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. NOTICE TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF APPEAL
- FROM ACTION OF THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 5

Notice is hereby given of an appeal to the Board of Supervisors from the following action of the City

Planning Commission. _
4216 California Street, San Francisco, CA 94118

The property is located at

June 6, 2013

. Date of City Planning Commission Action
(Attach a Copy of Planning Commission’s Decision)

July 8, 2013
Appeal Filing Date

The Planning uommnss,lon-dlsapproved in wholﬁ orin part an apphcatlon for reclassification of

property, Case No.

The Planning Commission disabproved in whole or in part an application for establishment
abolition or modification of a set-back line, Case No. .

X The Planning Commission approved in who!n or in part an application for conditional use
2010 1034C .

authorization, Case No.

The Planning Commission disapproved in whole or in part an application for condltlonal use

authorization, Case No.

VAClerk's Office\Appeals Information\Condition Use Appeal Process5
August 2011
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Statement of Appeal:

a) Set forth the pari(s) of the decision the appeal is taken from:

The entire decision.

b) Set forth the reasons in support of your appeal:

The project does not meet the requirements of Section.303 of the San Francisco Planning Code

in that AT&T's proposed wireless facility is not necessary, not desirable and-not.compatible with
the neighborhood and community.

Person to Whom
Notices Shall Be Mailed

Doug Loranger.

Name

4327 California Street
San Francisco, CA 94118

Address

(415) 752-2326

Telephone Number

Name and Address of Person Filing Appeal:

Wendy Aragon, On Behalf of

Richmond DistrictDemocratic Club

Name

534 25th Avenue, #5
San Francisco, CA 9412_1

Address

(415) 350-4765

Telephone Number

ViAClerk's -Oﬁice\Appeals Informatiom\Condition Use Appeal Processt

August 2011
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City Plannmg Commission

Case No. 24i¢+ ) I39¢E 763 JHL éH 9 Q

=

The undersigned declare that they. are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appealsand are owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that Tsthe-subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundanes of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. f
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot of Owner(s)
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“City Plannin

Co m ission
Case No. Ié
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The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal-dnd.are owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area thaTFs‘th?S‘meet»eL .
the application for amendment or conditional use, or wnthln a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, “proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached

Street Address, Assessors Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Slgnature
property owned Block & Lot :
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RECORDING REQUEST ED BY:
N ¥icits National Tife Company San Francisco Assessor-Recorder BOARD OF s
“Estrow No.: 12-951667-IT " Phil Ting 2ﬂssessor-Recorder S OSAHFR AN
Locate No.: CAFNT09:38-0938-0006-0000951667 - - - o
Titde No.: 12-951667KD DOC 012~-J350721 00. I3 J ~a-an
‘ ‘ Acct u-FIDELITY NATIONAL Title Company g G f?if’)f g: N
when Recorded Mail Document ‘ Wednesday, NOV 28, 2012 @8:00:08¢ - ‘%
and Tax Statement To: Tl Pd$14,269.50 Rept # QOP45G0464 — .
Michoel T. McKeernan REEL K781 IMAGE 0129
128 - 4th Ave ' ake/MA/1-2
San Francisco , CA M
= N | \/ 2

APN: Lot 033, Block 1363
12T Ly Rve

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S
USE »

GRANT DEED

The undersugned grantor(s) declare(s)
Documentary transfer tax is $14,242.50
[ ] computed on full value of property conveyed, o
[ ] computed on full value less value of liens or encurnbrances remaining at time of sale,

[ 1 Unincorporated Area  City of San Francisco,

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which Is hereby acknowledged, Jennifer Traeger and Adam

Hirschfelder, wife arid husband. s ~
hereby GRANT(S) to ¢ Michael T. McKeeman and Laura A. Donahue, husband and °5 Comm“nlt Pl’g s’é;lsfh‘gth
the following described real property in the City of San Francisco, County of San Franasco,%tate of 651 rmia:

SEE EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HERF:T E A PART HEREOF

» B
DATED: November 21, %

/L WW 3o
before me,

, Notary P bic dam leschfelder !

who proved to me on H ry
person(s) whose name(s) 157are subscnbed to the w1thln ,
instrument and acknowled o-methatté/sfie/they executed the
same -in h@/Rer/their~authorized capacity(ieS);~and "that by
P’h’ﬁr/thew 5|gna re(s) on the instrument the persoh{g), or the

ntity upon behalf of whi Sersan(s) acted, executed the
instrument. /'

I certify-Gnder/PENA
of Cafifornia trltatth

W 'ESSm.\hand d_of¥idi
\ .

Signatyre

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS AS DIRECTED ABOVE

FD-213 (Rev 12/07) , GRANT DEED
(grant) (10-03) (Rev. 07-11) ‘ .

6864 ' : "3



City Planning Commission 213 JUL =8 AH o ns
Case No. 2610.1034C Jovbma Bl 902

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and ar;mners of property —
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of

the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor’s Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot ' of Owner(s)
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City Plannin Commission
Case No. 2010.1034C

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeé1H’aﬁd—are@wneps-@i»pmpeﬁyw_
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached. ’

Street Address, Assessor’s Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned _ Block & Lot .~ of Qwaer(s)
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City Planmng Commission
Case No. 2010.1034C

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and &re vwners-of-preperty-.
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) QOriginal Signature
property owned Block & Lot ’
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San Francisco Assessor-Recorder

RECORDING REQUESTED BY: Mabel S. Teng, Assessor-Recorder

PATRICIAN REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., DOC- 2 04—H7808@9—00
Chack Number 10850

?fc;fﬁiﬁuff;fi‘ig, LLp | ' - edl/du/e-3

703 Market Street, Suite 1610

San Francisco, CA 94103

f“’/n\/'\
RE{ Blocke 1365 Lot 005 | | SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER’S USE

Memorandum of Notice '
Regarding Withdrawal of Rental Unit From Rent or Lease

This memorandum evidences that the owner of the property described in Exhibit A attached, Patrician
Realty Holdings, Inc., has filed a notice with the San Francisco Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration _
Board, which contents are certified under penalty of perjury, stating the intent to withdraw from rent or leasc all
units at said property, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 37.9A and the Ellis Act

1 am the President and CEO of Patrician Realty Holdings, Inc., and am authorized to make this

declaration ot behalf of the corporation. 1declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of

Califprniathat the above statements are true and correct. This Memorandum of Notzce is mgned on
{in San-Francisco, California.

&
. | N
/ PATRICIAN REALTY HODLINGS, INC. Rty

[ii.

20:6 WY 8- I0r el

(Pres:dent and C. 8

RE: Property located 9 5TH Avenue, San Francisco, Califorly

- NOTICE: RESTRICTIONS ON THE FUTURE USE OF THE PROPERTY WILL APPLY TO

SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST PURSUANT TO SAN FRANCISCO ADMINISTRATIVE
CODE SECTION 37.9A.

MEMORANDUM OF NOTICE REGARDING WITHDRAWAL OF RENTAL UNITS 1
: FROM RENT OR LEASE ’
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City Planning Commi
Case No. _&

€

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal-and-are-owrers of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of owneréhip change. If

signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached:

Street Address, Assessor’s Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned ' Block & Lot

. ‘ of Owner(s)
L J71- 173 Shhe 1265 0o AMow Wy S
' U
3 | . | - , /

10.

1.

12.

13.

14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,
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City Plannmg Commission
Case No, 2010.1034C

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use. (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor’s
property owned Block & Lot

//ﬁ’% 342‘ Ave., /ZM/&

Printed Name of Owner(s) . Original Signature
of Owner(s)
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City Planning Commission 513 11 -8
Case No., 2010.1034C 413 JU;. 8

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appe:’illi and are ’OWneTs‘(;ﬂa—roperty
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that'is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has. not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

- Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature .
property owned Block & Lot of Owner(s)~". ~~

)
A : —f 2 . SRS . s ]
‘/K ? 5/ /ﬁ "4% /;[ S/ 5{/7 /ﬁnamasé ch;\'%‘a \Q}E\hsjfﬁﬁ _ - @‘-’\4
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. 10.
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
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City Planning Commission 217 I .- " Q. N9
Ca)S/eNo 2 10.1034C WINL -8 Ak 92 02

affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roil has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. [f
s?gning for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot : T of Owner(s)
j’ -~

./ S7 g/f’!;"‘ /Ive- /3(: ;’f/ ’54 Yook Cme=- ,{ 6‘6“‘7/% = CC< |
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21,

22.
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City Planning Commission 3513 43 -3 &M Qi n<S
A TS B JUL-8 AR 5+09

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and aré owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property. -

‘If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. {f
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, . Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot . of Owner(s)

i S7-5% Yo pye [349/010 ThENE Suy) rone foen

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

i7.

18.

19.

20. ;

21.

22.
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City Plannin Commlssmn
Case NO 2010.1034C a',.': j

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of App“é‘élt-arxddre OWNETS O property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the apphca’non for amendment or conditional use, or within a radlus of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership ohange If -
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, - Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot : of Owner(s)

1,#%1%g@Mﬁ bﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%fﬁ2Mﬂ%/ /fw

2.

3.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16..

- 17,

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
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RE ‘:;t‘.sgr‘!"b
BOARD OF SUPER®

o

i
SAM

City Planning Commissiomy; s sy _n &4 Q; 073
Cat)se No. 2810 1034C  fuid Qi 7D EH G 03
The undex&gned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notloe of Appeal drd are OWners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within-a radlus of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organlza’[lon is a‘rtaohed

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s _ Onglnal Signature

property owned Block & IFOt {S\)\k
"{L&_\ (}Q\(L(Q\FVLQ /3@1/0(7?2 Nﬁ visHE 2LC ﬁpi”%\

2 ﬁfw “ 250 Cém‘ﬁ‘ﬂ> i

w0

10.

11.

12. ) ) X -

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19!

20..

21.

22.
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~ State of California.
Secretary of State

STATEMENT OF INFORMATION
(Limited Liability Company)

Filing Fee $20.00, If amendment, see instructions.

IMPORTANT — READ INSTRUCTIONS BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM

{. LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY NAME (Please do not alter if name is preprintsd.)

Noe Vista LLC

This Space For Filing Use Only

DUE DATE:

FILE NUMBER AND STATE OR PLACE OF ORGANIZATION

2. 'SECRETARY OF STATE FILE NUMBER | 3. STATE OR PLACE OF ORGANIZATION
199627810034 . CA

COMPLETE ADDRESSES FOR THE FOLLOWING (Do not abbreviate the name of the city. ttems 4 and 5 cannot be P.O. Boxes.)

4. STREET ADDRESS OF PRINCIPAL EXECUTIVE OFFICE CITY AND STATE ZIP GODE

3265 - 17th Street, Suite 403 San Francisco, CA 94110

‘5. CALIFCRNIA OFFICE WHERE RECORDS-ARE MAINTAINED (DOMESTIC ONLY) ciry STATE ZiP CODE

" 3265 - 17th Street, Suite 403 : ’ San Francisco, CA 94110 CA

NAME AND COMPLETE ADDRESS OF THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER, IF ANY

6. NAME : ADDRESS CITY AND STATE ZiP CODE

i

NAME AND COMPLETE ADDRESS OF ANY MANAGER OR MANAGERS, OR IF NONE HAVE BEEN APPOINTED OR ELECTED,
PROVIDE THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF EACH MEMBER (Aftach additional pages, if necessary.)

7. NAME ADDRESS CITY AND STATE - ZIP CODE
Charles G. Agosta 3265 - 17th, Street, Suite 403 - 3265-17th Strta_ef, Suite 403

B. NAME ADDRESS ' CITY AND STATE. ZIP CODE
9. NAME : ' ADDRESS CITY AND STATE | 2)F CODE

AGENT FOR SERVICE OF PROCESS (If the agent is an individual, the agent must reside in California and ltem 11 must be completed with a California

address. if the agent is a corporation, the agent must have on file with the California Secretary of State a cerfificate pursuant to Corporations Code section

1505 and ltem 11 must be left blank.)

10. NAME OF AGENT FOR SERVICE OF PROCESS

Charles G. Agosta, aka Gerry Agosta

11. ADDRESS OF AGENT FOR SERVICE OF PROCESS IN CALIFORNIA, IF AN INDIVIDUAL cITY STATE . ZlP»CODE

3265 - 17th Street, Suite 403 ' 3265 17th Street, Suite 403 ca 94110

TYPE OF BUSINESS

12. DESCRIBE THE TYPE OF BUSINESS OF THE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY

| Real Estate Renfals '

13. THE INFORMATION CONTAINED HEREIN IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

S e
Charles G. Agosta o <(

Managing Parine 08/23/06

TYPE OR PRINT NAME OF PERSON COMPLETING THE FORM S /L ZHBYATURE ' TITLE DATE
LLC-12 (REV 07/2008) { 3 , APPROVED BY SECRETARY OF STATE
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10,
11,
12,
13. _
14,
15,
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21,

22.

- 4214 Califo

~Gity Plannin Com issio | oo am Q. (,’
"Case No. _JM_ﬁ'W_EﬁJJ L-8 AH 9:03

© The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Afpb"éa“énd are owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownershrp has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change if
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorrzatron to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

- Street Address,

property owned

Assessor's
Block & Lot

ria SEopUtY o

Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
of Owner( s)

4214 Cali

pm‘ o ?ﬁ‘;

NiauaNouier Sinszon Nl ke
BENST SveResoN

&
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City Plannin y Commission
Case No, 2010.1034C

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal ‘and are owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional tse, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, . _ Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature o

property owned Block & Lot : . of er(s )
d L 1= s : /
L 93 cruasmg 133055 Wnla O(bm %%//u
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14.

15.

16.

17.
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19.
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22.
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City Planning Commission -
Case No. 2010.1034C

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers td this Notice of Appeai’émgaw'ﬁ"eﬁ;o_f—ﬁfmﬁy‘“"'
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

_ If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign o behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor’s Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature

property owned Block &.Lot of Owner(s) .
o H3R Cratigst [BOJ1SY.AIASTASUA MOSt EiaA O/
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City Plannlng Commlss 3 J
Case No. ?‘”JJC el

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appéal and "are Gwriersof-property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of-
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownershlp has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address,
property owned

Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s)
Block & Lot
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,srgmng for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organlzatlon is attached

City: Planmn Commission
CaseNo ig/ ’o Ug"[f-m J fi -8 AH & ﬂ
g&é

The under5|gned declare ‘that they are hereby subscrlbers to thls Notlce of Appeal andﬂﬁ&ﬂﬂﬁrﬁ ofpro_perty o
affected by the. proposed amendment or conditional-use- (that'is, owners of property within the -area that is the subject of -
the application for amendment or conditional use, or wnthm a radius of 300 feet of the extenor boundarles of the pr .

