From: Aaron Goodman

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Cc: cac@sfmta.com; mtaboard@sfmta.com

Subject: Balboa Reservoir Item at SFBOS (comment) - A.Goodman (individual) resident D11
Date: Sunday, July 26, 2020 10:19:46 PM

Attachments: Balboa Reservoir Site memo AGoodman.pdf

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

Please find my memo and comments attached on the concerns on transit.

Thank you for your time and forwarding to the committee chair and members on the SFBOS
Land-Use and SFBOS Budget and Finance.

| have cc'd the CAC SFMTA and MTA Board as they need to be involved in both project
more heavily to deter auto use and promote a more solid connection between the reservoir
proposal, CCSF and the Balboa Park Station as a revamped future project and proposal to
ingtill a better future planning endeavor for the population growth indicated, and for the south
side of SF due to multiple larger scaled projectsin D7/D10/D11.

Thank you for your time and including in the docket for the project hearing items.

Aaron Goodman
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Aaron B. Goodman

25 Lisbon St.

San Francisco, CA 94112
amgodman@yahoo.com

To: SF Board of Supervisors

Land Use & Transportation Committee
7/27 Items: 200422 / 200635

Budget & Finance Committee
7/29 Items: 200423 / 200740

July 26th 2020
Re: Balboa Reservoir Development Proposal

Please accept this memo as my concerns on the proposed project being heard at the
SFBOS committee hearings. I served prior as chair on the Balboa Park Station Area Plan
CAC and worked on many developments including hearing discussions on Lick Wilmerding
HS, the upper yards project, Geneva car-barn, City College of SF, two housing projects at
Ocean and Alemany, and the Balboa Reservoir. We noted changes in the off-ramp on [-280
to ocean ave, alongside other changes occurring at the BART Balboa Park Station and Muni
concerns at the Geneva intersection adjacent to the car barn. We discussed in depth the
definite neighborhood and surrounding impacts of auto use and congestion along Ocean
Avenue, and what steps needed to be taken due to lacking information on City College’s
masterplan and growth, and the domino effect of additional projects in the excelsior (D11)
near Alemany and how cross city transit, and adequate proposals for direct transit linkage,
via a “high-line” walkway or more direct shuttle services were needed at a minimum for the
density proposed at the reservoir, and the future growth of CCSF that would double the
density and heavily impact an already overburdened ocean ave.

[ had seen similar “negotiated” transit improvements at a similar condition (housing
proposal adjacent to a large college campus) at the Parkmerced /SFSU-CSU/Stonestown
redevelopment and the difficulties and lacking negotiating position the city was in prior
when given a lump of cash, but no “teeth” in pushing the transit linkages needed for those
three developments. Further domino effect developments at Brotherhood Way and a
proposal for senior housing at Cambon Drive, and consistent new density up Alemany
shows concern for new housing proposals that come from such larger projects, and the
lacking effort to drive the mass-transit solutions as a priority prior to grid-lock and
problems that ensue when these projects like SFSU-CSU work and the housing
developments adjacent have heavy construction vehicles, staff, and new housing residents
cramming the roadways, and NOT taking public transit improved systems prior to the
density and development work.
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[ am a strong proponent for putting the “horse in front of the cart” not behind it.

In negotiating development agreements on such larger public/private developments the
city has been weak, and lacking in vision with the SFMTA and SFDPW to enforce a stronger
approach to transit linkage, loops and connectivity.

[ am not opposed to the Balboa Reservoir Project, I sent images of alternative designs and
density options inclusive of a water reservoir and housing (similar to Wood-lake in San
mateo, and Phipps Gardens) as visual catalyst ideas to the developers on how to create a
public positive space with the density. I believe the proposal currently shown has whittled
down the open green space, and is much “harder” visually and less green and park-like
than initially envisioned. It also does not 100% indicate that the CCSF future development
of the PAEC or other adjacent buildings will be of a similar caliber, or with adequate
coordination between building designs and level of detailing. Regardless, I think the project
has merit, but the transit and open space areas need to be more thoroughly addressed as
PUBLIC outdoor spaces and inclusive of walking and paths between and around the site.

Transit improvements must be rigid, solid and robust in ideas and creativity. We had
suggested a joint effort by the developer and CCSF, LWHS, and the Balboa Park area and
Police Station to fund a south side walkway-green-way high-line that would use
topography to bring people down and into the balboa park BART station via Tony Sacco
way. There is ample space for a transition (elevator/escalators at the entry plaza, and a
revamped Balboa Park station is needed to address a more major linkage of lines (J/T-
K/M) at this station for direct boarding and BART alignment and access. This is a larger
endeavor of course, but we should not negate the need to plan for the second largest transit
stop in SF. With increased housing, and density, the need is greater now vs later to push for
bigger transit goals, and more quickly implemented ideas such as the high-line concept to
get people from the CCSF and Reservoir project proposals down to BART/MUNI station
stops that link across town to prevent use of auto’s and make it more convenient to access
public transit.

[ am deeply concerned that the transportation analysis is heavily inadequate as congestion
during CCSF and normal SFUSD year use along Ocean Ave will create worsening gridlock
between the west side redevelopment projects and these mid and eastern larger scale
projects without any serious upgrading of transit systems. The ongoing “agreement’s”
between agencies and developers lacks a more full and robust transit alternative proposal
and implementable immediately a concept plan and buildable transit friendly solution.
TDM (transit demand management) is NOT sufficient. Paying fees to assist transit
improvements is already flawed (see Parkmerced agreements and prior MOU’s with SFSU-
CSU and developers/institutions) and many other development agreements in the city that

throw pennies to the transit problems, but millions in $ to developers.

Please look carefully at this project it lies at a major cross-roads and intersection in the city
for east/west movement of cars, buses, and LRV vehicles (MUNI). To not make a more solid
requirement for pedestrian/bike/e-shuttle services that directly connect to the Balboa





Park Station platforms quickly to prevent other modes from becoming the norm and
impacting mass-transit means you need to think big, creatively and bold in connecting the
dots of public transit linkages.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this important issue in the D7/D10/D11
transit needs and equity outside the downtown of SF.

[ am not against change of the reservoir site, but would be against it if the transit
negotiated issues are not brought to the fore-front of the negotiations between agencies
and the developer’s of both the Reservoir and CCSF remaining site.

Sincerely

Aaron Goodman (D11)






From: Kathy Howard

To: Haney. Matt (BOS); MandelmansStaff. [BOS]; Mar. Gordon (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Preston, Dean (BOS);
Eewer, Sandra (BOS); Ronen. Hillary; Safai. Ahsha (BOS); Stefani. Catherine (BOS); Walton, Shamann (BOS);
Yee. Norman (BOS); Board of Supervisors. (BOS); Major, Erica (BOS); Wong. Linda (BOS)

Subject: Balboa Reservoir Project -- should be 100% affordable housing and land should be retained by the City

Date: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 11:43:10 AM

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

Supervisors,

It is very short-sighted to privatize such a large public parcel of land as
the Balboa Reservoir for market rate housing.

The ONLY housing that should be built on public land must be deeply affordable
to long-time residents and educators. The construction of mostly market-rate
housing development on the Balboa Reservoir would be a major step backwards
toward the gentrification of some of the last affordable neighborhoods in San
Francisco. I think that the City will regret this in the future.

To repeat, any development on public land should be 100% affordable and the
land should be retained by the City in perpetuity.

Thank you for your consideration.

Katherine Howard
District 4
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From: Zoe Eichen

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Balboa Reservoir
Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 2:09:57 PM

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

Hello.

| am Zoellen Eichen, aresident of District 11 and CCSF student. | oppose the delegation of
Balboa Reservoir to AvalonBay to build luxury housing.

| have been going to CCSF since the summer of 2019, and have deeply appreciated the
existence of baloba reservoir, where my classmates have been able to park their carsand |
have been able to take well needed walk breaks between classes. This spaceis crucia to the
livelihoods of the students of CCSF, and even Riordan High School. Allowing alarge
development of housing would disturb all the students of both schools and serve fewer people
than it would benefit. AvalonBay claims to have affordable housing, but SFExaminer and
AMI find that the housing units proposed will mostly not be affordable for the people with
combined salaris under $133,000 (only about 200/1100 units is not a promising majority).
While we still need affordable housing, thisis not affordable housing.

If CCSF is ableto use the bond money they have to keep the reservair, they will be able to
serve crucia needs of education for the residents of San Francisco. Many students rely on
FreeCity, making a valuable education affordable and accessible, and |eading people to
resources like jobs and where to find rent and community. Keeping Balboa Reservoir would
be beneficial to the accessibility of the campus and therefore the community. | demand that the
board of supervisors takes this into consideration and allows CCSF to use the bond money for
the good of the City.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zoellen Eichen
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From: Charlie Hinton

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Balboa reservoir
Date: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 12:15:47 PM

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

Dear Supervisors, | TOTALLY OPPOSE selling the reservoir to a private corporation to build
mostly market rate housing. CCSF advocates have alternative plans that preserve some
parking for students who need to drive + affordable housing. Now is not the time to privatize
public land for market rate housing development. Please oppose this sale.

