniversary of Golden Gate Park. 
The proposed observation wheel will be located at the northeastern end of the Music 
Concourse and have a total height of approximately one hundred fifty feet. It will be 
supported by below-grade steel piles under a base measuring approximately seventy-two 
feet by fifty-seven feet. The project site will include perimeter fencing, ticket booth, 
generator (screened), and a retail photo booth. Construction and installation of the 
observation wheel will begin March of 2020, with a scheduled opening date of April 4, 
2020. At the close of the one-year celebration, the wheel and support structures will be 
removed and the site restored. The subject property is Landmark No. 249, Music 
Concourse, Golden Gate Park and is located in a P (Public) Zoning District and OS Height 
and Bulk District.   
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions  



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/LBR%20Packet.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/LBR%20Packet.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2019-022126COA.pdf
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(Continued from Regular Hearing on December 18, 2019) 
 


11a. 2018-010825COA (M. GIACOMUCCI: (415) 575-8714) 
694 TENNESSEE STREET – Located on the west side of Tennessee Street between 18th and 
Mariposa Streets, Assessor’s Block 3996, Lot 007 (District 10). Request for Certificate of 
Appropriateness for façade alterations, new windows, and construction of decks and a 
spiral stair with associated fire wall at the rear façade. The wood-frame, Italianate Style 
corner building was constructed c. 1884 by an unknown architect. The subject property is a 
contributor to the Dogpatch Landmark District and is located within a RH-2 (Residential-
House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


 
11b. 2018-010825VAR (M. GIACOMUCCI: (415) 575-8714) 


694 TENNESSEE STREET – Located on the west side of Tennessee Street between 18th and 
Mariposa Streets, Assessor’s Block 3996, Lot 007 (District 10). Request for a Variance from 
the rear yard requirement pursuant to Planning Code Section 134 for construction of decks 
and a spiral stair with associated fire wall at the rear façade. The wood-frame, Italianate 
Style corner building was constructed c. 1884 by an unknown architect. The subject 
property is a contributor to the Dogpatch Landmark District and is located within a RH-2 
(Residential-House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. 


 
12. 2017-001073COA (J. VIMR: (415) 575-9109) 


1701 FRANKLIN STREET – Located on the west side of Franklin Street at its intersection 
with California Street; Lot 014 in Assessor’s Block 0641 (District 2) - Request for a Certificate 
of Appropriateness to construct a one-story, two-car garage addition at the rear, 
northwest corner of the existing building. A deck would be installed atop the garage. Work 
also includes enclosure of an existing rear porch, three new window wells and south facing 
basement windows, replacement of the existing driveway (including a new gate along 
Franklin Street), and associated excavation. The subject property is Landmark No. 54 and is 
within a RH-2 (Residential-House, Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk 
District. 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 
 


13. 2019-007049COA (J. VIMR: (415) 575-9109) 
600 STOCKTON STREET – Located on the east side of Stockton Street between California 
and Pine Streets; Lot 012 in Assessor’s Block 0257 (District 3) - Request for a Certificate of 
Appropriateness to replace existing pavers and finishes and construct an approximately 
3,093-square-foot pavilion structure within the non-visible courtyard space. The subject 
property is Landmark No. 167 and is within a C-3-G (Downtown-General) Zoning District 
and 80-130-X Height and Bulk District. 


 Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
  



https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2018-010825COA.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2018-010825COA.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2017-001073COA.pdf

https://commissions.sfplanning.org/hpcpackets/2019-007049COA.pdf
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Historic Liaison 
Jeff Joslin 
jeff.joslin@sfgov.org 
(415) 575-9117 
 
Hearing Procedures 
The Historic Preservation Commission holds public hearings on the first and third Wednesday, of most months. The full hearing 
schedule for the calendar year and the Commission Rules & Regulations may be found online at: www.sfplanning.org.  
 
Public Comments: Persons attending a hearing may comment on any scheduled item.  
 When speaking before the Commission in City Hall, Room 400, please note the timer indicating how much time remains.  


Speakers will hear two alarms.  The first soft sound indicates the speaker has 30 seconds remaining.  The second louder 
sound indicates that the speaker’s opportunity to address the Commission has ended. 


 
Sound-Producing Devices Prohibited: The ringing of and use of mobile phones and other sound-producing electronic devices are 
prohibited at this meeting. Please be advised that the Chair may order the removal of any person(s) responsible for the ringing or 
use of a mobile phone, pager, or other similar sound-producing electronic devices (67A.1 Sunshine Ordinance: Prohibiting the use 
of cell phones, pagers and similar sound-producing electronic devices at and during public meetings). 
 
For most cases that are considered by the Historic Preservation Commission, after being introduced by the Commission 
Secretary, shall be considered by the Commission in the following order: 
 


1. Presentation by Staff; 
2. Presentation by the Project Sponsor’s Team (which includes: the sponsor, representative, legal counsel, architect, 


engineer, expeditor and/or any other advisor) for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair; 
3. Public testimony from supporters of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair; 
4. Presentation by Organized Opposition recognized by the Commission President through written request prior to the 


hearing for a period not to exceed ten (10) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair; 
5. Public testimony from opponents of the Project not to exceed three (3) minutes, at the discretion of the Chair; 
6. Staff follow-up and/or conclusions; 
7. Public comment portion of the hearing shall be closed and deliberation amongst the Commissioners shall be opened 


by the Chair; 
8. A motion to approve; approve with conditions; approve with amendments and/or modifications; disapprove; or 


continue to another hearing date, if seconded, shall be voted on by the Commission. 
 
Every Official Act taken by the Commission must be adopted by a majority vote of all members of the Commission, a minimum of 
four (4) votes.  A failed motion results in the disapproval of the requested action, unless a subsequent motion is adopted. Any 
Procedural Matter, such as a continuance, may be adopted by a majority vote of members present, as long as the members 
present constitute a quorum (four (4) members of the Commission). 
 
Hearing Materials 
Each item on the Agenda may include the following documents: 


• Planning Department Case Executive Summary 
• Planning Department Case Report 
• Draft Motion or Resolution with Findings and/or Conditions 
• Public Correspondence 


 
Materials submitted to the Historic Preservation Commission prior to a scheduled hearing will become part of the public record 
only when the materials are also provided to the Commission Secretary and/or Project Planner.  Correspondence may be emailed 
directly to the Commission Secretary at: commissions.secretary@sfgov.org.   
 
Persons unable to attend a hearing may submit written comments regarding a scheduled item to: Historic Preservation 
Commission, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA  94103-2414.  Written comments received by the close of the 
business day prior to the hearing will be brought to the attention of the Historic Preservation Commission and made part of the 
official record.   
 



mailto:jeff.joslin@sfgov.org

http://www.sfplanning.org/
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Advance Submissions: To allow Commissioners the opportunity to review material in advance of a hearing, materials must be 
received by the Planning Department reception eight (8) days prior to the scheduled public hearing.  All submission packages 
must be delivered to1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, by 5:00 p.m. and should include fifteen (15) copies. 
 
Day-of Submissions: Material related to a calendared item may be distributed at the hearing. Please provide ten (10) copies for 
distribution.  
 
Appeals 
The following is a summary of appeal rights associated with the various actions that may be taken at a Historic Preservation 
Commission hearing. 
 


Case Type Case Suffix Appeal Period* Appeal Body 
Certificate of Appropriateness COA (A) 30 calendar days Board of Appeals** 
CEQA Determination - EIR ENV (E) 30 calendar days Board of Supervisors 
Permit to Alter/Demolish PTA (H) 30 calendar days Board of Appeals** 


 
**An appeal of a Certificate of Appropriateness or Permit to Alter/Demolish may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project 
requires Board of Supervisors approval or if the project is associated with a Conditional Use Authorization appeal.  An appeal of an 
Office Allocation may be made to the Board of Supervisors if the project requires a Conditional Use Authorization. 
 
For more information regarding the Board of Appeals process, please contact the Board of Appeals at (415) 575-6880.  For more 
information regarding the Board of Supervisors process, please contact the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184 or 
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org.  
 
Challenges 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, if you challenge, in court, the approval of (1) a Certificate of Appropriateness, (2) a 
Permit to Alter, (3) a Landmark or Historic District designation, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone 
else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Historic Preservation 
Commission, at, or prior to, the public hearing. 
 
Proposition F 
Under Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code Section 1.127, no person or entity with a financial interest in a land use 
matter pending before the Board of Appeals, Board of Supervisors, Building Inspection Commission, Commission on Community 
Investment and Infrastructure, Historic Preservation Commission, Planning Commission, Port Commission, or the Treasure Island 
Development Authority Board of Directors, may make a campaign contribution to a member of the Board of Supervisors, the 
Mayor, the City Attorney, or a candidate for any of those offices, from the date the land use matter commenced until 12 months 
after the board or commission has made a final decision or any appeal to another City agency from that decision has been 
resolved.  For more information about this restriction, visit sfethics.org. 



mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
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Advance

				To:		Historic Preservation Commission

				From:		Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

				Re:		Advance Calendar

						All items and dates are tentative and subject to change.



				January 15, 2020 - ARC						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2017-013752COA		1772 Vallejo St., LM# 31										Ferguson

						3-story rear addition

				January 15, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				Budget & Work Program										Landis

						Informational

		2018-010825COAVAR		694 Tennessee Street										Giacomucci

						rear deck and spiral stair at the second floor 

		2017-001073COA		1701 Franklin Street 										Vimr

						new garage addition to an individual landmark

		2019-007049COA		600 Stockton Street 										Vimr

						new garage detached pavilion structure within an existing hotel courtyard

		2019-022126COA		55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive										Taylor

						Golden Gate Park- Music Concourse 150th Anniversary

				February 5, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				February 19, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				Budget & Work Program										Landis

						Action

		2019-019493PTA		972 Mission Street 										Salgado

						new elevator and associated visible rooftop elevator penthouse 

		2019-001318COA		740 Tennessee Street 										Giacomucci

						removal of the rear building wall without a permit, roof deck and balconies, dormers, and window alterations

		2016-013739COA-02 		933-935 Valencia Street 										Kwiatkowska

						CoA

				March 4, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				March 18, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				April 1, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

		2019-001666SRV		Ocean Avenue Historic Resources Survey										Bishop

						Adoption

				April 15, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				May 6, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner

				May 20, 2020						 

		Case No.						Continuance(s)		CONT.		NOTES		Planner
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Action Items

		HPC Action Items								 

		Date		Item						CONT.		NOTES		HEARING DATE

		3/7/12		Priorities on Landmark Designation Work Program										TBD

						Pending completion of Preserve America Grant Tasks

		3/21/12		Discussion of incentives and preservation tools for historic cultural uses/resources										TBD

						Follow-up based on 12/5/12 Hearing

		6/20/12		HPC Review and Comment of CEQA Ducuments										TBD

						Pending request with Environmental Planning

		12/19/12		Condition of Mothers Building										TBD

						With RecPark and Arts Commission Representatives

		2/6/13		Update on monastery materials to return back to Santa Maria de 'Ovila Monastery in Spain										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Martinez

		2/6/13		Status update on Settlement Agreement re: mitigation monitoring and enforcement										TBD

						Request by President Damkroger & Commissioner Martinez

		2/6/13		Status of Golden Gate Park Landmark Designation, including Stow Lake Boat House										TBD

						Request by President Damkroger

		3/6/13		Update on Preservation Website										5/15/13

						Request by Commissioner Wolfram

		10/2/13		Inventory of Interpretive displays associated with EIRs										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Johns

		5/15/13		2nd Update on Preservation Website										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Wolfram

		10/2/13		Inventory of Interpretive displays associated with EIRs										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Johns

		2/5/14		Discuss HPC promotion and involvement in 20% Federal Rehabilitation Tax Credit Program										TBD

						Request by Vice President Wolfram, with representatives from OHP

		2/19/14		Update on Draft Preservation Element										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Matsuda, President Hasz 

		2/19/14		Discuss local application of Secretary of the Interior's Standards										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Pearlman

		2/19/14		Status of Golden Gate Park Landmark Designation, including Stow Lake Boat House										TBD

						Request by Commissioner Matsuda
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To:	Staff

From:	Jonas P. Ionin, Director of Commission Affairs

Re:	Historic Preservation Commission Hearing Results

	

NEXT RESOLUTION No:  1115

NEXT MOTION No:  0407

NEXT COMMENT LETTER:  0089

M = Motion; R = Resolution; L = HPC Comment Letter

December 18, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC November 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC November 20, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Proposed 2020 Hearing Calendar

		Ionin

		Adopted (every 1st and 3rd Wednesday)

		+7 -0



		

		2019-017681COA

		55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - Music Concourse, Golden Gate Park

		Taylor

		Continued Indefinitely

		+7 -0



		M-0404

		2019-012077COA

		1275 Sacramento Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-1107

		2019-022591PCA

		Establishing the American Indian Cultural District Ordinance

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval as amended.

		+7 -0



		R-1108

		2019-022726LBR

		790 Lombard Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1109

		2019-022722LBR

		101 Castro Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1110

		2019-021951LBR

		103 Horne Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1111

		2019-022725LBR

		333 Divisadero Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1112

		2019-022000LBR

		Hunters Point Shipyard, Building 115

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1113

		2019-022005LBR

		1459 18th Street, #214

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1114

		2016-003351CWP

		Racial & Social Equity Action Plan

		Flores

		Adopted a Resolution Endorsing the Plan as amended including the HPC on the acknowledgement page.

		+7 -0



		M-0405

		2019-012902COA

		59 Potomac Street

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Foley absent)



		M-0406

		2019-004933COA

		73-75 Fair Oaks Street

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Foley absent)



		

		2019-004933VAR

		73-75 Fair Oaks Street

		Cisneros

		Asst. ZA took the matter under advisement.

		







November 20, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for November 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		R-1102

		2019-021151LBR

		544 Capp Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		R-1103

		2019-021158LBR

		401 6th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		R-1104

		2019-021159LBR

		440 Potrero Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		R-1105

		2019-021165LBR

		1800 Sutter Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		M-0400

		2013.0689COA

		2 Henry Adams Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions as amended, including:

1. All storefronts to be consistent and reviewed by Staff; 

2. A qualified professional to oversee implementation of architectural façade features; and 

3. Language related to square footage be modified to “up to 49,999 square feet.”

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		M-0401

		2008.0586E

		Multiple Properties Owned or Leased by The Academy of Art University

		Jonckheer

		Adopted Findings

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		R-1106

		2019-012970PCADVA

		Multiple Properties Owned or Leased by The Academy of Art University

		Jonckheer

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		M-0402

		2019-012970PTA

		Eight (8) Article 11 Properties Owned or Leased by The Academy of Art University

		Wilborn

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)



		M-0403

		2019-012970COA

		Four (4) Article 10 Properties Owned or Leased by The Academy of Art University

		Westhoff

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Matsuda absent)







November 6, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2019-005041COA

		310-320 Dolores Street

		Cisneros

		Reviewed and Commented

		







November 6, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for September 26, 2019 – Joint with Planning Commission

		Ionin

		Adopted as Corrected

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 2, 2019 – Closed Session

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for October 2, 2019 – Regular

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2019-012970PTAPCADVA

		Eight (8) Article 11 Properties Owned or Leased by the Academy of Art University

		Wilborn

		Continued to November 20, 2019

		+7 -0



		

		2019-012970COAPCADVA

		Four (4) Article 10 Properties Owned or Leased by the Academy of Art University

		Westhoff

		Continued to November 20, 2019

		+7 -0



		M-0394

		2019-004892COA

		178 Townsend Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-0395

		2019-004935COA

		601 Townsend Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-0396

		2019-015128COA

		333 Dolores Street

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-0397

		2016-000845COA-02

		230-250 Brannan Street

		Westhoff

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		M-0398

		2015-014664COA

		56 Potomac Street

		Ferguson

		Approved

		+7 -0



		M-0399

		2019-004140COA

		2066 Pine Street

		Ferguson

		Approved

		+7 -0



		R-1101

		2019-020087LBR

		2121 Market Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1097

		2019-020093LBR

		916 Grant Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1098

		2019-020094LBR

		1802 Hayes Street, The Presidio

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1099

		2019-020095LBR

		Pier 28 #1, The Embarcadero

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1100

		2019-020098LBR

		941 Cole Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		2018-017235CWP

		Retained Elements: Special Topic Design Guidelines

		Small

		Reviewed and Commented

		







October 2, 2019 Closed Session Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Conference with Legal Counsel

		Ionin

		Asserted Attorney-Client Privilege

		+7 -0



		

		

		Closed Session discussion

		Ionin

		Voted not to Disclose

		+7 -0







October 2, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC September 18, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted 

		+7 -0



		M-0390

		2018-014701COA

		26 Hill Street

		Cisneros

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2018-014701VAR

		26 Hill Street

		Cisneros

		ZA Closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-0391

		2018-008528COA

		3733-3735 20th Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2018-008528VAR

		3733-3735 20th Street

		Giacomucci

		ZA Closed the PH and took the matter under advisement

		



		M-0392

		2015-014170COA

		804-806 22nd Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		R-1090

		2019-006323MLS

		2251 Webster Street

		Ferguson

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Foley recused)



		R-1091

		2019-006384MLS

		1401 Howard Street

		Taylor

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Foley recused)



		R-1092

		2019-006322MLS

		64 Potomac Street

		Taylor

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Foley recused)



		R-1093

		2019-005831MLS

		2168 Market Street

		Cisneros

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Foley recused)



		R-1094

		2019-006455MLS

		2731-2735 Folsom Street

		Taylor

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Foley recused)



		M-0393

		2018-007267PTA

		865 Market Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Hyland recused)



		R-1095

		2016-008192SRV

		104-106 South Park Street

		McMillen

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland recused)



		R-1096

		2016-008192SRV

		1830 Sutter Street

		McMillen

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Matsuda recused; Foley absent)



		

		2014.1036ENV

		447 Battery

		Cleemann

		Reviewed and Commented

		







September 26, 2019 Joint Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Racial & Social Equity Training

		

		

		







September 18, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC August 21, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0



		

		2018-008528COA

		3733-3735 20th Street

		Giacomucci

		Continued to October 2, 2019

		+5 -0



		

		2018-008528VAR

		3733-3735 20th Street

		Giacomucci

		Acting ZA Continued to October 2, 2019

		



		M-0389

		2018-009078COA

		2622 Jackson Street

		Ferguson

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include: replacing the opening at 104 to match the double hung window at 105.

		+5 -0



		R-1083

		2019-015650LBR

		3130 24th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1084

		2019-015652LBR

		857 Geary Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1085

		2019-015658LBR

		57 Post Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1086

		2019-015662LBR

		772 Pacific Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1087

		2019-015683LBR

		1555 Pacific Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1088

		2019-015743LBR

		510 Green Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1089

		2019-015804LBR

		1375 Van Dyke Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		

		2013.0225U

		UCSF Research and Academic Building at ZSFG

		Sucre

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2015-000937CWP

		Civic Center Public Realm Plan

		Race

		Reviewed and Commented

		







August 21, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC June 19, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC August 7, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0



		M-0386

		2019-000539PTA

		1000 Market Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+4 -0 (Hyland recused)



		

		

		George Washington High School Murals

		Ionin

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2014.0012E                           

		Better Market Street Project

		Olea, Public Works

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-1079

		2019-014684LBR

		300 Page Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1080

		2019-014685LBR

		2092 3rd Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1081

		2019-014683LBR

		474 Valencia Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1082

		2019-014681LBR

		1452 Valencia Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		M-0387

		2018-007244COA

		3347 21st Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions as amended:

1. Striking first three conditions;

2. Remove the gable and reduce the height by approximately 3’ -8”; and

3. Provide matching trim.

		+5 -0



		M-0388

		2015-009783PTA

		220-222 Battery Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0







August 7, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC July 17, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+5 -0



		M-0383

		2018-13212COA

		78 Carmelita Street

		Ferguson

		Approved

		+5 -0



		

		2015-000940ENV

		The Hub Plan, 30 Van Ness Avenue Project, 98 Franklin Street Project, and Hub Housing Sustainability District

		Cleemann

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0384

		2018-015774COA

		581 Waller Street

		Ferguson

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0



		M-0385

		2019-001734PTA

		149 9th Street

		Giacomucci

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0







July 17, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC June 19, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted 

		+5 -0



		M-0378

		2016-006157COA

		Fulton Street, Adjacent to the Asian Art Museum

		Flynn

		Approved

		+5 -0



		M-0379

		2018-013697COA

		3500 Jackson Street

		Ferguson

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0



		

		2018-013697VAR

		3500 Jackson Street

		Ferguson

		ZA Closed the PH and intends to Grant

		



		M-0380

		2017-013745COA

		443 Folsom Street

		Kwiatkowska

		Approved with Conditions as Amended

		+5 -0



		M-0381

		2019-005599COA

		970 Tennessee Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0



		M-0382

		2019-002884PTA

		220 Post Street

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0



		

		2019-002774DES

		770 Woolsey Street

		Taylor

		After a motion to not add to the Work Program failed +3 -1 (Hyland recused); no alternate motion was made; Disapproved

		



		R-1063

		2019-013281LBR

		1320 Egbert Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1064

		2019-013282LBR

		370 Hayes Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1065

		2019-013283LBR

		5150 Geary Boulevard

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1066

		2019-013674LBR

		3982 24th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1067

		2019-013289LBR

		2031 Bush Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused)



		R-1068

		2019-013291LBR

		309 Sutter Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1069

		2019-013678LBR

		1899 Irving Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1070

		2019-013310LBR

		1832 Buchanan Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused)



		R-1071

		2019-013312LBR

		1684 Post Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused)



		R-1072

		2019-013680LBR

		601 Union Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1073

		2019-013681LBR

		444 Battery Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1074

		2018-016406LBR

		1965 Al Scoma Way

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1075

		2019-013682LBR

		1950 Innes Avenue #2

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1076

		2019-013291LBR

		1790 Sutter Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+4 -0 (Matsuda recused)



		R-1077

		2019-012703CRV

		2168 Market Street

		Cisneros

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		R-1078

		2019-012704CRV

		Glen Park Bart Station (2901 Diamond Street)

		Greving

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0



		

		2015-000940CWPENV

		Market Octavia Plan Amendment

		Cleeman

		Reviewed and Commented

		







June 19, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2012.1384ENV

		645 Harrison Street

		Greving

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-000539PRJ

		1000 Market Street

		Kirby

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-00767PTA

		865 Market Street

		Vimr

		Reviewed and Commented

		







June 19, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC May 1, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC May 15, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0



		

		2019-002774DES

		770 Woolsey Street

		Taylor

		Continued to July 17, 2019

		+5 -0 (Hyland recused)



		R-1057

		2019-012009LBR

		305 Divisadero Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1058

		2019-011977LBR

		3625 Balboa Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1059

		2019-011979LBR

		50 West Portal Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1060

		2019-011976LBR

		499 Alabama Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1061

		2019-011974LBR

		1705 Mariposa Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		R-1062

		2019-012004LBR

		815 Burnett Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0



		M-0377

		2018-009197COA

		1470-1474 McAllister Street

		Ferguson

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. Cornice wrapped around to the end of the building;

2. Steps to remain as is; and

3. Continue working with Staff to move the fence further back from the property line.

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2019-006264DES

		1315 Waller Street

		McMillen

		Adopted a Motion directing Staff to add the subject property and surrounding three properties to the Landmarks Work Program.