If ownership has cr‘anged and assessment roll has not.been amended we attach proof of ownershlp change lf B

Street Address, - . Assessor's Prmted Name of Owner(s) ' ' Orlglna1 Slgnature i
property owned Block & Lot

of Owney(s
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City'Planning Commission . .
Case No. 2010.1034C 7513 jiit -8 AH 9 03

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners.of.properly
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If owhership has changed and assesément roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change. If
signing for a firm .or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor's - Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot obOwner(s)
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93

-10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

V:\Clerk’s Office\Appeals Information\Condition Use Appeal Procéss7
August 2011 .

6882 o/



o -~

City Planning Commission; 15 § A
Case No. i 0-[d%3 q‘é’, U

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and dfe OWners of propefty
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownership change If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached.

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Si
property owned ‘Block & Lot of Owner
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City Planning Commission ) - aw G- Al
Case No. 2010.1034C 733 3t -8 AR 3¢ U%

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and. are-ewners-ef-property
‘affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

If ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownérship change. If
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behalf of the organization is attached. ‘

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Origina! Signature
property owned Block & Lot of Owner(s)
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SAI\E FRANCISCO
PLANNIBEG DEPARTMEHT

2013.02Subject to: (Select only if app/lcable)

[0 Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) ) [1 First Source Hiringv (Admin. Code) éﬁ‘fm?i\g;sll}ﬂgf
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‘ : : . Recapfiaz‘c
‘Planning Commission Motion No. 18898 e
‘ ' o HEARING DATE: JUNE 6, 2013 : 4’6'1);.558.54[@

- Planning

Date: May 30, 2013 v - . ??I‘;gt;;ﬁﬂ

Case No.: 2010.1034C
Project Address: 4216 California Street
Current Zoning:  NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster)
_ 40-X Height and Bulk District
‘Block/Lot: 1364/019

Project Sponsor:  AT&T Mobility represented by
Corey Alvin, KDI Planning

100 Clemerit Street, 3rd Floor

San Francisco, CA 94108
Staff Contact: -Omar Masry — (415) 575-9116

Omar.Masry@sfgov.org

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATING TO- THE APPROVAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE
AUTHORIZATION UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION 303(c) AND 71083 TO REMOVE AN
EXISTING MICRO-SITE AND INSTALL A WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES
FACILITY CONSISTING OF UP TO NINE PANEL ANTENNAS ON THE ROOF BEHIND RADIO-
FREQUENCY TRANSPARENT SCREEN WALLS WITH EQUIPMENT LOCATED WITHIN A
GROUND FLOOR STORAGE AREA OF AN EXISTING MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING AS PART OF
AT&T MOBILITY'S WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS NETWORK WITHIN A NC-1
(NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL —~ CLUSTER) ZONING DISTRICT AND 40-X HEIGHT AND
BULK DISTRICT.

PREAMBLE

On November 16, 2010, AT&T Mobility (hereinafter "Project Sponsor"), made an application (hereinafter
"Application"), for Conditional Use Authorization on the property at 4216 California Street, Lot 019 in
Assessor's Block 1364, (hereinafter "Project Site") to remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless
telecommunications services facility consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind radio-
frequency transparent screen walls with equipment located within a ground floor storage area of an
existing medical office building as part of AT&T Mobility’s wireless telecommunications network within
a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

The Project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) as a Class 3 Categorical
Exemption (Section 15303 of the California Environmental Quality Act). The Planning Commission has

www.sfplanning.org
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NMotion No. 18898 ) B CASE NO. 2010.1034C
Hearing Date: June 6, 2013 T ’ 4216 California Street

reviewed and concurs with said determination. The categorical exemption and all pertinent documents
may be found in the files of the Planning Department (hereinafter “Department”), as the custodian of
records, at 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco.

On June 6, 2013;, the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a duly
noticed public hearing (continued without discussion from March 14% -and May 9% hearings) at a
regularly scheduled meeting on the application for a Conditional Use authorization.

The Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing and has
further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the Apphca.nt
Department Staff, and other interested parties.

MOVED, that the Commission hereby authorizes the Conditional Use in Application No. 2010.1034C,
subject to the conditions contained in “EXHIBIT A” of this motion, based on the following findings: '

FlNulNGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commmnission.

2. Site Description and Present Use. The building is located on Assessor’s Block 1364, Lot 019 on
the north side of California Street between 4% and 5% Avenues. This site is within a NC-1
(Neighborhood Commercial - Cluster) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Rulk District. The
Project Site contains a three-story medical office bulldmg

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. Nearby-land uses include single-family and two-
family homes to the north, single and multiple family residences and office building to the east,
an automotive service and gasoline station to the south, and office and residential uses to the
west. The Project Site is approximately two blocks south and east of the Presidio, and one block
north of the Inner Clement Neighborhood Commercial District.

4. Project Description. The proposal is to remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless
telecommunications services facility consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind
radio-frequency transparent screen walls, and equipment located within a ground floor storage
are_é of an existing medical office building as part of AT&T Mobility’s wireless
telecommunications network. The proposed antennas would measure a maximum of 57 high by '
18” wide by 7” thick. A total of nine antennas will be located within three sectors in two different
locations on the rooftop. Sector A contains three antennas and is located toward the rear of the

- building behind a 5’ 8 tall screen designed to match the existing building in color and materials.
The screen is located five feet from the east and west pardpets, five feet from the rear, and
approximately 23 feet from the rear property line. Sectors B and C consist of three antennas each,
and are located toward the front of the building rooftop behind a 5 6” tall radio-frequency

SAN FRANGISCO ‘ 2
PEANNNG BREEAR TERT »
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Motion No. 18898 - ' CASE NO. 2010.1034C
Hearing Date: June 6, 2013 ' , 4216 California Street

transparent screen that is setback 4" 6” from the east and west parapets and five feet from the
front of the building. All nine antennas would be mounted on the roof of the three-story, 31-foot
tall building, with a maximum height of approximately 37" above grade.

5. Past History and Actions. The Planning Commission adopted the Wireless Telecommunications
Guidelines for the installation of Wireless Telecommunications Facilities in 1996 (hereinafter
known as “Guidelines”). These Guidelines set forth the land use policies and practices that guide
the installation and approval of wireless facilities throughout San Francisco. A large portion of
the Guidelines was dedicated to establishing location preferences for these installations. The
Board of Supervisors, in Resolution No. 635-96, provided input as to where wireless facilities
should be located within San Francisco. The Guidelines were updated by the Commission in
2003 and again in 2012, requiring commumty outreach notification, and detailed information
about the facilities to be installed. '

Section 8.1 of the Guidelines outlines Location Preferences for wireless facilities. There are five
primary areas were the installation of wireless facﬂities should be located:

1. Publicly-used Structures: such ‘facilities as f1re stations, utility structures, community
* facilities, and other public structures;
2. Co-Lecation Site: encourages installation of facilities on buildings that already have wireless
- installations; .

3. Industrial or Commercial Structures: buildings such as warehouses, factories, garages,
service stations;

4. Industrial or Commercial Structures: buildings such as supermarkets, retail stores, banks;
and

5. Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts: buildings such as housmg above commercial
or other non-residential space.

Section 8.1 of the WTS Siting Guidelines further stipulates that the Planning Commission may not
approve WTS applications for Preference 6 (Limited Preference Site) unless the application (a)
shows what publicly-used building, co-location site or other Preferred Location Sites are located
within the geographic service area; (b) shows by clear and convincing evidence what good faith
efforts and measures to secure these Preferred Location Sites were taken; (c) explains why such
efforts were unsuccessful; and (d) demonstrates that the location for the site is essential to meet
demands in the geographic service area and the Applicant’s citywide networks.

" Before the Planning Commission can review an application to install a wireless facility, the
Project Sponsor must submit a five-year facilities plan, which must be updated biannually, an
emissions report and appfoval by the Department of Public Health, Section 106 Declaration of
Intent, an independent evaluation verifying coverage and capacity, a submittal checklist and
details about the facilities to be installed.

Under Section 704(B)(iv) of the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act, local jurisdictions cannot

deny wireless facilities based on Radio Frequency (RF) radiation emissions so long as such
facilities comply with the FCC’s regulations concerning such emissions.

SAN FRANCISCO 3
FLANNING DERARTERT .
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In 2005, a micro-site consisting of two Omni-whip antennas at the facade and screened
equipment cabinet towards the rear of the building was installed at this site, pursuant to building
permit number: 2005 03 21 7963. In June 2010, AT&T Mobility filed for a building permit to
install additiorial equipment cabinets at this site but did not final the permit. In November 2010,
AT&T Mobility filed a Conditional Use Permit to upgrade the eéxisting site to a macro site by
installing 9 panel antennas on the rooftop of the medical building. On April 5, 2011, the Planning
Department received a complaint of antennas installed without the benefit of permits.
Subsequently, a Notice of Violation was issued at this location. This Conditional Use

" Authorization would abate the violation and allow the facility upgrade.

10.

On June 6, 2013, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly

scheduled meeting on the application for a Conditional Use authorization pursuant to Planning

Code Section 710.83 to install a wireless telecommunications services (“WTS”) facility consisting

of removing an existing micro-site and installing a wireless telecommunications services facility -

consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind a radio-frequency transparent screen

wall with equipment located within a ground floor storage area of an existing medical office:

building as part of AT&T Mobility’s wireless telecommunications network.

Location Preference. The WTS Fucilities Siting Guidelines identify different types of zoning and/or
building uses for the siting of wireless telecommunications facilities. Under the Guidelines, the
Project is a Location Preference Number 6, as the Project Site is located in a NC-1 District within a
medical office building.

Alternative Site Analysis. The Project Sponsor has submitted an alternative site analysis and has
affirmed the subject site to be the most viable site-to serve the geographic service area. '

Radio Waves Range. The Project Sponsor has stated that the proposéd wireless network will
transmit calls by radio waves operating in the 700 - 2170 Megahertz (MHZ) bands, which is

regulated by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and must comply with the FCC-

adopted health and safefy standards for electromagnetic radiation and radio frequency radiation.

Radiofrequency (R¥) Emissi_ons: The Project Sponsor retained Hammett & Edison, Inc., a radio
engineering consulting firm, to prepare a report describing the expected RF emissions from the
proposed facility. Pursuant to the Guidelines, the Department of Public Health revieweéd the

report and determined that the proposed facility complies with the standards. set forth in the

Guidelines.

Department of Public Health Review and Approval. The proposed project was referred to the
Department of Public Health (DPH) for emissions exposure analysis. Existing RF levels at
ground level were approximately 1% of the FCC public exposure limit. There are two existing
antermas operated by AT&T Mobility installed on the rooftop of the building. There were
observed no other antennas within 100 feet of this site. AT&T Mobility proposes to remove the
two existing antennas and install nine new panel antennas. The antennas will be mounted at a

SAN FRARCISCO o : 4
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Hearing Date: June 6, 2013 4216 California Street

height of approximately 37 feet above the ground. The estimated ambient RF field from the
proposed AT&T Mobility transmitters at ground level is: calculated to be 0.057 mW/sq; cm.,
which is 6.2% of the FCC public exposure limit. The three dimensional perimeter of RF levels
equal to the public exposure limit extends 66 feet and does not reach any publicly accessible
areas. Warning signs must be posted at the antennas and roof access points in English, Spanish,
and Chinese. Workers should not have access to within 20 feet of the front of the antermas while
in operation. Workers prohibited access and worker notification areas should be marked with red
and yellow striping on the rooftop.

11. Coverage and Capacity Verification. The maps, data, and conclusion provided by AT&T
Mobility to demonstrate need for coverage and capacity have been determined by Hammett &
Edison, Inc, a radio engineering consulting firm, to accurately represent the carrier’s present and
post—msta]la’aon condus1ons

12. Maintenance Schedule. The proposed facility would operate without on-site staff, but with a
two-person maintenance crew visiting the property approximately onice a month and on an as-
needed basis to service and monitor the facility.

 13. Community Qutreach. Per the Guidelines, the Project .Sponsor held Community Outreach

Meetings for the proposed project. The first meeting was held at 6:30 p.m. on February 9, 2011 at

the San Francisco Public Library — Richmond Branch at 351 9% Street. Twelve members of the

community attended the meeting and asked questions about EMF emissions and health, impact-

on views, the existing micro-site, and location of other nearby AT&T Mobility sites. A second

- meeting was held at 6:00 pm. on April 17, 2013 at the-same location. The: Project Sponsor

conveyed to residents that the facility plans were being revised to reflect a six inch increase in

antenna and enclosure heights. Those community members present at the second meeting raised

similar concerns with regard to EMF emissions, as well as building safety issues cited in prior
written comments to the Department.

14. Five-year plan: Per the Guzdelznes ’fhe Project Sponsor submltted 1ts Iatest five-year plan, as
required, mAprll 2013. . ‘

15. Public Comment. As of May 30, 2013, the Department has received phone calls requesting
additional community meetings, concerns regarding health impacts of the antennas, and impact
on property values. In addition residents and business owners have submitted a petition against

. the project and documentation regardmg unpacts due to seismic, flood, egress, and ventilation
concems.

16. Planning Code Compliance. The Commission finds that the Pro]ect is consistent with the
relevant provisions of the Planning Code in the following manner:

A. Use. Per Planning Code Section 710.83, a Conditional Use authorization is required for the
installation of other public uses siich as wireless transmission facilities.

SAHFRRNGISEO ‘ . 5
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SAN

17. Planning Code Section 303 establishes criteria for the Planning Commission to consider when
reviewing applications for Conditional Use approval. On balance, the project does comply with
said criteria in that: ' '

A. The proposed new uses and building, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the
proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable, and compatible
with, the neighborhood or the community.

FRANGISCO

ii.

Desirable: San Francisco is a leader of the technological economy; it is important and desirable to
the vitality of the City to have and maintain adequate telecommunications coverage and data

* capacity.  This includes the installation and upgmdiﬁg of systems to keep up with changing

technology and increases in usage. It is desivable for the City to allow wireless facilities to be

installed.

The proposed project at 4216 California Street will be generally desivable and compatible with the
surrounding neighborhood because the Project will not conflict with the existing uses of the
property and will be designed to be compatible with the surrounding nature of the vicinity. The
approval of this authorization hgs been found to insure public safety, and insure that the
placement of antennas and related support and protection features are so located, designed, and
treated avchitecturally to minimize their visibility from public pldces, to avoid intrusion info
public vistas, avoid disruption of the architectural design integrity of buildings and insure
harmony with neighborhood character. The Project has been reviewed and determined to not cause
the removal or alteration of any significant architectural features on the subject building.

Necessary: In the case of wireless installations, there are two criteria that the Commission reviews:

coverage and capacity. .