Charlie Hinton

72 Germania Street

SF, CA94117

No one ever hurt their eyes by looking on the bright side
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From: Stuart Flashman

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS);
Mchugh, Eileen (BOS)

Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); STACY. KATE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); MALAMUT, JOHN (CAT)

Subject: Board of Supervisors" consideration of development agreement for Balboa Reservoir Project

Date: Monday, August 3, 2020 5:13:34 PM

Attachments: Letter to Board of Supervisors re - Balboa Reservoir Project DA approval.pdf

Importance: High

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

Please see attached | etter.

Environmental, Land Use, and Elections Law

Serving public interest and private dients since 1990

Stuart Flashman Law Offices of Stuart Flashman
Attaorney 5626 Dcean View Drive
Oakland, CA 94618-1533

tel: (510) 652-5373
stu@stuflash.com fax: (510) 652-5373

The information in this message is confidential information which may also be legally privileged and is
intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed. Any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication to anyone other than the party for whom it is intended is
prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or return
e-mail.
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Law Offices of
Stuart M. Flashman
5626 Ocean View Drive
Oakland, CA 94618-1533
(510) 652-5373 (voice & FAX)
e-mail: stu@stuflash.com

August 3, 2020

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall, Room 244
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

RE: Consideration of Development Agreement for Balboa Reservoir
Mixed-Use Project

Dear Board President Yee and Supervisors,

| am writing as the attorney for Madeline Mueller, Alvin Ja, and Wynd Kaufmyn,
who have appealed the certification of the Final Subsequent EIR for that Project.
However, | am not writing concerning that appeal. Rather, | am writing concerning the
Board of Supervisors’ consideration of the Development Agreement associated with that
project.

On May 28, 2020, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the Balboa
Reservoir Project, including its associated Development Agreement, and approved a
resolution recommending approval of the Project and its Development Agreement. On
July 29, 2020, the Board of Supervisors Budget and Finance Committee held a public
hearing on that same Development Agreement, as well as considering the Purchase
and Sale Agreement to sell the Balboa Reservoir Property to the project proponents.

However, at that July 29th hearing, Board of Supervisors President Yee
introduced a number of substantive amendments to the Development Agreement.
While he provided the Committee (and the public) a link to a summary of those
amendments, the full text of those amendments was not provided; primarily because the
full text had not yet been written. Consequently, neither the supervisors in attendance
nor members of the public had the opportunity to read, review, and comment on the
actual amended agreement.

Nevertheless, the Board of Supervisors has proposed to introduce and consider
approval of the amended Development Agreement at its August 11th meeting, with no
further public hearings. In doing so, it relies on The Board of Supervisors’ Rules of
Order, which provide that matters heard in committee are not also heard by the full
Board of Supervisors.

However, Government Code Section 65867, which applies specifically to the
approval of a development agreement, requires that the Planning Commission and the
legislative body shall each hold a public hearing on an application for a development
agreement. The purpose of this section is to allow the public to comment on the
proposed development agreement before both bodies vote on it. (See, e.g., Stockton
Citizens for Sensible Planning v. City of Stockton (2010) 48 Cal.4th 481, 491; Center for
Community Action & Environmental Justice v. City of Moreno Valley (2018) 26
Cal.App.5th 689, 706-707.) The notice of those public hearings must include a general
explanation of the matter to be considered —i.e., the content of the Development





San Francisco Board of Supervisors (Balboa Reservoir Project Development
Agreement)
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Page 2

Agreement. (Rialto Citizens for Responsible Growth v. City of Rialto (2012) 208
Cal.App.4th 899, 917.)

Here, the notice of public hearing, before both the Planning Commission and the
Budget and Finance Committee, could not provide an adequate explanation of the
Development Agreement’s provisions, because those provisions had not yet been
finalized! As a consequence, neither the public hearing before the Planning
Commission nor that before the Budget and Finance Committee adequately complied
with the requirements of Section 65867.

It would be both improper and illegal for the Board of Supervisors to attempt to
act on the Development Agreement without complying with the procedural requirements
of the Government Code. (Trancas Property Owners Assn. v. City of Malibu (1998) 61
Cal.App.4th 1058.) My clients therefore respectfully request that, before the Board of
Supervisors attempts to act on the Balboa Reservoir Project Development Agreement, it
first send that agreement back for properly noticed and conducted public hearings.

Most sincerely

Stuart M. Flashman






Environmental, Land Use, and Elections Law.

Serving publicnterest and private clients since 1990

Stuart Flashman

Law Offices of Stuart Flashman
Attorney

5626 Ocean View Drive
Oakiand, CA 94618-1533

(510) 652-5373

fax

‘The information in this message is confidential information which may also be legally privileged and is
intended only for the use of the individual or entity to which it is addressed. Any dissemination
distribution or copying of this communication to anyone other than the party for whom it is intended is

prohibited. If you have received this e-mai in error, please notify me immediately by telephone or retum
e-mail,




From: Harry Bernstein

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: Budget and Finance Committee hearing, July 19, Balboa Reservoir
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 5:03:17 PM

Attachments: SFPUC Property Disposition Notification Chart 7.21.2016.xIsx

BalboaReservoirSale Nov2016 JU.pdf

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

Dear Supervisors Fewer, Walton, Mandelman and their colleagues

The Balboa Reservoir Development Agreement and the PUC Reservoir Sale Agreement are up
for your consideration on July 29. It has been a long route to get here. (Sorry this isn't more fully
fleshed out but I ran out of time.)

One required step on that path was the Surplus Declaration. Even though the Water Department
forty years ago often said that they planned to retain the North Basin of the Balboa Reservoir and
would never declare it surplus. But now they have. Michael Carlin talked about plans to declare it
surplus back in 2015. I have since heard him say it. There was an announcement from John
Updike of San Francisco's Real Estate Department dated November 9, 2016 about the "Sale and
Development of Surplus City Property.

This statement was sent to me by:
Claudia J. Gorham

Deputy Managing Director

Real Estate Division

City and County of San Francisco

The deadline for submitting responses to the RFQ was January 18, 2017.
Was it really an offer that complied with the State Surplus Lands Act, specifically sub-section (c)?

ARTICLE 8. Surplus Land [54220 - 54234] ( Heading of Article 8 amended by Stats. 1982, Ch.
1442, Sec. 1.)

54222. Except as provided in Division 23 (commencing with Section 33000) of the
Public Resources Code, any local agency disposing of surplus land shall send, prior to
disposing of that property or participating in negotiations to dispose of that property
with a prospective transferee, a written notice of availability of the property to all of
the following:

[sub-section] (c¢) A written notice of availability of land suitable for school facilities
construction or use by a school district for open-space purposes shall be sent to any
school district in whose jurisdiction the land is located.

I just learned yesterday that City College of San Francisco did not receive notice of the sale of the
Balboa Reservoir on November 9, 2016--1 am attaching a copy
of the notice today. Here is the statement sent to me:
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				Property		APN		Approx Size				City		Date notified		Tel. No		Inquiry/ Expiration				County		Date notified		Tel. No		Inquiry/ Expiration				SFUSD		Date notified		Inquiry/ Expiration				School District		Date notified		Tel. No		Inquiry/Expiration				State Resource Agency		Date notified		Inquiry/ Expiration				California State Parks		Date notified		Tel. No		Inquiry/ Expiration				Regional Parks		Date notified		Tel. No		Inquiry Expiration				Local Parks Department		Date notified		Tel. No		Inquiry Expiration				Enterprise Zone		Date notified		Infill Opportunity Zone		Date notified		Transportation Village Plan		Date notified		Low Income Housing		Date Notified		Inquiry Expiration		Department of Housing and Community Dev.		Date Notified		Inquiry/Expiration



		1		7484 Sheridan Road, Sunol		096-0001-020-03		84 acres				John Yue, Real Property 
Alameda County 
(for City of Sunol)
1401 Lakeside Dr., #600 
Oakland, CA  94612		5/10/16		(510)
208-9716		7/10/16				John Yue, Real Property 
Alameda County 
1401 Lakeside Dr., #600 
Oakland, CA  94612		7/19/16		(510)
208-9716		9/19/16				SFUSD Superintendent: Richard Carranza 555 Franklin Street Third Floor San Francisco, CA 94102		2/25/16		4/25/16				Molleen Barnes, Superintendent
Sunol Glen Unified School District
11601 Main Street Sunol, CA 94586		7/19/16		(925)
862-2026		9/19/16				
California Natural Resources Agency 
ATTN: John Laird, California Secretary for Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
		7/19/16		9/19/16				Lisa Mangat, Director 
California State Parks 
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		(916)
653-6995		4/25/16				Attn: Land Department
East Bay Regional Parks District 
2950 Peralta Oaks Court 
Oakland, CA  94605		7/19/16		1(888)
327-2757		e-mail of interest received 7/17/16 from Liz Musbach				N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A				None as per Pat Anekayuwat, Alameda County Planning Department		N/A		None as per Pat Anekayuwat, Alameda County Planning Department		N/A		None as per Pat Anekayuwat, Alameda County Planning Department		N/A		CalHFA Executive Director 500 Capitol Mall Suite 1400 Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		4/25/16		Director of Housing and Community Development 1800 Third Street Sacramento, CA 95811-6942		2/25/16		4/25/16