		+5 -0 (Johns absent)







May 15, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC April 3, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC May 1, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Future Meetings

		Ionin

		Canceled June 5, 2019 and July 3, 2019 hearings

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		

		Certified Local Government Program (Clg) Annual Report

		Frye

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0375

		2016-014964COA

		Civic Center Commons Exploratorium Temporary Art Project at SFPL

		Flynn

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1053

		2019-006245LBR

		1552 Haight Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1054

		2019-006247LBR

		4200 18th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1055

		2019-006250LBR

		1100 Cesar Chavez Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1056

		2019-006426PCA

		Mills Act Amendment

		Taylor

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2015-007181OTH

		Landmark Designation and Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Reports

		Taylor; Caltagirone

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0376

		2019-006507CRV

		Administrative Certificate of Appropriateness and Minor Permits to Alter Delegation

		LaValley

		Approved Delegation Amendments

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)







May 1, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-013697COA

		3500 Jackson Street

		Ferguson

		Reviewed and Commented

		







May 1, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC April 17, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		R-1046

		2019-005451PCA

		Establishing the Castro Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer Cultural District Ordinance

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval as amended to include recommendations for:

1. Adding the HPC as a technical advisor (pg. 14); and

2. Including an asterisk, for a community-based effort that the selected organization would facilitate (pg. 15).

		+7 -0



		R-1047

		2019-00004943LBR

		354 11th Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1048

		2019-00004982LBR

		1490 Howard Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1049

		2019-00004945LBR

		1263 Leavenworth Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1050

		2019-00004947LBR

		1367 Valencia Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1051

		2019-00004948LBR

		1935 Ocean Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Wolfram absent)



		R-1052

		2019-00004952LBR

		1698 Post Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Matsuda recused; Wolfram absent)







April 17, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC March 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC April 3, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Pearlman absent)



		

		2017-004557ENV

		550 O’Farrell Street

		Greving

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2019-000895ENV

		1610 Geary Blvd

		Taylor

		None - Informational

		







April 3, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2016-014964CWP

		Civic Center Commons Exploratorium Temporary Art Project At SFPL

		Flynn

		Reviewed and Commented

		







April 3, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC March 20, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		M-0373

		2018-014839COA

		1 Bush Street

		Vimr

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-1041

		2018 -016401CRV

		Accessory Dwelling Unit Architectural Review Standards

		Flores

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-1042

		2018-017223DES

		2851-2861 24th Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with modifications:

1. Replacing the term “sign” with “mural frame and canvas” +6 -0; and

2. Removing section 3(A) from the proposed ordinance, regarding landmarking the interior volume +5 -1 (Matsuda against).

		



		R-1043

		2017-012291DES

		2031 Bush Street

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Matsuda recused; Hyland absent)



		M-0374

		2018-016789COA

		900 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+5 -0 (Wolfram recused; Hyland absent)



		R-1044

		2019-002877LBR

		200 Capp Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)



		R-1045

		2019-004051LBR

		290 De Haro Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Hyland absent)







March 20, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for March 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		M-0371

		2018-016242COA

		1088 Sansome Street

		Vimr

		Approved

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		Thomas

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-1035

		2016-007303PCA

		5 Third Street (Hearst Building)

		Adina

		Adopted a Resolution Recommending Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		M-0372

		2016-007303PTA

		5 Third Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions as amended to include:

1. An interpretive program; and

2. In the event the penthouse part of the project is reduced in scope, that the review be delegated to staff.

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1036

		2019-002369LBR

		1747 Buchanan Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+5 -0 (Matsuda recused; Johns absent)



		R-1037

		2019-002396LBR

		330 Ellis Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1038

		2019-002399LBR

		5124 Geary Boulevard

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1039

		2019-002404LBR

		1101 Ocean Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)



		R-1040

		2019-002485LBR

		1400 Judah Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johns absent)







March 6, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2015-009783PTA

		220 Battery Street

		Salgado

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-009197COA

		1470-1474 McAllister Street

		Ferguson

		Reviewed and Commented

		







March 6, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC Hearing on February 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC Hearing on February 20, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0367

		2018-000619COA

		50-52 Fair Oaks Street

		Salgado

		Approved

		+5 -0 (Pearlman recused; Johnck absent)



		

		2018-000619VAR

		50-52 Fair Oaks Street

		Salgado

		Assistant ZA closed the PH and indicated an intent to Grant

		



		M-0368

		2017-003843COA

		809 Montgomery Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions as amended to require the hip skylights and to continue working with Staff.

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0369

		2018-003593COA

		906 Broadway

		Vimr

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		M-0370

		2015-016326COA

		Seawall Lots 323 and 324

		Vimr

		Adopted Findings as amended by Staff and read into the record.

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1032

		2018-016401PCA

		Accessory Dwelling Units in New Construction

		Flores

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		2018-016401CRV

		Accessory Dwelling Unit Architectural Review Standards

		Flores

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		R-1033

		2019-001834LBR

		333 Turk Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1034

		2019-001835LBR

		2506 Fillmore Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)







February 20, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC January 16, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC January 16, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for January 24, 2019 – Joint with CPC

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC February 6, 2019

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		2018-003593COA

		906 Broadway

		Vimr

		Continued to March 6, 2019

		



		R-1027

		2019-001299LBR

		3639 18th STREET

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1028

		2019-001334LBR

		2210 Fillmore Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1029

		2019-001335LBR

		3725 Balboa Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1030

		2019-001336LBR

		3225 22nd Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		R-1031

		2019-001337LBR

		1950 Innes Avenue, #3

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+6 -0 (Johnck absent)



		

		2016-013156SRV

		Citywide Cultural Resources Survey

		LaValley

		Reviewed and Commented

		







February 6, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-016789COA

		900 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2018-014839COA

		1 Bush Street

		Vimr

		Reviewed and Commented

		







February 6, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for ARC December 19, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		2018-003593COA

		906 Broadway

		Vimr

		Continued to February 20, 2019

		



		R-1019

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1020

		2018-016400PCA

		Arts Activities and Nighttime Entertainment Uses in Historic Buildings

		Sanchez

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval with Modifications as amended by Staff

		+7 -0



		R-1021

		2018-008948DES

		906 Broadway

		Smith

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1022

		2017-012291DES

		2031 Bush Street

		Smith

		Initiated

		+6 -0 (Matsuda Recused)



		R-1023

		2019-000639LBR

		369 West Portal Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1024

		2019-000701LBR

		5641 Geary Boulevard

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1025

		2019-000703LBR

		1461 Grant Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1026

		2019-000705LBR

		1300 Stockton Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		2016-003351CWP

		Racial & Social Equity Plan

		Flores

		None - Informational

		



		

		2015-007181OTH

		Landmark Designation and Cultural Heritage Work Program Quarterly Report

		Smith, Caltagirone

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 16, 2019 ARC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		2018-002022COA

		SFDPW Replacement of Path of Gold Light Standards

		Cisneros

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		

		2014.0012E

		Better Market Street

		McMillen

		Reviewed and Commented

		







January 16, 2019 HPC Hearing Results:

		Action No.

		Case No.

		 

 

		Planner

		Action

		Vote



		

		

		Draft Minutes for HPC December 19, 2018

		Ionin

		Adopted

		+7 -0



		

		

		Election of Officers

		Ionin

		Hyland – President

Matsuda – Vice 

		+7 -0



		M-0365

		2017-003989COA

		1231 Fulton Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+7 -0



		

		2018-015471CRV

		FY 2019-2021 Proposed Department Budget and Work Program

		Landis

		Reviewed and Commented

		



		M-0366

		2017-008875COA

		920 North Point Street

		Salgado

		Approved with Conditions

		+6 -0 (Wolfram Recused)



		R-1015

		2018-017223DES

		2851-2861 24th Street

		Smith

		Initiated

		+7 -0



		R-1016

		2019-000267LBR

		56 Gold Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1017

		2019-000269LBR

		521 Clement Street

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		R-1018

		2019-000316LBR

		2050 McKinnon Avenue

		Caltagirone

		Adopted a Recommendation for Approval

		+7 -0



		

		2018-002650OTH

		Legacy Business Registry Semi-Annual Report

		Caltagirone

		Reviewed and Commented

		







image1.jpeg









From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS CELEBRATE

GROUNDBREAKING OF AFFORDABLE SENIOR HOUSING IN THE MISSION
Date: Thursday, January 09, 2020 11:42:42 AM
Attachments: 01.09.20 Casa De La Misión.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2020 11:19 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND COMMUNITY MEMBERS CELEBRATE
GROUNDBREAKING OF AFFORDABLE SENIOR HOUSING IN THE MISSION
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, January 9, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

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

CELEBRATE GROUNDBREAKING OF AFFORDABLE
SENIOR HOUSING IN THE MISSION

Casa de la Misión is the sixth new affordable housing development to break ground in the
Mission District in the last 18 months

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Hillary Ronen and community
leaders today celebrated the groundbreaking of Casa de la Misión at 3001 24th Street. Once
complete, the new building will provide 44 permanent supportive housing units for formerly
homeless seniors.
 
“We need more housing of all types in San Francisco, especially for our most vulnerable
residents,” said Mayor Breed. “I’m committed to creating more housing in San Francisco so
that our seniors can exit homelessness and find a permanent home. With funding from our
Affordable Housing Bond, which voters approved in November, we’ll be able to open even
more senior housing like Casa de la Misión throughout the City.”
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mailto:Milicent.Johnson@sfgov.org
mailto:Joel.Koppel@sfgov.org
mailto:kathrin.moore@sfgov.org
mailto:Myrna.Melgar@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:chris.foley@sfgov.org
mailto:chris.foley@sfgov.org
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Lydia.So@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Thursday, January 9, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


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


CELEBRATE GROUNDBREAKING OF AFFORDABLE SENIOR 
HOUSING IN THE MISSION 


Casa de la Misión is the sixth new affordable housing development to break ground in the 
Mission District in the last 18 months 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed, Supervisor Hillary Ronen and community 
leaders today celebrated the groundbreaking of Casa de la Misión at 3001 24th Street. Once 
complete, the new building will provide 44 permanent supportive housing units for formerly 
homeless seniors. 
 
“We need more housing of all types in San Francisco, especially for our most vulnerable 
residents,” said Mayor Breed. “I’m committed to creating more housing in San Francisco so that 
our seniors can exit homelessness and find a permanent home. With funding from our Affordable 
Housing Bond, which voters approved in November, we’ll be able to open even more senior 
housing like Casa de la Misión throughout the City.” 
 
The existing building at 3001 24th Street will be demolished and replaced with four stories of 
senior housing. The housing will be located over two commercial spaces along 24th Street. 
MNC’s Mission Girls Youth Program was located in the existing building, but has since 
relocated their program to another site in advance of construction. MNC proposes to launch a 
hospitality workforce development program for marginalized young adults in the ground floor 
retail spaces. 
 
“I can’t think of a better way to kick off the new year than by breaking ground on affordable 
housing in the heart of the Calle 24 Latino Cultural District!” said District 9 Supervisor, Hillary 
Ronen. “I applaud Mission Neighborhood Centers for recognizing that seniors are struggling to 
stay in this community, for responding in such a concrete way by building housing on this 
property they’ve owned for many years, and for their persistence in making this long-planned 
dream come true.” 
 
“The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development is incredibly excited to celebrate 
the ground-breaking of the sixth MOHCD-supported affordable housing development in the 
Mission in less than two years, and want to congratulate MNC and Mercy Housing on their 
incredible work bringing the project to this milestone,” said Dan Adams, Acting Director of 
MOHCD. “In 2020, we look forward to continuing to build, renovate, and preserve high-quality 
affordable housing in the Mission and throughout San Francisco.”  
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Mercy Housing California and Mission Neighborhood Centers are partnering on this 
development and have enlisted HKIT architects and YA studios to bring their vision to life. 
 
“Mercy Housing California is honored to be working with all of our project partners to develop 
vitally needed new affordable rental housing in San Francisco and the Mission District which, in 
a little over one year’s time from now, will be home to formerly homeless seniors 62 years of 
age and older,” said Doug Shoemaker, President of Mercy Housing California. “We are 
especially grateful for the significant and generous commitment from the Bettye Poetz Ferguson 
Foundation, which is providing $5 million of the project’s $30 million total project cost.” 
 
Once built, la Casa de la Misión will feature a resident lobby, management offices, a meeting 
room, and community room, all located on the ground floor for resident use. The remaining 
ground floor area is dedicated to a landscaped courtyard. The fifth floor will feature an outdoor 
roof terrace as well as a resident laundry room. 
 
“Senior citizens in our community—the Mission—have been disproportionally affected by high-
levels of displacement over the last few decades. True to our settlement house roots, MNC 
continues to remain responsive to the needs of the communities we serve. MNC’s vision of 
community empowerment and commitment to the preservation of community values, at risk due 
to rampant gentrification, has compelled us to practice self-determination and invest wisely in 
areas of need,” said Sam Ruiz, CEO of Mission Neighborhood Centers. “This practice has 
enabled us to fight displacement and continue to serve the most vulnerable in our 
communities. At this critical time, we are overjoyed to be part of the solution. Casa de la 
Misión is a long-awaited vision, coming to fruition thanks to the hard work of our staff and 
committed community partners. It has been two decades in the making and it has been my honor 
to have led this process.” 
 
All residential units will be supported through a City-funded Local Operating Subsidy Program 
(LOSP) contract, and homeless applicants will be referred to the site through the City’s 
Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing’s Coordinated Entry System. 
 
Erick Arguello, Founder and President of Calle 24 Latino Cultural District expressed, “we are 
very pleased this 100 percent affordable housing for seniors is breaking ground in the heart of the 
Calle 24 Latino Cultural District. It’s been a long time coming and is very much needed.” 
 
Casa de la Misión has an expected move-in date of mid-2021.  
 
The 2019 $600 million Affordable Housing Bond included $150 million for the creation of new 
affordable senior housing rental opportunities, through new construction and acquisition, and 
will fund projects like this one. There are a number of affordable housing developments for 
seniors planned throughout San Francisco. 
 


### 







The existing building at 3001 24th Street will be demolished and replaced with four stories of
senior housing. The housing will be located over two commercial spaces along 24th Street.
MNC’s Mission Girls Youth Program was located in the existing building, but has since
relocated their program to another site in advance of construction. MNC proposes to launch a
hospitality workforce development program for marginalized young adults in the ground floor
retail spaces.
 
“I can’t think of a better way to kick off the new year than by breaking ground on affordable
housing in the heart of the Calle 24 Latino Cultural District!” said District 9 Supervisor,
Hillary Ronen. “I applaud Mission Neighborhood Centers for recognizing that seniors are
struggling to stay in this community, for responding in such a concrete way by building
housing on this property they’ve owned for many years, and for their persistence in making
this long-planned dream come true.”
 
“The Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development is incredibly excited to
celebrate the ground-breaking of the sixth MOHCD-supported affordable housing
development in the Mission in less than two years, and want to congratulate MNC and Mercy
Housing on their incredible work bringing the project to this milestone,” said Dan Adams,
Acting Director of MOHCD. “In 2020, we look forward to continuing to build, renovate, and
preserve high-quality affordable housing in the Mission and throughout San Francisco.”
 
Mercy Housing California and Mission Neighborhood Centers are partnering on this
development and have enlisted HKIT architects and YA studios to bring their vision to life.
 
“Mercy Housing California is honored to be working with all of our project partners to
develop vitally needed new affordable rental housing in San Francisco and the Mission
District which, in a little over one year’s time from now, will be home to formerly homeless
seniors 62 years of age and older,” said Doug Shoemaker, President of Mercy Housing
California. “We are especially grateful for the significant and generous commitment from the
Bettye Poetz Ferguson Foundation, which is providing $5 million of the project’s $30 million
total project cost.”
 
Once built, la Casa de la Misión will feature a resident lobby, management offices, a meeting
room, and community room, all located on the ground floor for resident use. The remaining
ground floor area is dedicated to a landscaped courtyard. The fifth floor will feature an
outdoor roof terrace as well as a resident laundry room.
 
“Senior citizens in our community—the Mission—have been disproportionally affected by
high-levels of displacement over the last few decades. True to our settlement house roots,
MNC continues to remain responsive to the needs of the communities we serve. MNC’s vision
of community empowerment and commitment to the preservation of community values, at risk
due to rampant gentrification, has compelled us to practice self-determination and invest
wisely in areas of need,” said Sam Ruiz, CEO of Mission Neighborhood Centers. “This
practice has enabled us to fight displacement and continue to serve the most vulnerable in our
communities. At this critical time, we are overjoyed to be part of the solution. Casa de la
Misión is a long-awaited vision, coming to fruition thanks to the hard work of our staff and
committed community partners. It has been two decades in the making and it has been my
honor to have led this process.”
 
All residential units will be supported through a City-funded Local Operating Subsidy



Program (LOSP) contract, and homeless applicants will be referred to the site through the
City’s Department of Homelessness and Supportive Housing’s Coordinated Entry System.
 
Erick Arguello, Founder and President of Calle 24 Latino Cultural District expressed, “we are
very pleased this 100 percent affordable housing for seniors is breaking ground in the heart of
the Calle 24 Latino Cultural District. It’s been a long time coming and is very much needed.”
 
Casa de la Misión has an expected move-in date of mid-2021.
 
The 2019 $600 million Affordable Housing Bond included $150 million for the creation of
new affordable senior housing rental opportunities, through new construction and acquisition,
and will fund projects like this one. There are a number of affordable housing developments
for seniors planned throughout San Francisco.
 

###



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Ferris Wheel in GGP - Music Concourse - 3 letters regarding environmental impacts
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2020 3:07:38 PM
Attachments: Raptors Are The Solution comments on Lighted Wheel in GG Park.pdf

Coyote Yipps_ Ferris Wheel - GGP.pdf
200103 Observation Wheel GGPark comment GGAS to SF Commissioners.pdf
Music Concourse Ferris Wheel - Sierra Club, 1-7-20.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: Kathy Howard <kathyhoward@earthlink.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2020 2:52 PM
To: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Ferris Wheel in GGP - Music Concourse - 3 letters regarding environmental impacts
 

 

Hi Jonas and Michelle,
Attached please find four letters regarding the proposed Ferris Wheel in the Golden Gate Park Music
Concourse.  Please distribute to the Historic Preservation Commission and to the Planning
Commissioners.
Thank you.
Katherine Howard
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VIA EMAIL 
 
January 7, 2020 
 
 
Michelle Taylor, Preservation Planner 
Planning Commission, Recreation and Park Commission 
Supervisor Sandra Fewer and Supervisor Gordon Mar 
Supervisor Aaron Pekin and Supervisor Dean Preston 
Clerk of the Board 
 
Re: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive – 2019-022126COA 
 
Dear Ms. Taylor, Planning Commission, Rec and Park Commission, and SF Supervisors, 
 
Raptors Are The Solution, a Berkeley-based nonprofit dedicated to educating the public about the 
ecological role of birds of prey in urban and other environments and about the damage to wildlife 
caused by rat poison in the food web, is concerned about your plans to install a 150-foot-tall lighted 
observation wheel in the middle of Golden Gate Park. 
 
We believe the proposed structure will pose a threat to raptors and other birds flying through the park: 
The glass and artificial light could very possibly confuse and disorient them, resulting in collisions and 
mortality.  
 
This park is a refuge for birds and should be protected and managed as such—surely there is a better 
way of celebrating the park’s 150th anniversary that would also celebrate its long history as a bird and 
wildlife refuge. It would be great if you could instead offer events that would educate the public about 
the birds that use the park—especially as habitat is being lost everywhere and bird populations are in a 
serious decline. Please don’t contribute to that trend. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
Lisa Owens Viani 
Director 
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January 7, 2020 


 


Historic Preservation Commission 


Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Subject: 2019-022126COA: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - Proposed Lighted Ferris Wheel 


and Bandshell in Music Concourse 


 


Commission President Aaron Jon Hyland, 


 


I have recently heard about the proposal for a lighted ferris wheel in Golden Gate Park for their 150th 


Golden Gate Park celebration. I find this extremely upsetting and hope that you will cancel the project. 


 


Not only will this project — the construction and even more so, the final project — be disruptive to 


wildlife in the area through bright lights and noise, but it’s also going in the opposite direction to what 


most people want for our park. We have a wonderful resources now where nature can be appreciated, 


learned from and enjoyed: this is what our park has been about. But with bright lights and a huge ferris 


wheel you are turning the park into a Las Vegas — into less of a nature area which we need more people 


to be involved with, and more into artifice, lights, money and crowds of people. I don’t think this is the 


way we should be “celebrating” a park, especially here in San Francisco, named after St. Francis who was 


an animal person. 


 


Please don’t allow this project to proceed. Instead, let’s celebrate the anniversary with a focus on 


nature: trees, birds, animal life, and what we can do to preserve this dwindling resource in our world. 


 


With appreciation for consideration, 


 


Sincerely, 


Janet Kessler 
Janet Kessler 


www.Coyoteyipps.com 








 


 


 
January 3, 2019 
 
Via U.S. Mail and email 
Historic Preservation Commissioners 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
Commissions.secretary@sfgov.org  
 
 


Re: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - 2019-022126COA 
 
Dear Commissioners; 
 
On behalf of Golden Gate Audubon Society (GGAS) please accept these comments on the Golden Gate 
Park 150 year anniversary proposal for an artificially lit observation wheel. GGAS is a 103- year old non-
profit organization with over 7,000 members who are dedicated to protecting native bird populations 
and their habitats.   
 
The proposed 150’ structure in the midst of the park poses a threat to birds flying through the park and 
the artificial light poses an additional risk.  The US Fish and Wildlife Service identified collisions as one of 
the largest threats to birds after habitat loss and outdoor cats.i Birds fatally collide with structures if they 
see the environment or sky reflected on the glass or reflected on the surface.  Birds may also collide 
during their spring and fall migrations especially during foggy or bad weather events.  During migration 
birds can be attracted to lighted structures resulting in collisions.ii Lights of any structure can attract 
night migrating birds resulting in increased collision risk or the birds can become disoriented leading to 
exhaustion or unnecessary use of energy when it is critical for migration or for breeding productivity.  
The proposed site is adjacent California Academy of Sciences (CAS).  The CAS conducted a study of the 
bird-building collisions at their building and published a paper regarding this issue. iii 
 
GGAS support Lights Out during Migrationiv to save natural resources, money and birds.  
The proposed artificially lit observation wheel poses an unnecessary threat to birds.   
 
In 1930, Joseph Maillard’s Handbook of the Birds of Golden Gate Park was published by the California 
Academy of Sciences.  The introduction states: ‘Since its development from the sand dune stage, Golden 
Gate Park has become a well-known visiting ground for bird lovers of all ages, for students of our vicinal 
bird life and for many others who might, with a little encouragement, become bird lovers. Extending 
from the ocean beach for three miles straight into the city of San Francisco and covering a thousand 
acres of hill and dale, wood and meadowland, it is a great outdoor aviary, where wild birds are free to 
come and go.” 
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GGAS volunteers lead monthly field trips in Golden Gate Park to share the birds with residents and 
visitors.  Golden Gate Park provides a place for people to relax and experience nature. Here volunteers 
from GGAS have been participating in habitat work to attract birds and butterflies and other wildlife 
near the Bison Paddock and North Lake.  There have been 251 species of birds documented in the park.  
Each spring and fall, migrating birds depend on Golden Gate Park as a place to stop, feed and rest.  Each 
summer birds breed and raise their young in the park. 


We look forward to continuing to bring our members and the public on hikes, bird walks, encouraging 
volunteers to participate in habitat restoration and maintenance work, and also enjoying birds and other 
wildlife in Golden Gate Park.     


For bird safety, at the very least we recommend that the observation wheel not be lit during the spring 
and fall bird migration.  The spring migration is February 15 through May 30 and the fall migration is 
August 15 through November 30.  This is also an opportunity to share the message about Lights Out for 
Birds during Migration with the public.   