Coverage: San Francisco does have sufficient overall wireless coverage (note that this is separate.
from carrier capacity). San Francisco’s umigue coverage -issues are due to topography and
building heights. The hills and buildings disrupt lines of site between WTS base stations. Thus,
telecommunication carriers continue to install additional installations to make sure coverage is
sufficient. - - '

Capacity: While a carrier may have adequate coverage in. a certain area, the capacity may not be

- sufficient. With the continuous innovations in wireless data technology and demand placed on

existing infrastructure, individual telecommunications carriers must upgrade and in some
instances expand their facilities network to be able to have proper data capacity. It is necessary for
San Francisco, as a leader in technology, to have adequate capacity.

The proposed project at 4216 California Street is necessary in order to achieve sufficient street-and
in-building mobile phone coverage and data capacity. Recent drive tests in the subject area

- conducted by the AT&T Mobility Radio Frequency Engineering Team provide evidence that the
subject property is the most viable location, based on factors including quality of coverage and

aesthetics.

PHLANRING DEFARTIERT
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B. The proposed project will not be detrimental to the health, safety, convenience or general
welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity. There are no features of the project
that could be detrimental to the health, safety or convenience of those residing or working
the area, in that:

i. Nature of proposed site, including its size and shape, and the proposed size, shape and
arrangement of structures;

The proposed project must comply with all applicable Federal and State regulations to safeguard
the health, safety and to ensure that persons residing or working in the vicinity will not be
affected, and prevent harm to other personal property.

The Departmenf of Public Health conducted an evaluation of potential health effects from Radio

Frequency radiation, and has concluded that the proposed wireless transmission facilities will have

no adverse health effects when operated in compliance with the FCC-adopted health and safety
~ standards.

ii. The accessibility and traffic patterns for persons and.vehicles, the type and volume of
such traffic, and the adequacy of proposed off-street parking and loading;

No increase in traffic volume is anticipated with the facilities operating unmanned, with a single
- maintenance crew visiting the site once a month or on an as-needed basis.

iii. The safeguards afforded to prevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise, glare,
dust and odor; '

While some noise and dust may result from the installation of the antennas and transceiver
equipment, noise or noxious emissions from continued use are not likely to be significantly greater
than ambient conditions due to the operation of the wireless communication network.

iv.” Treatment given, as appropriate, to such aspects as landscaping, screening, open spaces,
parking and loading areas, service areas, hghhng and signs; - :

' Nine antennas are proposed to be mounted on the rooftop behind a radio-frequency transparent
screen designed to match the building in color and material.

C. That the use as proposed will comply with the applicable provisions of the Planning Code
and will not adversely affect the General Plan

The Project complies with all relevant requirements and standards of the Planning Code and is a

consistent with objectives and policies of the General Plan as detailed below.

18. General Plan Compliance. The Project is, on balance, consistent with the following Ob]echves »
and Policies of the General Plan

SKN FRANGISCO N ) . 7
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HOUSING ELEMENT

BATLANCE HOUSING CONSTRUCTION AND COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE
OBJECTIVE 12 - BALANCE HOUSING GROWTH WITH ADEQUATE INFRASTRUCTURE
THAT SERVES THE CITY’S GROWING POPULATION.

POLICY 12.2 - Consider the proximity of quality of life elements, such as open space, child care,
and neighborhood services, when developing new housing units, '

POLICY 12.3 — Ensure new housmg is sustamable supported by the City’s public infrastructure
systems

The Project will improve ATET Mobzlztys coverage and capacity in the surrounding reszdentzal
commercial and recreational aveas along a primary transportation route in San Francisco. :

URBAN DESIGN
HUMAN NEEDS

OB_TECTIVE 4 - IMPROVEMENT OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT TO
INCREASE PERSONAT SAFETY, COMFORT, PRIDE AND OPPORTUNITY.

- POLICY 4.14 - Remove-and obscure distracting and cluttering elements.

The Project adequately “stealths” the proposed antennas by concealing the antennas behind a radio-

transparent screen on the top of the building.

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT
Objectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE 1:
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT.

. Policy 1:
Encourage development, which. provides substantial net benefits and minimizes undesirable
consequences. Discourage development, which has substantial undesirable consequences that

cannot be mitigated. -

Policy 2:
- Assure that all commercial and industrial uses meet minimum, reasonable performance
standards ’
SR FRANGISCO ' - )
PLANKING DEPARTRERT : '
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The Project would enhance the fotal city living and working environment by providing communication
services for residents and workers within the City. Additionally, the Project would comply with Federal,
State and Local performance standards.

OBJECTIVE2:
MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL
STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.

Policy 1:
Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the

city.
. Policy 3:

Maintain a favorable social and cultural climate in the city in order to enhance its attractiveness
as a firm location.

The site is an integral part of a new wireless communications network that will enhance the City’s diverse
economic base.

OBJECTIVE 4:
IMPROVE THE VIABILITY OF EXISTING INDUSTRY IN THE CITY AND THE
ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE CITY AS A EOCATION FOR NEW INDUSTRY.

Policy 1: _
Maintain and enhance a favorable business climate in the City.

Policy 2: .
Promote and attract those economic activities with potential benefit to the City.

The Project would benefit the City by enhancing the business clzmate through improved communication
sermces for residents and workers. _ -

" VISITOR TRADE

OBJECTIVE 8 - ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCO'S POSITION AS A NATIONAL CENTER FOR
" CONVENTIONS AND VISITOR TRADE.

POLICY 8.3 - Assure that areas of particular visitor attracﬁon are provided with adequate public
services for both residents and visitors.

The Project will ensure that residents and visitors have adequate public service in the form of ATET -
Mobility telecommunications.

SAN FRANCISGCO 9
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COMMUNITY SAFETY ELEMENT
Objectives and Policies

OB]ECTIVEB _
ENSURE THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM THE EFFECTS OF FIRE OR
NATURAL DISASTER THROUGH ADEQUATE EMERGENCY OPERATIONS PREPARATION.

Policy 1’
Maintain a local agency for the provision of emergency services to meet the needs of San

Francisco.

Policy 2:
Develop and maintain viable, up-to-date in- ~house emergency operaﬁons plans, with necessary

equipment, for operational capability of all emergency service agencies and departments.

Policy 3:
Maintain and expand agreements for emergency assistance from other ]ul’lbdlCthnS to ensure
adequate aid in time of need.

Policy 4:
Establish and maintain an adequate Emergency Operations Center.

Policy 5:
Maintain and expand the city’s fire prevention and fire-fighting capability..

Policy 6:
. Establish a system of emergency access routes for both emergency operations and evacuation.

‘The Project would enhance the abzlziy of the City to protect both life and properiy from the effects of a fire
or natural disaster by providing communication services.

19. Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review
of permits for consistency with said policies. On balance, the project does comply with said

policies in that:

A. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhanced.

No neighborhood-serving retail use would be displaced and the wireless communications network will

- enthance personal communication services.

'B. That éxis’dng housing and neighbofhood character be conserved and protected in order to
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

No residential uses would be displaced or altered in any way by the gmntiﬁg of this authorization.

SAN FRANCISEO _ ‘ 10
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C. That the City's supply of affordable houeing be preserved and enhanced.
The Project would have no adverse impact on housing in the vicinity.

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit servicé or overburden our streets or
. neighborhood parking.

Due to the nature of the project and minimal maintenance or repair, municipal transit service would
not be impeded and neighborhood parking would not be overburdened.

"E.  That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors
from displacement due to comummercial office development, and that future opportunities for
resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The Project would cause no displacement of industrial and service sector activity.

F. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect agamst injury and loss of
life in an earthquake.

Compliance with applicable structural safety and seismic safety requirements wo uld be considered
during the building permit application review process.

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The proposed antennas will be mounted on the rooftop of the existing building that is not a historic
resource. o

H. That our parks and open space and theu: access to sunlight aI\d vistas be protected from
development. '

The Project will have no adverse impact on parks ot open space, or their access o sunlight or vistas.
20. The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code
provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character

and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development.

21. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Determination of Compliance authorlzahon
‘would promote the health, safety and welfare of the C1ty '

SAN FRANCISCO | ) . 11
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DECISION

The Commission, after carefully balancing the competing public and private interests, and based upon
the Recitals and Findings set forth above, in accordance with the standards specified i in the Code, hereby
approves the Conditional Use authorization under Planning Code Sections 710.83 and 303 to install up to
nine panel antennas and associated equipment cabinets at the Project Site as part of a wireless
transmission network operated by AT&T Mobility on a Location Preference 6 (Limited Preference Site)
according to the Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines, within a NC-1
(Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster) Zoning District and 40-X He1ght and Bulk District and subject to
the conditions of approval attached hereto as Exhibit A.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION Any aggrieved person may appeal this conditional
use authonzatlon to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion No.
18898. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if not appealed (after the 30-
day period has expired) OR the date of the decision of the Board of Supexvisors if appealed to the
Board of Supervisors. For further information, please contact the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554-
5184, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102,

I hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was adopted by the Planniﬁg Commission on June 6, 2013.

Jonas P. Ionin
Acting Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Antonini, Borden, Fong, Sugaya, Wu
NAYS: Hillis, Moore
ABSENT: . None

ADOPTED: June 6, 2013

SAN FRANGISCO 12
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EXHIBIT A
AUTHORIZATION

This authorization is for a Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Code Sections 710.83 and 303 to
remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless telecommunications services facility consisting of up
to nine panel antennas on the roof behind a radio-frequency transparent screen wall with equipment
located within a ground floor storage area of an existing medical office building as part of AT&T
Mobility’s wireless telecommunications network within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster)
Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District.

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning
Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder
of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning
Commission on June 6, 2013 under Motion No. 18898. ' '

PRINTING OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. 18898 shall be

zeproduced on the Index Sheet of comstruction plans submitted with the Site or Building permit

application for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional
- Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.

SEVERABILITY

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section
or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not
affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys
no right to coristruct, or to receive a building permit. “Rroject Sponsor” shall include any subsequent
responsible party. '

- CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.
Significant changes and modifications of conditions shall require Planning Commission approval of a
new Conditional Use authorization.

SANFRANGISCS ‘ ' - 13
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Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and ‘Re}porting
PERFORMANCE -

1. Validity and Expiration. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three
years from the effective date of the Motion. A building permit from the Department of Building
Inspection to construct the project and/or cormmence the approved use must be issued as this
Conditional Use authorization is only an approval of the proposed project and conveys no
mdependent right to construct the project or to commence the approved use. The Planning
Comumission may, in a public hearing, consider the revocation of the approvals granted if a site or
bulldmg permit has not been obtained within three (3) years of the date of the Motion approving the
Project. Once a site or building permit has been issued, construction must commence within the
timeframe required by the Department of Building Inspection and be continued diligently to
completion. The Comimission may also consider revoking the approvals if a permit for-the Project
has been issued but is allowed to expire and more than three (3) years have passed since the Motion
was approved.

For information about complzance contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org.

2. Extension. This authorization may be extended at the discretion of the Zoning Adrmmbtrator only
where failure to issue a permit by the Department of Building Inspection to perform said tenant
improvements is caused by a delay by a local, State or Federal agency or by any appeal of the
issuance of such permit(s). o
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-
planning.org . - ,

DESIGN — COMPLIANCE AT PLAN STAGE

. 3. Plan Drawings - WTS. Prior to the issuance of any building or electrical permits for the installation of
the facilities, the Project Sponsor shall submit final scaled drawings for review and approval by the
Planning Department ("Plan Drawings"). The Plan Drawings shall describe:

a. Structure-and Siting. Identify all facility related support and protection measures to be installed.

. This includes, but is not limited to, the location(s) and method(s) of placement, support,
protection, screening, paint and/or other treatments of the antennas and other appurtenances to
insure public safety, insure compatibility with urban design, architectural and historic
preservatlon principles, and harmony with neighborhood character.

b. For the Project Site, regardless of the ownership of the existing facilities. Identify the Iocatlon of
all existing antennas and facilities; and identify the location of all approved (but not installed)
antennas and facilities. '

c. Emissions. Provide a report, subject to approval of the Zoning Administrator, that operation of
the facilities in addition to ambient RF emission levels will not exceed adopted FCC standards
with regard to human exposure in uncontrolled areas. -

d. Equipment. Identify and implement methods to seal the equipment room from potential flood
and sewage overflow events, as is deemed feasible by DPW.

SHUTBIGIO0 | et ' ‘ ' 14
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e. Fire Safety. Identify and implement methods to construct/modify the equipment room in order to
achieve an increased fire separation wall raﬁng,' above building and fire code(s) minimums, as is
deemed feasible by DBL

f.  Design. Identify and implement opportunities to modify the design to reduce the visual impact -
of screening structures.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-575-9116,
www.sf-planning.org .

Screening - WTS. To the extent necessary fo ensure compliance with adopted FCC regulations

regarding human exposure to RF emissions, and upon the recommendation of the Zoning

Administrator, the Project Sponsor shall: -

a. Modify the placement of the facilities;

b. Install fencing, barriers or other appropriate structures or devices to restrict access to the
facilities;

c. Install multi-lingual signage, including the RF radiation hazard warning symbol identified in
ANST C95.2 1982, to notify persons that the facility could cause exposure to RF emissions; '

d. Implement any other practice reasonably necessary to ensure that the facility is operated in
compliance with adopted FCC RF emission standards.

e. To the extent necessary to minimize visual obtrusion-and clutter, installations shall conform to

" the followmg standards: ‘ ‘

Antennas and back up equipment shall be pamted fenced, landscaped or otherWlse treated

[ain)

arcl’utecturady so as to minimize visual effects;
g. Rooftop installations shall be setback such that back up facilities are not viewed from the street;

h. Antennas atfached to building facades shall be sa placed, screened or otherwise treated to

minimize any negative visual impact; and
i. Although co locafion of various companies' facilities may be desirable, a maximum fumber of
antennas and back up facilities on the Project Site shall be established, on a case by case basis,
such that "antennae farms" or similar visual intrusions for the site and area isnot created. -
For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org .

MONITORING - AFTER ENTITLEMENT

5.

Enforcement. Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained: in this
Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject to the
enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code Section 176 or
Section 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to other city
departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Plannmg Department at 415-575-6863, w www.sf-

plannmg org

Monitoring. The Project requires monitoring of the conditions of approval in this Motion. The
Project Sponsor or the subsequent responsible parties for the Project shall pay fees as established
under Planning Code Section 351(e) (1) and work with the Planning Department for information
about compliance.

SAN FRANGISCO
FLANI
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For information aboutncompliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415—575—6863, www.sf-
planning.org : o

7. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions. Should unplementahon of this Project result in
complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial Jessees which are not resolved
by the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the specific
Conditions of Approval for the Project -as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning
Administrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public
hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wuww.sf-

;glzmnmg 0rg.