		2		Bernal Avenue, Old Bernal Avenue and Bernal Court, Pleasanton		094-0157-005-17 &-022-00						Nelson Fialho, City Manager
City of Pleasanton
P.O. Box 520 
Pleasanton, CA 94566-0822		Received inquiry of interest 3/24/2016 via e-mail		(925)
931-5002		Received inquiry of interest 3/24/2016 via e-mail				John Yue, Real Property 
Alameda County 
1401 Lakeside Dr., #600 
Oakland, CA  94612		7/19/16		(510)
208-9716		9/19/16				SFUSD Superintendent: Richard Carranza 555 Franklin Street Third Floor San Francisco, CA 94102		2/25/16		4/25/16				Rick Rubino, Superintendent
Pleasanton Unified School District
4665 Bernal Ave.
Pleasanton, CA  94566		7/19/16		(925)
462-5500		9/19/16				
California Natural Resources Agency 
ATTN: John Laird, California Secretary for Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
		7/19/16		9/19/16				Lisa Mangat, Director 
California State Parks 
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		(916)
653-6995		4/25/16				Attn: Land Department
East Bay Regional Parks District 
2950 Peralta Oaks Court 
Oakland, CA  94605		7/19/16		1(888)
327-2757		9/19/16				Attn: Susan Andrade-Wax 
Pleasanton Community Services Office 
P.O. Box 520 
Pleasanton, CA  94566		7/19/16		(925)
9315340		9/19/16				No response from planning Department as of 7/21/16		N/A		No response from planning Department as of 7/21/16		N/A		No response from planning Department as of 7/21/16		N/A		CalHFA Executive Director 500 Capitol Mall Suite 1400 Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		4/25/16		Director of Housing and Community Development 1800 Third Street Sacramento, CA 95811-6942		2/25/16		4/25/16

																																 

		3		38240 Canyon heights Road, Fremont		507-0676-005		7.5 acres				Hans Larsen, Director
Dept of Public Works
City of Fremont
39550 Liberty Street
Fremont, CA  94538		5/10/2016 and 6/1/2016 -registered		(510)
494-4745		8/1/16				John Yue, Real Property 
Alameda County 
1401 Lakeside Dr., #600 
Oakland, CA  94612		7/19/16		(510)
208-9716		9/19/16				SFUSD Superintendent: Richard Carranza 555 Franklin Street Third Floor San Francisco, CA 94102		2/25/16		4/25/16				James Morris, Superintendent
Fremont Unified School District
4210 Technology Dr.
Fremont, CA  94538		7/19/16		(510)
6592542		9/19/16				
California Natural Resources Agency 
ATTN: John Laird, California Secretary for Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
		7/19/16		9/19/16				Lisa Mangat, Director 
California State Parks 
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		(916)
653-6995		4/25/16				Attn: Land Department
East Bay Regional Parks District 
2950 Peralta Oaks Court 
Oakland, CA  94605		7/19/16		1(888)
327-2757		e-mail of interest received 7/17/16 from Liz Musbach				Fremont Recreation Services 
3300 Capitol Ave, Building B 
Fremont, CA  94538		7/19/16		(510)
494-4300		9/19/16				None as per James Willis Fremont Planning 		N/A		None as per James Willis Fremont Planning		N/A		None as per James Willis Fremont Planning		N/A		CalHFA Executive Director 500 Capitol Mall Suite 1400 Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		4/25/16		Director of Housing and Community Development 1800 Third Street Sacramento, CA 95811-6942		2/25/16		4/25/16



		4		Old Muni Right of Way, Burlingame		Multiple		3.59 acres				Lisa Goldman, City Manager
City of Burlingame
501 Primrose Road
Burlingame, CA  94010		5/10/16		(650)
558-7204		received Leter of interest June 27 2016, from Lisa Goldman				John Maltbie, County Manager
San Mateo County 
400 County Center, 1st Floor
Redwood City, CA  94063		7/19/16		(650)
363-4121		9/19/16				SFUSD Superintendent: Richard Carranza 555 Franklin Street Third Floor San Francisco, CA 94102		2/25/16		4/25/16				Dr. Maggie MacIsaac, Superintendent
Burligame School District
1825 Trousdale Drive
Burlingame, CA  94010		7/19/16		(650)
259-3805		9/19/16				
California Natural Resources Agency 
ATTN: John Laird, California Secretary for Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
		7/19/16		9/19/16				Lisa Mangat, Director 
California State Parks 
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		(916)
653-6995		4/25/16				Attn: Parks Department
San Mateo County Dept of Parks
455 County Center, 4th Floor
Redwood City, CA  94063-1646		7/19/16		(650)
363-4020		9/19/16				Attn: Margaret Glomstad, Director
Burlingame Parks & Recreation 
850 Burlingame Ave.
Burlingame, CA  94010		7/19/16		(650)
558-7300		9/19/16				None as per Catherine Keylon Burlingame Planning		N/A		None as per Catherine Keylon Burlingame Planning		N/A		None as per Catherine Keylon Burlingame Planning		N/A		CalHFA Executive Director 500 Capitol Mall Suite 1400 Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		4/25/16		Director of Housing and Community Development 1800 Third Street Sacramento, CA 95811-6942		2/25/16		4/25/16



		5		Helen/Dexter Drive, Milbrae		Multiple		16,200 sf 				Marcia Raines, City Manager
City of Millbrae 
621 Magnolia Ave.
Millbrae, CA  94030		5/10/16		(650)
259-2334		Received Letter of interest June 8th 2016 from Marcia Raines				John Maltbie, County Manager
San Mateo County 
400 County Center, 1st Floor
Redwood City, CA  94063		7/19/16		(650)
363-4121		9/19/16				SFUSD Superintendent: Richard Carranza 555 Franklin Street Third Floor San Francisco, CA 94102		2/25/16		4/25/16				Vahn A. Phayprasert, Superintendent
Millbrae School District  
555 Richmond Dr.
Millbrae, CA  94030		7/19/16		(650)
697-5693		9/19/16				
California Natural Resources Agency 
ATTN: John Laird, California Secretary for Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
		7/19/16		9/19/16				Lisa Mangat, Director 
California State Parks 
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		(916)
653-6995		4/25/16				Attn: Parks Department
San Mateo County Dept of Parks
455 County Center, 4th Floor
Redwood City, CA  94063-1646		7/19/16		(650)
363-4020		9/19/16				Attn: Director
Millbrae Parks & Recreation Dept  
477 Lincoln Circle
Millbrae, CA  94030		7/19/16		(650)
259-2360		9/19/16				None as per Sam Fielding Sr. Planner		N/A		None as per Sam Fielding Sr. Planner		N/A		None as per Sam Fielding Sr. Planner		N/A		CalHFA Executive Director 500 Capitol Mall Suite 1400 Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		4/25/16		Director of Housing and Community Development 1800 Third Street Sacramento, CA 95811-6942		2/25/16		4/25/16



		6		Manzano Way, Sunyvale				2 acres				Ryan Sandoval, City Property Administrator
City of Sunnyvale
456 West Olive Ave.
Sunnyvale, CA  94086		5/10/16		(408)
730-7444		7/10/16				Larry Stone, County Assessor
Real Property Div. 
County Government Center
East Wing, 5th Floor
70 West Hedding St.
San Jose, CA  95110

		7/19/16		(408)
299-5300		9/19/16				SFUSD Superintendent: Richard Carranza 555 Franklin Street Third Floor San Francisco, CA 94102		2/25/16		4/25/16				Benjamin H. Picard, Superintendent
Sunnyvale School District 
819 W. Iowa Ave Sunyvale, CA  94086		7/19/16		(408)
522-8200		9/19/16				
California Natural Resources Agency 
ATTN: John Laird, California Secretary for Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
		7/19/16		9/19/16				Lisa Mangat, Director 
California State Parks 
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		(916)
653-6995		4/25/16				Attn: Real Estate
Santa Clara County 
Parks & Recreation Dept
298 Garden Hill Dr. 
Los Gatos, CA  95032		7/19/16		(408)
355-2200		9/19/16				Attn: Cynthia Bojorquez, Director 
Sunnyvale Community Services Dept 
550 East Remington Drive 
Sunnyvale, CA  94087		7/19/16		(408)
730-7350		9/19/16				None as per City Planner Momoko Ishijima		N/A		None as per City Planner Momoko Ishijima		N/A		None as per City Planner Momoko Ishijima		N/A		CalHFA Executive Director 500 Capitol Mall Suite 1400 Sacramento, CA 95814		2/25/16		4/25/16		Director of Housing and Community Development 1800 Third Street Sacramento, CA 95811-6942		2/25/16		4/25/16
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16-1108 BalboaRsrvr