If you have any questions or wish to discuss this please feel free to contact us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
 
Pam Young 
Executive Director 
 
 
Cc: michelle.taylor@sfgov.org  


 


i https://www.fws.gov/birds/bird-enthusiasts/threats-to-birds.php 
ii https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/management/bgllunchroomflyer.pdf 


iii Kahle LQ, Flannery ME, and Dumbacher JP (2016) Bird-Window Collisions at a West-Coast Urban Park 


Museum: Analyses of Bird Biology and Window Attributes from Golden Gate Park, San Francisco. PLoS 


ONE 11(1): e0144600. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0144600  


iv https://goldengateaudubon.org/conservation/make-the-city-safe-for-wildlife/learn-about-lights-out-
san-francisco/ 
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590 Texas Street, San Francisco, CA 94107       Tel. (415) 680-0643              arthurfeinstein@earthlink.net 


January 7, 2020 


Historic Preservation Commission 


Planning Department, City and County of San Francisco 


1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103 


 


Subject:  2019-022126COA: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - Proposed Lighted Ferris Wheel and 


Bandshell in Music Concourse 


 


Commission President Aaron Jon Hyland, 


The Sierra Club has recently learned of the planned installation of a lighted ferris wheel in the 


Music Concourse in Golden Gate Park [the Park] for the 150th Golden Gate Park Anniversary 


celebration.  Although we appreciate the efforts to bring attention and people into the Park on this 


occasion, we believe that this installation will have significant negative impacts on migratory and 


nesting birds as well as other wildlife. Due to these potential impacts, as well as potential impacts 


to “dark skies”, we ask that a full Environmental Impact Report (EIR) be prepared before any permit 


or other approval is considered. 


Golden Gate Park [the Park] is a world-renowned park, known primarily for its naturalistic beauty.  


The Historic Register designation describes it as a "green oasis in a sea of urbanization."  
1
  In fact, 


"Golden Gate Park was conceived as a naturalistic pleasure ground park to provide a sylvan retreat 


from urban pressures for all citizens, rich and poor.” 
2
  As a result of the vision of the founders of 


Golden Gate Park and of William Hammond Hall's curvilinear, naturalistic design, millions of people 


enjoy the Park every year as a landscape.  But Golden Gate Park is more than a collection of trees 


and meadows; it is full of life.  The Park has become a haven for wildlife.  Hundreds of species of 


birds have been identified in the park, as well as coyotes, raccoons, skunks, opossum, bats, and 


even a mountain lion.  Surrounded as they are by a bustling, urban environment, these species all 


                                                   
1
 "National Register of Historic Places," OMB No. 1024-0018, United State Department of the Interior, National 


Park Service, Oct. 15, 2004 certification.  Section 7, page 1. 


2
 Ibid.  
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share the need for night time darkness and periods of quiet in order not only to survive but also to 


thrive.    


Wildlife in our modern times is subject to increasing stress and loss of habitat.  Recently new 


buildings, paving, and artificial turf have been added to the Park; these are obvious causes of loss 


of habitat.  What many people may not be aware of is that adding more people over extended 


hours, noise, bright lights, and artificial night lighting also has a negative impact on habitat. 


Recently, more and more artificial light has been added to Golden Gate Park.  The habitat at the 


western end of the Park has been seriously compromised by the 150,000 watts of stadium lighting 


at the Beach Chalet artificial turf soccer fields.  In the eastern end of the Park, the Park is 


experiencing a cumulative impact of built projects that are adding lighting.  The Conservatory of 


Flowers now includes an evening light show, the tennis courts are being renovated with new 


lighting on both courts and paths, and, in addition to the ferris wheel, part of the current proposal 


is to add additional lighting to the Bandshell.   


While the eastern section of the Park is designated as open to lighting in the Golden Gate Park 


Master Plan, the authors of the Master Plan did not envision anything more than adequate lighting 


for safety, ingress and egress.  In the section on Park Lighting, the Plan states, “Pedestrian scaled 


replacement lighting is proposed for selected paths and roads to provide a minimum safety 


"beacon" lighting system.  . . . Different areas of the park will be lighted to different levels based on 


amount of use and safety considerations. Lighting is for safety purposes and is not intended to 


increase night use.  "  
3
 [Emphasis added.] 


The proposed lighted ferris wheel will be over 140 ft. tall, shining through the surrounding trees 


and lighting the area.  It is planned to be lighted into the evening for an entire year, through the 


avian nesting and migration seasons.  The lights and spinning could be confusing to birds, 


contributing to bird strikes, injury and death.  Artificial light near nests fosters predation of song 


birds by other species.  The lights will be reflected in the sky, especially during the common foggy 


evenings in this section of San Francisco, further adding to the light around the Music Concourse 


area.  The proposed generator will add noise to the area.  Noise also has negative impacts on 


migratory and nesting birds and other wildlife. We could find no evidence of any environmental 


analysis of this project, despite the fact that much of this nighttime, lighted activity, will take place 


during the migration and nesting seasons. 


Lighting poles for the Beach Chalet project were lowered by the Department of Recreation and 


Park from 90 feet to 60 feet, due to the Department feeling that 90 feet was too tall for lighting.  


                                                   
3
 Golden Gate Park Master Plan," 1998.  Page 9-5.  https://sfrecpark.org/about/publications/golden-gate-park-


master-plan/ 
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The ferris wheel is going to have lights up to 143 feet above grade.   


There is no information on the intensity of the lights, if they meet Dark Sky standards, or if there is 


any type of shielding..  In addition, the wheel will be turning.  Will the rotating lights be even more 


confusing to birds, as they try to navigate?   Very bright security lights will be lighted from 10:00 


p.m. to dawn, further adding to the impact of this lighted structure.  


Although surrounded by buildings, the Music Concourse is ideally located for wildlife populations to 


venture forth, to forage and explore both during the day and at night.  The nearby Arboretum with 


its abundance of native plants and lakes and streams, is a haven for wildlife.  Situated less than 


1,200 feet away from the proposed ferris wheel, enthusiastic bird watchers have recorded over 170 


species in that small area in just the last 10 years.  Within the Music Concourse itself, 90 species 


have been recorded.  And 104 species have been identified on the living roof of the California 


Academy of Sciences. 
4
 


In 2013, Professors Travis Longcore and Catherine Rich submitted an analysis of the "Effects of 


Night Lighting from Proposed Beach Chalet Athletic Fields Renovation, San Francisco, California" as 


part of the CEQA review for that project.  It is probable that the sports lighting for the Beach Chalet 


fields is much more intense than those proposed for the ferris wheel, although without 


documentation from a lighting expert it is difficult to know the exact measurements.  Nevertheless, 


information from Professor Longcore's analysis is useful in demonstrating some of the impacts that 


lighting has for the Music Concourse project, as that paper was written specifically for Golden Gate 


Park. 


For example, in "Section 2.2, Light scattering by aerosols," Longcore states, “Light is scattered by 


aerosols in the air.  These can be dust, pollen, or droplets of water. . . ..Anyone who knows the 


climate of San Francisco is aware of a line that roughly demarcates the foggy western half of the 


city from the less foggy eastern half.  San Francisco as a whole has over 100 days of fog per year, 


while the western portion, especially the project site, will have more than 100 foggy nights per year 


(http://www.currentresults.com/Weather/US/cloud-fog-city-annual.php).  Fog is extremely efficient 


at reflecting light and the rule of thumb is that it will increase the light reflected from an area by 


10–20 times (see attached comments from H. Spoelstra). "  
5
 


Longcore's analysis points out other elements that need to be studied before this project is 


approved.   Adding artificial light impacts how active wildlife is, how they forage or roost, and even 


singing patterns for birds.  "Even if illumination is not appreciably increased, merely seeing the light 


                                                   
4
 ebird, bird count figures, https://ebird.org/hotspots?hs=L1085740&yr=last10&m= 


5
 Longcore, Travis and Rich, Catherine, "Effects of Night Lighting from Proposed Beach Chalet Athletic Fields 


Renovation, San Francisco, California," page 3.  Copy available upon request. 
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from the project can influence animal behavior."  
6
 


Longcore also points out that a curfew on lights "does not eliminate impacts."  For example, "one 


species may forage at dusk, another right after dusk, and another in the dark of night . . .   In 


addition,". . . increased illumination, even on a temporary basis, reduces the time available for 


critical behaviors.  . . .  If artificial lighting eliminates a significant period of potential breeding time 


for a species, the long-term consequences will be negative. " 
7
   


In addition, the very bright security lights pictured will be lighted from 10:00 p.m. to dawn, so there 


will be no break in the lighting in this area.  We have seen this happen already with the many 


concerts that take place in Golden Gar Park.  At that time, additional lights are brought in that 


disproportionately lights up the roadways and the concert equipment.  These lights are often 


lighted for weeks at a time, further adding to the light pollution in the Park. 


We were unable to find, either on the Planning Department permits website or as part of the 


documentation for the HPC hearing, any information on any environmental assessment of the 


impact of the cumulative lights and the new structure on dark skies, on wildlife and especially on 


birds.   


With all of the lighting both proposed and already installed in Golden Gate Park, it is perhaps time 


to do a full analysis of the "legitimate depictions of the conditions during fog, low cloud cover, and 


clear sky conditions," 
8
 as Professor Longcore recommended for the Beach Chalet fields, and which 


was not performed for that project. 


In addition to the above concerns, we were surprised that a generator will be used to power the 


ferris wheel.  Sierra Club and the City of San Francisco are moving away from fossil fuels, due to the 


greenhouse gases produced and the resultant contribution to poor air quality.  In addition to the 


environmental harm and noise that it causes, a diesel generator that is active for long periods of 


time sends the wrong message to the public that will be gathering to celebrate Golden Gate Park. 


Golden Gate Park was created for people to enjoy the nature experience that is provides.  Birds and 


other wildlife have always been a part of the public's enjoyment for as long as the park has been in 


existence and are as much a part of the historic experience as any of the built features.  With the 


stresses placed on the natural world by increasing population, resource exploitation, and climate 


change, and the spiraling rate of extinctions caused by these factors, preservation of parkland and 


healthy habitats that provide for the survival and flourishing of wildlife should be paramount. 


                                                   
6
 Op cit, Longcore, Travis and Rich, Catherine, page 16.  . 


7
 Ibid, page 16.   


8
 Ibid, page 6.  
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For all these reasons, we believe that a full Environmental Impact Report should be prepared that 


addresses  the impacts of the project on the various species of wildlife that live in or fly over the 


Park, before this project proceeds.  Issues to be considered include project redesign such a having 


the ferris wheel lighted only during times outside bird migration and nesting seasons and other 


mitigations to reduce impacts to other wildlife species.  Also, alternative sources of electric power, 


generated with clean energy, should be identified. 


Thank you for your consideration. 


Sincerely, 


Arthur Feinstein 
Arthur Feinstein 


 


cc: Michelle Taylor, Preservation Planner 


 Planning Commission  


 Recreation and Park Commission 


 Supervisor Sandra Fewer 


 Supervisor Gordon Mar 


 Supervisor Aaron Peskin 


 Supervisor Dean Preston 


 Clerk of the Board 


 







From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED INAUGURATED AS MAYOR OF THE CITY AND COUNTY

OF SAN FRANCISCO
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2020 12:11:39 PM
Attachments: 01.08.20 Inauguration 2020.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2020 12:02 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED INAUGURATED AS MAYOR OF THE CITY
AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Wednesday, January 8, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED INAUGURATED AS MAYOR OF

THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
Mayor Breed spoke in City Hall about her vision for addressing homelessness and housing

affordability in San Francisco
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today took the Mayoral Oath of Office and
delivered a speech in the City Hall Rotunda before a crowd of approximately 700 people.
Today’s ceremony was Mayor Breed’s second inauguration and marks the beginning of her
first four-year term as the Mayor of the City and County of San Francisco. Mayor Breed was
reelected in November 2019 with 70.7% of the vote.
 
Mayor Breed spoke about the challenges of housing affordability and homelessness in
San Francisco, and laid out a vision for addressing them. She called for building at least
50,000 new homes in the next decade, supporting policies that allow for more multi-family
housing, meeting her goal of opening 1,000 new shelter beds, adding additional mental health
beds and services, and opening more Permanent Supportive Housing.
 
Homelessness
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 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Wednesday, January 8, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED INAUGURATED AS MAYOR OF 


THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
Mayor Breed spoke in City Hall about her vision for addressing homelessness and housing 


affordability in San Francisco 
 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today took the Mayoral Oath of Office and 
delivered a speech in the City Hall Rotunda before a crowd of approximately 700 people. 
Today’s ceremony was Mayor Breed’s second inauguration and marks the beginning of her first 
four-year term as the Mayor of the City and County of San Francisco. Mayor Breed was 
reelected in November 2019 with 70.7% of the vote. 
 
Mayor Breed spoke about the challenges of housing affordability and homelessness in 
San Francisco, and laid out a vision for addressing them. She called for building at least 50,000 
new homes in the next decade, supporting policies that allow for more multi-family housing, 
meeting her goal of opening 1,000 new shelter beds, adding additional mental health beds and 
services, and opening more Permanent Supportive Housing. 
 
Homelessness 
“Homelessness isn’t just a problem; it’s a symptom. The symptom of unaffordable housing, of 
income inequality, of institutional racism, of addiction, untreated illness; and decades of dis-
investment. These are the problems. And if we’re going to fight homelessness, we’ve got to fight 
them all.  
 
To be clear, with these efforts will come a measure of ‘Tough Love.’ We are no longer accepting 
that “compassion” means anything goes on our streets. Yes, many people are sick and we will 
offer them help, but if they don’t want—or can’t—accept services, then we will bring them into 
treatment. We will continue to expand our services, shelter, and housing so that there is a place 
for everyone in need. And when we have a place for people to go, we cannot allow them to 
languish on the sidewalk. It’s not humane, it’s not compassionate, and it’s not safe for anyone.” 
 
Housing 
“Frankly, I am tired of hearing about our ‘housing crisis.’ Crises are unpredictable; they happen 
suddenly, and policymakers generally try to avoid them. Our housing problems were entirely 
predictable. They are the result of decades of almost intentional under-building, and the decision 
decades ago to down-zone almost three-quarters of the city and ban apartments. 
 
We don’t have a housing crisis. We have a housing shortage. 
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SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 
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I’m committed to working with my fellow Mayors across the region and the state to create more 
housing, because, just like homelessness, this is a regional and statewide issue. I will be going to 
Sacramento to fight for these changes. Because we need more homes for workers, families, and 
seniors. Because our retail shops and restaurants can’t hire people who can afford to live here. 
Because San Francisco should be viable for all San Franciscans. 
 
We cannot say we need more housing, and then reject policies that allow us to actually build that 
housing. I was not here decades ago when we imposed restrictive laws to prevent new housing, 
but I will be here when we start building more homes throughout San Francisco and the entire 
Bay Area again.” 
 
For the complete text of Mayor Breed’s inauguration speech, go to: https://sfmayor.org/mayor-
london-n-breeds-2020-inauguration-speech.  
 
For the video of the Inauguration Ceremony, go to: https://sfgovtv.org/mayorbreedinauguration.  
 
Kayla Smith of Project LEVEL emceed the event, and Father Paul J. Fitzgerald, S.J., President 
of the University of San Francisco, delivered the invocation. The Galileo High School JROTC 
conducted the Posting of the Colors. Musical selections during the Inauguration Ceremony were 
performed by the George Washington High School Marching Band and Katie Kadan, musical 
artist and former competitor on “The Voice.” 
 
The Honorable Judge Teri L. Jackson of the San Francisco Superior Court administered the 
Mayoral Oath of Office to Mayor Breed. Following Mayor Breed’s speech, Carlos Santana, with 
special guest Yolanda Adams, concluded the ceremony with a musical performance. 
 


### 
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“Homelessness isn’t just a problem; it’s a symptom. The symptom of unaffordable housing, of
income inequality, of institutional racism, of addiction, untreated illness; and decades of dis-
investment. These are the problems. And if we’re going to fight homelessness, we’ve got to
fight them all.
 
To be clear, with these efforts will come a measure of ‘Tough Love.’ We are no longer
accepting that “compassion” means anything goes on our streets. Yes, many people are sick
and we will offer them help, but if they don’t want—or can’t—accept services, then we will
bring them into treatment. We will continue to expand our services, shelter, and housing so
that there is a place for everyone in need. And when we have a place for people to go, we
cannot allow them to languish on the sidewalk. It’s not humane, it’s not compassionate, and
it’s not safe for anyone.”
 
Housing
“Frankly, I am tired of hearing about our ‘housing crisis.’ Crises are unpredictable; they
happen suddenly, and policymakers generally try to avoid them. Our housing problems were
entirely predictable. They are the result of decades of almost intentional under-building, and
the decision decades ago to down-zone almost three-quarters of the city and ban apartments.
 
We don’t have a housing crisis. We have a housing shortage.
 
I’m committed to working with my fellow Mayors across the region and the state to create
more housing, because, just like homelessness, this is a regional and statewide issue. I will be
going to Sacramento to fight for these changes. Because we need more homes for workers,
families, and seniors. Because our retail shops and restaurants can’t hire people who can
afford to live here. Because San Francisco should be viable for all San Franciscans.
 
We cannot say we need more housing, and then reject policies that allow us to actually build
that housing. I was not here decades ago when we imposed restrictive laws to prevent new
housing, but I will be here when we start building more homes throughout San Francisco and
the entire Bay Area again.”
 
For the complete text of Mayor Breed’s inauguration speech, go to:
https://sfmayor.org/mayor-london-n-breeds-2020-inauguration-speech.
 
For the video of the Inauguration Ceremony, go to:
https://sfgovtv.org/mayorbreedinauguration.
 
Kayla Smith of Project LEVEL emceed the event, and Father Paul J. Fitzgerald, S.J., President
of the University of San Francisco, delivered the invocation. The Galileo High School JROTC
conducted the Posting of the Colors. Musical selections during the Inauguration Ceremony
were performed by the George Washington High School Marching Band and Katie Kadan,
musical artist and former competitor on “The Voice.”
 
The Honorable Judge Teri L. Jackson of the San Francisco Superior Court administered the
Mayoral Oath of Office to Mayor Breed. Following Mayor Breed’s speech, Carlos Santana,
with special guest Yolanda Adams, concluded the ceremony with a musical performance.
 

###
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES 151 UNITS OF HOUSING FOR HOMELESS

AND FORMERLY HOMELESS ADULTS
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2020 12:08:20 PM

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2020 12:42 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES 151 UNITS OF HOUSING FOR
HOMELESS AND FORMERLY HOMELESS ADULTS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Tuesday, January 7, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES 151 UNITS OF

HOUSING FOR HOMELESS AND FORMERLY HOMELESS
ADULTS

The City will fund new housing at The Abigail and The Post Hotels, including permanent
supportive housing

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the City will open 151 units
of housing for homeless and formerly homeless adults at The Abigail Hotel and The Post
Hotel. Following the announcement, Mayor Breed toured The Abigail Hotel, which is
undergoing renovations and will open this spring. The City will provide funding to the
Tenderloin Housing Clinic and Episcopal Community Services to lease the 62-unit Abigail
Hotel and the 89-unit Post Hotel, respectively. These new units are part of Mayor Breed’s
efforts to open more than 450 additional units of Permanent Supportive Housing (PSH) by the
end of 2020.
 
“Shelter is an important part of our homeless response system and is essential for meeting the
immediate needs of our neighbors in crisis, but housing is the solution to homelessness,” said
Mayor Breed. “These new homes not only provide permanent housing for formerly homeless
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people, they also open up more spaces in our shelter system for people who are currently
living on the streets. Addressing this crisis requires more housing at all types, and these 151
homes will make an important difference for those who are ready to start the next chapter in
their lives.”
 
“The journeys each of the people we helped out of homelessness 2019 give us hope as we
begin the New Year,” said Jeff Kositsky, Director of the Department of Homelessness and
Supportive Housing. “I’m excited that 2020 begins with a more coordinated, data-driven
Homelessness Response System paired with more housing exits created through the
courageous leadership of Mayor Breed and the compassion and hard work of our team,
partners, and community.”
 
Permanent Supportive Housing provides long-term affordable housing with on-site social
services to people exiting chronic homelessness. Currently, over 10,800 people live in the
City’s PSH. Last year, Mayor Breed allocated $7.6 million in Educational Revenue
Augmentation Funds to support the master leasing of 300 new units of PSH.
 
The Abigail Hotel is a vacant 62-unit updated Single Room Occupancy Hotel in the Civic
Center area. All rooms in The Abigail have a private bathroom and the building includes a
spacious lobby and dining facility on the first floor. Tenderloin Housing Clinic will manage
The Abigail for residents of PSH who no longer need supportive services and can live
independently. The units they vacate then become available to persons leaving shelters and the
streets.
 
“The Tenderloin Housing Clinic began assisting Abigail Hotel tenants in 1980, when a new
owner sought to illegally evict them and illegally covert to a 100% tourist hotel,” Randy
Shaw, Executive Director, Tenderloin Housing Clinic (THC). “This makes our leasing of the
hotel for supportive housing particularly meaningful for THC and the legacy of Tenderloin
activism.”
 
The Post Hotel is an SRO building in the Union Square area with 89 units, 65 of which will be
available immediately once the building is ready for occupancy. Eligibility for the PSH units
is determined by the City’s Coordinated Entry prioritization process, which is based on
vulnerability, length of homelessness, and barriers to housing.
 
“Permanent supportive housing is a proven solution to ending homelessness for our most
vulnerable neighbors. The opening of the Post Hotel will provide us with 89 solutions, moving
us closer toward our collective goal of ending chronic homelessness in San Francisco,” said
Beth Stokes, Executive Director of Episcopal Community Services.
 
In 2017, Tipping Point Community launched its Chronic Homelessness Initiative to partner
with the City to reduce chronic homelessness by 50% in five years. Tipping Point has worked
closely with the City to deploy philanthropic dollars in support of the most effective and
promising homelessness reduction strategies. Tipping Point is providing over $3 million to the
City’s provider partners for a wide range of needs for the 300 master leased units, including
apartment repairs and new furniture. The flexible funding provided allows the City to move
forward knowing that these costs are covered, and that its resources will go to more fixed,
long-term costs like supportive services and ongoing rental subsidies.
 
Daniel Lurie, Chairman of the Board of Tipping Point Community stated, “Homelessness is a
complex challenge that requires the public, private, and philanthropic sectors to effectively
address this crisis by creating the solutions necessary to meet the challenge. Public-private



partnerships like this one demonstrate how we can better work together toward our common
goal of reducing homelessness and making San Francisco a healthier, more vibrant city for
everyone.”
 
Every night, the City provides shelter and housing to over 13,400 homeless and formerly
homeless people across the community. This includes over 3,400 temporary shelter beds, and
over 10,000 people in PSH. To expand this effort, Mayor Breed announced a goal to open
1,000 new shelter beds by the end of 2020. Since that announcement in October 2018, the City
has opened 566 beds, currently has 24 beds under construction, and has announced 200 beds
in the Bayview and has proposed 75 beds in a Navigation Center for Transitional Age Youth
at 888 Post Street.
 

###
 



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

From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive – 2019-022126COA
Date: Wednesday, January 08, 2020 12:08:00 PM
Attachments: Raptors Are The Solution comments on Lighted Wheel in GG Park.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: Lisa Owens-Viani <raptorsarethesolution@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2020 1:51 PM
To: Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>;
Commission, Recpark (REC) <recpark.commission@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS)
<sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS)
<aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; PrestonStaff (BOS) <prestonstaff@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors,
(BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive – 2019-022126COA
 

 

 
Attached is a letter expressing our concerns over the proposed lighted observation wheel. It would
be great if the city could plan a celebration of the birds that use the park instead of contributing to
the many serious challenges birds are facing right now.
 
Thank you,
Lisa

 
--
Lisa Owens Viani
Co-Founder and Director
RAPTORS ARE THE SOLUTION
A Project of Earth Island Institute
2150 Allston Way, Suite 460
Berkeley, CA 94704
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VIA EMAIL 
 
January 7, 2020 
 
 
Michelle Taylor, Preservation Planner 
Planning Commission, Recreation and Park Commission 
Supervisor Sandra Fewer and Supervisor Gordon Mar 
Supervisor Aaron Pekin and Supervisor Dean Preston 
Clerk of the Board 
 
Re: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive – 2019-022126COA 
 
Dear Ms. Taylor, Planning Commission, Rec and Park Commission, and SF Supervisors, 
 
Raptors Are The Solution, a Berkeley-based nonprofit dedicated to educating the public about the 
ecological role of birds of prey in urban and other environments and about the damage to wildlife 
caused by rat poison in the food web, is concerned about your plans to install a 150-foot-tall lighted 
observation wheel in the middle of Golden Gate Park. 
 