8. Implementahon Costs - WTS.

a.. The Project Sponsor, on an equitable basis with other WIS prov1ders, shall pay the cost of
preparing and adopting appropriate General Plan policies related to the placement of WTS
facilities. Should future legislation be enacted to provide for cost recovery for planning, the
Project Sponsor shall be bound by such legislation.

b. The Project Sponsor or its successors shall be responsible for the payment of all reasonable costs
associated with implementation of the conditions of approval contained in this authorization,
including costs incurred by this Department, the Department of Public Health, the Department of
Technology, Office of the City Attorney, or any -other appropriate City Department or agency.
The Planning Department shall collect such costs on behalf of the City.

c. The Project Sponsor shall be responsible for the payment of all fees associated with the
installatiorrof the subject facility, which are assessed by the City pursuant to all applicable law.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org :

9. Implementation and Monitoring - WTS. In the event that the Project implementation report
includes a finding that RF emissions for the site exceed FCC Standards in any uncontrolled location
(including rooftop areas at 4214 and 4218 California), the Zoning Administrator may require the
Applicant to immediately cease and desist operation of the facility until such time that the violation is
corrected to the satisfaction of the Zoning Administrator.

For information about complmnce contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www. sf—

planning.org

10. Project Implemenﬁﬁon Report - WTS. The Project Sponsor shall prepare and submit to the Zoning
‘ Administrator a Project Implementation Report. The Project Implementation Report shall:

a. Identify the three dimensional perimeter closest to the facility at which adopted FCC standards .
for human exposure to RF emissions in uncontrolled areas are satisfied;

b. Document testing that demonstrates that the facility will not cause any potentlal exposure to RF
emissions that exceed adopted FCC emission standards for human exposure in uncontrolled
areas.

c. The Project Implementahon Report shall compare test results for each test point with applicable
FCC standards. Testing shall be conducted in compliance with FCC regulations govermng,the

SAN FRANGISGD I ‘ | 16
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11.

12.

13.

measurement of RF emissions and shall be conducted during normal business hours on a non-
holiday weekday with the subject equipment measured while operating at maximum power. '
d. Testing, Monitoring, and Preparation. The Project Implementation Report shall be prepared by a
- certified professional engineer or other technical expert approved by the Department. At the sole
‘option of the Department, the Department (or its agents) may monitor the performénce of testing
required for preparation of the Project Implementation Report. The cost of such monitoring shall
be borme by the Project Sponsor pursuant to the condition related to the payment of the City’s
reasonable costs.
i. Notification and. Testing. The Project Implementation Report shall set forth the testing
and measurements undertaken pursuant to Conditions 2 and 4.
ii. Approval. The Zoning Administrator shall request that the Certification of Final
Completion for operation of the facility not be issued by the Department of Building
Inspection until such time that the Project Implementation Repon is approved by the
- Department for compliance with these conditions.
For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at .

~ (415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org.

Notification prior to Project Implementation Rei:ort - WTS. The Project Sponsor shall undertake to
inform and perform appropriate tests for residents of any dwelling units located within 25 feet of the
transmitting antenna at the time of testing for the Project Implementation Report.

a. At least twenty calendar days prior to conducting the testing required for preparation of the
Project Implementation Report, the Project Sponsor shall mail notice to the Department, as well
as to the resident of any legal dwelling unit within 25 feet of a transmitting antenna of the date on’
which testing will be conducted. The Applicant will suDrmt a written afﬁa vit attesting to this
mail notice along with the mailing list.

b. When requested in advance by a resident notified of testing pursuant to subsection (a), the
Project Sponsor shall conduct testing of total power density of RF emissions within the residence
of that resident on the date on which the testing is conducted for the Project Implementation
Report.

For information about complumce contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

glanmng org

Installation - WTS. Within 10 days of the installation and operation of the facilities, the Project
Sponsor shall confirm in writing to the Zoning Administrator that the facilities are being maintained
and operated in comphance with applicable Building, Electrical and other Code requlrements as well
as applicable FCC emissions standards.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org

Periodic Safety Monitoring - WTS. The Project Sponsor shall submit to the Zoning Administrator 10
days after installation of the facilities, and every two years thereafter, a certification attested to by a
licensed engineer expert in the field of EMR/RF emissions, that the facilities are and have been
operated within the then current applicable FCC standards for RE/EMEF emissions.

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at

(415) 252-3800, www. sfdph.org.

SAN FRANCISCO } . . 17
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OPERATION

14. Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit application to construct the project and
implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community laison officer to deal
with the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Project Sponsor shall
provide the Zoning Administrator written notice of the name, ‘business address, and telephone
number of the community liaison. Should the contact information change, the Zoning Administrator '
shall be made aware of such change. The community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator
what issues, if any, are of concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the
Project Sponsor.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org

15. Out of Service - WTS. The Projéct Sponsor or Property Owner shall remove antennas and
equipment that has been-out of service or otherwise abandoned for a continuous period of six

months.
For information about compliance, confact Code Enforcement, Plannmg Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning. org

16. Emissions Conditions — WTS. It is a continuing condition of this authorization that the facilities be
operated in such a manner so as not to contribute to ambient RF/EMF emissions in excess of then
current FCC adopted RF/EMIJ emission standards; violation of this condmon shall be grounds for
revocation. : '
For mfarmaﬁon about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Deparfment of Public Healrn at
(415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org.

17. Noise and Heat — WTS. The WIS facility, including power source and cooling facility, shall be
" operated at 2ll times within the lmits of the San Francisco Noise Control Ordinance. The WT5
facility, including power source and any heating/cooling facility, shall not be operated 50 as to cause

the generation of heat that adversely affects a building occupant.
For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Healih at

(415) 252-3800, wzpw.szfd;gh.org.

18. Transfer of Operation — WTS. Any cari‘ier/proVi‘def authorized by the Zoning Administrator or by
-the Planning Commission to operate a specific WTS installation may assign the operation of the
" facility to another carrier licensed by the FCC for that radio frequency provided that such transfer is
made known to the Zoning Administrator in advance of such operation, and all conditions of
approval for the subject installation are carried out by the new carrier/provider.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Depm tment at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org

19. ‘Compatibility with City Emergency Services — WTS. The facility shall not be operated or caused to
transmit on or adjacent to any radio frequencies licensed to the City for emergency

" SAN FRANGISCO . : i 18
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telecommunication services such that the City’s emergency telecommunications system experiences
interference, unless prior approval for such has been granted in writing by the City.
For information about compliance, ~contact the Department  of Technology, —415-581-4000,

http://sfeov3.orglindex.aspx?page=1421

SANFRANGISGS . .
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RICHMOND DISTRICT DEMOCRATIC CLUB-

163 17™ AVENUE #6, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94121

June 28, 2013

_San Francisco Planning Department .
1650 Mission St. Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Sir or Madam:

On June 27, the Richmond District Democratic Club held a regular monthly meeting during which our
members voted unanimously to support and sponsor the CEQA and CU appeals regarding the AT&T
project at 4216 California Street.

The property at 4216 California Street exists within the Richmond. Advocating for and communicating
with our members, who overwhelmingly reside in the Richmond District, on matters concemning this area .
are of the primary focus of our organization.

I have charged Wendy Aragon, the club’s vice pres1dent with actmg on behalf of the Richmond District
Democratic Club in these mafters.

The Richmond District Democratm Club, a chartered Democratic club, has been in existence for over 25
years during which time we have maintained continuous activity in the neighborhood. Attached to this
letter I will include copies of our minutes going back two years. Many years of documentation emsf, and
we will gﬁdlv profide ﬁrher documents if requested.

Richmond District Democratic Club
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General Membership Meeting Minutes
Richmond District Democratic Club
May 28, 2009
7:00pm at the Richmond District Police Station .
‘Meeting called to order at 7:05pm by president Jake McGoldrick
President’s Announcements:
- The Mayor’s office was invited to attend, but was unavailable. Currently
preparing a response to the Civil Grand Jury’s report which is delayed due
~ to the budget.
Presentation of the Civii Grand Jury report provided by John Murphy
A resolution was considered opposing the State raiding City property taXv revenues.
- Itwas moved by Richard Hanson and seconded by Susan Hall that the
resolution be approved. The Resolution was passed without objection.
A resolution was considered supporting a 55% vote to péss the State’s budget.
- It was moved by Richard Hanson and seconded by Susan Hall that the
resolution be approved. The resclution passed without objection.
Future topics were considered, including:
- Regarding MOUs / union contracts / School District contracts.
- City budget l
+ - Other Civil Grand Jury reports
- Outside Lands Festival
- Collaborative meetings with other Democratic clubs

General announcements were made by members of the club, including:.

- Memorial for Brian O’Neil
- Potrero Hill Democratic Club fundraiser with John Burton

The meeting was adjourned at 8:30pm.

Minutes submitted by Secretary, Jonathan Foerster.
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General Membership Meeting Minutes
Richmond District Democratic Club
April 29, 2010 |
7:00pm at the Richmond District Police Station

7:08 Meeting Called to Order by Vice President Hene Kelly

A motion was made by Shirley Hansen to confirm the Board of Director’s
endorsement of Fiona Ma and Leland Yee for State Assembly and Senate
respectively. The motion was duly seconded by Susan Hall and approved by
acclamation. ' '

7:12 Clean Power SF

Jason Fried, LAFCo, presented information on a propbsal to provide clean power
under the management of the PUC.

Item taken out of order by acclamation, out of deference to the presenter.
7:41 Approval of the minutes. -

A motion was made by Susan Hall and duly seconded by Richard Hansen to approve
the minutes from the previous meeting. The motion was approved by acclamation.

7:42 Report on State Convention

Richard Hansen presented areporton the California Democratic Convention.
8:15 Candidate for Goverﬁor

Peter Sherman, Democratic candidate for Govefno'r addressed the Club.

8:45 Other Business

Announcements were made by Mark Weinberger and Richard Rothman.

8:52 Election of the Board of Diréctors

Richard Hansen moved to accept the Board’s slate of candidates for the Board of

Directors. The motion was seconded by Mark Weinberger and approved by
acclamation. ' :

8:57 The meeting was adjourned.

Minutes submitted by Secretary, Jonathan Foerster.
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General Membership Meeting Minutes
Richmond District Democratic Club
April 26,2012 :
_7:00pm at the Richmond District Police Station

7:05 Meeting Called to Order by vice president Hene Kelly

7:15 Slate Card report - Wendy Aragon

Wendy Aragon announced that the club has almost all the money required for the June primary :
slate card.

7:20 Consent Agenda

Minutes were approved without ob]ec'aon upon a motion made by Hene Kelly and duly
seconded.

7:21 Main Program: City’s Financial Status

District 1 Sﬁpervisor, Eric Mar, reported fo the club on the City’s financial status.
8:00 Board of Directors’ Election |

Jonathan -Foerster presented the Board's slate for new directors:

President - Jonathan Foerster
Vice President - Wendy Aragon
Secretary - Chuck Chan
Treasurer - Shirley Hansen

Members at Large:
Elsa Davis-

John Dunbar
Richard Hansen
Hene Kelly

Peter Lauterborn .
Jake McGoldrick |
Richard Rothman
Mark Weinberger

The slate was elected by acclamation.

Richard Hansen moved to further elect Bill May to the board as a member at large. The motion was
seconded.

Hene Kelly moved to postpone the election of Bill May until the board could determine his willingness to
- join as a director. The motion, duly seconded, was approved without objection and shall appear as old
business on the next general membership meetmg agenda.

Minutes submitted by Secretary, Jonathan Foerster.
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1. Applicant end Projzol I fornation

| APPLICANT HAME. 1
Wendy Aragon :
. Applicenr sDCRESS: ! TELERiONE: - ’
534 25th Avenue, #5 _ 1(415 ) 350-4765 i
San Francisco, CA 94121 ‘ O

. wendolyn.aragon@gmail.com - ;

: l-;El,'sz:m;—'-:Jf;oGiﬂ:g:)'a;-ﬁmcﬂ HANE; ’ o R T
. Richmond District Democratic Club :
'E'NEnai-iaaHﬁgE-Dcui.éi-‘-'nzimh;i.dt'jﬂzs"s: oo o CtafRfionE

163 17th Avenue, #6 : (415) 699-8205

San Francisco, CA 94121 . ERRL

sfrddc@gmail.com

:"ié:{cl.leéf;«ubr—*)s’s}s. _ DA T

. 4216 California Street, San Francisco, CA 94118

§ PLANNIRG CASE HO.S T BLLDING EERMT ARRUSATICRND: '}‘b&éb#géé;’si&ué#ém'
. 2010.1034C . . - 201305025944 ;. June 6, 2013

2 Reguirsd Criteria for Graing Wa
{48 must be safisfied; pleass attach supporting meterials)
[X ‘The appetiant is & member of the stated nafghborhocd erganization and is authorized to file the appeat

on behalf of he oroanizetion. Authorization may take the-form of a lstter signed by the President or, otfer
alficar of the organization. .

X The appeliart ks appsallng on behalf of an ergankation thet is registered with the Planning Department
and that appears on the Department's currenst [lst of neighborhood oroanizations.

X The appsitant is appasiing on bekialf of an organization that has been In existence at legst 24 months préor
10 the subrmittal of the e walver request, Exisisnce may be established by evidence including that ralating
to the crganization's acfivities at thai time such e mesting minutes, sesoluions, publivatiors and resiers..

X The appeliant is appealing on behalf of & neighborhood organization et ks affecied by the projectand
that is the sublsct of the appeal. :
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Application received by Planning Department:

By:

Eubmission Checklist:

] ARPPELLANT AUTHORBIZATION

[_] CURRENT ORGANIZATION REGISTRATION
{1 MINIRUR ORGANIZATION AGE ’
{1 PROJECT IMPACT OM GRGANIZATION

f I walvER APPROVED

SAN FRANCSEN
PLANNING
DECRBIMENT

[ WaIVER DEMIED

Date:

Cenlral Receplion
1680 Missicn Street, Suile 470
San Frarcisca CA 84103-2478

TEL: 415.558.56578

. FAX: 415.558.6409

WWES: htip:fvawrw. stplarining.org
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] City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163 .
TDD/TTY No. 544-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

July 12,2013

Wendy Aragon

On behalf of the Richmond District Democratic Club
534 25™ Avenue, #5

San Francisco, CA 94121

File No. 130725, Planning Case No. 2010.1034C
4216 California Street Conditional U§e Appeal

Dear Ms. Aragon:

This is in reference to the.appeal you submitted from the decision of the Planning Commission on
June B, 2013, by Motion No. 18898, on property located at:

4216 Callfornla Street, Assessors Block No. 1364, Lot No. 019. -

The Director ,of Public Works has informed the Board of Supervisors in a letter dated July 11, 2013,
(copy attached), that the signatures represented with your appeal of July 8, 2013, have been checked
pursuant to the Planning Code and represent owners of more than 20 percent of the property involved

and would be sufficient for appeal

-A hearing date has been scheduled on Tuesday, Ju!y 30, 2013, at 3:00 P.M., at the Board of
Supervisors meeting to be held in City Hall, Legislative Chamber, Room 250, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett -
Place, San Francisco. (Note: An Appeal of Determination of Exemption from Environmental Review
- was also filed on July 8, 2013, along with this appeal and will be tveard on the same date.)-
&
Please provide an electronlc copy (sent to bos. lemslatlon@sfqov org) and 18 hard copies to the Clerk
of the Board’s Office by:

8 days pribr to the hearing: any documentation which you may.-want available to the Board
- members prior to the hearing;
11 days prior to the hearing: names and addresses of interested partles to be notified of the

hearing in excel format

If you have any questions, please feel free fo contact Leglslatlve Deputy Dlrector Rick Caldelra at (415).
554-7711 or Legislation Clerk, Joy Lamug at (415) 554-7712.