		CA govt code Section 54222 (notice prior to disposing of surplus land):



		Low Income Housing		Director of Housing and Community Development
1800 Third Street
 Sacramento, CA 95811-6942

		Low Income Housing		CalHFA Executive Director
 500 Capitol Mall Suite 1400
 Sacramento, CA 95814

		Housing Sponsor		NonProfit Housing Association of California
369 Pine Street, #350
San Francisco, CA 94104

		CA State Parks		Lisa Mangat, Director 
California State Parks 
1416 9th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

		State Resources Agency		
California Natural Resources Agency 
ATTN: John Laird, California Secretary for Natural Resources 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA  95814 


		SFUSD		SFUSD Superintendent: Richard Carranza
 555 Franklin Street Third Floor
 San Francisco, CA 94102

		BART		Sean Brooks
Department Manager
Real Estate & Property Development
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
300 Lakeside, Suite 


		Enterprise Zone		NA

		Infill		NA

		Transit Village plan		NA






City and Gounty of San Francisco

REAL ESTATE DIVISION

Edwin M. Lee, Mayor ‘ . John Updike
Naomi M. Kelly, City Administrator Director of Real Estate
MEMORANDUM
November 9™ 2016
TO: All Relevant City, County and State Agencies
FROM: John Updike, Director

Real Estate Division, City and County of San Francisco

SUBJECT: Sale and Development of Surplus City Property

The City and County of San Francisco, acting by and through the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission (“SFPUC”), the Mayor’s Office of Economic and Workforce Development, and the
City’s Real Estate Division, intends to declare a portion of the Balboa Reservoir (approximately 17
acres, the “Property”), Assessor’s Parcel Number 3108/190, in the City and County of San Francisco,
as surplus to its needs.

Please see the Balboa Reservoir Site Map attached hereto for a depiction of the development
opportunity site and existing (and future) easements, the no-build zone, and the SFPUC’s related
pipelines. Please visit the Balboa Reservoir Request for Qualifications (“RFQ”) website at
http://sfwater.org/balboa for details on the Property and the development opportunity.

If your department or agency is interested in discussing purchasing and developing the Property
consistent with the RFQ, or if you have any questions regarding the RFQ, please contact Phillip Wong
at (415) 554-6512 or phillip.c.wong@sfgov.org as set forth in the RFQ, Section 9.

Please respond to this notice in writing as set forth above if you are interested in purchasing and
developing the Property. Please note that the deadline for submitting responses to the RFQ is January
18, 2017.

Office of the Director of = 1l Estate « 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite “"0 ¢« San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-9850 + FAX: (415) 552-9.

SL.
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> From review of the Real Estate Division’s files, City College did not receive a copy
of the written November 9, 2016 Notice regarding “Sale and Development of Surplus
City Property” from John Updike, Director of the Real Estate Division.

There were other means of discovering that the Balboa Reservoir land was for sale, such as the
BR Community Advisory Committee or the RFQ process. However, over years of questions
about the process of surplus declaration, it was not stated, as you see below in the response from
Rosanna Russell of the Real Estate Department that the College had opportunity to be aware of
the impending sale and offer a bid. This is not clear. What is clear from the Department's own
records that the opportunity was not offered for the College to buy or submit an offer. However,
the PUC, according to real estate law and lease agreement, is required to allow City College of San
Francisco right of first-refusal to purchase the reservoir property.

In earlier materials from the Public Records Department, I received an Excel spreadsheet with
SFPUC Property Disposition. This identified the school districts and other agencies contacted
with Mr. Updike's announcement--see attachment.

I am planning to submit my information about failure of the City to reach out officially and send
a notice to City College while sending it to a number of other school districts, including Millbrae,
Burlingame, Sunnyvale, Sunol, Fremont and Pleasanton, plus other agencies (housing, park and
recreation departments, etc.).

At the June 23 SFPUC meeting, the Balboa Reservoir (Lower Reservoir site) was declared surplus
to the needs of the Water Department; it was also provisionally sold to the for-profit developer,
AvalonBay, pending final approval by the Board of Supervisors (at meetings coming up in July
and August, 2020).

A long-standing question which has never really been addressed is, was City College ever notified
of an opportunity to acquire the property, as guaranteed under the State Surplus Lands Act?
(Government Code 54222 (c) may be the appropriate reference for this.)

Rosanna Russell (SFPUC) and Leigh Lutenski (OEWD) both said the answer to this question was

yes. When I wrote to ask for evidence of this, I was sent the attached document from November
9, 2016, which was simply addressed to "All Relevant City, County and State Agencies."

(question by SFPUC Commissioner at June 23 hearing)--

Commissioner Sophie Maxwell: > ...A number of people have mentioned City College, so did
City College have an opportunity to bid or ask for this property or be a part of the agreement at
all?

Response from Rosanna Russell of the SFPUC Real Estate Department--

> Commissioner Maxwell, we gave notice to all public agencies in 2016 and City College sat on

the request, on the panel that judged the request for qualifications and the request for proposals,
and also observed the voting when we awarded this development. City College had full notice of
this project and the opportunity to bid.



To add to the above, here is Ms. Gorham's response casting doubt on the need to send a notice
about the sale of the surplus land to be to CCSF:

You posed the following question to me in your July 101" email: Did the District (City
College) receive notification of the legally required opportunity to acquire the Balboa
Reservoir, as a number of City employees have recently claimed? If so, what was the response
to this offer, when was it given and by whom?

| cannot respond to your question as posed which | believe misrepresents the law and
perhaps the facts as | understand them.

From review of the Real Estate Division’s files, City College did not receive a copy of
the written November 9, 2016 Notice regarding “Sale and Development of Surplus
City Property” from John Updike, Director of the Real Estate Division. The applicable
Government Code section 54222 (2016) did not require the City to give City College
notice because it did not fall under the definition of “local public entity” as defined by
California Health and Safety Code section 50079 (as required in section 54222(a) and
set forth below). In addition, a member of the SF City College Board of Trustees was
on the Balboa Reservoir Citizens Advisory Committee (since its inception | believe);
City College’s Board issued its July 28, 2016, Resolution on the Development of the
Balboa Reservoir Property (copy attached within the RFQ) offering support of the
housing development and a desire for student and faculty housing which was
attached to the RFP but with no mention of a request for notice or availability of
funding for development of affordable housing in light of the financial issues it was
having at the time; and, ultimately a representative of City College was to sit on the
RFP evaluation panel which would have been a direct conflict to also being a
respondent.

| add this lack of opportunity as another reason to oppose the sale of the Balboa
Reservoir and the other documentation.

Respectfully submitted,

Harry Bernstein



From: Kirk Palmer

To: Eewer, Sandra (BOS); MandelmansStaff. [BOS]; Walton. Shamann (BOS); Wona, Linda (BOS)
Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: Budget and Finance Committee Meeting re: File No. 200423 and File No. 200740

Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:28:36 PM

Attachments: BoS Budaget Balboa.pdf

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

Dear Supervisors and Members of the Budget and Finance Committee,

| am writing to provide public comment in advance of Wednesday's meeting (29 July 2020)
wherein the above-referenced two files shall be discussed. My input is attached in the form of
aPDF letter. Thank you very much for your consideration of thisinput and your thoughtful
deliberations on these important matters.

Best regards,

Kirk Palmer

1405 Plymouth Avenue
SF, CA 94112


mailto:kirkpalmer@gmail.com
mailto:sandra.fewer@sfgov.org
mailto:mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:shamann.walton@sfgov.org
mailto:linda.wong@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

Kirk Palmer

1405 Plymouth Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94112
27 July 2020

Board of Supervisors &
Budget and Finance Committee
via email

Re: Balboa Reservoir Project, File No. 200423 and File No. 200740

Dear Board and Committee Members:

| am writing to provide public comment on the above referenced matters. | am a long-time resident of
the Balboa Park Station Area (including living adjacent to the west reservoir on Plymouth Avenue for
more than 20 years). | was excited to have the opportunity to provide input in multiple public meetings
that helped to shape the Area Plan adopted in 2009. And, | am overall quite pleased with the final Area
Plan that resulted from years of effort by, literally, hundreds of people. | am, therefore, very sad that
the currently proposed Balboa Reservoir Project is such a poor one. | believe that it is fundamentally
flawed in three distinct areas: (1) scope and design of proposed development, (2) financial terms, as
well as broader cost and benefit considerations, and (3) choice of development partner.