We believe the proposed structure will pose a threat to raptors and other birds flying through the park: 
The glass and artificial light could very possibly confuse and disorient them, resulting in collisions and 
mortality.  
 
This park is a refuge for birds and should be protected and managed as such—surely there is a better 
way of celebrating the park’s 150th anniversary that would also celebrate its long history as a bird and 
wildlife refuge. It would be great if you could instead offer events that would educate the public about 
the birds that use the park—especially as habitat is being lost everywhere and bird populations are in a 
serious decline. Please don’t contribute to that trend. 
 
Sincerely, 
 


 
Lisa Owens Viani 
Director 
  







www.raptorsarethesolution.org
(510) 292-5095

http://www.raptorsarethesolution.org/


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF KATY MILLER AS CHIEF

JUVENILE PROBATION OFFICER
Date: Friday, January 03, 2020 3:17:45 PM
Attachments: 01.03.20 Chief Juvenile Probation Officer.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2020 2:55 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF KATY
MILLER AS CHIEF JUVENILE PROBATION OFFICER
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 3, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF
KATY MILLER AS CHIEF JUVENILE PROBATION OFFICER

Miller, who currently serves as Chief of Programs and Initiatives in the San Francisco
District Attorney’s Office, will bring experience working on juvenile and alternative justice

programs to Juvenile Probation Department
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the appointment of Katy
Weinstein Miller to serve as Chief Juvenile Probation Officer for the City and County of
San Francisco. Over the past two decades, Miller has worked to improve the criminal justice
system as a community-based reformer and direct service provider, government policymaker
and funder, and most recently, through her work in the District Attorney’s Office.
 
Working under the Mayoral-appointed Juvenile Probation Commission, the Chief Juvenile
Probation Officer is responsible for leading the Juvenile Probation Department (JPD). JPD
locates, develops, and administers programs for the assessment, education, treatment,
appropriate rehabilitation, and effective supervision of youth under the jurisdiction of the
Department.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Friday, January 3, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES APPOINTMENT OF 
KATY MILLER AS CHIEF JUVENILE PROBATION OFFICER 
Miller, who currently serves as Chief of Programs and Initiatives in the San Francisco District 
Attorney’s Office, will bring experience working on juvenile and alternative justice programs to 


Juvenile Probation Department 
 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the appointment of Katy 
Weinstein Miller to serve as Chief Juvenile Probation Officer for the City and County of 
San Francisco. Over the past two decades, Miller has worked to improve the criminal justice 
system as a community-based reformer and direct service provider, government policymaker and 
funder, and most recently, through her work in the District Attorney’s Office. 
 
Working under the Mayoral-appointed Juvenile Probation Commission, the Chief Juvenile 
Probation Officer is responsible for leading the Juvenile Probation Department (JPD). JPD 
locates, develops, and administers programs for the assessment, education, treatment, appropriate 
rehabilitation, and effective supervision of youth under the jurisdiction of the Department. 
 
“As we work to reform our juvenile justice system, it’s critical that we have a Chief Juvenile 
Probation Officer that is committed to keeping young people out of Juvenile Hall in the first 
place, providing rehabilitation with an equity lens for those who are in our custody, and ensuring 
youth get the support they need in order to break the cycle of the juvenile justice system,” said 
Mayor Breed. “Katy Miller’s experience, skills, and values make her an ideal leader for the 
Juvenile Probation Department. I’m looking forward to working with her to reform our juvenile 
justice system.” 
 
“We are at a critical moment in San Francisco’s juvenile justice system. The historically low 
number of young people in our system affords us an unparalleled opportunity—and obligation—
to re-examine our practices and create responses to delinquency grounded in positive youth 
development, equity and community well-being,” said Miller. “I’m grateful to Mayor Breed for 
entrusting me with the responsibility to lead San Francisco’s Juvenile Probation Department at 
this pivotal time. The challenges that confront us are urgent and complex, but we face them at a 
moment uniquely rich in hopeful solutions and collective will for change.” 
 
Miller is currently the Chief of Programs and Initiatives in the District Attorney’s Office, a role 
that she has held since 2014. In that role, she leads policy and program development for the 
District Attorney’s juvenile and alternative justice programs and strategies. She oversaw the 
development, operation, and evaluation of Make it Right, a restorative justice diversion program 
for youths facing felony prosecution, and Young Adult Court, a nationally-recognized model for 
18- to 25-year-olds charged with serious and violent felonies. She has previously held positions 
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with Attorney General Kamala Harris’ transition team, as Director of Strategic Planning for 
Goodwill Industries of San Francisco, and in the Mayor’s Office of Criminal Justice for both 
Mayor Willie Brown and Mayor Gavin Newsom. 
 
“Katy Miller will make an amazing Chief Probation Officer, and Mayor Breed could not have 
selected a better person for the job,” said Denise Coleman, Director of Youth Justice for 
Huckleberry Youth Programs, Community Assessment and Resource Center (CARC). “I have 
worked with Katy for over twenty years and she consistently serves young people and their 
families with integrity, commitment, and passion. I am looking forward to seeing what she 
accomplishes in this new role.” 
 
Mayor Breed is committed to reforming San Francisco’s juvenile justice system. In April 2019, 
Mayor Breed announced the formation of the Juvenile Justice Reform Blue Ribbon Panel, which 
is focusing on comprehensive and system-wide reform to San Francisco’s juvenile justice 
system. The Panel is charged with identifying systematic, implementable, and compassionate 
reforms to drastically reduce the number of youth detained in both Juvenile Hall and the State 
Division of Juvenile Justice. Miller is a member of the Panel.  
 
Miller has a J.D. from Yale Law School and a B.A. from the University of Pennsylvania. She 
will begin serving as the Chief Probation Officer later this month. 
 


### 







“As we work to reform our juvenile justice system, it’s critical that we have a Chief Juvenile
Probation Officer that is committed to keeping young people out of Juvenile Hall in the first
place, providing rehabilitation with an equity lens for those who are in our custody, and
ensuring youth get the support they need in order to break the cycle of the juvenile justice
system,” said Mayor Breed. “Katy Miller’s experience, skills, and values make her an ideal
leader for the Juvenile Probation Department. I’m looking forward to working with her to
reform our juvenile justice system.”
 
“We are at a critical moment in San Francisco’s juvenile justice system. The historically low
number of young people in our system affords us an unparalleled opportunity—and obligation
—to re-examine our practices and create responses to delinquency grounded in positive youth
development, equity and community well-being,” said Miller. “I’m grateful to Mayor Breed
for entrusting me with the responsibility to lead San Francisco’s Juvenile Probation
Department at this pivotal time. The challenges that confront us are urgent and complex, but
we face them at a moment uniquely rich in hopeful solutions and collective will for change.”
 
Miller is currently the Chief of Programs and Initiatives in the District Attorney’s Office, a
role that she has held since 2014. In that role, she leads policy and program development for
the District Attorney’s juvenile and alternative justice programs and strategies. She oversaw
the development, operation, and evaluation of Make it Right, a restorative justice diversion
program for youths facing felony prosecution, and Young Adult Court, a nationally-
recognized model for 18- to 25-year-olds charged with serious and violent felonies. She has
previously held positions with Attorney General Kamala Harris’ transition team, as Director of
Strategic Planning for Goodwill Industries of San Francisco, and in the Mayor’s Office of
Criminal Justice for both Mayor Willie Brown and Mayor Gavin Newsom.
 
“Katy Miller will make an amazing Chief Probation Officer, and Mayor Breed could not have
selected a better person for the job,” said Denise Coleman, Director of Youth Justice for
Huckleberry Youth Programs, Community Assessment and Resource Center (CARC). “I have
worked with Katy for over twenty years and she consistently serves young people and their
families with integrity, commitment, and passion. I am looking forward to seeing what she
accomplishes in this new role.”
 
Mayor Breed is committed to reforming San Francisco’s juvenile justice system. In April
2019, Mayor Breed announced the formation of the Juvenile Justice Reform Blue Ribbon
Panel, which is focusing on comprehensive and system-wide reform to San Francisco’s
juvenile justice system. The Panel is charged with identifying systematic, implementable, and
compassionate reforms to drastically reduce the number of youth detained in both Juvenile
Hall and the State Division of Juvenile Justice. Miller is a member of the Panel.
 
Miller has a J.D. from Yale Law School and a B.A. from the University of Pennsylvania. She
will begin serving as the Chief Probation Officer later this month.
 

###

 



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

From: CPC-Commissions Secretary
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Comment on Environmental Impacts from Observation Wheel
Date: Friday, January 03, 2020 2:19:54 PM
Attachments: 200103 Observation Wheel GGPark comment GGAS to SF Commissioners.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: Pam Young <pyoung@goldengateaudubon.org> 
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2020 1:37 PM
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>
Cc: Marstaff (BOS) <marstaff@sfgov.org>; Preston, Dean (BOS) <dean.preston@sfgov.org>; Fewer,
Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Noreen Weeden <nweeden@goldengateaudubon.org>;
Taylor, Michelle (CPC) <michelle.taylor@sfgov.org>
Subject: Comment on Environmental Impacts from Observation Wheel
 

 

Dear Commissioners,
 
Attached is our comment expressing concerns about environmental impacts that should be
considered before installing the Observation Wheel near Teagarden Drive.
 
Please notify GGAS of any documents, actions, meetings regarding this proposed action.
 
Thank you,
 
Pam Young
 
 
--
Pam Young
Executive Director
Golden Gate Audubon Society

mailto:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
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January 3, 2019



Via U.S. Mail and email

Historic Preservation Commissioners

1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Commissions.secretary@sfgov.org 





Re: 55 Hagiwara Tea Garden Drive - 2019-022126COA



Dear Commissioners;



On behalf of Golden Gate Audubon Society (GGAS) please accept these comments on the Golden Gate Park 150 year anniversary proposal for an artificially lit observation wheel. GGAS is a 103- year old non-profit organization with over 7,000 members who are dedicated to protecting native bird populations and their habitats.  



The proposed 150’ structure in the midst of the park poses a threat to birds flying through the park and the artificial light poses an additional risk.  The US Fish and Wildlife Service identified collisions as one of the largest threats to birds after habitat loss and outdoor cats.[endnoteRef:1] Birds fatally collide with structures if they see the environment or sky reflected on the glass or reflected on the surface.  Birds may also collide during their spring and fall migrations especially during foggy or bad weather events.  During migration birds can be attracted to lighted structures resulting in collisions.[endnoteRef:2] Lights of any structure can attract night migrating birds resulting in increased collision risk or the birds can become disoriented leading to exhaustion or unnecessary use of energy when it is critical for migration or for breeding productivity.  The proposed site is adjacent California Academy of Sciences (CAS).  The CAS conducted a study of the bird-building collisions at their building and published a paper regarding this issue. [endnoteRef:3] [1:  https://www.fws.gov/birds/bird-enthusiasts/threats-to-birds.php]  [2:  https://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/pdf/management/bgllunchroomflyer.pdf]  [3:  Kahle LQ, Flannery ME, and Dumbacher JP (2016) Bird-Window Collisions at a West-Coast Urban Park Museum: Analyses of Bird Biology and Window Attributes from Golden Gate Park, San Francisco. PLoS ONE 11(1): e0144600. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0144600 ] 




GGAS support Lights Out during Migration[endnoteRef:4] to save natural resources, money and birds.  [4:  https://goldengateaudubon.org/conservation/make-the-city-safe-for-wildlife/learn-about-lights-out-san-francisco/] 


The proposed artificially lit observation wheel poses an unnecessary threat to birds.  



In 1930, Joseph Maillard’s Handbook of the Birds of Golden Gate Park was published by the California Academy of Sciences.  The introduction states: ‘Since its development from the sand dune stage, Golden Gate Park has become a well-known visiting ground for bird lovers of all ages, for students of our vicinal bird life and for many others who might, with a little encouragement, become bird lovers. Extending from the ocean beach for three miles straight into the city of San Francisco and covering a thousand acres of hill and dale, wood and meadowland, it is a great outdoor aviary, where wild birds are free to come and go.”



GGAS volunteers lead monthly field trips in Golden Gate Park to share the birds with residents and visitors.  Golden Gate Park provides a place for people to relax and experience nature. Here volunteers from GGAS have been participating in habitat work to attract birds and butterflies and other wildlife near the Bison Paddock and North Lake.  There have been 251 species of birds documented in the park.  Each spring and fall, migrating birds depend on Golden Gate Park as a place to stop, feed and rest.  Each summer birds breed and raise their young in the park.

We look forward to continuing to bring our members and the public on hikes, bird walks, encouraging volunteers to participate in habitat restoration and maintenance work, and also enjoying birds and other wildlife in Golden Gate Park.    

For bird safety, at the very least we recommend that the observation wheel not be lit during the spring and fall bird migration.  The spring migration is February 15 through May 30 and the fall migration is August 15 through November 30.  This is also an opportunity to share the message about Lights Out for Birds during Migration with the public.  

If you have any questions or wish to discuss this please feel free to contact us.



Sincerely,



[bookmark: _GoBack][image: ]



Pam Young

Executive Director





Cc: michelle.taylor@sfgov.org 
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GOLDEN GATE AUDUBON SOCIETY
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED RELEASES UPDATE TO FIVE-YEAR FINANCIAL PLAN FOR

THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
Date: Friday, January 03, 2020 11:21:01 AM
Attachments: 01.03.20 Five-Year Financial Plan Update.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2020 11:04 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED RELEASES UPDATE TO FIVE-YEAR
FINANCIAL PLAN FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, January 3, 2020
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED RELEASES UPDATE TO

FIVE‑YEAR FINANCIAL PLAN FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY
OF SAN FRANCISCO

With revenue projected to grow at a slowing rate, steps must be taken to address structural
deficits in future years

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the release of San
Francisco’s Joint Report Update to the Five-Year Financial Plan for Fiscal Years (FYs) 2020-
21 through 2023-24. The Joint Report, released by the offices of the Mayor, the Controller,
and the Board of Supervisors’ Budget and Legislative Analyst, projects that while the City
will experience continued growth in tax revenues over the next four years, the cost of City
services will outpace growth in tax revenues, resulting in ongoing structural deficits.
 
The projected deficit for the upcoming FY 2020-21 and FY 2021-22 budget represents a
meaningfully higher deficit than the City has faced in the last two budget cycles. If the City
does not take corrective action, the projected gap between revenues and expenditures will
increase from a deficit of $195 million in FY 2020-21 to approximately $630 million by FY
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR  LONDON N. BREED 
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  
     
 


 


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 
 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Friday, January 3, 2020 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED RELEASES UPDATE TO 


FIVE-YEAR FINANCIAL PLAN FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY 
OF SAN FRANCISCO 


With revenue projected to grow at a slowing rate, steps must be taken to address structural 
deficits in future years 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the release of San Francisco’s 
Joint Report Update to the Five-Year Financial Plan for Fiscal Years (FYs) 2020-21 through 
2023-24. The Joint Report, released by the offices of the Mayor, the Controller, and the Board of 
Supervisors’ Budget and Legislative Analyst, projects that while the City will experience 
continued growth in tax revenues over the next four years, the cost of City services will outpace 
growth in tax revenues, resulting in ongoing structural deficits. 
 
The projected deficit for the upcoming FY 2020-21 and FY 2021-22 budget represents a 
meaningfully higher deficit than the City has faced in the last two budget cycles. If the City does 
not take corrective action, the projected gap between revenues and expenditures will increase 
from a deficit of $195 million in FY 2020-21 to approximately $630 million by FY 2023-24. The 
City’s budget deficit for the upcoming two fiscal years, FY 2020-21 and FY 2021-22, is 
projected to be approximately $420 million.  
 
“In order to provide the services that our residents depend on every day, we have to make 
fiscally responsible decisions for our City, and sometimes that means making tough trade-offs,” 
said Mayor Breed. “We need to be disciplined in our spending to ensure that what we spend 
doesn’t exceed what we bring in. We also have a crisis on our streets, so I’ve made it clear to 
Departments that we need to reprioritize existing funding to help people who are homeless and 
those who are suffering from mental illness and substance use disorder.” 
 
The Joint Report Update projects that revenues will grow each year, but that they are not 
growing fast enough to keep pace with the projected increase in expenditures. As a result, a gap 
between revenue and expenditures will remain despite continued, but slowing, economic growth. 
Slowing growth is consistent with recent financial results, regional housing and infrastructure 
constraints, and the risk posed by the length of the current economic expansion. At 125 months, 
the 2008-2019 economic expansion is the longest in modern US history. Although the 
projections do not assume nor predict a recession, the persistent gap between revenue and 
expenditures would only be exacerbated in the event of the next economic slowdown or 
recession. 
 



http://openbook.sfgov.org/webreports/details3.aspx?id=2785

http://openbook.sfgov.org/webreports/details3.aspx?id=2785
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 
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The Five-Year Financial Plan projects that available General Fund revenue sources will increase 
by $424 million, or 6.9%, over the next four years. In comparison, total expenditures are 
projected to grow by $1.1 billion, or 17.1%, over the same time period, including: $408 million 
in employee salary, pension, and benefit cost growth; $315 million in citywide operating cost 
increases; $163 million in baseline and reserve growth; and $169 million in other departmental 
operating cost increases.  
 
The Mayor must submit a balanced two-year budget to the Board of Supervisors by June 1, 2020. 
Over the course of the next six months, the Mayor will work with City departments, the Board of 
Supervisors, and other partners to bring costs and revenues into alignment in order to balance the 
projected deficit for FY 2020-21 and FY 2021-22. 
 
San Francisco Administrative Code Section 3.6(b) requires that by March 1 of each even-
numbered year, the Mayor, Controller’s Office, and the Board of Supervisors’ Budget and 
Legislative Analyst submit an updated estimated summary budget for the remaining four years of 
the City’s Five-Year Financial Plan. The next full update of the City’s Five-Year Financial Plan 
will be submitted in December 2020. 
 


### 







2023-24. The City’s budget deficit for the upcoming two fiscal years, FY 2020-21 and FY
2021-22, is projected to be approximately $420 million.
 
“In order to provide the services that our residents depend on every day, we have to make
fiscally responsible decisions for our City, and sometimes that means making tough trade-
offs,” said Mayor Breed. “We need to be disciplined in our spending to ensure that what we
spend doesn’t exceed what we bring in. We also have a crisis on our streets, so I’ve made it
clear to Departments that we need to reprioritize existing funding to help people who are
homeless and those who are suffering from mental illness and substance use disorder.”
 
The Joint Report Update projects that revenues will grow each year, but that they are not
growing fast enough to keep pace with the projected increase in expenditures. As a result, a
gap between revenue and expenditures will remain despite continued, but slowing, economic
growth. Slowing growth is consistent with recent financial results, regional housing and
infrastructure constraints, and the risk posed by the length of the current economic expansion.
At 125 months, the 2008-2019 economic expansion is the longest in modern US history.
Although the projections do not assume nor predict a recession, the persistent gap between
revenue and expenditures would only be exacerbated in the event of the next economic
slowdown or recession.
 
The Five-Year Financial Plan projects that available General Fund revenue sources will
increase by $424 million, or 6.9%, over the next four years. In comparison, total expenditures
are projected to grow by $1.1 billion, or 17.1%, over the same time period, including: $408
million in employee salary, pension, and benefit cost growth; $315 million in citywide
operating cost increases; $163 million in baseline and reserve growth; and $169 million in
other departmental operating cost increases.
 
The Mayor must submit a balanced two-year budget to the Board of Supervisors by June 1,
2020. Over the course of the next six months, the Mayor will work with City departments, the
Board of Supervisors, and other partners to bring costs and revenues into alignment in order to
balance the projected deficit for FY 2020-21 and FY 2021-22.
 
San Francisco Administrative Code Section 3.6(b) requires that by March 1 of each even-
numbered year, the Mayor, Controller’s Office, and the Board of Supervisors’ Budget and
Legislative Analyst submit an updated estimated summary budget for the remaining four years
of the City’s Five-Year Financial Plan. The next full update of the City’s Five-Year Financial
Plan will be submitted in December 2020.
 

###



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEMBERS ANNOUNCE

FUNDING PLAN FOR CITY COLLEGE CLASSES FOR OLDER ADULTS AND ADULTS WITH DISABILITIES
Date: Tuesday, December 31, 2019 10:54:55 AM
Attachments: 12.30.19 CCSF Classes.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, December 30, 2019 9:33 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEMBERS
ANNOUNCE FUNDING PLAN FOR CITY COLLEGE CLASSES FOR OLDER ADULTS AND ADULTS WITH
DISABILITIES
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, December 30, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MEMBERS ANNOUNCE FUNDING PLAN FOR CITY
COLLEGE CLASSES FOR OLDER ADULTS AND ADULTS

WITH DISABILITIES
Funding through the Dignity Fund will continue classes in CCSF’s Older Adults Program that
take place at San Francisco community centers, which were at risk as part of CCSF’s plan to

address operating deficits
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London Breed, Board President Norman Yee, and Supervisors
Catherine Stefani, Ahsha Safaí, Aaron Peskin, and Rafael Mandelman today announced a plan
to fund classes for older adults and adults with disabilities that were at risk of being cut as part
of City College of San Francisco’s (CCSF) efforts to address ongoing operating deficits.
 
The plan will allow classes in CCSF’s Older Adults Program (OLAD) to continue by using
resources from the Dignity Fund to leverage existing contracts with community-based
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1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM 200 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


 


 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Monday, December 30, 2019 


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


 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 


MAYOR LONDON BREED AND BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 


MEMBERS ANNOUNCE FUNDING PLAN FOR CITY 


COLLEGE CLASSES FOR OLDER ADULTS AND ADULTS 


WITH DISABILITIES 
Funding through the Dignity Fund will continue classes in CCSF’s Older Adults Program that 


take place at San Francisco community centers, which were at risk as part of CCSF’s plan to 


address operating deficits 


 


San Francisco, CA — Mayor London Breed, Board President Norman Yee, and Supervisors 


Catherine Stefani, Ahsha Safaí, Aaron Peskin, and Rafael Mandelman today announced a plan to 


fund classes for older adults and adults with disabilities that were at risk of being cut as part of 


City College of San Francisco’s (CCSF) efforts to address ongoing operating deficits.  


 


The plan will allow classes in CCSF’s Older Adults Program (OLAD) to continue by using 


resources from the Dignity Fund to leverage existing contracts with community-based 


organizations in order to continue 17 classes at 13 sites, which serves approximately 1,000 


participants. Course activities include physical fitness, wellness, nutrition, language arts, art, and 


music appreciation. The anticipated annual cost of the classes is $216,000.  


 


The Dignity Fund was passed by voters in 2016 and guarantees funding to enhance supportive 


services to help older adults and adults with disabilities age with dignity in their own homes and 


communities. The Department of Disability and Aging Services (DAS), which administers the 


Dignity Fund, is able to dedicate these resources for at least the next three years.  


 


“City College is having to make some tough choices to address ongoing structural financial 


issues, and while that is happening we can lessen the impact for our seniors who visit our 


community centers to enrich their lives,” said Mayor Breed. “Many of our older adults rely on 


these classes, which keep them active and connected to the community, and I’m glad we’re able 


to find a way to ensure that they can continue.” 


 


Using available Dignity Fund revenue, DAS will provide funding to community-based 


organizations that currently host OLAD classes in order to allow them to continue. These courses 


are currently offered at senior and community centers throughout San Francisco. The 


organizations will assume responsibility for administering the classes from CCSF, including 


securing instructors, supervising curriculum, and managing student enrollment. The City will 


continue to explore other options for supplementing existing programs that serve the community. 