Very fruly.yours,

A\ %Qr;&,m;( JL&;&\,V&

rrAnge[a Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

Project Sponsor, Tedl Vilheas, 525 Market Street, 19" Floor, San Franmsco CA 94105
Project Sponsor, Corey Alvin, KD! Planning, 100 Clement Street, 3" Floor, San Francisco, CA 94118
Doug Loranger 4327 California Street, San Francisco, CA 94118

Jon Givner, Deputy City Attomey .

Kate Stacy, Deputy City Attomey

Marlena Byme, Deputy City Attorney

Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator, Planning Department

Sarah Jones, Acting Environmental Review Officer, Pianning Department

AnMarie Rodgers, Manager of Legislativer Affairs, Planning Department

Tina Tam, Senior Historic Planner, Planning Department

Omar Masry, Project Planner, Planning Department

Jonas lonin, Acting Planning Commission Secretary

Mohammed Nuru, Director, Department of Public Works

Fuad Sweiss, City Engineer, Department of Public Works

Jerry Sanguinetti, Manager, Department of Public Works-Bureau of Street Use and Mapping
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City and County of San Francisco Phone: (415) 554-5827

L. :
MYy Fax: (415) 554-5324
@F www.sfdpw.org

Subdivision.Mapping @sfdpw.org

Department of Public Works
Office of the City and County Surveyor

Edwin M. Lee, Mayor _ _ 1155 Market Street, 3° Floor

- Mohammed Nuru, Director San Francisco,v CA 94103
Fuad S. Sweiss, PE, PLS, L ) . .

City Engineer & Deptity Director of Engineering _ . Bruce R. Storrs, City and County Surveyor

July 11, 2013 )

Ms. Angela Calvillo

Clerk of the Board

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place
City Hall — Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: 4216 California St.
Lot 019 of Assessor’s Block 1364
Appealing Planning Commissions Approval of 5 Do
Conditional Use Application No. 2010.1034C N =

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

~ This letter is in response to your July 9, 2013 request for our Department to check the sufficiency of the signatures .
~with respect to the above referenced appeal.

Please be advised that per our calculations the appellants’ signatures represent 40.71% of the area within the 300
foot radius of the property of interest; which is more than the minimum required 20% of the area involved and is
therefore sufficient for appeal.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Mr. Javier Rivera of my staff at 554~
5864.

Sincerely

Bruce R. Storrs
City & County Surveyor

. IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN SAN FRANCISCO
Customer Service 6 g'aa?bwork i Continuous Improvement



. City Hall .
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689

" BOARD of SUPERVISORS
: .. Tel. No.554-5184_ o _
Fax No. 554-51637 17 <0 77
TDD/TTY N 0.»544—52‘2?** o [T
July 9, 201 S2 0
uly 9, 2013 o _ ;
Mohammed Nuru, Director > o <
Department of Public Works o= F T
City Hall, Room 348 3= =
San Francisco, CA 94102 PN &
Planning Case No. 2010.1034C ' - ' ';
4216 California Streét Conditional Use Appeal _ S

Dear Director Nuru:

The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal filed by Wendy Aragon, on behalf of the
Richmond District Democratic Club on July 8, 2013, from the décision of the Planning Commission by its
Motion No. 18898 dated June 6, 2013, relating to the approval of a Conditicnal Use Authorization (Case
No. 2010.1034C), under Planning Code Sections 303(c) and 710.83, to remove an existing micro-site and
install a wireless telecommunications services facility consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof
behind radio-frequency transparent screen wails with equipment located within a ground floor storage area
of an existing medical office building as part of AT&T Mobility’s Wireless Telecommunications Network
withirra NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial - Cluster) Zoning District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District, on

property located at;
4216 Califomia Stréef, Assessor’s Block No. 1364, Lot No. 019

By copy of this letter, the City Engineer's Office is requested to determine the sufficiency of the _
- signatures in regard to the percentage of the area represented by the appellant. Please submit a report

not later than 5:00 p.m.; July 15, 2013, to give us time to prepare and mail out the hearing notices as

the Board of Supervisors has tentatively scheduled the appeal to be heard on September 3, 2013, at

3:00 p.m. :

(An Appeal of Determination of Exemption from Environmental Review was also filed on July 8, 2013,
along with this appeal.) ‘ .

Sin cerely,

*

Cadve ddD
Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

c: : :
Appeliant: Wendy Aragon, o behalf of Richmond District Democratic Club, 534 25% Ave., #5 San Francisco, CA-84121
Dou\g'Loranger, 4327 California Street, San Francisco, CA 94118
Project Sponser, Tedi Vriheas, 525 Market Street 189 Floor, San Francisco, CA 94105
Project Sponsor, Corey Alvin, KDI-Planning, 100 Clement Street, 37 F loor, San Francisco, CA 94108
Jan Givner, Deputy City Attorney, w/copy of appeal :
Kate Stacy, Deputy City Attorney, w/copy of appeal
Marlena Bymne, Deputy City Atfomey, w/copy of appeal
AnMarie Rodgers, Manager of Legislative Affairs, Planning Department, w/copy of appeal
‘ Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator, Planning Depariment, w/copy of appeal
. Tina Tam, Senior Preservation Planner, Planning Department, w/copy of appeal
Erica Jackson, Project Planner, Planning Department, w/copy of appeal i
Jonas fonin, Acting Planning Commission Secretary, w/copy of appeal”
Fuad Sweiss, City Engineer, Department of Public Works, W/copy of appeal
Jenry Sanguinetti, Manager, Deparimient of Public Works-Bureals of Street Use and Mapping, w/copy of appeal
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT i_; Up:

-

(3 JUL 25 _
' N 1650 Mission St.
- - g — g g . Sutedld
Conditional Use Authorization Appeal—  safmio,
€A 94103-2479
P . - Reception:
4216 California Street a7
_ : - Fax:
DATE: - ]uly 23,2013 ’ 415.558. 5409
TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors o -
FROM: . John Rahaim, Planning Director — (415) 558-6411 ~ f;};g‘;"]’;%m
: Omar Masry, Case Planner — Planning Department (415) 575-9116 415.558.6377
RE: _ BOS File No. 13-0725 [Conditional Use Authorization No. 2010.1034C]

Appeal of approval of Conditional Use Authorization for 4216 California Street
HEARING DATE: July 30,3013

ATTACHMENTS:
A. Commission Packet (including project appro{ral CPC Motion No. 18898)

PROJECT SPONSOR: Theadora Vriheas on behalf of AT&T Mobility

APPELLANT: Wendy Aragon, on behalf of the Richmond District Democratic Club

INTRODUCTION

This memorandum and the attached documents are a response to the letter -of appeal to the Board of
Supervisors (the “Board”) regarding the Planning Department’s (the “Department”) Jurne 6, 2013
approval of the application for Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Code -Sections 303
(Conditional Use Authorization) and 710.83 (Public Use) to locate up to nine wireless telecommunication

" panel antennas in two faux penthouse structures on the roof, along with associated equipment and
batteries on the ground floor of a medical and dental office building. The subject building is located on
the north side of California Street between 4th and 5th Avenues within an NC-1 (Nelghborhood
Commercial - Cluster) Zoning District and 40 X Helght and Bulk District. )

This response addresses the appeal (“Appeal Letter”) to the Board filed on July 8, 2013 by Wendy
Aragon, on behalf of the Richmond Dlstnct Democratic Club. The Appeal Letter referenced the proposed
projectin Case No. 2010.1034C.

The decision before the Board is whether to uphold or overturn the Planning Commission’s approval of a

Conditional Use Authorization to allow AT&T Mobility to establish a wireless telecommunication
services (WTS) facility at the site. '

Memo
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BOS Categorical Exemption Appeal .~ .. =_... = . - File No. 13-0725 -

Hearing Date: July 30, 2013 e S B 4216 California Street

SITE DESCR[PTION & PRESENT USE

The building is Tocated on Assessor’s Block 1364, Lot 019 on the north side of California Street between
4th and 5th Avenues. The site is within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commer cial - Cluster) Zoning District and
40-X Height and Bulk District. The Project Site contains a three-story medical officé building.

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD

Nearby land uses incdlude single-family and two-family homes to the north, single and multrple family
residences and office buildings to the east, an automotive service and gasoline station to the south, and
office and residential uses to the west. The Project Site is approximately two blocks south and east of the
Presidio, and one block north of the Inner Clement Street Neighborhood Commercial District.

. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal is to remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless telecommunications services
facility consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof. The facility is proposed to be installed on the
roof behind radio-frequency transparent screen walls with equipment located within a ground floor
storage area of an existing medical office building as part of AT&T Mobility’s. wireless
telecommunications network within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commerdial, Cluster) Zoning District and 40-
X Height and Bulk District. Under the Guidelines, the Project is a Location Preference Number 6, a Limited

Preference site, -as the Project Site is located in an NC-1 Zoning District. The proposed antennas would
measure a maximum of 57” high by 18" wide by 7" thick. A fotal of nine antennas would be located
' within three sectors in two different locations on the' rooftop. Sector A contains.three antermas and is
located toward the rear of the building behind a 5 8” tall screen designed to match the existing building
in color and materials. The screen is located five feet from the east and west parapets, five feet from the
rear, and approximately 23 feet from the rear property line. Sectors B and C consist of three antermas
each, and are located toward the front of the building rooftop behmd a 5 6" tall radio-frequency
transparent screen that is setback 4’ 6” from the east and west parapets and five feet from the front of the
" building. All nine antenmas would be mounted on the roof of the three- story, 31-foot tall building, with a.
maximum height of approxunately 37 above grade.

Originally calendared for March 14th, the case was contmued without hearing. The Apphcant
subsequently modified the project proposal to increase the anterma and enclosure heights by
approximately six inches, which is reflected in the facility description above. The modified proposal was
also conveyed to residents and interested persons at a community meeting held by the Applicant on
April 17th. The Applicant provided revised photo simulations, plans, radio frequency reports (induding
third-party evaluation) and Department of Public Health approval reﬂect-mg the modified proposal.

SAN FRANDISCO
LAHNING DEPAHT PIENT
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BOS Categorical Exemption Appeal File No. 13-0725
Hearing Date: July 30, 2013 ' ‘ 4216 California Street

BACKGROUND

2013 - Planning Commission Hearing
On June 6, 2013, the Planning Commission conducted a hearing to consider a Conditional Use
Authorization for the proposed Project.

. At the Planning Commission hearing, members of the public, including Doug Loranger (whose
corresponidence were also included in the appellant’s CEQA exemption appeal), voiced opposition to the
Project. The Department also received one letter in support of the project and a rumber of letters and a
petition (approximately 100 signatures) in opposition to the Project. Following the public testlmony, the
Plannmg Comimission voted to approve the Project with three additional conditions:

. Equlpment Identify and implement methods to seal the equipment room from potential flood
and sewage overflow events, as is deemed feasible.

o Fire Safety. Identify and implement methods to construct/modify the eqmpment room in order
to achieve an increased fire separation wall rating, above building and fire code(s)
minimums, as is deemed feasible.

» Design. Identify and implement design modifications to reduce the visual impact of screening
structures. '

CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENTS:

The Planning Commission established guidelines for the installation of wireless telecommunications
facilities in 1996 (“Wireless Guidelines”).? These guidelines set forth the land use polices and practices
that guide the installation and approval of wireless fadliiiesﬂu'oughqut San Francisco. A large portion of
the Guidelines was dedicated to establishing location preferences for.these installations. The Board of
Supervisors, in Resolution No. 635-96, provided input as to where wireless: facilities should be located
within San Francisco.2 The Guidelines were updated by the Commission in 2003, requiring community
outreach, noiiﬁcation, and detailed information about the fad]iﬁes to be instélled.

Section 8.1 of the Guidelines outlines Location Pleferences for unreless facilities. There are ﬁve pnmary
areas were the installation of wireless facilities should be located: .

1. Publicly-used Structures: such facilities as fire stations, utility structures, community facilities,
. places of worship, institutional structures and other public structures; -
2. Co-Location Site: encourages installation of facilities on buildings that already have these
installations;
3. Industrial or Commercial Structures: warehouses, factories, garages, service stations;

! Wireless Telecommunications Services (WT5) Facilities Siting Guidelines, August 15, 1996.
2 BOS File No. 189-92-2, Resolution 635-96, dated July 12, 1996. '

SAN FRANGISCO . . 3
PLANNING DEPARTMENT .
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BOS Categorical Exemptioh Appeal _ . —_— File No. 13-0725
Hearing Date: July 30, 2013 . . ' SR . 4216 California Street

4. Industrial or Commercial Smicfures: supermarkets, retail stores, banks; and
5. Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts: housing above commercial or other mnon-
residential space.

Section 8.1 of the WTS Siting Guidelines further stipulates that the Planning Commission may not
approve WTS applications for Preference 6 (Limited Preference Site) unless the application (a) shows
what publicly-used building, co-location site or other Preferred Location Sites are located within the
geographic service area; (b) shows by clear and convincing evidence what good faith efforts and
meastres to secure these Preferred Location Sites were taken; (c) explains why such efforts were
unsuccessful; and (d) demonstrates that the location for the site is essential to meet demands in the
geographic service area and the Applicant’s citywide networks. '

Before the Planning Commission can review an application to install a wireless facility, the project
sponsor must submit a five-year facilities plan, which must be updated biannually, an emissions report
and approval by the Department of Public Health, and details about the facilities to be installed.

In addition to the criteria outlined for the installation of a wireless facility, the Commission must also
refer to the criteria outlined in Section 303 (Conditional Uses) of the Planning Code. Section 303 states
that the following must be met in order for the Commission to grant approval of an application:

1. That the proposed use or feature, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed
location, will provide a developmént fhat is necessary or desirable for, and compatible with, the
neighborhood or the community; and _

2. That such use or feature as proposed will not be detrimental to the health, safety, convenience or
genefal welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity, or injurious to property,
improvements or potential development in the vicinity, with respect to aspects including but not
limited to the following: ‘ : S

a. The nature of the proposed site, including its size and shape, and the proposed size,
'shape and arrangement of structures; o

b. The accessibility and traffic patterns for persons and vehicles, the type and volume of
such traffic, and the adequacy of proposed off-sireet parking and loading and of
proposed, alternatives to off-street parking, including provisions of car-share parking
spaces, as defined in Section 166 of this Code. _

c. The safeguards afforded to prevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise, glare,
dust and odor; _ ‘ . '

d. Treatment given, as appropriate, to such aspects as landscaping, screening, open spaces,
parking and loading areas, service areas, lighting and signs; and

e. That such use or feature as proposed will comply with the app]icable provisions of this
Code and will not adversely affect the General Plan.