First, there is the matter of the scale of the project and its associated design. The EIR from the 2009
Area Plan calls for no more than 500 units of housing to be built on the west reservoir in order to (a)
accommodate a significant, public open-space area, (b) not overload area infrastructure (roads, parking,
bike lanes, public transit, etc.), and (c) be concordant with the character of the neighborhoods
surrounding the reservoir—or, at a minimum, to not be egregiously inappropriate to that character.

The current 1100-unit proposal fails abjectly against all of these criteria. It offers inadequate open space
(and we certainly will never have another opportunity to create useful open space in this area). It would
create parking and traffic nightmares, causing significant harm to residents, local merchants, and SF City
College (the proposed development destroys existing SFCC parking and brings hundreds of new cars to
this area—without providing adequate space for those). And, it is far, far denser than any development
in the area. This proposal calls for 1100 units on approximately 13 acres of land. The neighborhoods of
Sunnyside and Westwood Park that adjoin this property are nothing like that. Of course, the city needs
housing, and it is reasonable that new housing be of higher density than some historic norms. But, that
factor has been considered and discussed. And, the outcome of that was agreed, and sanctioned, to be
that up to 500 units, and no more, would be appropriate to this site.

The second insurmountable shortcoming of the current proposal is the calculus of what it would cost the
city versus how it would benefit the city. It is proposed that 50% of the housing on the site be
developed privately as market-rate housing; that fraction amounts to over 500 units, which would likely
have a market value on the order of S1 million each. And yet, the sale price for 16.4 acres has been
tentatively set at $11.4 million. That is an outrageous pittance against $500 million in final value.





The City of San Francisco is growing, and becoming less affordable. The amount of land that the City
owns today is the most that it will ever own going forward. While there will always be the opportunity
for the wealthy to buy property in San Francisco, the opportunity for the less affluent—or for the public
(via government)—to own or access land is ever diminishing. If land is to be privatized as part of any
development project, it is reasonable to expect large benefit to the public from this—and no “give
aways” to the private sector. | would urge that 100% of housing developed on converted land be
affordable and available at below market rates. And, if land is converted from public to private for non-
residential benefit, then 100% of that development should be in the public interest (e.g., open space,
arts space, community space, etc.) The Balboa Reservoir Project as proposed would transfer a huge
asset from the public to a private entity (Avalon Properties, primarily) with disproportionately small
benefit flowing back to the public. This would be a travesty.

The third fatal flaw of the present proposal is, specifically, that choice of Avalon Properties to develop
the site. This company has developed numerous projects in San Francisco in the last 20 years, and their
track record is terrible. They have repeatedly put up buildings that are at once very unattractive and
very poorly constructed. The buildings have looked bad when they went up and, owing to cheap
materials and workmanship, they turned downright tawdry after only a few short years. Their
properties in China Basin, the Dogpatch, and now on Ocean Avenue are among the least appealing in
the City. And, sadly, they are far, far less attractive than what is being built in cities elsewhere (see San
Diego, Chicago, Oslo, Stockholm, and many other places for better examples of contemporary design
and construction). San Francisco is now one of the costliest cities on the planet. It is also, thankfully, a
city in an idyllic setting and one with a rich tradition of creative endeavor (in the arts, technology, as well
as in environmental and social causes). Any new construction in SF is going to be expensive. Because of
that—and also because of where it is and who we are—that construction at least ought also to be
attractive and of good quality.

In closing, | feel compelled to acknowledge that SF really needs housing and that this project seems to
be pretty far along the path to delivering some of that. But, those two facts do not make this a good
project. Bad is bad, regardless of how far down the pike it may be. | urge you to look at the bigger
picture, and the broader life span of any new construction, and to insist on a better option. Why don’t
we the people insist on 500 units of housing on this site---with every one of those being truly
affordable? Why don’t we demand more open space for residents, new and existing, to enjoy? Why
can’t we insist that development partners working for the public make only a reasonable return? The
proposed project is a bad project—and it is a terrible deal. Private developers get tens of millions of
dollars in profits. The City gets an eyesore and innumerable fresh parking and traffic headaches. We
should expect better. We need to insist on better. Let’s look to approve a truly great and beneficial
project a year from now rather than a very poor and inequitable one right now!

Thank you for your attention and consideration in the extremely important matter.

Regards,

Kirk Palmer






From: Diana

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Do not approve Balboa Resivor Project!
Date: Saturday, July 25, 2020 3:37:21 PM

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

Plese do not approve the Balboa Resivor Project!@
Thank you. Sincerely,
Diana Bohn


mailto:nicca@igc.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors

Subject: FW: City College must be protected! Postpone Approvals of the Balboa Reservoir Project Until Outstanding Issues
are Resolved

Date: Thursday, August 6, 2020 2:47:00 PM

From: Ausberto Beltran <ausbeltrane@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 1:32 PM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS)
<matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon
(BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Preston, Dean
(BOS) <dean.preston@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary
<hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS)
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee,
Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>

Subject: City College must be protected! Postpone Approvals of the Balboa Reservoir Project Until
Outstanding Issues are Resolved

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

Good afternoon,
Dear Board of Supervisors and CCSF Trustees & administration,
My name is Ausberto Beltran, a former CCSF student.

Please do not harm City College of San Francisco! You must postpone the approvals of the Balboa
Reservoir Project until outstanding issues that will harm our beloved City College are resolved.
Some of the issues are:

e maintaining the geothermal wells that were built on then-CCSF-owned land but will reside
under the developers land. These costly wells were built to provide green heating for the
Multi-use Building, but also the soon to be built Diego Rivera Theater and STEAM
buildings.

e ensuring adequate affordable educator housing

¢ loss of parking, without first ensuring other viable transportation options, will make it
difficult, if not impossible, for many of the low-income students and students of color to
access the campus and get the education and professional training they need. 40% of City
College students must drive to school, rushing between work and family obligations. This
project would profoundly downsize City College.

Please protect City College. Be sure that all outstanding issues are resolved before
you approve this project.

In addition to City College, the City of San Francisco is at risk by this sale of public land to a


mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=427F28CB1BB94FB8890336AB3F00B86D-BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
mailto:bos-supervisors@sfgov.org

corporate housing developer whose CEO makes $13 M/year. The developer claims that by building
550 market rate units it will be able to subsidize an additional 550 affordable, or below market
rate units. In reality, it is mainly city and state funds that will subsidize the affordable units, not
the developer.

The housing crisis in San Francisco is an affordable housing crisis. This Project, built on public
land, should be a 100% truly affordable development.

Even worse, the City is selling the land at a deep discount to this private developer, subsidizing a
wealthy corporation with tax payers' dollars. It’s a sweetheart deal, corporate welfare at its worst
and should not be tolerated.

An additional concern is that by building separate market rate and affordable units, the Project
results in a development that creates de facto segregation. This is inconsistent with San

Francisco’s inclusionary housing policy, which mandates that affordable and market rate units
should all be under the same roof, creating a diverse housing community.

This is a city-wide issue, not solely a District 7 issue! We need a City government that fights for
housing justice and education.

Please oppose this project. Say No to Corporate Welfare — Yes to CCSF.
Sincerely,

Ausberto Beltran, former student.



From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: This Entire Sale, of PUBLIC land to a PRIVATE developer, is Utterly WRONG
Date: Thursday, August 6, 2020 2:44:00 PM

From: Dina Wilson <321dina@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, August 3, 2020 9:14 AM

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Haney, Matt (BOS)
<matt.haney@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS] <mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon
(BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Preston, Dean
(BOS) <dean.preston@sfgov.org>; Fewer, Sandra (BOS) <sandra.fewer@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary
<hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS)
<catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann (BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>; Yee,
Norman (BOS) <norman.yee@sfgov.org>

Cc: swilliams <swilliams@ccsf.edu>; ttemprano@ccsf.edu; davila <davila@sfsu.edu>;
ivylee@ccsf.edu; alexrandolph <alexrandolph@ccsf.edu>; jrizzo@ccsf.edu; tselby
<tselby@ccsf.edu>; studenttrustee@mail.ccsf.edu; rvurdien@ccsf.edu; Imilloy@ccsf.edu
Subject: This Entire Sale, of PUBLIC land to a PRIVATE developer, is Utterly WRONG

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

Please do not harm City College of San Francisco! You must postpone the approvals
of the Balboa Reservoir Project until outstanding issues that will harm our beloved City
College are resolved. Some of the issues are:

¢ maintaining the geothermal wells that were built on then-CCSF-owned land but will
reside under the developers land. These costly wells were built to provide green
heating for the Multi-use Building, but also the soon to be built Diego Rivera
Theater and STEAM buildings.