 



https://www.sfhsa.org/about/departments/department-disability-and-aging-services-das/dignity-fund

https://www.sfhsa.org/about/departments/department-disability-and-aging-services-das/dignity-fund
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“When we created the Dignity Fund, it was with the very intention to secure long-term funding 


to serve our seniors with quality programs. With the senior population on the rise, San 


Francisco cannot afford losing the limited services we have for our aging adults. I am proud that 


we are able to develop a collaborative approach leveraging existing resources and partnering 


with our community partners to bring their expertise in ensuring that these pivotal educational 


and recreational courses can continue serving residents throughout the city,” stated Supervisor 


Norman Yee, President of the Board of Supervisors.  


 


For over 20 years, non-profit organizations in San Francisco have partnered with CCSF to 


provide educational classes for older adults at community service centers throughout the City. 


Many participants are low-income and speak languages other than English. These courses 


supplement traditional senior center activities and services, including congregate meal and case 


management services funded by DAS. 


 


“We are so pleased to be able to continue these classes for older adults that are so vital to so 


many,” stated Shireen McSpadden, Executive Director of the Department of Disability and 


Aging Services. “Not only are older adults San Francisco’s fastest growing age group, but they 


are living longer lives with more opportunities to remain engaged and active. These classes help 


keep older residents involved in their community, but also benefit our City as well, by allowing 


us to draw on their experience, insight and knowledge.”  


 


To learn more about OLAD course offerings and to register, contact participating senior and 


community centers. Additional information on wellness and community engagement classes for 


older adults and adults with disabilities in San Francisco is available by calling the DAS Benefits 


and Resources Hub at (415) 355-6700.  


 


CCSF OLAD courses will continue by leveraging Dignity Fund resources at the following 


locations:  


 


 30th Street Senior Center (On Lok) 


 Aquatic Park Senior Center  


 Castro Senior Center 


 Jewish Community Center 


 Self-Help for the Elderly Senior Centers: Geen Mun, Jackie Chan, South Sunset, John 


King, West Portal Clubhouse 


 Stepping Sone Adult Day Health Centers: Mabini, Mission Creek, Presentation  


 YMCA Stonestown 


 


### 


 







organizations in order to continue 17 classes at 13 sites, which serves approximately 1,000
participants. Course activities include physical fitness, wellness, nutrition, language arts, art,
and music appreciation. The anticipated annual cost of the classes is $216,000.
 
The Dignity Fund was passed by voters in 2016 and guarantees funding to enhance supportive
services to help older adults and adults with disabilities age with dignity in their own homes
and communities. The Department of Disability and Aging Services (DAS), which administers
the Dignity Fund, is able to dedicate these resources for at least the next three years.
 
“City College is having to make some tough choices to address ongoing structural financial
issues, and while that is happening we can lessen the impact for our seniors who visit our
community centers to enrich their lives,” said Mayor Breed. “Many of our older adults rely on
these classes, which keep them active and connected to the community, and I’m glad we’re
able to find a way to ensure that they can continue.”
 
Using available Dignity Fund revenue, DAS will provide funding to community-based
organizations that currently host OLAD classes in order to allow them to continue. These
courses are currently offered at senior and community centers throughout San Francisco. The
organizations will assume responsibility for administering the classes from CCSF, including
securing instructors, supervising curriculum, and managing student enrollment. The City will
continue to explore other options for supplementing existing programs that serve the
community.
 
“When we created the Dignity Fund, it was with the very intention to secure long-
term funding to serve our seniors with quality programs. With the senior population on the
rise, San Francisco cannot afford losing the limited services we have for our aging adults. I am
proud that we are able to develop a collaborative approach leveraging existing resources and
partnering with our community partners to bring their expertise in ensuring that these pivotal
educational and recreational courses can continue serving residents throughout the city,” stated
Supervisor Norman Yee, President of the Board of Supervisors. 
 
For over 20 years, non-profit organizations in San Francisco have partnered with CCSF to
provide educational classes for older adults at community service centers throughout the City.
Many participants are low-income and speak languages other than English. These courses
supplement traditional senior center activities and services, including congregate meal and
case management services funded by DAS.
 
“We are so pleased to be able to continue these classes for older adults that are so vital to so
many,” stated Shireen McSpadden, Executive Director of the Department of Disability and
Aging Services. “Not only are older adults San Francisco’s fastest growing age group, but they
are living longer lives with more opportunities to remain engaged and active. These classes
help keep older residents involved in their community, but also benefit our City as well, by
allowing us to draw on their experience, insight and knowledge.”
 
To learn more about OLAD course offerings and to register, contact participating senior and
community centers. Additional information on wellness and community engagement classes
for older adults and adults with disabilities in San Francisco is available by calling the DAS
Benefits and Resources Hub at (415) 355-6700.
 
CCSF OLAD courses will continue by leveraging Dignity Fund resources at the following

https://www.sfhsa.org/about/departments/department-disability-and-aging-services-das/dignity-fund


locations:
 

30th Street Senior Center (On Lok)
Aquatic Park Senior Center
Castro Senior Center
Jewish Community Center
Self-Help for the Elderly Senior Centers: Geen Mun, Jackie Chan, South Sunset, John
King, West Portal Clubhouse
Stepping Sone Adult Day Health Centers: Mabini, Mission Creek, Presentation
YMCA Stonestown

 
###

 
 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Multi-Factor Authentication required for Office 365, starting Jan 2020
Date: Monday, December 23, 2019 9:07:45 AM
Attachments: (SMS) Setting up MFA in Office 365.docx

(App) Setting up MFA in Office 365.docx
(Phone Call) Setting up MFA in Office 365.docx
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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: Yoshikawa, Genta (CPC) <genta.yoshikawa@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2019 5:33 PM
To: Foley, Chris (CPC) <chris.foley@sfgov.org>; Richards, Dennis (CPC) <dennis.richards@sfgov.org>;
Fung, Frank (CPC) <frank.fung@sfgov.org>; Koppel, Joel (CPC) <joel.koppel@sfgov.org>; Black, Kate (CPC)
<kate.black@sfgov.org>; Moore, Kathrin (CPC) <kathrin.moore@sfgov.org>; So, Lydia (CPC)
<lydia.so@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Milicent (CPC) <milicent.johnson@sfgov.org>; Melgar, Myrna (CPC)
<myrna.melgar@sfgov.org>; Diamond, Susan (CPC) <sue.diamond@sfgov.org>
Cc: Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Wong, Barry (CPC) <barry.w.wong@sfgov.org>
Subject: Multi-Factor Authentication required for Office 365, starting Jan 2020
 
Dear SF Planning Commissioners,
 
I’m Genta Yoshikawa with SF Planning IT Help Desk.
I’m writing to notify you of a new IT security policy that will impact your Office365 user accounts (SFGOV
email).
 
City recently announced a new IT security policy where all CCSF users will be required to enroll their
Office365 accounts with multi-factor authentication (MFA) by January 21, 2020.
 
MFA is a security step that helps protect your account by making it harder for others to break in. It uses
two different forms of identification: your password and a contact method such as a mobile phone. Even
in an event when someone acquires your password, this person won’t be able to access your account
without an access to your secondary contact method (your mobile phone).

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

		[bookmark: _GoBack]Quick-start Guide: Setting up Multifactor Authentication for Office 365
Using SMS to your mobile phone
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		1

		Log into Outlook on the Web after MFA has been enabled for your account: http://outlook.com/sfgov.org. Log into your account and when prompted, click the Set it up now button to proceed.

		2

		Select Authentication Phone in the drop drown menu. Enter your mobile phone number and select Send me a code by text message. Click Next to continue.
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		3

		You will receive an SMS message to your phone with a verification code. Enter the code and click Verify.

		4

		You will be prompted to set up an app password for apps that don’t use MFA. Unless directed by your IT staff to use the password, you can skip this step. Click Done.
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		[bookmark: _GoBack]Quick-start Guide: Setting up Multifactor Authentication for Office 365
Using the Microsoft Authenticator mobile app on your phone or tablet
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		1

		Log into Outlook on the Web after MFA has been enabled for your account: http://outlook.com/sfgov.org. Log into your account and when prompted, click the Set it up now button to proceed.

		2

		Select Mobile App in the drop drown menu. Click Receive notifications for verification. Click the Set up button to add your account to the mobile app.
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		3

		On your phone or tablet, download the Microsoft Authenticator from the Apple App store or Google Play store. When you open it for the first time, it will prompt you to grant the app access to your camera and push notifications. Camera access is used to scan the QR code in Step 4, notifications are required so you can approve access to your account.

		4

		Open the Microsoft Authenticator app on your mobile device and click + to add your account (on Android click the 3 dots to add your account). Select Work or School account and scan the QR code on the screen. Click Next after scanning the code, and Next again.
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		5

		You will receive a test verification to your mobile app. Check your mobile device and click Approve when prompted.

		6

		Add your mobile number, to help you access your account in the event you lose access to the mobile app (i.e. lost phone). Click Next to continue.
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		7

		You will be prompted to set up an app password for apps that don’t use MFA. Unless directed by your IT staff to use the password, you can skip this step. Click Done.

		 

		[image: Image result for warning sign]

		Only approve access when you are trying to log into your O365 account.



If you are prompted to approve access and it didn’t come from you – your password may have been stolen!



Deny the request and report this to your IT staff immediately.
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		1

		Log into Outlook on the Web after MFA has been enabled for your account: http://outlook.com/sfgov.org. Log into your account and when prompted, click the Set it up now button to proceed.

		2

		Select Authentication Phone in the drop drown menu. Enter your mobile phone number and select Call Me. Click Next to continue.
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		3

		You will receive an automated phone call to your phone. Press # on your phone when prompted.

		4

		You will be prompted to set up an app password for apps that don’t use MFA. Unless directed by your IT staff to use the password, you can skip this step. Click Done.
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MFA will be enabled for your account on January 21, 2020 by default. Or, you are more than welcome to
request for an early activation.
Once MFA is enabled, you will be required to go through an initial setup process before you can access
your SFGOV mailbox.
 
Attached to this email are step by step instructions for three contact methods you can choose from:

1. Authenticator App
2. SMS Text
3. Phone Call

 
Please contact Barry or Genta at City Planning Help Desk if you have any question or need an assistance.
 
Barry Wong            | Barry.W.Wong@sfgov.org     | 415-575-8759
Genta Yoshikawa | Genta.Yoshikawa@sfgov.org | 415-558-6269 (out of office between 1/16 –
1/21/2020)
 
Thank you,
 
Genta Yoshikawa
IS Administrator
San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.558.6269 | www.sfplanning.org
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

From: DT Communications <noreply@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, November 18, 2019 3:00 PM
To: Yoshikawa, Genta (CPC) <genta.yoshikawa@sfgov.org>
Subject: Multi-Factor Authentication required for Office 365, starting Jan 2020
 

 

mailto:Barry.W.Wong@sfgov.org
mailto:Genta.Yoshikawa@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
http://propertymap.sfplanning.org/
mailto:noreply@sfgov.org
mailto:genta.yoshikawa@sfgov.org


 

 

Office 365 Multi-Factor Authentication
January 21, 2020

 

In response to the rise in sophisticated phishing, spear phishing, and
malware attacks that are targeting our staff, all CCSF users will be required
to enroll their Office 365 accounts with multi-factor authentication (MFA) by
January 21, 2020.

MFA is an additional security step that helps protect user accounts by
making it harder for bad actors to log in using another's username and
password. It uses two different forms of identification: a user's passwrd
password plus a contact method such as a mobile device or desk phone.
Even if someone obtains a user's password, they will be unable to log in to
the user's account without ID verification from their second contact method.

A user's identity can be verified using:

One-time SMS code to a mobile device
Automated phone call to number of a user's choosing
Authenticator app on a mobile device

 

Action Items

IT Administrators should review the Office 365 MFA Administration
Guide for information about application compatibility and instructions for

https://t.e2ma.net/click/6euk2p/ioxim7b/6y13xs
https://t.e2ma.net/click/6euk2p/ioxim7b/6y13xs


enabling user enrollment.

Additionally, end-users should be notified of the upcoming change and
provided instructions to complete enrollment. More information and
enrollment guides can be found in the Office 365 Multi-Factor Authentication
site.

To minimize the potential impact of support calls to your Service Desk, we
recommend testing and enabling MFA for users in groups before January
21, 2020. If you would like help planning and scheduling this rollout, please
contact the Department of Technology Service Desk.

 

 

Questions?
If you have any questions, please contact the Department of Technology
Service desk at dtis.helpdesk@sfgov.org.

 

Join the conversation in the O365 Admins Team

Learn more at the DT Service Desk SharePoint site

 

This email has been sent to members of the Office 365 Administrators group for the City and County of San

Francisco.

Copyright © 2018 City & County of San Francisco, Department of Technology, All rights reserved.

Support:
(628) 652-5000

dtis.helpdesk@sfgov.org

City & County of San Francisco, Department of Technology 
1 South Van Ness 2nd floor San Francisco, California 94103 USA

https://t.e2ma.net/click/6euk2p/ioxim7b/mr23xs
mailto:dtis.helpdesk@sfgov.org
mailto:dtis.helpdesk@sfgov.org
https://t.e2ma.net/click/6euk2p/ioxim7b/2j33xs
https://t.e2ma.net/click/6euk2p/ioxim7b/ic43xs
mailto:dtis.helpdesk@sfgov.org?subject=


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR MONDAY,

DECEMBER 23, 2019
Date: Monday, December 23, 2019 9:03:47 AM
Attachments: 12.23.19 Public Schedule Media Advisory.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Monday, December 23, 2019 8:57 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** MEDIA ADVISORY *** MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC EVENTS FOR
MONDAY, DECEMBER 23, 2019
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Monday, December 23, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 
 

*** MEDIA ADVISORY ***
 

MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC
EVENTS FOR MONDAY, DECEMBER 23, 2019

 
 
3:00 PM
Mayor London Breed to join the San Francisco Police Department, Project LEVEL, the
Steezzy Cares Kids Foundation, and community members for the 2nd Annual Fillmore
Christmas Tree Giveaway.
Fillmore/Turk Mini Park
 
 

Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change.
 

###
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR   LONDON N.  BREED  
 SAN FRANCISCO                                                                    MAYOR  


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


TELEPHONE: (415) 554-6141 


FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 


Monday, December 23, 2019 


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


  


  


*** MEDIA ADVISORY *** 


  


MAYOR LONDON N. BREED’S SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC 


EVENTS FOR MONDAY, DECEMBER 23, 2019 


  


 


3:00 PM 


Mayor London Breed to join the San Francisco Police Department, Project LEVEL, the 


Steezzy Cares Kids Foundation, and community members for the 2nd Annual Fillmore 


Christmas Tree Giveaway. 


Fillmore/Turk Mini Park 


 


 


Note: Mayor’s schedule is subject to change. 


  


### 







 



From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley, Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S.

E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)
Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: Caffe Sapore Legacy Press Release (12/20/19)
Date: Monday, December 23, 2019 8:47:46 AM
Attachments: 2019.12.20 Press Release - Caffe Sapore.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: LegacyBusiness (ECN) <LegacyBusiness@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2019 5:16 PM
To: aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com; dianematsuda@hotmail.com; Caltagirone, Shelley (CPC)
<shelley.caltagirone@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>
Cc: LegacyBusiness (ECN) <LegacyBusiness@sfgov.org>; Dick-Endrizzi, Regina (ECN) <regina.dick-
endrizzi@sfgov.org>; Aguinaldo, Rhea (ECN) <rhea.aguinaldo@sfgov.org>
Subject: Caffe Sapore Legacy Press Release (12/20/19)
 
Dear HPC Commissioners and Planning Staff:
 
The Office of Small Business would like to share the press release published today for Caffe Sapore for approval by
the Small Business Commission’s at today’s special meeting.
 
Please note, press releases typically go out the day following the Commission meeting, however since this was a
special meeting and given the holidays, this particular press release was issued same-day. We will share press
releases with you going forward.
 
Please let us know is there are questions.  Thank you for your support of the Legacy Business Program.
 
Sincerely,
Rhea
 
Rhea Aguinaldo
Assistant Project Manager | Business Case Manager
Office of Small Business
City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 140
D: (415) 554-6408 | O: (415) 554-6134 | E: rhea.aguinaldo@sfgov.org
website | business portal | facebook | twitter
 
The Office of Small Business is now located in Room 140 in City Hall.

mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.hyland.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:kate.black@sfgov.org
mailto:dianematsuda@hotmail.com
mailto:chris.foley@sfgov.org
mailto:jonathan.pearlman.hpc@gmail.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:rsejohns@yahoo.com
mailto:Lydia.So@sfgov.org
mailto:Josephine.Feliciano@sfgov.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
http://www.sfplanning.org/
mailto:rhea.aguinaldo@sfgov.org
http://www.sfosb.org/
file:////c/businessportal.sfgov.org
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For Immediate Release: Friday, December 20, 2019 
Press Contact: Gloria Chan, 415-554-6926, Gloria.Chan@sfgov.org 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
 


CAFFE SAPORE APPROVED BY SF SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION 
FOR THE LEGACY BUSINESS REGISTRY  


 
San Francisco, CA – In a special meeting, Caffé Sapore was unanimously approved by the San 
Francisco Small Business Commission for the Legacy Business Registry. The Registry recognizes 
longstanding, community-serving businesses as valuable cultural assets to the city. There are 
presently 230 businesses on the Legacy Business Registry. 
 
Caffé Sapore: 790 Lombard Street 
Nominated by Supervisor Aaron Peskin 
 
Caffé Sapore is a neighborhood café in North Beach serving freshly prepared breakfast and lunch 
specialties such as focaccia and bagel sandwiches and an array of soups and salads, all with a 
Mediterranean influence. Founder Elias Bikahi immigrated to San Francisco from Lebanon in 1984 
and worked in the restaurant industry while attending University of San Francisco. After obtaining 
his B.S. in Applied Sciences and Business, he decided to go the entrepreneurial route by opening a 
café to fill a need in North Beach and allow him to be home in the evenings to spend time with 
family. Since its founding in 1996, Caffé Sapore has been a quintessential neighborhood café, 
engrained in the social fabric of Russian Hill and North Beach. Patrons visit Caffé Sapore to meet 
neighbors, listen to music, read books, host business meetings and private events, and entertain 
children with shelves chock-full of toys and games. Caffé Sapore has operated in its original 
location since it opened and is a family-owned business. 
 
“The community support we’ve received over the years and especially in recent months after 
receiving the 90-day notice to vacate from our landlord has absolutely amazed me,” said Elias 
Bikahi, CEO of Caffé Sapore. “The calls, the letters and rallies held by our supporters means Caffé 
Sapore is the community. The love for our community and our customers keeps us working hard to 
stay open and maintain high quality of food and service. Caffé Sapore is thrilled to become a Legacy 
Business, and we hope to continue this legacy for many years to come.”  
 
“I am proud to have the most registered Legacy Businesses in San Francisco,” said Supervisor 
Aaron Peskin. “It speaks to the deep community roots that many of these small businesses have 
cultivated over many years and highlights why we must fight to keep them in our neighborhoods. 
Caffe Sapore is one such family business that has become a second home to many in North Beach, 
Chinatown and Russian Hill. As they face down an impending eviction, I hope that Elias and his 
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family can use the benefits afforded a Legacy Business to re-open this beloved Caffé in our 
community.” 
 
“Caffe Sapore is the epitome of a San Francisco small business — an immigrant entrepreneur who 
started a business with a simple idea to serve his community and family and blossomed into a 
neighborhood institution through perseverance and community support,” said Steve Adams, 
President of the San Francisco Small Business Commission. “It is fitting that this landmark business 
achieved Legacy Business status. Caffe Sapore represents the best of our city and deserves to 
operate in San Francisco for many, many years.” 
 
About the Legacy Business Program 
A Legacy Business is a for-profit or nonprofit business that has operated in San Francisco for 30 or 
more years. Businesses that are between 20-30 years old may be eligible for the Registry if they 
meet eligibility criteria and face significant risk of displacement. The business must contribute to the 
neighborhood's history and/or the identity of a particular neighborhood or community, and it must 
commit to maintaining the physical features or traditions that define the business, including craft, 
culinary or art forms. 
 
The registration process for the Legacy Business Program includes nomination by Mayor London 
N. Breed or a member of the Board of Supervisors, a written application, an advisory 
recommendation from the Historic Preservation Commission and approval of the Small Business 
Commission. Inclusion on the Registry provides Legacy Businesses with recognition and support as 
an incentive for them to stay in the community. The program also provides educational and 
promotional assistance to encourage their continued viability and success in San Francisco. 
 
For more information about the Legacy Business Program, including a list and map of businesses on 
the Legacy Business Registry, visit http://sfosb.org/legacy-business. 


 
### 
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Our office hours are 9AM – 5PM, M–F.
 

 
From: Chan, Gloria (ECN) 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2019 4:07 PM
Subject: Press Release: Caffé Sapore Approved by the Small Business Commission for the Legacy
Business Registry
 
For Immediate Release: Friday, December 20, 2019
Press Contact: Gloria Chan, 415-554-6926, Gloria.Chan@sfgov.org
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***

CAFFÉ SAPORE APPROVED BY SF SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION FOR
THE LEGACY BUSINESS REGISTRY

 
San Francisco, CA – In a special meeting, Caffé Sapore was unanimously approved by the San
Francisco Small Business Commission for the Legacy Business Registry. The Registry recognizes
longstanding, community-serving businesses as valuable cultural assets to the city. There are
presently 230 businesses on the Legacy Business Registry.
 
Caffé Sapore: 790 Lombard Street
Nominated by Supervisor Aaron Peskin
 
Caffé Sapore is a neighborhood café in North Beach serving freshly prepared breakfast and
lunch specialties such as focaccia and bagel sandwiches and an array of soups and salads, all
with a Mediterranean influence. Founder Elias Bikahi immigrated to San Francisco from
Lebanon in 1984 and worked in the restaurant industry while attending University of San
Francisco. After obtaining his B.S. in Applied Sciences and Business, he decided to go the
entrepreneurial route by opening a café to fill a need in North Beach and allow him to be
home in the evenings to spend time with family. Since its founding in 1996, Caffé Sapore has
been a quintessential neighborhood café, engrained in the social fabric of Russian Hill and
North Beach. Patrons visit Caffé Sapore to meet neighbors, listen to music, read books, host
business meetings and private events, and entertain children with shelves chock-full of toys
and games. Caffé Sapore has operated in its original location since it opened and is a family-
owned business.
 
“The community support we’ve received over the years and especially in recent months after
receiving the 90-day notice to vacate from our landlord has absolutely amazed me,” said Elias
Bikahi, CEO of Caffé Sapore. “The calls, the letters and rallies held by our supporters means
Caffé Sapore is the community. The love for our community and our customers keeps us

mailto:Gloria.Chan@sfgov.org


working hard to stay open and maintain high quality of food and service. Caffé Sapore is
thrilled to become a Legacy Business, and we hope to continue this legacy for many years to
come.”

“I am proud to have the most registered Legacy Businesses in San Francisco,” said Supervisor
Aaron Peskin. “It speaks to the deep community roots that many of these small businesses
have cultivated over many years and highlights why we must fight to keep them in our
neighborhoods. Caffe Sapore is one such family business that has become a second home to
many in North Beach, Chinatown and Russian Hill. As they face down an impending eviction, I
hope that Elias and his family can use the benefits afforded a Legacy Business to re-open this
beloved Caffé in our community.”
 
“Caffe Sapore is the epitome of a San Francisco small business — an immigrant entrepreneur
who started a business with a simple idea to serve his community and family and blossomed
into a neighborhood institution through perseverance and community support,” said Steve
Adams, President of the San Francisco Small Business Commission. “It is fitting that this
landmark business achieved Legacy Business status. Caffe Sapore represents the best of our
city and deserves to operate in San Francisco for many, many years.”
 
About the Legacy Business Program
A Legacy Business is a for-profit or nonprofit business that has operated in San Francisco for
30 or more years. Businesses that are between 20-30 years old may be eligible for the Registry
if they meet eligibility criteria and face significant risk of displacement. The business must
contribute to the neighborhood's history and/or the identity of a particular neighborhood or
community, and it must commit to maintaining the physical features or traditions that define
the business, including craft, culinary or art forms.
 