If a proposed wireless telecommunications facility meets the criteria outlined in the Guidelines and the
criteria outlined in Section 303 of the Code, then the .Commission may approve Conditional Use

Authorization.

S&N FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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BOS Categorical Exemption Appeal - File No. 13-0725
Hearing Date: July 30, 2013 ' 4216 California Street

_ APPELLANT ISSUES AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT RESPONSES -

The Appeal Letter was limited to information found in the July 8, 2013 appeal filing. No additional
documentation submitted after the Planning Commission hearing. Instead, the appellant merely
indicated the Conditional Use Authorization (CU) appeal was based “the entire decision.”

Appellant Issue: The appellant indicated, “the project does not meet the requirements of Section 303 of
the'San Francisco Planning Code in that AT&T's proposed wireless facility is not necessary, not desirable
and not compatible with the neighborhood and community.” No addition information was provided.

- Department Response: The Commission motion describes in detail why the Commission found the
project to be necessary, desirable and compatible with the neighborhood. However additional
clarification is provided below: - '

Necessity of Facility: Specifically, the motion and CU packet include information outlining the carrier’s
need for the facility, based on maps, data, and conclusions about service coverage submitted by the
Project Sponsor, which was verified by a 34 party and prepared to the satisfaction of staff.

Desirability and . Compatibility: The Wireless Guidelines establish the type of locations where WTS
facilities are considered preferred location sites are therefore deemed the most desirable and compatible
locations. Under the Guidelines, the Projectisa Locaﬁdn Preference Number 6, a Limited Preference site as
the Project Site is located in an NC-1 Zoning District. The applicant submitted an extensive alternative
site analysis, which concluded no other locations were potentially feasible within the carrier’s search ring,

Furthermore, the facility will be generally desirable and compatible with the surrounding neighborhood
because the Project will not conflict with the existing uses of the propetty and will be designed to be
compatible with the surrounding nature of the vicinity. The approval of this authorization has been
found to insure public safety, and insure that the placement of antennas and related support and
protection features are so located, designed, and treated architecturally to minimize their visibility from
public places, to avoid intrusion into public vistas, avoid disruption of the architectural design integrity
of buildings and insure harmony with neighborhood character. -

At the June 6, 2013 Planning Commission hearing, the motion prepared by staff was amended to include -

the following condition: ' ' '

Design. Identify and implement design modifications to reduce the visual impact of screening
structures.

This condition was included to direct staff to explore further opportunities to reduce the visual impact, in
terms of bulk and mass in relation to the three-story building for screening surrounding the antennas.
This concem was raised specific to the primary (one of two) screen fronting the California Street frontage.
The Planning Commission found the design of the facﬂity, specifically the screening structure compatible
with the existing building and neighborhood, but sought additional refinement. The size and bulk of the
screen is dictated by the height and placement of antennas and the carrier’s propagation needs. If, for

SAN FRANGISCO . 5
PLANNING OEPARTMENT .
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BOS Categorical Exemption Appeal - o _ Fite No. 13-0725
Hearing Date: July 30, 2013 R S : 4216 California Street

example, the applicant is able to pursue another WT5 facility in the vicinity (with overlap of the carrier’s
search ring), or the changing nature of technology potentially allows for shorter antennas, the applicant
will be expected to work with staff to revise the facility design to reduce the appearance of the screening
structure(s) (e.g. greater setback from roof edge and/or lower screening height).

CONCLUSION:

In the Commission’s authorization of the Conditional Use, the project was found to.be visually
compatible with the neighborhood as the antennas are screened from view utilizing material similar in
texture and color as the existing building. The Commission further found the project, was necessary and
desirable to augment existing wireless coverage, and meet coverage and capacity demands in this area.

For the reasons stated above, the Planning Department recommends that the Board of Supervisors
uphold the Planning Comumission’s decision in approving the Conditional Use authorization for 4216
California Street and deny the Appellant’s request for appeal. '

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANMNING DEPARTMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Executive Summary

1650 Mission St
Suite 408_
Conditional Use Authorization oA atT0s g
HEARING DATE: JUNE 6, 2013 Resent '
QT eception:
(CONTINUED FROM MAY 9™ HEARING) #15.558.6378
Date: May 30, 2013 Fax
415.558.6409
Cuase No.: -2010.1034C k 1
Project Address: 4216 California Street Planning
Current Zoning: ~ NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster). : ?%g?;fgzn
_ _ 40-X Height and Bulk District
Block/Lot: 1364/019
Project Sponsor:  AT&T Mobility represented by
Corey Alvin, KDI Planning

100 Clement Street, 3rd Floor
, San Francisco, CA 94108
Staff Contact: Omar Masry — (415) 575-9116
Omar.Masry@sfgov.org

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposal is to remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless telecommunications services -
facility consisting of up-to nine panel antennas on the roof. The facility is proposed to be installed on the

© roof behind radio-frequency transparent screen walls with equipment located within a ground floor

storage area of an existing medical office building as part of AT&T Mobility’s wireless
telecommunications network within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster) Zoning District and 40-
X Height and Bulk District. The proposed antennas would measure a maximum of 577 high by 18” wide
by 7” thick. A total of nine antennas would be located within three sectors in two different locations on
the rooftop. Sector A contains three antennas and is located toward the rear of the building behind a 5 8”
tall screen designed to match the existing building in color and materials. The screen is located five feet
from the east and west parapets, five feet from the rear, and approximately 23 feet from the rear property
line. Sectors B and C consist of three antennas each, and are located toward the front of the building
rooftop behind a 5''6” tall radio-frequency transparent screen that is setback 4’ 6” from the east and west
parapets and five feet from the front of the building. All nine antennas would be mounted on the roof of
the three-story, 31-foot tall building, with a maximum height of approximately 37’ above grade.

Originally calendared for March 14%, the case was continued without hearing to May 9%, and continued
again to June 6%. Prior to the May 9* hearing date, the Applicant modified the project proposal to
increase the antenna and enclosure heights by approximately six inches, which is reflected in the facility
description above. The modified proposal was also conveyed to residents and interested persons at a

- community meeting held by the Applicant on April 17%. The Applicant has provided revised photo
simulations, plans, radio frequency reports (including third-party evaluation) and Department of Pubhc
Health approval reflecting the modified proposal.

www sfplanning.org
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Executive Summary - o B CASE NO. 2010.1034C
Hearing Date: June 6, 2013 - ) R 4216 California Street

SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE

The building is located on Assessor’s Block 1364, Lot Olé on the north side of California Street between 4t
and 5% Avenues. The site is within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Comumercial - Cluster) Zoning District and 40-
X Height and Bulk District. The Project Site contains a three-story medical office building.

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD :

Nearby land uses include single-family and two-family homes to the north, single and multiple family
residences and office buildings to the east, an automotive service and gasoline station to the south, and
office and residential uses to the west. The Project Site is approximately two blocks south and east of the
Presidio, and one block north of the Inner Clement Street N eighborhood Commercial District.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) as a Class 3 categorical
exemption. The categorical exemption and all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the
Planning Department, as the custodian of records, at 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco.

 HEARING NOTIFICATION

TYPE REQUIRED REQUIRED . ACTUAL ACTUAL _

PERIOD NOTICE DATE NOTICE DATE PERIOD
Classified News Ad - 20 days February 22,2013 | February?22,2013 | 20days
Posted Notice 20 days February 22, 2013 February 22, 2013 20 days
Mziled Notice - 20 days February 22,2013 | February22,2013 | 20days
PUBLIC COMMENT

Since the original notice on February 22, 2013, the Department has received 15 phone calls from the public
requesting additional community meetings, and citing concern regarding property values and health
impacts. The Applicant conducted two community meetings on February 9, 2011 and April 17, 2013.

After the second community meeting, a nearby resident, Doug Loranger, submitted a petition of residents
and business owners/employees opposed to the project. Mr. Loranger also'submitted information
challenging the Class 3 Categorical Exemption due to concemns regarding seismic impacts from new
structural loads created by the fadility, as well as environmental impacts due to prior, and possible
flooding of the ground floor room where equipment and battery storage needed to support the facility is
proposed. : E :

Doctor Michael Ma, who runs a dental practice on the ground floor of the building, expressed concerns
related to the ground floor equipment room. He cited a prior sewage backup event that caused damaged
to the practice and proposed equipment room. Dr. Ma also expressed concern that the location of the
equipment room would hamper egress from the practice in case of emergency given the lack of a second
exit door, which would potentially require staff in the back of the suite to traverse a hallway in front of

SAN FRANGISGD | 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT )
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Executive Summary - CASE NO. 2010.1034C
Hearing Date: June 6, 2013 . , , : 4216 California Street

the equipment room in case of  emergency. Lastly, one letter of support from a nearby resident was also
received.

Staff is aware of these concerns and in the event the conditional use is approved, no building permits to
construct the facility will be issued unless the applicant demonstrates compliance with respect to building
and safety standards, including, but not limited to, those related to potential seismic, ventilation,
equipment/chemical storage, flood/inundation impacts, and exiting requirements.

ISSUES AND OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

* Health and safety aspects of all wireless projects are rev1ewed under the Deparh:nent of Pubhc
Health and the Department of Building Inspections.

* Permits to construct the facility will not be issued unless it has been determined the facility will
comply with standards related to the potential for seismic impacts due to the installation rooftop
equipment. In addition, exiting requirements and the proposed placement electronic equipment
associated with the facility in a ground floor room, shall be reviewed by the San Francisco Fire
Department and Department of Building Inspections to ensure compliance with their respective
standards, and will also be reviewed by the Department of Public Works with respect to the
potential for ground floor flooding or sewage backups.

= An updated Five Year Plan with approximate longitudinal and latitudinal coordinates of
proposed locations, including the subject site is on file with the Planning Department.

= All required public notifications were conducted in compliance with the-City’s code and policies.

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION
Pursuant to Section 710.83 of the Planning Code, Conditional Use authorlzatton is requ1red for a macro-
WTS facility in NC-1 Districts. '

_BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION -

This project is necessary and/or desirable under Section 303 of the Planning Code for the following
reasons: '

‘= The project complies with the applicable requirements of the Planning Code.

= The project is consistent with the objectives and policies of the General Plan.

*  The Project is consistent with the 1996 WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines, Planning Commission
Resolution No. 14182 and Resolutions No. 16539 and No. 18523 supplementing the 1996 WTS
Guidelines. ‘

= The project site is considered a Location Preference 6, (Limited Preference Site) according to the

‘Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines.

x: Health and safety aspects of all wireless projects are rewewed under the Department of Public
Health and the Department of Building Inspections. -

*  The expected RF emissions fall well within the limits established by the FCC.

" Based on propagation maps provided by AT&T Mobility, the project will provide coverage in an
area that currently experiences several gaps in coverage and capacity.
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= - Based on the analysis provided by AT&T Mobility, the project will provide additional capacity in
an area that currently experiences insufficient service during periods of high data usage.
= Based on independent third-party evaluation, the maps, data, and conclusions about service
coverage and capacity provided by AT&T Mobility are accurate.
= The proposed antennas will be screened on three sides for each of the two sectors, so as to
significantly reduce the likelihood of antennas being visible from off-site including adjacent
rights-of-way. The screening will mimic an extension of the existing medical office building and
insure harmony with neighborhood character. ‘
= The proposed projéct has been_reviex'ved by staff and found to be categorically exempt from
_ further environmental review. The proposed changes to the subject building do not result in a
significant impact on the building and the building is not considered a historic resource. The
proposed antenna project is categorically exempt from further environmental review pursuant to
the Class 3 exemptions of California Environmental Quality Act. .
x A Five Year Plan with approximate longitudinal and latitudinal coordinates of proposed
locations, indﬁdjng the subject site, was submitted. '
«  All required public notifications were conducted in compliance with the City’s code and policies.

| RECOMMENDATION: Approval with Conditions B

}X{ Executive Summary & Project sponsor submittal
Kl Draft Motion ' Drawings: Proposed Project
K Zoning District Map * Check for legibility
[ ] Height&BulkMap X] Photo Simulations
Parcel Map K‘ Coverage Maps
}AV{ Sanborn Map IE RE Report
}X‘ Aerial Photo & DPH Approval
IE Context Photos }X{ Community Outreach Report
Xl Site Photos 7 : ]Xl Independent Evaluation

Exhibits above marked with an “X” are included in this packet om Planmer's Initials
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2013.02Subject to: (Select o_n/y if applicable)

O Affordable Housing (Sec. 415) O First Source Hiring (Admin. Code) 1650 Mission St
[1 Jobs Housing Linkage Program (Sec. 413) ' O Chid Care Requirement (Sec. 414) : gggﬁ“ﬁm
O Downtown Park Fee (Sec. 412) O Other CA 841032170
. . Reception:
Planning Commission Motion No. 18898 ™"
HEARING DATE: JUNE 6, 2013 B 4_?;.553.5409
. Planning
Date: May 30, 2013 L"i%”g;‘;"ém
Case No.: 2010.1034C _

Project Address: 4216 California Street :
Current Zoning: ~ NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster) -

© 40-X Height and Bulk District
Block/Lot: - 1364/019
Project Sponsor:  AT&T Mobility represented by
Corey Alvin, KDI Planning

100 Clement Street, 3rd Floor

San Francdisco, CA 94108 -
Staff Contact: = Omar Masry — (415) 575-9116

Omar.Masry@sfgov.org .

ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATING TO THE APPROVAL OF A CONDITIONAL USE
'AUTHORIZATION UNDER PLANNING CODE SECTION 303(c) AND 710.83 TO REMOVE AN
EXISTING MICRO-SITE AND INSTALL A WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES
FACILITY CONSISTING OF UP TO NINE PANEL ANTENNAS ON THE ROOF BEHIND RADIO-
FREQUENCY TRANSPARENT SCREEN WALLS WITH EQUIPMENT LOCATED WITHIN A
GROUND FLOOR STORAGE AREA OF AN EXISTING MEDICAL OFFICE BUILDING AS PART OF
AT&T MOBILITY'S WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS NETWORK WITHIN A NC-1
(NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL - CLUSTER) ZONING DISTRICT AND 40-X HEIGHT AND
BULK DISTRICT. ' S o o

PREAMBLE

On November 16, 2010, AT&T Mobility (hereinafter "Project Sponsor”), made an application (hereinafter
"Application”), for Conditional Use Authorization on the property at 4216 California Street, Lot 019 in
Assessor's Block 1364, (hereinafter "Project Site") to remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless
telecommunications services facility consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind radio- .
frequency transparent screen walls with equipment located within a ground floor storage arvea of an
existing medical office building as part of AT&T Mobility's wireless telecommunications network within
a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commerdial, Cluster) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. -

The Project is exempt from the California Environme?ntal Quality Act (“CEQA") as a Class 3 Categorical
Exemption (Section 15303 of the California Environmental Quality Act). The Planning Commission has

| www.sfplanning.org
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reviewed and concurs with said detem_u'naﬁon. The cafe_gorical exemption and all pertinent documents
may be found in the files of the Planning Department (hereinafter “Department”), as the custodian of
records, at 1650 Mission Street, San Francisco. '

On June 6, 2013, the San Francisco. Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commission”) conducted a duly
noticed public hearing (continued without discussion from March 14% and May 9% hearings) at’a
regularly scheduled meeting on the applicaﬁon for a Conditional Use authorization.