¢ ensuring adequate affordable educator housing

¢ loss of parking, without first ensuring other viable transportation options, will make it
difficult, if not impossible, for many of the low-income students and students of color
to access the campus and get the education and professional training they need. 40%
of City College students must drive to school, rushing between work and family
obligations. This project would profoundly downsize City College.

Please protect City College. Be sure that all outstanding issues are resolved before
you approve this project.

In addition to City College, the City of San Francisco is at risk by this sale of public land to a
corporate housing developer whose CEO makes $13 M/year. The developer claims that by building
550 market rate units it will be able to subsidize an additional 550 affordable, or below market
rate units. In reality, it is mainly city and state funds that will subsidize the affordable units, not
the developer.

The housing crisis in San Francisco is an affordable housing crisis. This Project, built on public


mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=427F28CB1BB94FB8890336AB3F00B86D-BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
mailto:bos-supervisors@sfgov.org

land, should be a 100% truly affordable development.

Even worse, the City is selling the land at a deep discount to this private developer, subsidizing a
wealthy corporation with tax payers' dollars. It's a sweetheart deal, corporate welfare at its worst
and should not be tolerated.

An additional concern is that by building separate market rate and affordable units, the Project
results in a development that creates de facto segregation. This is inconsistent with San
Francisco’s inclusionary housing policy, which mandates that affordable and market rate units
should all be under the same roof, creating a diverse housing community.

This is a city-wide issue, not solely a District 7 issue! We need a City government that fights for
housing justice and education.

Please oppose this project. Say No to Corporate Welfare — Yes to CCSF.

Sincerely,

Dina Wilson

ESL Instructor, Mission Campus
City College of San Francisco
she/her/hers



From: Hannah Behm

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 9:03:54 AM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Hannah Behm
hannahbehm29@gmail.com
501 38th Ave #104

San Francisco, California 94121
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From: David Hecht

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 10:06:54 PM

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

| am a thirty-three year resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the
Balboa Reservoir housing project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable and fractured city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a more efficient use of this
public land. The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and
maximizing the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

David Hecht
dhechtca@gmail.com

475 Frederick Street

San Francisco, California 94117
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From: Justin Sun

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 5:03:56 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Justin Sun
justinsun31@gmail.com

2363 24th Avenue

San Francisco, California 94116
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From: Annie De Lancie

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 12:58:46 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Annie De Lancie
annie@delancie.org

638 34th Ave

San Francisco, California 94121
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From: Kirk Whitelaw

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 12:34:54 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Kirk Whitelaw
kwhitela@gmail.com

538 38th Ave

San Francisco, California 94112
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From: Liam Foley

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 9:18:44 AM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.

Sincerely,
Liam

Liam Foley
liamjamesfoley@gmail.com
1625 Leavenworth St, 305

San Francisco, California 94109
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From: Tim Armstrong

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Sunday, July 26, 2020 11:07:26 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

We need more housing for everyone, including essential workers, in San Francisco. Let's get it
done!

Tim Armstrong
tim.g.armstrong@gmail.com

355 1ST ST

SAN FRANCISCO, California 94105
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From: Hani Alawneh

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Saturday, July 25, 2020 6:08:59 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Hani Alawneh
ifred2000@hotmail.com

180 Howard street

San Francisco , California 94105
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From: Allan Robles

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Friday, July 24, 2020 2:13:41 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.

Sincerely,

Allan Robles

Allan Robles
allan.g.robles@gmail.com

776 BUSH ST, APT 409

San Francisco, California 94108
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From: Stephanie Kung

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Friday, July 24, 2020 2:02:00 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Stephanie Kung
stephaniejkung@gmail.com
538 38th Ave. Apt. A

San Francisco, California 94121
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From: Kyle Sherin

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Friday, July 24, 2020 1:47:07 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Kyle Sherin

ksherin@gmail.com

3110 Ocean Avenue

San Francisco, California 94132
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From: Irene Morales

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 6:51:34 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Irene Morales
irenelmorales17@gmail.com

835 Olive Ave Unirlt #5

South San Francisco , California 94080
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From: Genna Yarkin

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Thursday, July 23, 2020 1:30:14 PM

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

| am a land use attorney and passionate housing advocate practicing in San Francisco, and |
would like to register my support for the Balboa Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces that everyone
can use is also wonderful. | know that great pains have been taken to keep these homes
closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where everyone will be
included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project. We simply NEED more
housing, especially affordable housing, and this project is consistent with City requirements.

Thank you very much for taking the time to consider this submission - this is a wonderful
opportunity to work with affordable housing partners to right an ongoing wrong in our State
and in San Francisco.

Sincerely,
Genna Yarkin

Genna Yarkin
gyarkin89@gmail.com

50 California Street Suite 2800
San Francisco, California 94111
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From: Stephanie Hill

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Letter in support of Balboa Reservoir
Date: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 4:35:55 PM

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

| am a resident of San Francisco and would like to register my support for the Balboa
Reservoir project.

This is a rare opportunity for hundreds of families to secure an affordable place to live in our
increasingly unaffordable city.

Making sure our essential workers are able to stay in San Francisco and continue to be part of
the fabric of our community is more important than ever. Balboa Reservoir will be a huge help.

The inclusion of a childcare center on the site and the addition of public spaces for that
everyone can use is also very welcome. | appreciate that great pains have been taken to keep
these homes closely integrated with the wider neighborhood - this is a development where
everyone will be included.

Placing these homes on the site of the CCSF overflow parking lot is a good use of public land.
The City has proceeded wisely in assembling the mix of housing on the site and maximizing
the number of affordable homes.

| strongly encourage the Board of Supervisors to endorse this project.
Thank you for taking the time to consider this submission.
Sincerely,

Stephanie Hill
stephanie.e.hill@gmail.com
1496 Guerrero

San Francisco, California 94110
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From: Christina Yanuaria

To: aft@aft2121.org
Subject: Oppose the Balboa Reservoir Project
Date: Monday, July 27, 2020 1:46:08 PM

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

Dear Leaders and Elected Officials and Representatives,

| am writing to ask you to support public education by voting NO on the Balboa Reservoir
Project.

Public land does not belong in the hands of private corporations, period.

While the project of providing affordable housing is absolutely noble and needed, selling
public land is NOT necessary to achieve this goal. The end, in this case, does not justify the
means.

At a time when real estate in San Francisco is easily 10x higher per square foot of its bay area
neighbors, the City should not be selling land at a discount to a corporation.

Creating de facto segregation by building separate market rate and affordable units is not only
inconsistent with San Francisco’s inclusionary housing policy, but also flies in the face of
current calls for equity and end to discrimination and oppression on all fronts. Furthermore
the Home Owners Association would become the main owners of market rate, the origins of
which are rooted in racism.

This project will also cause irreparable harm to a public institution of education: City College of
San Francisco. The Balboa Reservoir is a critical point of accessibility and equity (!) for
commuter students, staff, and faculty access to CCSF by providing essential parking. Without
first ensuring viable (as defined by students, staff, and faculty) transportation options, this
project perpetuates the exclusive history of access to higher education- antithetical to the
mission of public education and to the City College of San Francisco.

To be clear, this issue is NOT about whether or not to provide affordable housing.

The issue IS NOT TO SELL public land to a private developer. There are OTHER options that
would allow the land to remain in public domain while still providing accessible and affordable
housing. Undoubtedly, this will take time; but please resist the urge to approve what appears
to be the path of least resistance with the private developer.

Please oppose this project. Say Yes to Public Lands for Public Good- NO to the Balboa
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Reservoir Project.
Sincerely,

Christina Yanuaria

Pronouns: She/Her

ESL City College of San Francisco
Womxn's Support Collective
LinkedIn

"If you have come here to help me, you are wasting your time. But if you have come because
your liberation is bound up with mine, then let us work together." Lilla Watson


https://www.linkedin.com/in/christina-yanuaria-46727455/

From: aeboken

To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides

Subject: OPPOSING Budget and Finance Committee Agenda Item #5 Sale of Real Estate - Reservoir Community Partners
LLC - Balboa Reservoir - $11,400,000. File #200740

Date: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 10:44:12 AM

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

TO: Board of Supervisors members

| am strongly opposed to the sale of the Balboa Reservoir property.

| strongly believe that the City should enter into a long term lease rather than sell the
property. A long term lease would provide a revenue stream for the City for years to

come.

If the property is sold, | believe it should be sold at fair market value. A price of
$11,400,000. is significantly below fair market value.

Eileen Boken
Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods*

* For identification purposes only.

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone
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From: Donna Davies

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: Support for Balboa Park Project

Date: Wednesday, July 29, 2020 12:36:07 PM

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

Regarding parking: | found on the project website that they propose aratio of one parking
space for every two homes. The public parking garage would also make available a proposed
500 spaces to City College students, staff and faculty, and existing neighbors. Thereis ahuge
parking lot next to the project for City College and that will remain.