The registration process for the Legacy Business Program includes nomination by Mayor
London N. Breed or a member of the Board of Supervisors, a written application, an advisory
recommendation from the Historic Preservation Commission and approval of the Small
Business Commission. Inclusion on the Registry provides Legacy Businesses with recognition
and support as an incentive for them to stay in the community. The program also provides
educational and promotional assistance to encourage their continued viability and success in
San Francisco.
 
For more information about the Legacy Business Program, including a list and map of
businesses on the Legacy Business Registry, visit http://sfosb.org/legacy-business.

 
###
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Gloria Chan  陳靈燕

Director of Communications
Office of Economic and Workforce Development
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448
San Francisco, CA 94012
Tel: (415) 554-6926
Email: gloria.chan@sfgov.org
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program - Update
Date: Friday, December 20, 2019 2:58:52 PM
Attachments: Office Allocation Stats (2019_12_20_UPDATED).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: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2019 2:12 PM
To: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>
Subject: RE: SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program - Update
 
All Interested Parties,
The SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program tracking sheet sent out earlier today
contained some errors. Those errors were corrected, and the updated tracking sheet is attached. It
will be available on our website shortly (https://sfplanning.org/office-development-annual-
limitation-program). Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP
Zoning Administrator
 
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415.575.9081 | www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Information Map
 

From: Teague, Corey (CPC) 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2019 12:27 PM
To: Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>
Subject: SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program - Update
 
All Interested Parties,
The SF Office Development Annual Limitation Program tracking sheet, as of December 20, 2019, is
attached. It will be available on our website shortly (https://sfplanning.org/office-development-
annual-limitation-program). Please let me know if you have any questions.
 
Corey A. Teague, AICP, LEED AP
Zoning Administrator
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Current Availability 902,621 gsf Pending Availability 369,635 gsf Pipeline Availability 212,636 gsf


Current Availability 786,993 gsf Pending Availability -4,351,087 gsf Pipeline Availability -5,286,810 gsf


* A "pending project" is one for which an office allocation application has been submitted but not yet acted upon.


Current total square footage available for 
allocation.


Currently available square footage less 532,986 
gsf of pending* projects.


Currently available square footage less 
5,138,080 gsf of pending* projects.


Currently available square footage less 532,986 
gsf of pending* projects and 156,999 gsf of pre-
application** projects.


Currently available square footage less 
5,138,080 gsf of pending* projects and 935,723 
gsf of pre-application** projects.


** A "pre-application" project is one for which an environmental review application, preliminary project assessment application, or other similar application has been submitted but for which no
office allocation application has yet been submitted.


Office Development Annual Limitation ("Annual Limit") Program
The Office Development Annual Limit (Annual Limit) Program became effective in 1985 with the adoption of the Downtown Plan Amendments to the Planning Code (Sections 320–325) and was 
subsequently amended by Propositions M (1986) and C (1987). The Program defines and regulates the allocation of any office development project that exceeds 25,000 gross square feet (gsf) 
in area. However, pursuant to Proposition O (2016), office development within the Hunters Point Shipyard Phase 2 and Candlestick Point areas is not subject to this Program. 


A total of 950,000 gsf of office development potential becomes available for allocation in each approval period, which begins on October 17th every year.  Of the total new available space, 
75,000 gsf is reserved for Small Allocation projects (projects with between 25,000 and 49,999 gsf of office space), and the remaining 875,000 gsf is available for Large Allocation projects 
(projects with at least 50,000 gsf of office space).  Any available office space not allocated in a given year is carried over to subsequent years.


This document reflects the status of the Annual Limit Program, including current availability and summaries of previously approved and pending projects.


Information in this document was last updated on December 20, 2019. Inquiries should be directed to Corey Teague at (415) 575-9081 or corey.teague@sfgov.org. 


Summary of Key Figures


Small Allocation Projects
(<50,000 gsf of office space)


Large Allocation Projects
(>50,000 gsf of office space)


Current total square footage available for 
allocation.
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PENDING OFFICE PROJECTS*


Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments


2013.1593 2 Henry Adams 49,364 B filed on 2/6/14
Monica 
Giacomucci


Owner-initiated Article 10 Landmark designation and an Office 
Allocation. Eligible area limited by recent legislation.


2014.0154 1800 Mission Street 49,999 OFA filed on 1/27/15
Monica 
Giacomucci Conversion in the Armory.


2015-010219 462 Bryant Street 49,990 OFA filed on 12/20/16
Esmeralda 
Jardines


5-story addition to existing 1-story building. (Central SoMa 
Project)


2016-004392 531-535 Bryant Street 47,810 OFA filed on 3/2/17
Ella 
Samonsky


Demo existing commercial building and construct new 65-ft, six-
story office and  retail sales/food service building. (Central SoMa 
Project)


2018-007289 233 Geary Street 49,999 OFA filed on 5/18/18.
Jonathan 
Vimr Conversion of existing retail on floors 5-7 (Macy's) to office. 


2017-008051 30 Van Ness Avenue 49,999 OFA filed on 9/26/18 Nick Foster


Project would expand office use of existing five-story office/retail 
building and add a residential tower; project would amend 
Zoning Map and Code to increase permitted height to 520' and 
permit general office use above the 4th floor. 


2019-015122 444 Townsend Street 49,240 OFA filed on 8/8/19
Monica 
Giacomucci Convert first and second floors of existing building to office. 


2018-017279 501 Tunnel Avenue 49,999 OFA filed on 7/10/19
Ella 
Samonsky New office space for Recology regional HQ.


2018-014357 1450 Owens Street 49,950 OFA filed on 6/18/19 Mat Snyder
New building with approx. 150,000sf lab use and less than 50k sf 
office space.


2019-011944 660 3rd Street 36,699 OFA filed on 5/30/19
Alex 
Westhoff Legalize first and second floor office space in existing building.


2018-010838 543 Howard Street 49,500 OFA filed on 4/25/19 Andrew Perry Addition to an existing office building.


2018-008661 701 Harrison Street 49,801 OFA filed on 1/8/19
Esmeralda 
Jardines Seven-story office building with groun floor retail. 


Subtotal 532,986


Small Office Cap


*Projects that have submitted an application (B or OFA) pursuant to Planning Code Section 321 (Office Development Annual Limit) but on which no Commission action has yet ocurred.
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Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments


2014-001272
Pier 70 (Forest City 
Only) 1,810,000


Planning Commission 
approvals on 8/24/17 Rich Sucre


SF Port project. Office allocation will be provided 
automatically on a per-permit basis, at the time of issuance 
of each building permit.


2013.0208
SWL 337 ("Mission 
Rock") 1,300,000


Planning Commission 
approvals on 10/5/17 Rich Sucre


SF Port project. Office allocation will be provided 
automatically on a per-permit basis, at the time of issuance 
of each building permit.


2012.0640 598 Brannan Street 211,601 Phase 2 Rich Sucre Phase 2 (May have different Case No. in future).


2012.1384 400 2nd Street 421,000 OFA filed on 4/29/16
Esmeralda 
Jardines


Proposed 350' office building within a three-building project 
including a 325' residential building and 200' tall hotel. (Central 
SoMa Project) 


2017-000663
610-698 Brannan 
Street 676,802 Phase 2 Rich Sucre Phase 2 (May have different Case No. in future).


2016-013312


542-550 Howard 
Street - Transbay 
Parcel F 288,677 OFA filed on 3/14/17 Nick Foster


New 61-story, approximately 800-ft mixed-use tower with 10 
hotel floors containing approximately 220 guest rooms, 16 floors 
of office, 26 residential floors with 175 units, seven floors of 
shared amenity space. 


2015-009704 505 Brannan Street 165,000 OFA filed on 3/6/18.
Ella 
Samonsky


"Phase II" addition (165', 11 stories) of office space onto an 
approved 85' "Phase I" office building approved by the Planning 
Commission on 12/11/14. With this newly planned addition, total 
building height would now be 250' and contain a total of approx. 
300,000sf (Central SoMa Project).


2005.0759 725-735 Harrison 265,000 Phase 2 Rich Sucre Phase 2 (May have different Case No. in future).
Subtotal 5,138,080


Large Office Cap
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PRE-APPLICATION OFFICE PROJECTS*
*Projects that have submitted a pre-application (PPA or ENV) but on which no Office Allocation (OFA) entitlement application has been yet submitted
Small Office Cap
Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments
2014.1616 1200 Van Ness Ave 27,000 EE filed on 9/21/15. Mary Woods Exact office square footage TBD.
2016-000346 Pier 70 (Orton) 40,000 CEQA clearance issued 7/6/17. Don Lewis Conversion of existing buildings to office.
2019-017481 530 Sansome Street 40,000 PPA filed on 9/27/19. Nick Foster New mixed use building. 


2019-017141 545 Sansome Street 49,999 PPA filed on 9/20/19.
Samantha 
Updegrave Horizontal addition to existing office building.


Subtotal 156,999


Large Office Cap
Case No. Address Sq. Ft. Status Staff Comments


2017-011878 1201A Illinois Street 597,723 EE filed on 9/15/17. Rachel Schuett


Proposed project would involve construction 
of up to approximately 5.3 million gross 
square feet in a mixed commercial office, 
laboratory, PDR, and hotel use. Most new 
buildings would range in height of 65-180 ft, 
with one building at 300-ft. 


2019-004290 490 Brannan Street 338,000 PPA filed on 3/26/19.
Esmeralda 
Jardines


New office construction (Central SoMa 
Project).


Subtotal 935,723
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ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "SMALL" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT


Amount Currently Available: 902,621


Approval 
Period1 Unallocated Sq. Ft.2


"Small" Office 
Annual Limit


Adjusted 
Annual Limit Project Address Case No. Project 


Allocation
Total 


Allocated Comments


1985-1986 0 75,000 75,000 No Projects N/A 0 0
1986-1987 75,000 75,000 150,000 1199 Bush 1985.244 46,645 46,645
1987-1988 103,355 75,000 178,355 3235-18th Street 1988.349 45,350 45,350 aka 2180 Harrison Street
1988-1989 133,005 75,000 208,005 2601 Mariposa 1988.568 49,850 49,850
1989-1990 158,155 75,000 233,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1990-1991 233,155 75,000 308,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1991-1992 308,155 75,000 383,155 1075 Front 1990.568 32,000 32,000
1992-1993 351,155 75,000 426,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1993-1994 426,155 75,000 501,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1994-1995 501,155 75,000 576,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1995-1996 576,155 75,000 651,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1996-1997 651,155 75,000 726,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1997-1998 726,155 75,000 801,155 No Projects N/A 0 0
1998-1999 801,155 75,000 876,155 1301 Sansome 1998.362 31,606 31,606
1999-2000 844,549 75,000 919,549 435 Pacific 1998.369 32,500


2801 Leavenworth 200.459 40,000
215 Fremont 1998.497 47,950
845 Market 1998.090 49,100 169,550


2000-2001 749,999 75,000 824,999 530 Folsom 2000.987 45,944
35 Stanford 2000.1162 48,000


2800 Leavenworth 2000.774 34,945
500 Pine 2000.539 44,450 173,339 See also 350 Bush Street - Large


2001-2002 651,660 75,000 726,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2002-2003 726,660 75,000 801,660 501 Folsom 2002.0223 32,000 32,000
2003-2004 769,660 75,000 844,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2004-2005 844,660 75,000 919,660 185 Berry Street 2005.0106 49,000 49,000
2005-2006 870,660 75,000 945,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2006-2007 945,660 75,000 1,020,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2007-2008 1,020,660 75,000 1,095,660 654 Minnesota no case number 43,939 0 UCSF
2008-2009 1,095,660 75,000 1,170,660 No Projects N/A 0 0
2009-2010 1,170,660 75,000 1,245,660 660 Alabama Street 2009.0847 39,691 39,691
2010-2011 1,205,969 75,000 1,280,969 No Projects N/A 0 0
2011-2012 1,280,969 75,000 1,355,969 208 Utah / 201 Potrero 2011.0468 48,732 EN Legitimization


808 Brannan Street 2012.0014 43,881 EN Legitimization
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ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "SMALL" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT


Amount Currently Available: 902,621


Approval 
Period1 Unallocated Sq. Ft.2


"Small" Office 
Annual Limit


Adjusted 
Annual Limit Project Address Case No. Project 


Allocation
Total 


Allocated Comments


275 Brannan Street 2011.1410 48,500
385 7th/1098 Harrison 2011.1049 42,039 EN Legitimization
375 Alabama Street 2012.0128 48,189 231,341 EN Legitimization


2012-2013 1,124,628 75,000 1,199,628 No Projects N/A 0 0
2013-2014 1,199,628 75,000 1,274,628 3130 20th Street 2013.0992 32,081


660 3rd Street 2013.0627 40,000 72,081
2014-2015 1,202,547 75,000 1,277,547 340 Bryant Street 2013.1600 47,536


101 Townsend Street 2014-002385 41,206
2101 Mission Street 2014.0567 46,660 135,402


2015-2016 1,142,145 75,000 1,217,145 135 Townsend Street 2014.1315 49,995
360 Spear Street 2013.1511 49,992 aka 100 Harrison St


1125 Mission Street 2015-000509 35,842 135,829 Approved 12/17/15, Motion No. 19538
2016-2017 1,081,316 75,000 1,156,316 300 Grant Avenue 2015-000878 29,703 Motion No. 19813


2525 16th Street 2015-011529 43,569 Motion No. 19799
144 Townsend Street 2015-017998 42,510 Motion No. 19846


1088-1090 Sansome Street 2016-010294 49,814 Motion No. 19889
77-85 Federal Street 2,012 49,840 215,436 Motion No. 19996


2017-2018 940,880 75,000 1,015,880 945 Market Street 2017-011465 47,552
120 Stockton Street 2016-016161 49,999


345 4th Street 2017-001690 49,901
420 Taylor Street 2017-016476 38,791 186,243


2018-2019 829,637 75,000 904,637 No Projects N/A 0 0
2019-2020 904,637 75,000 979,637 865 Market Street 2018-007267 49,999


2300 Harrison Street 2016-010589 27,017 77,016
Total 1,739,301


1  Each approval period begins on October 17
2  Carried over from previous year


6







ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT


Amount Currently Available: 786,993


Approval 
Period1 Unallocated Sq. Ft.2


"Large" Office 
Annual Limit3


Reduction per 
Section 321.1


Adjusted Annual 
Limit Project Address Case No. Project 


Allocation
Total 


Allocated Comments


1985-1986 0 875,000 (475,000) 400,000 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1986-1987 400,000 875,000 (475,000) 800,000 600 California 1986.085 318,030 


235 Pine 1984.432 147,500 
343 Sansome 1985.079 160,449 625,979 


1987-1988 174,021 875,000 (475,000) 574,021 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1988-1989 574,021 875,000 (475,000) 974,021 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1989-1990 974,021 875,000 (475,000) 1,374,021 150 California 1987.613 195,503 195,503 
1990-1991 1,178,518 875,000 (475,000) 1,578,518 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1991-1992 1,578,518 875,000 (475,000) 1,978,518 300 Howard 1989.589 382,582 382,582 aka 199 Fremont Street
1992-1993 1,595,936 875,000 (475,000) 1,995,936 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1993-1994 1,995,936 875,000 (475,000) 2,395,936 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1994-1995 2,395,936 875,000 (475,000) 2,795,936 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1995-1996 2,795,936 875,000 (475,000) 3,195,936 No Projects N/A 0 0 
1996-1997 3,195,936 875,000 (475,000) 3,595,936 101 Second 1997.484 368,800 368,800 
1997-1998 3,227,136 875,000 (37,582) 4,064,554 55 Second Street 1997.215 283,301 aka One Second Street


244-256 Front 1996.643 58,650 aka 275 Saramento Street
650 Townsend 1997.787 269,680 aka 699-08th Street


455 Golden Gate 1997.478 420,000 State office building - see also Case No. 
1993.707


945 Battery 1997.674 52,715 
475 Brannan 1997.470 61,000 
250 Steuart 1998.144 540,000 1,685,346 aka 2 Folsom/250 Embarcadero


1998-1999 2,379,208 875,000 0 3,254,208 One Market 1998.135 51,822 
Pier One 1998.646 88,350 Port office building


554 Mission 1998.321 645,000 aka 560/584 Mission Street
700 Seventh 1999.167 273,650 aka 625 Townsend Street


475 Brannan 1999.566 2,500 1,061,322 addition to previous approval - 1997.470


1999-2000 2,192,886 875,000 0 3,067,886 670 Second 1999.106 60,000 
160 King 1999.027 176,000 


350 Rhode Island 1998.714 250,000 


First & Howard 1998.902 854,000 First & Howard bldg #2 (405 Howard), 
#3 (505-525 Howard) & #4 (500 Howard)


235 Second 1999.176 180,000 
500 Terry Francois 2000.127 280,000 Mission Bay 26a
550 Terry Francois 2000.329 225,004 Mission Bay 28


899 Howard 1999.583 153,500 2,178,504 


2000-2001 889,382 875,000 0 1,764,382 First & Howard 1998.902 295,000 First & Howard bldg #1 (400 Howard)
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ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT


Amount Currently Available: 786,993


Approval 
Period1 Unallocated Sq. Ft.2


"Large" Office 
Annual Limit3


Reduction per 
Section 321.1


Adjusted Annual 
Limit Project Address Case No. Project 


Allocation
Total 


Allocated Comments


550 Terry Francois 2000.1293 60,150 355,150 Additional allocation (see also 2000.329)


2001-2002 1,409,232 875,000 0 2,284,232 350 Bush 2000.541 344,500 See also 500 Pine Street - Small
38-44 Tehama 2001.0444 75,000 


235 Second 2000.319 64,000 modify 1999.176
250 Brannan 2001.0689 113,540 
555 Mission 2001.0798 549,000 


1700 Owens 2002.0300 0 1,146,040 Alexandria District - West Campus 
(160,100)


2002-2003 1,138,192 875,000 0 2,013,192 7th & Mission GSA No Case 514,727 514,727 Federal Building
2003-2004 1,498,465 875,000 0 2,373,465 Presidio Dig Arts No Case 839,301 839,301 Presidio Trust
2004-2005 1,534,164 875,000 0 2,409,164 No Projects N/A 0 0 
2005-2006 2,409,164 875,000 0 3,284,164 201 16th Street 2006.0384 430,000 430,000 aka 409/499 Illinois


2006-2007 2,854,164 875,000 0 3,729,164 1500 Owens 2006.1212 0 Alexandria District - West Campus 
(158,500)


1600 Owens 2006.1216 0 Alexandria District - West Campus 
(228,000)


1455 Third Street/455 
Mission Bay South 


Blvd/450 South Street
2006.1509 0 Alexandria District - North Campus 


(373,487)


1515 Third Street 2006.1536 0 Alexandria District - North Campus 
(202,893)


650 Townsend 2005.1062 375,151
120 Howard 2006.0616 67,931
535 Mission 2006.1273 293,750 736,832 


2007-2008 2,992,332 875,000 0 3,867,332 100 California 2006.0660 76,500 


505-525 Howard 2008.0001 74,500 Additional allocation for First & Howard 
Building #3


680 Folsom Street No Case 117,000 Redevelopment - Yerba Buena


Alexandria District 2008.0850 1,122,980 


Establishes Alexandria Mission Bay Life 
Sciences and Technology Development 
District ("Alexandria District") for which 


previously allocated office space and 
future allocations would be limited to 
1,350,000 gsf to be distributed among 
designated buildings within district.


600 Terry Francois 2008.0484 0 Alexandria District - East Campus 
(312,932)
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ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT


Amount Currently Available: 786,993


Approval 
Period1 Unallocated Sq. Ft.2


"Large" Office 
Annual Limit3


Reduction per 
Section 321.1


Adjusted Annual 
Limit Project Address Case No. Project 


Allocation
Total 


Allocated Comments


650 Terry Francois 2008.0483 0 Alexandria District - East Campus 
(291,367)


1450 Owens 2008.0690 0 1,390,980 Alexandria District - West Campus 
(61,581)


2008-2009 2,476,352 875,000 0 3,351,352 No Projects N/A 0 0 
2009-2010 3,351,352 875,000 0 4,226,352 850-870 Brannan Street 2009.1026 138,580 aka 888 Brannan Street


222 Second Street 2006.1106 430,650 569,230 LEED
2010-2011 3,657,122 875,000 0 4,532,122 350 Mission Street 2006.1524 340,320 


Alexandria District n/a 200,000 under terms of Motion 17709
Treasure Island 2007.0903 0 540,320 Priority Resolution Only


2011-2012 3,991,802 875,000 0 4,866,802 Alexandria District n/a 27,020 under terms of Motion 17709
850-870 Brannan St 2011.0583 113,753  aka 888 Brannan Street


444 DeHaro St 2012.0041 90,500 
460-462 Bryant St 2011.0895 59,475 


185 Berry St 2012.0409 101,982 aka China Basin Landing
100 Potrero Ave. 2012.0371 70,070 EN Legitimization


601 Townsend Street 2011.1147 72,600 535,400 EN Legitimization
2012-2013 4,331,402 875,000 0 5,206,402 101 1st Street 2012.0257 1,370,577 Transbay Tower; aka 425 Mission


181 Fremont Street 2007.0456 404,000 new office/residential building
1550 Bryant Street 2012.1046 108,399 EN Legitimization
1100 Van Ness Ave 2009.0885 242,987 CPMC Cathedral Hill MOB
3615 Cesar Chavez 2009.0886 94,799 CPMC St. Luke's MOB
345 Brannan Street 2007.0385 102,285 
270 Brannan Street 2012.0799 189,000 
333 Brannan Street 2012.0906 175,450 
350 Mission Street 2013.0276 79,680 Salesforce (No. 2)
999 Brannan Street 2013.0585 143,292 EN Legitimization - Dolby
1800 Owens Street 2012.1482 700,000 3,610,469 Mission Bay Block 40


2013-2014 1,595,933 875,000 0 2,470,933 300 California Street 2012.0605 56,459
665 3rd Street 2013.0226 123,700 


410 Townsend Street 2013.0544 76,000 
888 Brannan Street 2013.0493 10,000 AirBnB - See Also 2011.0583B


81-85 Bluxome Street 2013.0007 55,000 321,159 
2014-2015 2,149,774 875,000 0 3,024,774 501-505 Brannan Street 2012.1187 137,446


100 Hooper Street 2012.0203 284,471
390 Main Street 2012.0722 137,286 MTC Project - Verified on 4/14/15


250 Howard Street 2014-002085 766,745 aka Transbay Block 5 (195 Beale St)


510 Townsend Street 2014.0679 269,063
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ANNUAL LIMIT FOR "LARGE" SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE DEVELOPMENT


Amount Currently Available: 786,993


Approval 
Period1 Unallocated Sq. Ft.2


"Large" Office 
Annual Limit3


Reduction per 
Section 321.1


Adjusted Annual 
Limit Project Address Case No. Project 


Allocation
Total 


Allocated Comments


901-925 Mission Street 2011.0409 633,500 2,228,511 5M (Motions 19467 & 19468)
2015-2016 796,263 875,000 0 1,671,263 MBS Blocks 29 & 31 2014-002701 0 GSW Event Center (Design Only)


645 Harrison Street 2013.1545 98,964 
1455 & 1515 3rd St 2008.0850 0 Uber/Alexandria (Design Only)


50 1st St 2006.1523 1,057,549 Motion No. 19636
875 Howard St 2015-009141 70,881 1,227,394 Motion No. 19700


2016-2017 443,869 875,000 0 1,318,869 633 Folsom St 2014.1063 90,102


1500 Mission Street 2014-000362 0 90,102 


Motion No. 19887 - DNX Approval (City 
Gov't. Office Bldg. - Approx. 464,000 


GSF)
2017-2018 1,228,767 875,000 0 2,103,767 1 De Haro Street 2015-015010 86,301 86,301 
2018-2019 2,017,466 875,000 0 2,892,466 598 Brannan Street 2012.0640 711,136 