The Commission has heard and con51dered the teshmony presented to it at the public hearing and has
further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the Applicant,
Department Staff, and other interested parties.

MOVED, that the Commission hereby authorizes the Conditional Use in Application No. 2010.1034C,
subject to the conditions contained in “EXFIBIT A” of this motion, based on the following findings:

FINDINGS

Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony and
' arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows: '

1. The above recitals are accurate and constitute findings of this Commission.

2. Site Description and Present Use. The building is located on Assessor’s Block 1364, Lot 019 on
the north side of California Street between 4% and 5% Avenues. This site is within a NC-1
(Neighborhood Commetcial - Cluster) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The
Project Site contains a three-story medical office building.

3. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. Nearby land uses include. single-family and two-
family homes to the north, single and multiple family residences and office building to the east,
an automotive service and gasoline station to the south, and office and residential uses to the
west. The Project Site is approximately two blocks south and east of the Presidio, and one block
qorth of the Inner Clement Neighborhood Commercial District. :

4. Project Description.  The proposal is to remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless
telecommunications services facility consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind
radio-frequency transparent screen walls, and -equipment located within a ground floor storage
area of an existing medical office building as part of AT&T Mobﬂlty s wireless
telecommunications network. The proposed antennas would measure a maximum of 57" high by

18” wide by 7” thick. A total of nine antennas will be located within three sectors in two different
locations on the 1ooftop Sector A contains three antennas and is located toward the rear of the
building behind a 5’ 8” tall screen designed to match the existing building in color and materials.
The screen is located five feet from the -east and west parapets, five feet from the rear, and
-approximately 23 feet from the rear property line. Sectors B and C con51st of three antennas each,
and are located toward the front of the building rooftop behind a 5 6" tall radio- -frequency
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transparent screen that is setback 4’ 6” from the east and west parapets and five feet from the
_ front of the building. All nine antennas would be mounted on the roof of the three-story, 31-foot
tall building, with a maximum height of approximately 37" above grade.

5. Past History and Actions. The Planning Commission adopted the Wireless Telecommunications

* Guidelines for the installation of Wireless Telecommunications Facilities in 1996 (hereinafter
known as “Guidelines”). These Guidelines set forth the land use policies and practices that guide
the installation and approval of wireless facilities throughout San Francisco. A large portion of
the Guidelines was dedicated to establishing location preferences for these installations. The
Board of Supervisors, in Resolution No. 635-96, provided input as to where wireless facilities
should be located within San Francisco. The Guidelines were updated by the Commission in
2003 and again in 2012, requiring community outreach, notification, and detailed information
about the facilities to be installed.

Section 8.1 of the Guidelines outlines Location Preferences for wireless facilities. There are five
primary areas were the installation of wireless facilities should be located:

1. Publicly-used Structures: such facilities as fire stations, ufility structures, commumity
facilities, and other public structures;

2. Co-Location Site: encourages installation of facdmes on buﬂdmgs that already have wireless
installations;

3. Industrial or Commercial Structures: bujldings such as warehouses, factories, garages,
service stations; .

4., Industnal or Commercial Structures: buildings such as supermarkets, retail stores banks;
and

5. Mixed Use Buildings in High Density Districts: buildings such as housing above commercial
or other non-residential space.

Section 8.1 of the WTS Siting Guidelines further stipulates that the Planning Commission may not
approve WTS applications for Preference 6 (Limited Preference Site) unless the application (a)
shows what publicly-used building, co-location site or other Preferred Location Sites are located
within the geographic service area; (b) shows by clear and convincing evidence what good faith
efforts and measures to secure these Preferred Location Sites were taken; (c) explains why such
efforts were unsuccessful; and (d) demonstrates that the location for the site is essential to meet
demands in the geographic service area and the Applicant’s citywide networks.

Before the Flanning Commission can review an application to install a wireless facility, the
Project Sponsor must submit a five-year facilities plan, which must be updated biannually, an
emissions report and approval by the Department of Public Health, Section 106 Declaration of .
Intent, an independent evaluation verifying coverage and capamty, a submittal checklist and
details about the facilities to be msta]led

~ Under Section 704(B)(iv) of the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act, local jurisdictions cannot

deny wireless facilities based on Radio Frequency (RF) radiation emissions so long as such
facilities comply with the FCC's fegulations concerning such emissions.

SAN FRANGISCO : : 3
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In 2005, a micro-site consisting of two ‘Omni-whip anternmas at the facade and screened
equipment cabinet towards the rear of the building was installed at this site, pursuant to building
permit number: 2005 03 21 7963. In June 2010, AT&T Mobility filed for a building permit to
install additional equipment cabinets at this site but did not final the permit. In November 2010,
AT&T Mobility filed a Conditional Use Permit to upgrade the existing site to a macro site by
installing 9 panel antennas on the rooftop of the medical building. On April 5, 2011, the Plarmmg
Department received a complaint of antennas installed without the benefit of permits.
Subsequently, a Notice of Violation was issued at this location. This Condmonal Use
Authorization would abate the violation and allow the faahty upgrade.

On Iune 6, 2013, the Commission .c'onducted a duly notlced public hearing at a regularly
scheduled meeting on the application for a Conditional Use authorization pursuant to Planning
Code Section 710.83 to install a wireless telecommunications services (“WT5") facility consisting
of removing an existing micro-site and installing a wireless telecommunications services facdility
consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind a radio-frequency transparent screen
wall with equipment located within a ground floor storage area of an existing medical office
building as part of AT&T Mobility’s wireless telecommunications network.

6. Location Preference. The WTS Facilities Siting Guidelines identify different types of zoning and/or
building uses for the siting of wireless telecommunications facilifies. Under the Guidelines, the

~ Projectisa Location Preference Number 6, as the Project Site is located in a NC-1 District within a
medical office huilding. - ‘

7. Alterative Site Analysis. The Project Sponsor as submitted an alternative site analysis and has
affirmed the subject site to be the most viable site to serve the geographic service area.

8. Radio Waves Range. The Project Sponsor has stated that the proposed wireless network will
transmit calls by radio waves operating in the 700 - 2170 Megahertz (MHZ) bands, which is
regulated by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and must comply with the FCC-
adopted health and safety standards for electromagnetic radiation and radio frequency radiation.

9. Radiofrequency (RF) Emissions: The Projéct Sponsor retained Hammett & Edison, Inc., a radio
engineering consulting firm, to prepare a report describing the expected RF emissions from the
proposed facility. Pursuant to the Guidelines, the Department of Public Health reviewed the

‘report and determined that the proposed facﬂlty comphes with the standards set forth in the
Guidelines.

10. Department of Public Health Review and Approval. The proposed project was referred to the
Department of Public Health (DPH) for emissions exposure analysis. Existing RF levels at’
ground level were approximately 1% of the FCC public exposure limit. There are two existing
antermas operated by AT&T Mobility installed on the rooftop of the building. There were
observed no other anternas within 100 feet of this site. . AT&T Mobility proposes to remove the
two existing antennas and install nine new panel antermas. The antermas will be mounted at a

SAN FRANGISCO : . : 4
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11.

12.

13.

height of approximately 37 feet above the ground. The estimated ambient RF field from the
proposed AT&T Mobility transmitters at ground level is calculated to be 0.057 mW/sq. cm.,

‘which is 6.2% of the FCC public exposure limit. The three dimensional perimeter of RF levels

equal to the public exposure limit extends 66 feet and does not reach any publicly accessible
areas. Warning signs must be posted at the anfennas and roof access points in English, Spanish,
and Chinese. Workers should not have access to within 20 feet of the front of the antennas while
in operation. Workers prohibited access and worker notification areas should be marked W1th red
and yellow striping on the rooffop.

Coverage and Capacity Verification. The maps, data, and conclusion provided by AT&T
Mobility to demonstrate need for coverage and. capacity have been determined by Hammett &
Edison, Inc, a radio engineering consulting firm, to accurately represent the carrier’s present and
post-installation conclusions.

Maintenance Schedule. The proposed facility would operate without on-site staff, but with a

‘two-person maintenance crew visiting the property approximately once a month and on an as-

needed basis to service and monitor the facility.

Community Outreach. Per the Guidelines, the Project Sponsor held Community Outreach
Meetings for the proposed project. The first meeting was held at 6:30 p.m. on February 9, 2011 at
the San Francisco Public Library — Richmond Branch at 351 9% Street. Twelve members of the

‘community attended the meeting and asked questions about EMF emissions and health, impact

on views, the existing micro-site, and location of -other nearby AT&T Mobility sites. A second
meeting was held at 6:00 p.m. on April 17, 2013 at the same location. The Project Sponsor

. conveyed to residents that the facility plans were being revised to reflect a six inch increase in -

14.

15.

16.

antenna and enclosure heights. Those community members present at the second meeting raised
similar concerns with regard to EMF emissions, as well as building safety issues dited in prior
written comments to the Department.

Five-year plan: Per the Guidelines, the Project Sponsor submltted 1ts latest five-year plan .as
required, in April 2013.

Public Comment. As of May 30, 2013, the Department has received phone calls requesting
additional community meetings, concerns regarding health impacts of the antennas, and impact
on property values. In addition residents and business owners have submitted a petition against
the project and documentation regarding impacts due to seismic, flood, egress, and ventilation
COICernS. '

Planning Code Compliance. The Comumission finds that the Prdject is consistent with the
relevant provisions of the Planning Code in the following marmer:

A. Use. Per Planning Code Section 710.83, a Conditional Use authorization is required for the

- installation of other public uses such as wireless transmission facilities.
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- 17. Planning.Code Section 303 establishes criterié for thé Plarming Commission to consider when
reviewing applications for Conditional Use approval. On balance, the project does comply with

said criteria in that:

.A. The proposed new uses and building, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the

SAN FRANGISCO

proposed location, will provide a development that is necessary or desirable, and compatible
with, the neighborhood or the community. ‘ '

i Desirable: San Francisco is a leader of the technological economy; it is important and desirable to

the vitality of the City to have and maintain adequate telecommunications coverage and data
capacity. This includes the installation and upgrading of systems to keep up with changing
technology and increases in usage. It is desirable for the City fo allow wireless facilities to be

 installed.

The proposed project at 4216 California Street will be generally desirable and compatible with the
surrounding neighborhood because the Project will not conflict with the existing uses of the
property and will be designed to be compatible with the surrounding nature of the vicinity. The
approval of this authorization has been found to insure public safety, and insure that the
placement of antennas and related support and protection features are so located, designed, and
treated architecmfally to minimize their visibility from public places, to guoid intrusion into
public vistas, avoid disruption of the architectural design integrity of buildings and insure
harmony with neighborhood character. The Project has been reviewed and determined fo not cause
the removal or alteration of any significant architectural features o the subject building. '

Necessary: In the case of wireless installations, there are two criteria that the Commission reviews:

coverage and capacity.

Coverage: San Francisco does have sufficient overall wireless coverage (note that this is separate
from carrier capacity). San Francisco’s unique coverage issues ‘are due to topography and
building heights. The hills and buildings disrupt lines of site between WTS base stations. Thus,
telecommunication carriers continue to install additional installations to make sure coverage is
sufficient. . -

Capacity: While a carrier may have adequate coverage i 4 certain area, the capacity may not be
sufficient. With the continuous innovations in wireless data technology and demand placed on
existing inﬁ‘aéh’ucture, individual telecommunications carriers must upgrade and in some
instances expand their facilities network to be able to have proper data capacity. It is necessary for
San Francisco, as a leader in technology, to have adequate capacity.

The proposed project at 4216 California Street is necessary in order to achieve sufficient street and
in-building mobile phone coverage and data capacity. Recent drive fests in the subject area
conducted by the AT&T Mobility Radio Frequency Engineering Team provide evidence that the
subject property is the most viable location, based on factors including quality of coverage and

aesthetics.
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B. The proposed project will not be detrimental to the health, safety, convenience or general
welfare of persons residing or working in the vicinity. There are no features of the project
that could be detrimental to the health, safety or convenience of those res1&1ng or working
the area, in that:

i. Nature of proposed site, including its size and shai)e, and the proposed size, shape and
arrangement of structures;

The proposed project must comply with all applicable Federal and State regulations to safegquard
the health, safety and to ensure that persons residing or working in the vicinity will not be
affected, and prevent harm to other personal property.

The Depariment of Public Health conducted an evaluation of potential health effects from Radio
Prequency radiation, and has concluded that the proposed wireless transmission facilities will have
no adverse health effects when operated in compliance with the FCC-adopted health and safeiy
standards.

ii. The accessibility and traffic patterns for persons and vehides, the type and volume of
such traffic, and the adequacy of proposed off-street parking and loading;

No increase in traffic volume is anticipated with the facilities opemﬁng unmanned, with a single
maintenance crew visiting the site once a month or on an as-needed basis.

iii. The safeguards afforded to prevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise, glare,
dust and odor; -

While some noise and dust may result from the installation of the antemnas and._transceiver
equipment, noise or noxious emissions from continued use are not likely to be significantly greater
than ambient conditions due to the operation of the wireless communication network.

iv. Treatment given, as appropnate, to such aspects as landscaping, screemng, open spaces, '
parking and loadmg areas, service areas, lighting and signs;

Nine antennas are proposed to be mounted on the rooftop behind a radio-frequency transparent
screen designed to match the building in color and material. :

C. That the use as proposed will comply with the applicable provisions of the Planning Code
and will not adversely affect the General Plan.

The Project complies with all relevant requirements and standards bf the Planning Code and is
consistent with objectives and policies of the General Plan as detailed below.

18. General Plan Compliance. The Project is, on balance, consistent with the following Ob]ectlves
and Policies of the General Plan
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* HOUSING ELEMENT
BALANCE HOUSING CONSTRUCTION AND COMMUNITY INFRASTRUCTURE

OBJECTIVE 12 —- BALANCE HOUSING GROWTH WITH ADEQUATE INFRASTRUCTURE
"THAT SERVES THE CITY’S GROWING POPULATION.

POLICY 12.2 — Consider the proximity of quality of life elemenfs, such as open space, child care,
and neighborhood services, when developing new housing units.

POLICY 12.3 — Ensure new housing is sustainable supported by the City’s public infrastructure
systems. : ' '

The Project will improve ATET Mobility's coveragé. and capacity in the surrounding residential,
commercial and recreational areas along a primary transportation route in San Francisco.