Donna Davies

Hello Board of Supervisors, San Francisco,

| am amember of the ad hoc group Advocates for Affordable
Housing (AAH) in Mountain View that promotes the development of
housing in the Bay Area. We encourage the best possible
developments built in the Bay Area, ones designed to serve the
highest public good.

That’swhy I’'m especially excited about the Balboa Park Project.
Currently, the property is one vast, hot island of asphalt and cars.
The project is within walking distance of BART. The cars will move
under cover to 750 new spaces, 110 for residents and 90 for public
parking. Buildings will rise to accommodate 1100 new homes, half
of which will be affordable. Many of the new homes will have 2-3
bedrooms so families can be accommodated more easily and there
will be alarge onsite day care center half of which is dedicated to
low and middle income workers. The project includes four acres of
public open space and recreational parkland with 400 new trees.
Coupled with an onsite community room, these resources will
promote the building of community among the residents and their
neighborsin Sunnyside, Westwood Park, and Ocean Avenue. 150
apartments are reserved for CCSF faculty and staff, eliminating their
commutes and some of the difficulty CCSF hasin recruiting and
retaining teachers. Finally, the project includes $10 million in feesto
the city for transit and infrastructure improvements thus freeing up
city money to be used for other affordable projects elsewhere.


mailto:dnndavies@gmail.com
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By building the Balboa Park Project, San Francisco will be 1100
units closer to its goal of planned new homes which not only serves
the highest public good but helps ensure compliance with state
mandates. Finally, it will provide many construction jobs during the
coming economic recovery.

Donna Davies
32 year resident of Mountain View
my son livesin San Francisco



From: Donna Davies

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)

Subject: Support for the Balboa Park Reservoir Project
Date: Tuesday, July 28, 2020 11:12:03 AM

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

Hello Board of Supervisors, San Francisco,

| am amember of the ad hoc group Advocates for Affordable Housing (AAH)
in Mountain View that promotes the development of housing in the Bay Area.
We encourage the best possible developments built in the Bay Area, ones
designed to serve the highest public good.

That’swhy I’m especially excited about the Balboa Park Project. Currently, the
property is one vast, hot island of asphalt and cars. The project iswithin
walking distance of BART. The cars will move under cover to 750 new spaces,
110 for residents and 90 for public parking. Buildings will rise to accommodate
1100 new homes, half of which will be affordable. Many of the new homes will
have 2-3 bedrooms so families can be accommodated more easily and there
will be alarge onsite day care center half of which is dedicated to low and
middle income workers. The project includes four acres of public open space
and recreational parkland with 400 new trees. Coupled with an onsite
community room, these resources will promote the building of community
among the residents and their neighborsin Sunnyside, Westwood Park, and
Ocean Avenue. 150 apartments are reserved for CCSF faculty and staff,
eliminating their commutes and some of the difficulty CCSF hasin recruiting
and retaining teachers. Finally, the project includes $10 million in fees to the
city for transit and infrastructure improvements thus freeing up city money to
be used for other affordable projects elsewhere.

By building the Balboa Park Project, San Francisco will be 1100 units closer to
itsgoal of planned new homes which not only serves the highest public good
but helps ensure compliance with state mandates. Finally, it will provide many
construction jobs during the coming economic recovery.

Donna Davies
32 year resident of Mountain View
my son livesin San Francisco
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From: Major, Erica (BOS)

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: FW: Balboa Reservoir Final SEIR Appeal - PRESS RELEASE
Date: Monday, July 20, 2020 6:09:23 PM

Attachments: BalboaReservoir-PressRelease-CEQA-Appeal_FINAL.pdf

For appeal files, Balboa Reservoir Project.

ERICA MAJOR

Assistant Clerk

Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244 San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-4441 | Fax: (415) 554-5163

Erica.Major@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org

(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please
ask and | can answer your questions in real time.

Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is
working remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.

Click HERE to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form.

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters
since August 1998.

~N NN~ A A

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors 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 Board of Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that
members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or hearings will be made available to
all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office 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 Board and its committees—may appear on the Board
of Supervisors website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Jean Barish <jeanbbarish@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 2:55 PM

To: Major, Erica (BOS) <erica.major@sfgov.org>

Subject: Balboa Reservoir Final SEIR Appeal - PRESS RELEASE

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

Dear Members of the BOS Land Use and Transportation Committee:


mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B8CD80F3298142C39B8B1BCE0093BECE-ERICA DAYRI
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:Erica.Major@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681

Press Release
For Immediate Release
San Francisco, CA - July 15, 2020
Contact: Wynd Kaufmyn (510) 714-8687
Stuart Flashman (510) 652-5373
Madeline Mueller (415) 816-1515

City College Stakeholders File CEQA Appeal for Balboa Reservoir Project
They identify legal violations and Irreparable Damage to City College

On June 19th, 2020, attorney Stuart Flashman, representing appellants Alvin Ja, Wynd Kaufmyn, and
Madeline Mueller, officially filed an appeal of the Planning Commission Certification of Final Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) for the proposed Balboa Reservoir Project.(Case No.2018-
007883ENV).

The appeal, scheduled to be heard by the Board of Supervisors sometime in August, alleges substantive and
procedural violations of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA.)

Some of the key issues contained in the appeal:
(See supplemental page for details of each of these.)

1) The Project EIR fails to give an accurate and complete description of the project area and existing
conditions.

2) The Project EIR fails to analyze the significant impacts of the Balboa Reservoir Project’s significant
impacts on the construction schedule of planned City College of San Francisco buildings.

3) The Project EIR fails to give stable, accurate, and finite descriptions of the affordable units it
promises.

4) The Project EIR fails to fully identify and mitigate significant impacts on noise, air quality, transit
delay, pedestrian and bicyclist safety.

5) The Project EIR fails to include feasible alternatives, such as 100% truly affordable housing.

6) The EIR ignored the changed circumstances presented by the COVID-19 Pandemic.

The conclusion of the appeal says,
"The project's approval is invalid because it understates the project's significant and
unavoidable impacts. Many of the claimed benefits are not supported by substantial
evidence in the record and the claim that any one of the claimed benefits would suffice to
outweigh the project's impacts is conclusory and unsupported by any explanation or
justification, especially when several of the significant and unavoidable project
impacts would adversely affect human health and safety for inhabitants of the area
surrounding the project including bicyclists, students, and young children."

There is no reason to rush through the approval of a Project that would have been highly flawed and
suspect even before the deep game-change of the COVID-19 Pandemic and the need to analyze its future

effects.

This is NOT the time for any Project to go forward that will all but destroy the access for 70,000 college
students, most of them from working class, immigrant, black or brown communities.

Hi#H





Supplemental Details for Key Issues

1) The Project EIR fails to give an accurate and complete description of the project area and existing
conditions.

The report lacks adequate information on the present and future needs of City College of San Francisco and
two adjacent high schools. The combined enrollments represent approximately 70,000 students.

2) The Project EIR fails to give an analysis of the significant impacts on the construction schedule of
planned City College of San Francisco buildings.

In the recent March 2020 election, San Francisco voters, by an 80% majority, approved an $845 million
bond for City College facilities. As a result, planned new construction will start almost immediately to
complete City College's West Campus, located on the eastern portion of the reservoir property - directly
adjacent to the Balboa Reservoir Project. The EIR fails to assess the significant impacts the Balboa Reservoir
Project construction will have on the construction schedule of these planned City College of San Francisco
buildings, and surrounding conditions, when the two construction schedules appear to overlap.

3) The Project EIR fails to give stable, accurate, and finite descriptions of the affordable units it promises.
The Project describes the affordable units as "up to 50% of the units". This is vague and aspirational. It does
not comply with the requirements of a legally sufficient EIR. Project descriptions under CEQA must be
stable, accurate, and finite. Instead, this Project's EIR depends on future surveys, future funding
restrictions, and other input before committing to an actual affordable housing plan.

4) The Project EIR fails to fully identify and mitigate significant impacts on noise, air quality, transit delay,
pedestrian and bicyclist safety.

The EIR shockingly lacks adequate consideration of the many childcare facilities and classes scheduled at
immediately adjacent City College buildings.

5) The Project EIR fails to include feasible alternatives, including 100% truly affordable housing.

The EIR examines only a Project built under a private for-profit umbrella requiring amending the existing
community plan in order to allow building market rate housing. However, the Balboa Park Station Area Plan
mandated, “first consideration to the development of affordable housing on publicly-owned sites.”
Construction of a 100% affordable housing was not ever considered, let alone given first consideration.

The EIR promotes the development by claiming it will provide up to 50% affordable housing. However the
developer will only fund 19.3% of the affordable units (which is less than 10% of the total units.) There are
several funding possibilities available to build more deeply affordable units in greater numbers than
described in the EIR. Such possibilities do not depend on privatizing public land for developers' profits, and
would also have much lower negative impacts on the environment. It is unacceptable not to consider
feasible alternatives whereby public land stays in public control.