610 Brannan Street 2017-000663 1,384,578 Flower Mart
88 Bluxome Street 2015-012490 775,000 2,870,714 Tennis Club


2019-2020 21,752 875,000 0 896,752 601 Townsend Street 2019-017636OTH (72,600) Administrative Revocation
100 California Street 2006.066 (76,500) PC Revocation
300 California Street 2012.0605 (56,459) PC Revocation


350 Rhode Island Street 1998.714 (87,700) PC Revocation
185 Berry Street 2012.0409 (101,982) Administrative Revocation


725 Harrison Street 2005.0759 505,000 109,759 
Total 24,100,425


1  Each approval period begins on October 17
2  Carried over from previous year
3  Excludes 75,000 gsf dedicated to "small" projects per Section 321(b)(4)
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SMALL OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION
AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments
1986-1987 1985.244 1199 Bush 0280-031 46,645 11026 complete 1991 St. Francis Hospital
1987-1988 1988.349 3235-18th Street 3591-001/030 45,350 11451 complete PG&E, aka 2180 Harrison Street
1988-1989 1988.568 2601 Mariposa 4016-001 49,850 11598 complete 1991 KQED


1988.287 1501 Sloat 7255-002 39,000 11567 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1990-1991 1990.238 350 Pacific 0165-006 45,718 13114 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1991-1992 1990.568 1075 Front 0111-001 32,000 13381 complete 1993


1987.847 601 Duboce 3539-001 36,000 13254 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1992-1993 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1993-1994 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1994-1995 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1995-1996 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1996-1997 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1997-1998 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1998-1999 1998.362 1301 Sansome 0085-005 31,606 14784 complete 1999
1999-2000 1998.369 435 Pacific 0175-028 32,500 14971 complete 2003


2000.459 2801 Leavenworth 0010-001 40,000 15922 complete 2001 The Cannery


1998.497 215 Fremont 3738-012 47,950 15939 complete 2002
1999.668 38-44 Tehama 3736-111 49,950 15967 doesn't count n/a reapproved as large project


1998.090 845 Market
3705-09:18 


into 3705-049 49,100 15949 complete 2006 Bloomingdale's


2000-2001 1999.821 178 Townsend 3788-012 49,002 16025 doesn't count n/a


18mos exp 5/2/02; 2005.0470 new E & K appl for residential, 
building permit application no.200608290851 for residential 
submitted on 8/29/07; 9/4/08 CPC approves conversion to 
Residential (M17688) - Revoked on 1/23/09


2000.987 530 Folsom 3736-017 45,944 16023 complete 2006


1999.300 272 Main 3739-006 46,500 16049 doesn't count n/a


18mos exp 6/7/02; permit 200502185810 filed 2/05. 12/15/08 - 
Building Permit Application No. 200811136470 issued for 
demolition of two buildings on property.  To be used for temp 
Transbay facility. REVOCATION LETTER ISSUED 3/16/09


2000.1162 35 Stanford 3788-038 48,000 16070 complete 2007


2000.774 2800 Leavenworth 0011-007/008 34,945 16071 complete 2001 The Anchorage


2000.552 199 New Montgomery 3722-021 49,345 16104 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/6/05
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SMALL OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION
AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


2000.1269 3433 Third 5203-23 42,000 16107 doesn't count n/a
building permit application no. 200011014657 withdrawn on 
11/9/06.  REVOCATION LETTER ISSUED 9/25/07


1999.795 177 Townsend 3794-4,7 46,775 16122 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/6/05


2000.539 500 Pine
258-4 to 


9/033 44450 16113 complete n/a BPA No. 200011024683 complete as of 3/22/17. 


2000.986 150 Powell 327-22 39,174
16118/164


23 doesn't count n/a


time limit for construction extended (see Case No. 
2002.0363B). Project converted to residential use (see Case 
No. 2006.1299)


1998.281 185 Berry 3803-005 49,500 16143 doesn't count n/a new approval 2005


2000.190 201 Second 3736-097 44,500 16148 doesn't count n/a converted to residential use


2000.660 35 Hawthorne 3735-047 40,350 16174 doesn't count n/a
converted to residential use - see 2004.0852 and building 
permit application no. 200509082369


2000.122 48 Tehama 3736-084/085 49,300 16235 doesn't count n/a revoked at Planning Commission hearing on 6/9/11


2000.723 639 Second
3789-


005/857:971 49,500 16241 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/6/05


1999.423 699 Second
3789-


004/857:971 49,500 16240 doesn't count n/a revoked 1/10/05


2001-2002 2001.0050 3251 18th Street 3591-018 49,500 16451 doesn't count n/a


6/28/07 - building permit application no. 200706285450 
submitted to revise project and reduce office space to approx. 
10,000 gsf. - REVOCATION LETTER ISSUED 8/16/07


2002-2003 2002.0223 501 Folsom Street 3749-001 32,000 16516 complete 2006
2003-2004 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
2004-2005 2005.0106 185 Berry Street 3803-005 49,000 17070 complete 2008
2005-2006 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period


2006-2007 No Case 654 Minnesota 4042-003 & 004 43,939 none complete 2009
Confirmed by UCSF via 7/13/2007 letter from UCSF and 
associated LoD


2007-2008 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period


2008-2009 2006.1294 110 The Embarcadero 3715-002 41,940 17804 doesn't count n/a
18mos exp 7/14/10 - E appealed to BoS and overturned on 
3/17/09.  Application withdrawn and case closed on 12/30/09.


2009-2010 2009.0847 660 Alabama Street 4020-002 39,691 17973 complete 2011
CFC for building permit application no. 201001144798 issued 
on 3/23/11


2010-2011 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
2011-2012 2011.0468 208 Utah / 201 Potrero 3932-017 48,732 18608 complete 2012 BPA No. 201205090093
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SMALL OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION
AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments
2012.0014 808 Brannan Street 3780-004D 43,881 18559 complete 2013 BPA No. 201201031584
2012.0128 375 Alabama Street 3966-002 48,189 18574 complete 2013 BPA No. 201209210308
2011.1049 385 7th / 1098 Harrison 3754-017 42,039 18700 complete 2013 BPA No. 201212115895
2011.1410 275 Brannan Street 3789-009 48,500 18672 complete 2013 BPA No. 201207164925


2012-2013 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
2013-1014 2013.0992 3130 20th Street 4083-002 32,081 19188 complete n/a BPA No. 201409297604 issued 10/28/16. 


2013.0627 660 3rd Street 3788-008 40000 19234 complete 2015 BPA No. 201411252480 issued on 2/24/15.
2014-2015 2013.1600 340 Bryant Street 3764-061 47536 19311 complete n/a BPA 201305177189 issued 7/15/15.


2014-002385 101 Townsend Street 3794-015 41,206 19338 complete 2015 BPA No. 201505055374  for change of use completed 9/10/15. 
2014.0567 2101 Mission Street 3575-091 46,660 19445 complete 2018 BPA No. 201312033192  issued 11/3/15. CFC issued 5/10/18.


2015-2016 2014.1315 135 Townsend Street 3794-022 49,995 19517 complete 2017 BPA No. 201601086717  complete 3/10/17. 
2013.1511 360 Spear Street 3745-009 49,992 19515 approved n/a BP No. 201809119777 issued on 9/28/18.


2015-000509 1125 Mission Street 3727-091 35,842 19538 complete 2017 BPA No. 201511021472 complete 3/14/17.
2016-2017 2015-000878 300 Grant Avenue 0287-014 29,703 19813 approved n/a BPA No. 201612275920 issued on 12/22/17.


2015-011529 2525 16th Street 3966-001 43,569 19799 approved n/a BPA No. 201604185006 issued on 9/5/18. 
2016-010294 1088-1090 Sansome Street 0135-009 49,814 19889 approved n/a No BPA yet filed.


2015-017998 144 Townsend Street 3788-009A 42,510 19846 complete 2019
BPA No. 201806263016 filed on 6/26/18 and under review by 
Planning. 


2012.1410 77-85 Federal Street 3774-444 49,840 19996 approved n/a BPA No. 201306200082 issued on 6/14/18. 


2017-2018 2017-011465 945 Market Street 3704-240 47,552 20137 approved n/a
BPA No. 201805017929 filed on 5/1/18 and under review by 
Planning.


2016-016161 120 Stockton Street 0313-017 49,999 20173 approved n/a
BPA No. 201805048215 filed on 5/4/18 and under review by 
Planning.


2017-001690 345 4th Street 3751-165 49,901 20222 approved n/a BPA No.  201807194942 approved by Planning on 9/14/18.


2017-016476 420 Taylor Street 0316-010 38,791 20289 approved n/a
BPA No. 201712146457 filed on 12/4/17 and under review by 
Planning.


2018-2019 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
2019-2020 2018-007267 865 Market Street 3705-042 49,999 20591 approved n/a


2016-010589 2300 Harrison Street 3593-001 27,017 20596 approved n/a
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LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


1986-1987 1986.085 600 California
0241-003 into 0241-


027 318,030 11077 complete 1992


1984.432 235 Pine 0267-015 147,500 11075 complete 1991
1984.274 33 Columbus 0195-004 81,300 11070 doesn't count n/a revoked 12/00
1985.079 343 Sansome 0239-002 160,449 11076 complete 1991


1987-1988 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1988-1989 1984.199 524 Howard 3721-013 199,965 11683 doesn't count n/a reapproved in 1998 under Case No. 1998.843.


1989-1990 1987.613 150 California
0236-003 into 0236-


019 195,503 11828 complete 2001


1990-1991 1989.589 300 Howard
3719-005 into 3719-


018 382,582 13218 complete 2001 aka 199 Fremont Street
1991-1992 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1992-1993 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1993-1994 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
1994-1995 1994.105 101 Second Street 3721-072 386,655 13886 doesn't count n/a Reapproved in 1997 under Case No. 1997.484.
1995-1996 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period


1996-1997 1997.484 101 Second Street
3721-72:75 into 3721-


089 368,800 14454 complete 2000


1997-1998 1997.215 55 Second Street
3708-019A/033/034 


into 3708-096 283,301 14542 complete 2002 aka One Second Street


1996.643 244-256 Front 0236-018 58,650 14601 complete 2001 aka 275 Sacramento Street
1997.787 650 Townsend 3783-009 269,680 14520 complete 2001 aka 699-08th Street
No Case 455 Golden Gate 0765-002/003 420,000 none complete 1998 State office building.  See also case no. 1993.707.
1997.674 945 Battery 0135-001 52,715 14672 complete 1998
1997.470 475 Brannan 3787-031 61,000 14685 complete 2001


1998.144 250 Steuart
3741-028 into 3741-


035 540,000 14604 complete 2002 aka 2 Folsom/250 Embarcadero
1998-1999 1998.135 One Market 3713-006 51,822 14756 complete 2000


1998.843 524 Howard 3721-013 201,989 14801 doesn't count n/a revoked 6/11 under Case No. 2011.0503
1998.646 Pier One 9900-001 88,350 none complete 2003 Port office building


14







LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


1998.321 554 Mission
3708-015/017/018 into  


3708-095 645,000 14893 complete 2003 aka 560/584 Mission


1999.167 700 Seventh
3799-001 into 3799-


008 273,650 14895 complete 2006 aka 625 Townsend
1999.566 475 Brannan 3787-031 2,500 14884 complete 2001 addition to previous approval - 1997.470


1998.268 631 Folsom 3750-090 170,000 14750 doesn't count n/a
project converted to residential - allocation revoked 
12/00.


1999-2000 1999.106 670 Second 3788-043/044 60,000 14907 complete 2001
1999.027 160 King 3794-025 176,000 14956 complete 2002
1998.714 350 Rhode Island 3957-001 250,000 14988 complete 2004


1998.902 First & Howard 3721; 3736; 3737 854,000 15006 complete


405 Howard - 
2005; 505-


525 Howard - 
under review; 
500 Howard - 


2003


18 mos exp 9/2/01. Includes 3 of 4 buildings at First & 
Howard (see bldg #1  - 400 Howard - below): bldg #2 - 
405 Howard (3737-030) - 460,000 gsf office - 
200002172133 - complete); bldg #3 - 505-525 Howard  
(3736-121/114) - 178,000 gsf office - 200610316514 
currently (8/4/08) under review by Planning (see also 
2008.0001 for additional allocation); bldg #4 -500 
Howard  (3721-119) - 216,000 gsf office - 
200006172952 - complete).
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LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


1999.176 235 Second
3736-061 into 3736-


123 180,000 15004 complete 2002


2000.127 500 Terry Francois
3838; 3839 into 8721-


001/010 280,000 15010 complete 2008 MB 26a


1998.766 535 Mission 3721-068 252,000 15027 doesn't count n/a revoked and reapproved as residential


1998.635 2101 Bryant 4080-007 148,000 15044 doesn't count n/a
project converted to residential - allocation revoked 
1/10/05


2000.329 550 Terry Francois
3839; 3840 into 8721-


001/011 225,004 15055 complete 2002 MB 28
1999.583 899 Howard 3733-079 153,500 15062 complete 2005


2000-2001 1998.902 First & Howard 3720-008 295,000 16069 complete 2008 First & Howard - Building #1 (400 Howard)


2000.1293 550 Terry Francois
3839: 3840 into 8721-


001/011 60,150 16110 complete 2002 addition to 2000.329.


2000.1295 Mission Bay 26/2
3840; 3841 into 8721-


001-012 145,750 16111 doesn't count n/a
AKA MB 26 East. returned to cap for approval of 
2002.0301


1999.603 555 Mission 3721-69,70,78… 499,000 16130 doesn't count n/a
project revised - allocation revoked and reapproved 
under Case No. 2007.0798.


2000.277 801 Market 3705-48 112,750 16140 doesn't count n/a project abandoned per letter from sponsor


2001-2002 2000.541 350 Bush 269-2,2a,3,22… 344,500 16273 complete 2019
Building permit application no. 200708078938 issued 
12/19/14. 


2001.0444 38-44 Tehama 3736-111 75,000 16280 complete 2003


2000.319 235 Second 3736-61,62,64-67 64,000 16279 complete 2002
modify 1999.176 - convert warehouse from PDR to 
office.


2001.0689 250 Brannan 3774-25 113,540 16285 complete 2002


2001.0798 555 Mission
3721-69,70,78-81, 


120 549,000 16302 complete 2008
2002.0301 Mission Bay 42/4 8709-10 80,922 16397 doesn't count n/a revoked and reapproved as 2002.1216 (1600 Owens)
2002.0300 1700 Owens 8709-007 0 16398 complete 2007 Alexandria District (160,100). West Campus. 164,828


2002-2003 No Case 7th/Mission GSA 3702-15 … 514,727 none complete 2007 Federal Building
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LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


2002.0691
499 Illinois/201-16th 
Street 3940-001 429,542 16483 doesn't count n/a


revoked and reapproved as 2006.0384 (201 16th 
Street)  MB Block X4


2003-2004 2001.1039 55 9th Street 3701-063 268,000 16760 doesn't count n/a


200408111247 issued 5/19/05 - Authorization 
REVOKED by Planning Commission Motion Nos. 
17521 and 17522 for proposal to convert project to 
residential use. 


2000.1229 Pier 30-32 3770-001 370,000 none doesn't count n/a


E, K & ! Cases created, no B case created.  BCDC 
permit approved in 2003 and allocation made for 
accounting purposes, but permit never acted upon. 
2/09 - 370,000 added back to cap because project 
does not appear to be moving forward. 


No Case
Presidio - Letterman 
Digital Arts 839,301 none complete 2006


2004-2005 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period


2005-2006 2006.0384 201-16th Street 3940-001 430,000 17223 complete 2008
aka 1409-1499 Illinois/MB Block X-4. 18 mos exp 
10/6/07.  Project (200607186938) complete 11/19/08


2006-2007 2006.1212 1500 Owens 8709-006 0 17333 complete 2009


Alexandria District - West Campus (158,500); 
200611298694 issued 5/24/07 (aka MBS Blk 41-43, 
Parcel 5). Under construction. Estimated completion in 
March 2009. 


2006.1216 1600 Owens 8709-004/010 0 17332 complete 2016 BPA 200711097802 completed 2/4/16. 


2006.1509


Alexandria District - 
North Campus (MB 26/1-
3; 1455 Third Street/455 
Mission Bay South 
Blvd/450 South Street)


8721-012/8720-
011/016/017 0 17401


complete/under 
construction n/a


Alexandria District - North Campus (373,487); aka 
MBS Blk 26, Parcels 1-3, project proposes 3 buildings - 
building permit application no. 200704279921 (455 
Mission Bay South Blvd.) COMPLETE on 11/17/09 for 
5 story office/lab; 200705090778 (450 South Street) 
COMPLETE on 10/23/09 for "parking garage with 7 
stories new building."  BPA 201508245071 for 12-story 
office issued 11/2/16 and 201508245062 issued 
11/3/16 for 7 story office/retail building. 


2006.1536 1515 Third Street 8721-012 0 17400 under construction n/a


Alexandria District - North Campus (202,893); aka 
MBS Blk 27, Parcel 1  see also 2006.1509. BPA 
200806265407 withdrawn 11/3/16; new BPA 
201508245062 issued 11/3/16 for 7 story office/retail 
building. 
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LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


2005.1062 650 Townsend 3783-009 375,151 17440 complete 2009


18 mos exp 12/7/08.  200705151356 issued 2/20/08 - 
Conversion of existing structure into office - no major 
construction required. Final Inspection (3/16/09)


2006.0616 120 Howard 3717-019 67931 17466 complete n/a Construction completed in 2012


2006.1273 535 Mission 3721-068, 083 293750 17470 complete n/a


18 mos exp 2/2/09; 2/12/08 - 200508049463 issued by 
CPB on 8/21/08.  Appealed to Board of Permit Appeals 
on 8/29/08 (Appeal No. 08-137) - appeal withdrawn 
and permit reinstated on 8/29/08.  Separate permits 
issued for pile indicators, site cleanup and fencing. 
10/24/08 - Construction started in early 2013.


2007-2008 2006.0660 100 California 0236-017 76,500 17544 approved n/a


18 mos exp 7/31/09. No building permit on file as of 
5/18/11. Beacon Capital started the process and then 
allegedly sold to Broadway Partners, who are reputed 
to be current owners- no current status


6/16/14 update - Broadway Partners website lists the 
property as theirs. No building permits relating to 
project on file. Site visit on 6/17/14 shows no signs of 
upcoming construction activity.  


2008.0001 505-525 Howard 3736-001:004/114/121 74,500 17641 complete n/a


18 mos exp 12/26/09.  200610316514 for new 
construction COMPLETED on 3/11/14. "First & 
Howard"  bldg 3 - see 1998.902. 2005.0733 on file to 
legalize existing surface parking lot.


No Case 680 Folsom Street 3735-013 117,000 none complete n/a Redevelopment (Yerba Buena)


2008.0850 Alexandria District various 1122980 17709 approved n/a


Establishes Alexandria Mission Bay Life Sciences and 
Technology Development District ("Alexandria District") 
to consolidate previous and future allocations.


2008.0484 600 Terry Francois 8722-001 0 17710 approved n/a
Alexandria District - East Campus (312,932) - 
schematic design.


2008.0483 650 Terry Francois 8722-001 0 17711 approved n/a
Alexandria District - East Campus (291,367) - 
schematic design.


2008.0690 1450 Owens 8709-006 0 17712 approved n/a
Alexandria District - West Campus (61,581) - 
schematic design as of 4/2011


2008-2009 No Projects Approved During Allocation Period
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LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


2009-2010 2009.1026 850-870 Brannan Street 3780-
006/007/007A/072 138,580 18095 complete 2013 aka 888 Brannan Street


2007.0946
Candlestick Point - 
Hunter's Point


Candlestick Point and 
Hunter's Point 


Shipyard 800000 18102 approved n/a


NO ALLOCATION GRANTED YET. First  800,000 gsf 
of office development within the Candlestick Point - 
Hunter's Point Project Area to receive priority office 
allocation over all projects except the Transbay Transit 
Tower or those within Mission Bay South.


2006.1106 222 Second Street 3735-063 430650 18170 complete n/a BPA No. 200711309386


2010-2011 No Case Alexandria District various 200000 17709 approved n/a
additional allocation per terms of Motion 17709 by 
Letter of  Determination


2006.1524 350 Mission Street 3710-017 335000 18268 complete n/a
2007.0903 Treasure Island 1939-001/002 0 18332 approved n/a Priority Resolution Only for 100,000gsf.


2011-2012 No Case Alexandria District various 27020 17709 approved n/a
additional allocation per terms of Motion 17709 by 
Letter of  Determination


2011.0583 850-870 Brannan Street 3780-006, 007, 007A, 
and 072 113,753 18527 complete 2013 aka 888 Brannan Street


2011.1147 601 Townsend Street 3799-001 72,600 18619 approved n/a
BPA No. 201408063120 approved by Planning on 
8/8/14, but not yet issued by DBI. Project sponsor 
proposed to withdraw on 8/3/16.


2009.0885 1100 Van Ness Ave 0694-010 242,987 18599 doesn't count n/a
CPMC - Cat Hill MOB; rescinded & reallocated in 2013 
cycle


2011.0895 460-462 Bryant St 3763-015A 59475 18685 complete n/a BPA No. 201312194664 issued on 5/22/14.
2012.0041 444 DeHaro St 3979-001 90500 18653 complete 2013 BPA No. 201312194626 issued on 12/31/13.
2012.0409 185 Berry St 3803-005 101982 18690 complete n/a aka China Basin Landing. 


2012.0371 100 Potrero Ave. 3920-001 70070 18704 complete 2013
EN Legitimization. BPA No. 201212286973 issued 
5/6/13.


2009.0886 3615 Cesar Chavez 6576-021 99,848 18595 doesn't count n/a
CPMC - St. Luke's MOB; rescinded & reallocated in 
2013 cycle


2012-2013 2012.0257 101 1st Street 3720-001 1,370,577 18725 complete n/a
Transbay Tower; aka 425 Mission St. BPA No. 
201303132080.


2007.0456 181 Fremont Street 0308-001 361038 18764 under construction n/a
BPA No. 201305015894 issued 12/26/13. TCOs issued 
on 5/10 and 8/13/19.


2012.1046 1550 Bryant Street 3923-006 108,399 18732 complete 2013 EN Legitimization. BPA No. 201302069627


2012.1482 1800 Owens 8727-005 700,000 18807 complete 2017
Mission Bay Block 40. BPA No. 201409045458 issued 
11/12/15.


2009.0885 1100 Van Ness Ave 0694-010 242,987 18890 complete 2019 CPMC - Cat Hill MOB;  BPA 201112090400
2009.0886 3615 Cesar Chavez 6576-021 94799 18886 under construction n/a CPMC - St. Luke's MOB
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LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments


2007.0385 345 Brannan Street 3788-039 102285 19000 complete 2015
BPA 200810275193 completed and CFC issued 
10/14/15


2012.0799 270 Brannan Street 3774-026 189000 18988 complete 2016


BPA No. 201312174402 issued on 4/25/14. Foundation 
and Superstructure Addendum approved. Architectural 
Addendum under review by DBI/DPW/PUC. 
"Groundbreaking" in August 2014.


2012.0906 333 Brannan Street 3788-042 175,450 18952 complete 2015
BPA No. 201306280744 completed and CFC issued 
10/14/15. 


2013.0276 350 Mission Street 3710-017 79,680 18956 complete 2017
Salesforce (No. 2). BPA No. 201108011461 complete 
3/23/17. 


2013.0585 999 Brannan Street 3782-003 143292 18950 complete 2014
EN Legitimization. BPA No. 201306280728 issued 
4/28/14.


2013-2014 2012.0605 300 California Street 0238-002 56459 19034 approved n/a Approved 12/5/13. No BPA filed.


2013.0226 665 3rd Street 3788-041 123,700 19012 complete 2013
BPA No. 201311222636 issued on 12/31/13 to legalize 
office space.


2013.0544 410 Townsend Street 3785-002A 76,000 19062 complete 2015 BPA No. 201306260587 issued on10/29/15. 


2013.0493 888 Brannan Street
3780-006, 007, 007A, 


and 072 10000 19049 complete 2014 AirBnB (No. 2) to convert GF parking to office.


2013.0007 81-85 Bluxome Street 3786-018 55,000 19088 complete 2016
BPA No. 201404072588 completed and CFC issued on 
12/1/16.


2014-2015 2012.1187 501-505 Brannan Street 3786-038 137,446 19295 complete 2018 BPA No. 201508285498 issued on 2/8/16.


2012.0203 100 Hooper Street 3808-003 284471 19315 under construction n/a
BPA Nos. 201410239755 and 201410209377 issued 
12/17/15.


2012.0722 390 Main Street 3746-002 n/a complete 2017 Conversion of former gov. agencies to office space. 
2014-002085 250 Howard Street 3718-012, 025, 027 766,745 19413 under construction n/a BPA No. 201504274732 issued on 10/28/15. 
2014.0679 510 Townsend Street 3784-007, 080 269,063 19440 complete 2019


2011.0409 901-925 Mission Street
3725-005, 006, 008, 
009, 012, 098, 093 633,500


19467, 
19468 approved n/a 5M Project; No building permit filed.


2015-2016 2013.1545 645 Harrison Street 3763-105 98,964 19524  under construction n/a BPA No. 201703101213 issued on 4/3/2017.


2014-002701 MBS Blocks 29 & 31 8722-001 0 19502 complete 2019


GSW Event Center (Design Only); BPA No. 
201606149952 (11-story office bldg.) issued on 


4/11/17. 


2008.0850 1455 & 1515 3rd St 8721-029, 033 0 19619  under construction n/a


Uber/Alexandria (Design Only); BPA No. 
201508245071 (12-story office bldg.) issued 11/2/16; 
BPA No. 201508245062 (7-story office/retail bldg.) 
issued 11/3/16. 


2006.1523 50 1st St 3708/055 1,057,549 19636  under construction n/a BPA No. 201510301303 issued 7/5/17. 
2015-009141 875 Howard St 3733/079 70,881 19700 complete 2018 BPA No. 201707182101 completed on 3/5/18.
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LARGE OFFICE APPROVALS - STATUS OF ALL PROJECTS COMPLETE


REVOKED
18 MOS. EXPIRED
NO INFORMATION / NOT APPLICABLE
UNDER CONSTRUCTION


AWAITING ADDITIONAL INFORMATION


Date Case No. Address APN Size Motion Status Completion Comments
2016-2017 2014.1063 630 Folsom St 3750/079 90,102 19815  under construction n/a BPA No. 201706018184 issued on 3/21/18. 


2014-000362 1500 Mission St
3506-006, 007, 008-


011 0 n/a  under construction n/a BPA No. 201606200387 issued on 10/3/17.


2017-2018 2015-015010 1 De Haro St 3800-004, 005 86,301  under construction n/a BPA No. 201710121125 issued on 12/5/18.


2018-2019 2012.0640 598 Brannan Street 3777-045, 050, 052 711,136 20460 approved n/a
BPA Nos. 201909060913 and 201909060914 under 
review by Planning.


2017-000663 610 Brannan Street
3778-001B, 002B, 
004, 005, 047, 048 1,355,363 20485 approved n/a BPA Nos. 2019.0806.8051, 8052, 8053, 8054, 8055


2015-012490 88 Bluxome Street 3786-037 775,000 20494 approved n/a
BPA Nos. 201903215884, 201903215873, and 
201903215872 under review by Planning.


2019-2020 2005.0759 725 Harrison Street
3762-106, 108, 109, 


112, 116, 117 505,000 20598 approved n/a
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From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW RENTAL SUBSIDIES FOR HIV

POSITIVE SAN FRANCISCANS
Date: Friday, December 20, 2019 1:34:50 PM
Attachments: 12.20.19 HIV Rental Subsidies.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Friday, December 20, 2019 1:34 PM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW RENTAL SUBSIDIES FOR
HIV POSITIVE SAN FRANCISCANS
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Friday, December 20, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW RENTAL

SUBSIDIES FOR HIV POSITIVE SAN FRANCISCANS
$1 million in funding from the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development for
first new HIV rental subsidies in 12 years; Q Foundation now accepting applications for the

program
 

San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the launch of the first new
rental subsidy program for people living with HIV/AIDS in 12 years. In partnership with
Mayor Breed and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD),
the Q Foundation hosted a launch event today at the Main Library for people to receive
information about the program, including qualification criteria and the application process.
 
Last month, MOHCD awarded $1 million to the Q Foundation to administer the HIV/AIDS
Rent Subsidy Program. Mayor Breed included the funding for the program in the City budget.
In addition to these new subsidies, the City has long provided rental subsidies for people living
with HIV and AIDS through the Housing Opportunities for Persons With AIDS (HOPWA)
Program.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Friday, December 20, 2019 
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131 
 


*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES NEW RENTAL 


SUBSIDIES FOR HIV POSITIVE SAN FRANCISCANS 
$1 million in funding from the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development for first 
new HIV rental subsidies in 12 years; Q Foundation now accepting applications for the program 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed today announced the launch of the first new 
rental subsidy program for people living with HIV/AIDS in 12 years. In partnership with Mayor 
Breed and the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development (MOHCD), the 
Q Foundation hosted a launch event today at the Main Library for people to receive information 
about the program, including qualification criteria and the application process.  
 
Last month, MOHCD awarded $1 million to the Q Foundation to administer the HIV/AIDS Rent 
Subsidy Program. Mayor Breed included the funding for the program in the City budget. In 
addition to these new subsidies, the City has long provided rental subsidies for people living with 
HIV and AIDS through the Housing Opportunities for Persons With AIDS (HOPWA) Program. 
 
“As we work to end homelessness in our City, we must also work to keep people housed, and 
this program helps us do just that,” said Mayor Breed. “Although we’ve reached a record-low 
number of new HIV infections in San Francisco, disparities exist among populations—including 
people who are unstably housed. These rental subsidies help people who have HIV live in stable, 
safe conditions, so they can continue to seek treatment and just live their lives without worrying 
about their housing situation.” 
 
“On behalf of Q Foundation and the HIV+ communities, we are proud and thankful for the 
leadership of Mayor London Breed and the City in taking this important step to reduce 
homelessness,” said Brian Basinger, Co-Founder and Executive Director of Q Foundation. 
“There are currently 2,390 people with HIV in San Francisco with immediate need for housing 
assistance. This investment in equity provides hope for our HIV+ communities who are among 
the top five highest rates of homelessness in the City.” 
 
Following the information session, case managers from the Q Foundation walked people through 
the application process using the Library’s computer lab. This immediate screening for eligibility 
will allow Q Foundation staff to begin reviewing applications as soon as possible. The rental 
subsidies will be administered to approximately 120 individuals who are HIV positive. To 
qualify for the program, people must be either currently housed and paying more than 70 percent 
of their income toward rent, or offered below-market rate housing in San Francisco, but in need 
of a subsidy. 
 



https://theqfoundation.org/
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“There is an immense need for rental subsidies for individuals who are HIV positive living in 
San Francisco, the city with one of the highest rates of HIV positive people experiencing 
homelessness in the United States,” said Daniel Adams, Acting Director of MOHCD. “We are 
excited to partner with the Q Foundation to administer these subsidies to ensure those with 
HIV/AIDS can live with dignity and security.” 
 
In 2014, San Francisco City agencies and organizations came together in a collective impact 
initiative known as Getting to Zero. This initiative brings together people and resources from 
throughout the city with three goals in mind: zero new HIV infections, zero HIV-related deaths 
and zero stigma and discrimination. 
 
Helping HIV positive individuals remain housed or find housing advances the City’s goal of 
“getting to zero” new HIV infections and HIV-related deaths. Stable housing allows people to 
more easily access the regular health care and medications they need to achieve viral 
suppression. Viral suppression drugs have made HIV a survivable disease for many, but there is 
a major disparity when it comes to people who are marginally housed or homeless. Thirty-three 
percent of homeless persons living with HIV in San Francisco are virally suppressed, compared 
to 74 percent of housed persons. 
 
In the 2018 Annual HIV Epidemiology Report, which was released this September, the 
Department of Public Health found that the total number of new HIV diagnoses fell below 200 
for the first time. However, the number of new HIV diagnoses increased among people 
experiencing homelessness, further demonstrating the need for programs that help people 
become housed and remain in their homes. 
 
In addition to the rental subsidy program for HIV-positive people, the City has a wide portfolio 
of rental and housing subsidies for low-income trans people, seniors, people with disabilities, and 
formerly homeless individuals living in permanent supportive housing. The City budget for 
Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21 includes $2 million in new subsidies for trans individuals and 
$300,000 for trans housing stability case management, and is projected to serve at least 55 
households. The budget also includes $7 million in new funding for housing subsidies for low-
income seniors and people with disabilities, including $500,000 that the Q Foundation is also 
administering. These investments will prevent eviction and stabilize tenancies for some of the 
City’s most vulnerable residents. 
 
Q Foundation aims to prevent homelessness by protecting the housing people already have, 
providing resources to secure new housing, and promoting public policy to expand opportunities 
for all. Q Foundation provides rental subsidies and affordable housing application assistance to 
diverse community of San Francisco, specifically including LGBTQ, HIV+, seniors, disabled 
adults, and families. 
 
Individuals interested in applying for the rental subsidies should talk to their case manager, or 
use Q Foundation’s online self-referral tool at https://theqfoundation.org/signup. 
 


### 
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“As we work to end homelessness in our City, we must also work to keep people housed, and
this program helps us do just that,” said Mayor Breed. “Although we’ve reached a record-low
number of new HIV infections in San Francisco, disparities exist among populations—
including people who are unstably housed. These rental subsidies help people who have HIV
live in stable, safe conditions, so they can continue to seek treatment and just live their lives
without worrying about their housing situation.”
 
“On behalf of Q Foundation and the HIV+ communities, we are proud and thankful for the
leadership of Mayor London Breed and the City in taking this important step to reduce
homelessness,” said Brian Basinger, Co-Founder and Executive Director of Q Foundation.
“There are currently 2,390 people with HIV in San Francisco with immediate need for housing
assistance. This investment in equity provides hope for our HIV+ communities who are
among the top five highest rates of homelessness in the City.”

Following the information session, case managers from the Q Foundation walked people
through the application process using the Library’s computer lab. This immediate screening
for eligibility will allow Q Foundation staff to begin reviewing applications as soon as
possible. The rental subsidies will be administered to approximately 120 individuals who are
HIV positive. To qualify for the program, people must be either currently housed and paying
more than 70 percent of their income toward rent, or offered below-market rate housing in
San Francisco, but in need of a subsidy.
 
“There is an immense need for rental subsidies for individuals who are HIV positive living in
San Francisco, the city with one of the highest rates of HIV positive people experiencing
homelessness in the United States,” said Daniel Adams, Acting Director of MOHCD. “We are
excited to partner with the Q Foundation to administer these subsidies to ensure those with
HIV/AIDS can live with dignity and security.”
 
In 2014, San Francisco City agencies and organizations came together in a collective impact
initiative known as Getting to Zero. This initiative brings together people and resources from
throughout the city with three goals in mind: zero new HIV infections, zero HIV-related
deaths and zero stigma and discrimination.
 
Helping HIV positive individuals remain housed or find housing advances the City’s goal of
“getting to zero” new HIV infections and HIV-related deaths. Stable housing allows people to
more easily access the regular health care and medications they need to achieve viral
suppression. Viral suppression drugs have made HIV a survivable disease for many, but there
is a major disparity when it comes to people who are marginally housed or homeless. Thirty-
three percent of homeless persons living with HIV in San Francisco are virally suppressed,
compared to 74 percent of housed persons.
 
In the 2018 Annual HIV Epidemiology Report, which was released this September, the
Department of Public Health found that the total number of new HIV diagnoses fell below 200
for the first time. However, the number of new HIV diagnoses increased among people
experiencing homelessness, further demonstrating the need for programs that help people
become housed and remain in their homes.
 
In addition to the rental subsidy program for HIV-positive people, the City has a wide
portfolio of rental and housing subsidies for low-income trans people, seniors, people with

http://www.gettingtozerosf.org/


disabilities, and formerly homeless individuals living in permanent supportive housing. The
City budget for Fiscal Years 2019-20 and 2020-21 includes $2 million in new subsidies for
trans individuals and $300,000 for trans housing stability case management, and is projected
to serve at least 55 households. The budget also includes $7 million in new funding for
housing subsidies for low-income seniors and people with disabilities, including $500,000 that
the Q Foundation is also administering. These investments will prevent eviction and stabilize
tenancies for some of the City’s most vulnerable residents.
 
Q Foundation aims to prevent homelessness by protecting the housing people already have,
providing resources to secure new housing, and promoting public policy to expand
opportunities for all. Q Foundation provides rental subsidies and affordable housing
application assistance to diverse community of San Francisco, specifically including LGBTQ,
HIV+, seniors, disabled adults, and families.
 
Individuals interested in applying for the rental subsidies should talk to their case manager, or
use Q Foundation’s online self-referral tool at https://theqfoundation.org/signup.
 

###
 
 

https://theqfoundation.org/signup


From: Ionin, Jonas (CPC)
To: Richards, Dennis (CPC); Diamond, Susan (CPC); Fung, Frank (CPC); Johnson, Milicent (CPC); Koppel, Joel (CPC);

Moore, Kathrin (CPC); Melgar, Myrna (CPC); Aaron Jon Hyland - HPC; Black, Kate (CPC); Diane Matsuda; Foley,
Chris (CPC); Jonathan Pearlman; Richard S. E. Johns; So, Lydia (CPC)

Cc: Feliciano, Josephine (CPC)
Subject: FW: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF LA CASA DE LAS MADRES

DROP IN COUNSELING CENTER
Date: Friday, December 20, 2019 11:48:52 AM
Attachments: 12.19.19 La Casa de Las Madres Opening.pdf

 
 
Jonas P. Ionin,
Director of Commission Affairs
 
Planning Department│City & County of San Francisco
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 415-558-6309│Fax: 415-558-6409
 
jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
www.sfplanning.org
 

From: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Thursday, December 19, 2019 11:22 AM
To: Press Office, Mayor (MYR) <mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org>
Subject: *** PRESS RELEASE *** MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF LA CASA DE LAS
MADRES DROP IN COUNSELING CENTER
 
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
Thursday, December 19, 2019
Contact: Mayor’s Office of Communications, 415-554-6131
 

*** PRESS RELEASE ***
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF

LA CASA DE LAS MADRES DROP IN COUNSELING CENTER
New center at 1269 Howard Street to expand support for survivors of domestic violence

 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and La Casa de las Madres, San Francisco’s
leading provider of domestic violence response and prevention services, today celebrated the
opening of a new Drop in Counseling Center for survivors of domestic violence. Over the past
20 years, La Casa’s Drop in Center has moved three times, as the program grew and needed
more space. This acquisition, supported by a grant from the Office of Economic and
Workforce Development’s Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative, provides La Casa with a
permanent home and an additional 3,000 square feet of space to accommodate their domestic
violence support services.
 
“Each year I hear from nonprofits like La Casa de las Madres whose high rents put their
services at risk. With support from my Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative, organizations
helping women, children and other vulnerable people have secured more than 100,000 square
feet of newly nonprofit-owned space to ensure access to their services for years to come,” said
Mayor Breed. “La Casa de las Madres is ending the cycle of domestic violence through crisis
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*** PRESS RELEASE *** 
MAYOR LONDON BREED ANNOUNCES OPENING OF 


LA CASA DE LAS MADRES DROP IN COUNSELING CENTER 
New center at 1269 Howard Street to expand support for survivors of domestic violence 


 
San Francisco, CA — Mayor London N. Breed and La Casa de las Madres, San Francisco’s 
leading provider of domestic violence response and prevention services, today celebrated the 
opening of a new Drop in Counseling Center for survivors of domestic violence. Over the past 
20 years, La Casa’s Drop in Center has moved three times, as the program grew and needed 
more space. This acquisition, supported by a grant from the Office of Economic and Workforce 
Development’s Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative, provides La Casa with a permanent home and 
an additional 3,000 square feet of space to accommodate their domestic violence support 
services. 
 
“Each year I hear from nonprofits like La Casa de las Madres whose high rents put their services 
at risk. With support from my Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative, organizations helping women, 
children and other vulnerable people have secured more than 100,000 square feet of newly 
nonprofit-owned space to ensure access to their services for years to come,” said Mayor Breed. 
“La Casa de las Madres is ending the cycle of domestic violence through crisis response, support 
services and prevention, and I’m glad the City is able to support them so they can continue their 
important work.” 
 
La Casa de las Madres is one of four nonprofits to receive the highest possible award of 
$1 million, allowing them to overcome the high costs of real estate and grow their operations and 
services for women and children affected by domestic violence. Community Vision administers 
the awards through a competitive request for proposals. 
 
“With rents continuing to rise in San Francisco, having the space to support the thousands of 
survivors of domestic violence each year was becoming increasingly difficult. The City’s support 
is truly transformational,” said Kathy Black, La Casa’s Executive Director. “We want all 
survivors to both believe in and actualize a life free from fear and abuse. With the help of the 
Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative, survivors and their children will always have a safe place to 
turn when they need it most.” 
 
La Casa’s services have expanded in the last five years, adding partnerships with Zuckerberg 
San Francisco General Hospital, the Bayview Police Station, and the Human Services Agency to 
their comprehensive domestic violence response and prevention services. In addition to these 
more recent partnerships, La Casa operates a 24-hour emergency shelter, two crisis lines, a text 
line, and has advocates co-located at the San Francisco Housing Authority, the San Francisco 
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Police Department Special Victims Unit, the Mary Elizabeth Inn, and select San Francisco 
Unified School District high schools. A diverse network of public and private funding supports 
these services.  
 
“La Casa de las Madres provides a crucial lifeline to survivors of domestic violence, especially 
immigrant women, and helps them navigate the challenging process of securing their 
independence and safe housing,” said Joaquín Torres, Director of the Office of Economic and 
Workforce Development. “We are proud to support this acquisition that enables La Casa to stay 
rooted in the community they serve and provide more life-saving services to survivors escaping 
the cycle of domestic violence.” 
 
La Casa aims to reach over 3,000 adult and child survivors of domestic violence each year. 
While the organization shelters nearly 400 individuals on an annual basis, the majority of their 
clients are participating in programs run through their Drop in Counseling Center. Increasing the 
size of this space allows for more support groups, peer counseling and one-on-one therapeutic 
support. La Casa’s new Center also has a large space for training volunteers and other service 
providers who work with survivors. 
 
“We want as many people as possible to be able to recognize the warning signs of domestic 
violence, and know how to refer a victim or survivor to support services like La Casa. Training 
other community based service providers and volunteers to see, the signs, and provide the right 
referrals, means that an individual is more likely to get out of an unsafe or abusive situation 
sooner,” Black explained. 
 
La Casa’s goal is to decrease the rate of domestic violence in San Francisco. Domestic violence 
affects one in four women each year and is leading cause of homelessness and economic 
instability for women in the City. In addition to serving survivors of domestic violence, La Casa 
works to avert domestic violence-related crises before they happen and before the survivor loses 
their housing, their job, or their health and well-being.  
 
About La Casa de las Madres 
La Casa de las Madres provides expert domestic violence intervention and prevention services to 
more than 20,000 San Francisco community members each year. In addition to a 35-bed 
confidentially located emergency shelter, La Casa’s services include an active Drop in Center, 
24-hour Teen and Adult Hotlines, La Casa’s Teen Program, and community education and 
outreach. All services are free of charge, multilingual, confidential, and available to all victims of 
domestic violence. For more information about La Casa de las Madres, visit www.lacasa.org.  
 
About the Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative 
The Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative is led by the Office of Economic and Workforce 
Development in partnership with the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community Development, 
the San Francisco Arts Commission, and Community Vision to deploy a variety of tools to help 
stabilize nonprofits. 
 



http://www.lacasa.org/
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Since 2017, the program has awarded $9.3 million and assisted more than 100 San Francisco-
based nonprofits. Information about the initiative and current resources for nonprofits may be 
found at www.oewd.org/nonprofits. 
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response, support services and prevention, and I’m glad the City is able to support them so
they can continue their important work.”
 
La Casa de las Madres is one of four nonprofits to receive the highest possible award of
$1 million, allowing them to overcome the high costs of real estate and grow their operations
and services for women and children affected by domestic violence. Community Vision
administers the awards through a competitive request for proposals.
 
“With rents continuing to rise in San Francisco, having the space to support the thousands of
survivors of domestic violence each year was becoming increasingly difficult. The City’s
support is truly transformational,” said Kathy Black, La Casa’s Executive Director. “We want
all survivors to both believe in and actualize a life free from fear and abuse. With the help of
the Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative, survivors and their children will always have a safe
place to turn when they need it most.”
 
La Casa’s services have expanded in the last five years, adding partnerships with Zuckerberg
San Francisco General Hospital, the Bayview Police Station, and the Human Services Agency
to their comprehensive domestic violence response and prevention services. In addition to
these more recent partnerships, La Casa operates a 24-hour emergency shelter, two crisis lines,
a text line, and has advocates co-located at the San Francisco Housing Authority, the San
Francisco Police Department Special Victims Unit, the Mary Elizabeth Inn, and select San
Francisco Unified School District high schools. A diverse network of public and private
funding supports these services.
 
“La Casa de las Madres provides a crucial lifeline to survivors of domestic violence,
especially immigrant women, and helps them navigate the challenging process of securing
their independence and safe housing,” said Joaquín Torres, Director of the Office of Economic
and Workforce Development. “We are proud to support this acquisition that enables La Casa
to stay rooted in the community they serve and provide more life-saving services to survivors
escaping the cycle of domestic violence.”
 
La Casa aims to reach over 3,000 adult and child survivors of domestic violence each year.
While the organization shelters nearly 400 individuals on an annual basis, the majority of their
clients are participating in programs run through their Drop in Counseling Center. Increasing
the size of this space allows for more support groups, peer counseling and one-on-one
therapeutic support. La Casa’s new Center also has a large space for training volunteers and
other service providers who work with survivors.
 
“We want as many people as possible to be able to recognize the warning signs of domestic
violence, and know how to refer a victim or survivor to support services like La Casa.
Training other community based service providers and volunteers to see, the signs, and
provide the right referrals, means that an individual is more likely to get out of an unsafe or
abusive situation sooner,” Black explained.
 
La Casa’s goal is to decrease the rate of domestic violence in San Francisco. Domestic
violence affects one in four women each year and is leading cause of homelessness and
economic instability for women in the City. In addition to serving survivors of domestic
violence, La Casa works to avert domestic violence-related crises before they happen and
before the survivor loses their housing, their job, or their health and well-being.
 



About La Casa de las Madres
La Casa de las Madres provides expert domestic violence intervention and prevention services
to more than 20,000 San Francisco community members each year. In addition to a 35-bed
confidentially located emergency shelter, La Casa’s services include an active Drop in Center,
24-hour Teen and Adult Hotlines, La Casa’s Teen Program, and community education and
outreach. All services are free of charge, multilingual, confidential, and available to all victims
of domestic violence. For more information about La Casa de las Madres, visit
www.lacasa.org.
 
About the Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative
The Nonprofit Sustainability Initiative is led by the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development in partnership with the Mayor’s Office of Housing and Community
Development, the San Francisco Arts Commission, and Community Vision to deploy a variety
of tools to help stabilize nonprofits.
 
Since 2017, the program has awarded $9.3 million and assisted more than 100 San Francisco-
based nonprofits. Information about the initiative and current resources for nonprofits may be
found at www.oewd.org/nonprofits.
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