6) The EIR ignored the changed circumstances presented by the COVID-19 Pandemic.

Public Comments on the draft SEIR were completed on 9/23/2019 and responses to comments were not
issued by the SF Planning Department until 4/29/2020. This was more than a month after San Francisco
entered its first shelter-in-place order and roughly three months after San Francisco’s first Corona virus
cases, but Planning ignored the circumstances of the COVID- 19 pandemic and its implications for the for
the future use of the Balboa Reservoir site and the surrounding area.

The circumstances of the ongoing pandemic demand that the analysis presented in the EIR be re-evaluated.
A new analysis is needed before an informed decision can be made about the true impacts of the Project.





What can you do?

Further discussions of the Balboa Reservoir Project and its impact will be on the agendas of upcoming
Board of Supervisors Committee Meetings. The public can email written comments in advance of meetings
and call in during meetings to give oral comments.

Land Use & Transportation Committee (Supervisors — Peskin, Safai, Preston)

Monday, July 20, at 1:30pm

Gordon Mar will be a guest while the Committee considers affordable and market-rate housing, an
especially important conversation for the Balboa Reservoir project.

Land Use & Transportation Committee (Supervisors — Peskin, Safai, Preston)
Monday, July 27, at 1:30pm
The Committee will consider:
e  File number 200422 — Changing P (Public) zoning to SUD (Special Use District)
e File number 200635 — General Plan, Balboa Park Station Area Plan Amendments

Budget and Finance Committee (Supervisors Fewer, Walton, Mandelman)
Wednesday, July 29, at 10:30am
The Committee will consider:

o File Number 200423 — Approval of Development Agreement

e File Number 200740 — PUC Reservoir Sale Agreement

To see File Content enter file numbers into “Search” box:

For agendas, how to log in to meetings, and how to give public comment:



https://sfgov.legistar.com/Legislation.aspx

https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/bag062320_agenda.pdf




Attached is a copy of a press release announcing the filing of an Appeal of
the Planning Commission Certification of the FSEIR for the Balboa Reservoir Project.

Although you may have already received a copy of the appeal, you may find the
information in this press release helpful in focusing on some of the major topics
covered in the longer appeal document.

Thank you,

Jean
Jean B Barish

jeanbbarish@hotmail.com
415-752-0185

Stay safe and be well


mailto:jeanbbarish@hotmail.com

Press Release
For Immediate Release
San Francisco, CA - July 15, 2020
Contact: Wynd Kaufmyn (510) 714-8687
Stuart Flashman (510) 652-5373
Madeline Mueller (415) 816-1515

City College Stakeholders File CEQA Appeal for Balboa Reservoir Project
They identify legal violations and Irreparable Damage to City College

On June 19th, 2020, attorney Stuart Flashman, representing appellants Alvin Ja, Wynd Kaufmyn, and
Madeline Mueller, officially filed an appeal of the Planning Commission Certification of Final Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report (FSEIR) for the proposed Balboa Reservoir Project.(Case No.2018-
007883ENV).

The appeal, scheduled to be heard by the Board of Supervisors sometime in August, alleges substantive and
procedural violations of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA.)

Some of the key issues contained in the appeal:
(See supplemental page for details of each of these.)

1) The Project EIR fails to give an accurate and complete description of the project area and existing
conditions.

2) The Project EIR fails to analyze the significant impacts of the Balboa Reservoir Project’s significant
impacts on the construction schedule of planned City College of San Francisco buildings.

3) The Project EIR fails to give stable, accurate, and finite descriptions of the affordable units it
promises.

4) The Project EIR fails to fully identify and mitigate significant impacts on noise, air quality, transit
delay, pedestrian and bicyclist safety.

5) The Project EIR fails to include feasible alternatives, such as 100% truly affordable housing.

6) The EIR ignored the changed circumstances presented by the COVID-19 Pandemic.

The conclusion of the appeal says,
"The project's approval is invalid because it understates the project's significant and
unavoidable impacts. Many of the claimed benefits are not supported by substantial
evidence in the record and the claim that any one of the claimed benefits would suffice to
outweigh the project's impacts is conclusory and unsupported by any explanation or
justification, especially when several of the significant and unavoidable project
impacts would adversely affect human health and safety for inhabitants of the area
surrounding the project including bicyclists, students, and young children."

There is no reason to rush through the approval of a Project that would have been highly flawed and
suspect even before the deep game-change of the COVID-19 Pandemic and the need to analyze its future

effects.

This is NOT the time for any Project to go forward that will all but destroy the access for 70,000 college
students, most of them from working class, immigrant, black or brown communities.

Hi#H



Supplemental Details for Key Issues

1) The Project EIR fails to give an accurate and complete description of the project area and existing
conditions.

The report lacks adequate information on the present and future needs of City College of San Francisco and
two adjacent high schools. The combined enrollments represent approximately 70,000 students.

2) The Project EIR fails to give an analysis of the significant impacts on the construction schedule of
planned City College of San Francisco buildings.

In the recent March 2020 election, San Francisco voters, by an 80% majority, approved an $845 million
bond for City College facilities. As a result, planned new construction will start almost immediately to
complete City College's West Campus, located on the eastern portion of the reservoir property - directly
adjacent to the Balboa Reservoir Project. The EIR fails to assess the significant impacts the Balboa Reservoir
Project construction will have on the construction schedule of these planned City College of San Francisco
buildings, and surrounding conditions, when the two construction schedules appear to overlap.

3) The Project EIR fails to give stable, accurate, and finite descriptions of the affordable units it promises.
The Project describes the affordable units as "up to 50% of the units". This is vague and aspirational. It does
not comply with the requirements of a legally sufficient EIR. Project descriptions under CEQA must be
stable, accurate, and finite. Instead, this Project's EIR depends on future surveys, future funding
restrictions, and other input before committing to an actual affordable housing plan.

4) The Project EIR fails to fully identify and mitigate significant impacts on noise, air quality, transit delay,
pedestrian and bicyclist safety.

The EIR shockingly lacks adequate consideration of the many childcare facilities and classes scheduled at
immediately adjacent City College buildings.

5) The Project EIR fails to include feasible alternatives, including 100% truly affordable housing.

The EIR examines only a Project built under a private for-profit umbrella requiring amending the existing
community plan in order to allow building market rate housing. However, the Balboa Park Station Area Plan
mandated, “first consideration to the development of affordable housing on publicly-owned sites.”
Construction of a 100% affordable housing was not ever considered, let alone given first consideration.

The EIR promotes the development by claiming it will provide up to 50% affordable housing. However the
developer will only fund 19.3% of the affordable units (which is less than 10% of the total units.) There are
several funding possibilities available to build more deeply affordable units in greater numbers than
described in the EIR. Such possibilities do not depend on privatizing public land for developers' profits, and
would also have much lower negative impacts on the environment. It is unacceptable not to consider
feasible alternatives whereby public land stays in public control.

6) The EIR ignored the changed circumstances presented by the COVID-19 Pandemic.

Public Comments on the draft SEIR were completed on 9/23/2019 and responses to comments were not
issued by the SF Planning Department until 4/29/2020. This was more than a month after San Francisco
entered its first shelter-in-place order and roughly three months after San Francisco’s first Corona virus
cases, but Planning ignored the circumstances of the COVID- 19 pandemic and its implications for the for
the future use of the Balboa Reservoir site and the surrounding area.

The circumstances of the ongoing pandemic demand that the analysis presented in the EIR be re-evaluated.
A new analysis is needed before an informed decision can be made about the true impacts of the Project.



What can you do?

Further discussions of the Balboa Reservoir Project and its impact will be on the agendas of upcoming
Board of Supervisors Committee Meetings. The public can email written comments in advance of meetings
and call in during meetings to give oral comments.

Land Use & Transportation Committee (Supervisors — Peskin, Safai, Preston)

Monday, July 20, at 1:30pm

Gordon Mar will be a guest while the Committee considers affordable and market-rate housing, an
especially important conversation for the Balboa Reservoir project.

Land Use & Transportation Committee (Supervisors — Peskin, Safai, Preston)
Monday, July 27, at 1:30pm
The Committee will consider:
e  File number 200422 — Changing P (Public) zoning to SUD (Special Use District)
e File number 200635 — General Plan, Balboa Park Station Area Plan Amendments

Budget and Finance Committee (Supervisors Fewer, Walton, Mandelman)
Wednesday, July 29, at 10:30am
The Committee will consider:

o File Number 200423 — Approval of Development Agreement

e File Number 200740 — PUC Reservoir Sale Agreement

To see File Content enter file numbers into “Search” box:

For agendas, how to log in to meetings, and how to give public comment:


https://sfgov.legistar.com/Legislation.aspx
https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/bag062320_agenda.pdf
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