URBAN DESIGN
HUMAN NEEDS

OBJECTIVE 4 - IMPROVEMENT OF THE NEIGHBORHOOD ENVIRONMENT TO
INCREASE PERSONAL SAEETY, COMEFORT, PRIDE AND OFPORTUNITY.

POLICY 4.14 - Remove and obscure distracting and cluitering elements.

The Project adequately “stealths” the proposed antennas by concealing the antemnas behind a radio-
_ transparent screen on the top of the building.

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT . |
Obj ectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE 1:
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT.

Policy 1:
Encourage development, which provides substantial net beneflts and minimizes undesirable

consequences. Discourage development, which has substantial undesirable consequences that

cannot be mitigated.

Policy 2:

Assure that all commercial and industrial uses meet minimum, reasonable performance

standards. '
SAN FRAHGISGD: ' ] 8
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’

"The Project would enhance the total city living and working environment by providing communication
services for residents and workers within the City. Addzhonally, the Project would comply with Federal,
State and Local performance standards. :

OBJECTIVE 2:
MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL
STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.

_ Policy 1 _
Seek to refain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the
city.
Policy 3:
Maintain a favorable social and cultural dimate in the city in order to enhance its attractiveness
as a firm locatior.

- The site is an integral part of a new wireless communications network that will enfance the City’s diverse
economiic base.

OBJECTIVE 4:
~IMPROVE THE VIABILITY OF EXISTING INDUSTRY IN THE CITY AND THE
- ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE CITY AS A LOCATION FOR NEW INDUSTRY.

Policy i:
Maintain and enhance a favorable business dimate in the City. _

- Policy 2:
Promote and attract those economic activities with potential benefit to the City.

The Project would benefit the City by enhéncing the business climate through improved communication
services for residents and workers.

VISITOR TRADE

OBJECTIVE 8 - ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCO'S POSITION AS A NATIONAL CENTER FOR
. CONVENTIONS AND VISITOR TRADE.

POLICY 8.3 - Assure that areas of particular visitor attraction are provided with adequate pubhc
services for both residents and visitors.

The Project will ensure that residents and visitors have adequate public service in the form of AT&ET
Mobility telecommunications.
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19.

COMMUNITY SAFETY ELEMENT

Objectives and Policies

OBJECTIVE 3:
ENSURE THE PROTECTION OF LIFE AND PROPERTY FROM THE EFFECTS OF FIRE OR
NATURAL DISASTER THROUGH ADEQUATE EMERGENCY OPERATIONS PREPARATION.

Policy 1:
Maintain a local agency for the provision of emergency services to meet the needs of San

Francisco.

Policy 2:
Develop and maintain v1ab1e, up-to-date in- house emergency operations plans, with necessary
equipment, for operahonal capablhty of all emergency service agencies and departments.

Policy 3:
Maintain and expand agreements for emergency assistance from other jurisdictions to ensure

adequate aid in time of need.

Policy 4:
Establish and maintain an adequate Emergency Operations Center.

Policy 5:
Maintain and expand the city’s ﬁre prevenhon and fire-fighting capability.

Policy 6:
Estabhsh a system of emergency access routes for both emergency operations and evacuation.

The Project would enhance the ability of the City to protect both life and pmperhj from the effects of a ﬁre
or natural disaster by providing communication services.

Planning Code Section 101.1(b) establishes eight priority-planning policies and requires review
of permits for consistency with said policies. ‘On balance, the pro]ect does comply with said
polidies in that:

A. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and ﬁlture :

opportumtles for resxient employment in and ownership of such businesses be enhanced.

* No neighborhood-serving retail use would be displaced and the wireless communications network will

enhance personal communication services.

B. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conselved and protected in order to
preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods.

No residential uses would be displaced or altered in any way by. the gmnting of this authorization.
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20.

21.
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That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced.

The Project would have no adverse impact on housing in the vicinity.

. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or

ne1ghborhood parking.

Due to the nature of the project and minimal maintenance or repair, municipal transit service would
not be impeded and neighborhood parking would not be overburdened.

That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors
from displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opporhmltLeS for

" resident employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced.

The Project would cause no displacement of industrial and service sector activity.

That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of
life in an earthquake.

Compliance with applicable structural safety and seismic safety requirements would be considered
during the building permit application reviem process.:

That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved.

The proposed antennas will be mounted on the rooftop of the existing building that is not a historic
resource. '

. That our parks and open'space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from

development.

The Project will have no adverse impact on parks or open space, or their access to sunlight or vistas.

The Project is consistent with and would promote the general and specific purposes of the Code
provided under Section 101.1(b) in that, as designed, the Project would contribute to the character
and stability of the neighborhood and would constitute a beneficial development.

The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Determination of Compliance authorlzahon
Would promote the health, safety and welfare of the Clty

1"
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- DECISION

The Commission, after carefully balancing the competing public and private interests, and based upon
the Recitals and Findings set forth above, in accordance with the standards specified in the Code, hereby
approves the Conditional Use authorization under Planning Code Sections 710.83 and 303 to install up to
nine panel antennas and associated equipment cabinets at the Project Site as part of a wireless
transmission network operated by AT&T Mobility on a Location Preference 6 (Limited Preference Site)

' accoi'ding to the Wireless Telecommunications Services (WTS) Siting Guidelines, within a NC-1
(Neighborhood Commercial, Cluster) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District and subject to
the conditions of approval aftached hereto as Exhibit A.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal thls condltlonal
use authorization to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion No.
18898. The effective date of this Motion shall be the date of this Motion if not appealed (after the 30-
day period has expired) OR the date of the decision of the Board of Supervisors if appealed to the
Board of Supervisors. For further information, please confact the Board of Supervisors at (415) 554~
5184, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Franicisco, CA 94102. -

T hereby certify that the foregoing Motion was adopted by the Plarining Commission on June 6, 2013.

Jonas P. Ionin
Acting Commission Secretary

AYES: Commissioners Antonini, Borden, Fong, Sugaya, Wu
NAYS: Hillis, Moore
ABSENT: None

ADOPTED: June 6, 2013

SAN FRANGISCO 1 2
PLANNING DEPAATMENT .
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EXHIBIT A

AUTHORIZATION

This authorization is for a Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Code Sections 710.83 and 303 to
remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless telecommunications services facility consisﬁng of up
to nine panel antennas on the roof behind a radio-frequency transparent screen wall with equipment
located within a ground floor storage area of an existing medical office building as part of AT&T
Mobility’s wireless telecommunications network within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commerdal, Cluster)
Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. |

RECORDATION OF CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Prior to the issuance of the building permit or commencement of use for the Project the Zoning
Administrator shall approve and order the recordation of a Notice in the Official Records of the Recorder
of the City and County of San Francisco for the subject property. This Notice shall state that the project is
subject to the conditions of approval contained herein and reviewed and approved by the Planning
Commission on June 6, 2013 under Motion No. 18898.

PRINTING OF CON DETIONS OF APPROVAL ON PLANS

The conditions of approval under the "Exhibit A’ of this Planning Commission Motion No. 18898 shall be
reproduced on the Index Sheet of construction plans submitted with the Site or Building permit
application for the Project. The Index Sheet of the construction plans shall reference to the Conditional
Use authorization and any subsequent amendments or modifications.

'SEVERABILITY

The Project shall comply with all applicable City codes and requirements. If any clause, sentence, section
or any part of these conditions of approval is for any reason held to be invalid, such invalidity shall not
affect or impair other remaining clauses, sentences, or sections of these conditions. This decision conveys
no right to construct, or to receive a bmldmg pernut “Project Sponsor” shall include any subsequent
respon51b1e party. »

CHANGES AND MODIFICATIONS

Changes to the approved plans may be approved administratively by the Zoning Administrator.
Significant changes and modifications of condmons shall require Planning Commission approval of a
new Conditional Use authorization.

SAN FBANCISGO . . .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT R 1 3
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Conditions of Approval, Compliance, Monitoring, and Reporting
PERFORMANCE |

1. Validity and Expiration. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three
years from the effective date of the Motion. A building permit from the Department of Building
Inspection to construct the project and/or commence the approved use must be issued as this
Conditional Use authorization is only an approval of the proposed project and conveys no
independent right to construct the project or to commence the approved use. " The Planning
Commission may, in a public hearing, consider the revocation of the approvals granted if a site or
building permit has not been obtained within three (3) years of the date of the Motion approving the
Project. Once a site or building permit has been issued, construction must commence within the
timeframe required by the Department of Building Inspection and be continued diligently to
completion. The Commission may also consider revoking the approvals if a permit for the Project
has been issued but is allowed to expire and more than three (3) years have passed since the Motion
was approved. v _
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org.

2. Extension. This authorization may be extended at the discretion of the Zoning Administrator only
where failure to issue a permit by the Department of Building Inspection to perform said tenant
improvements is caused by a delay by a local, State or Federal agency or by any appeal of the
issuance of such permit(s). :

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-
planning.org . ' '

DESIGN - COMPLIANCE AT PLAN STAGE

3. Plan Drawings - WTS. Prior to the issuance of any building or electrical permits for the installation of
the facilities, the Project Sponsor shall submit final scaled drawings for review and approval by the
Planning Department ("Plan Drawings"). The Plan Drawings shall describe:

a. Structure and Siting. Identify all facility related support and protection measures to be installed.
This includes, but is not limited to, the location(s) and method(s) of placement, support,
protection, screening, paint and/or other treatments of the antennas and other appurtenances to
insure public safety, insure compatibility with urban design, architectural and historic
preservation principles, and harmony with neighborhood character. o

b. For the Project Site, regardless of the ownership of the existing facilities. Identify the location of
all existing antennas and facilities; and identify the location of all approved (but not installed)
antennas and facilities. ‘ .

c. FEmissions. Provide a report, subject to approval of the Zoning Administrator, that operation of
the facilities in addition to ambient RE emission levels will not excéed adopted FCC standards
with regard to human exposure in uncontrolled areas. . '

d. Equipment. Identify and implement methods to seal the equipment room from potential flood
and sewage overflow events, asis deemed feasible by DFW. ' '

SAN FRANCISCO 14
PLANMNING DEPARTMENT . .
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e. Fire Safety. Idenufy and implement methods to construct/modlfy the eq_mpment room in order to
achieve an increased fire separation wall rating, above building and fire code(s) minimums, as is
deemed feasible by DBL

f. Design. Identify and implement opportumﬂes to modey the desigh to reduce the visual impact
of screening structures.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department af 415-575-9116,
wuww.sf-planning.org .

4. Screening - WTS. To the extent necessary to ensure compliance with adopted FCC regulations
regarding human exposure to RF emissions, and upon the recommendation of the Zoning
Administrator, the Project Sponsor shall:

a. Modify the pIacement of the facilities; . _

b. Install fencing, barriers or other appropriate structures or devices to restrict access to the
facilities;

c¢. Install multi-lingual signage, including the RF radiation hazard warning symbol identified in
ANSIC95.2 1982, to notify persons that the facility could cause exposure to RF emissions;

d. Implement any other practice reasonably necessary to ensure that the facility is operated in
compliance with adopted FCC RF emission standards.

e. To the extent necessary to minimize visual obtrusionr and dutter, installations shall conform to
the following standards: '

£ Antennas and back up equipment shall be painted, fenced, landscaped or otherwise treated

architecturally so as to minimize visual effects;

Rooftop installations shall be setback such that back up facilities are not viewed from the street;

Antennas attached to building facades shall bé so placed, screened or otherwise treated to

minimize any negative visual impact; and :

1. Although co location of various companies’ facilities may be desirable, a maximum number of
antermas and back up facilities on the Project Site shall be established, on a case by case basis,
such that "antennae farms" or similar visual intrusions for the site and area is not created.

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf- _

planning. org

5 q

MONITORING - AFTER ENTITLEMENT

5. Enforcement. Violation of any of the Planning Department conditions of approval contained in this
. Motion or of any other provisions of Planning Code applicable to this Project shall be subject to the
enforcement procedures and administrative penalties set forth under Planning Code Section 176 or
Section 176.1. The Planning Department may also refer the violation complaints to other dty
departments and agencies for appropriate enforcement action under their jurisdiction.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planmng Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org

6. Monitoring. The Project requires monitoring of the conditions of approval in this Motion. The
Project Sponsor or the subsequent responsible parties for the Project shall pay fees as established
under Plarming Code Section 351(e) (1) and work with the Planning Department for information

_ about compliance.

SAN FRARGISGO : 15
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For information about compliance, contact Code Enforéemerit, Planning Depariment at 415-575-6863, www.sf-
planning.org ' ' ' :

7. Revocation due to Violation of Conditions. Should implementation of this Project result-in
complaints from interested property owners, residents, or commercial lessees which are not resolved
by the Project Sponsor and found to be in violation of the Planning Code and/or the specific
Conditions of Approval for the Project as set forth in Exhibit A of this Motion, the Zoning
Administrator shall refer such complaints to the Commission, after which it may hold a public
hearing on the matter to consider revocation of this authorization. . :

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

. planning.org.

8. Implementation Costs- WTS. ' :

a. The Project Sponsor, on an equitable basis with other WI5. providers, shall pay the cost: of
preparing and adopting appropriate General Plan policies related to the placement. of WIS
facilities. Should future legislation be enacted to provide for cost recovery for planning, the
Projecf Sponsor shall be bound by such legislation. :

b. The Project Sponsor or its successors shall be responsible for the payment of all reasonable costs
associated with implementation of the conditions of approval contained in this authorization,
including costs incurred by this Department, the Department of Public Health, the Department of
Technology, Office of the City Attorney, or any other appropriate City Department or agency-
The Planning Department shall collect such costson behalf of the City. , :

c. The Project Sponsor shall be responsible for the payment of all fees associated with the
installation of the subject facility, which are assessed by the City pursuant to all applicable law.
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department.at 415-575-6863,
www.sf-planning.org ‘ '

9. Implementation and Monitoring - WIS. In the event that the Project implementation report
includes a finding that RF emissions for the site exceed FCC Standards in any uncontrolled location
(including rooftop areas at 4214 and 4218 California), the Zoning Administrator may require the
Applicant to immediately cease and desist operation of the facility until such time that the violation is
corrected to the satisfaction of the Zoning Administrator. N
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

lanning.or

10. Project Implementation Report - WIS. The Project Sponsor shall prepare and submit to the Zoning

Administrator a Project Implementation Report. The Project Implementation Report shall:

a. Identify the three dimensional perimeter closest to the facility at which adopted FCC standards
for human exposure to RF emissions in uncontrolled. areas are satisfied;

b. Document testing that demonstrates that the facility will not cause any potential exposure to RF
emissions that exceed adopted FCC emission standards for' human exposure in uncontrolled
areas. -

c. The Project Implementation Report shall compare test results for each test point with applicable

' FCC standards. Testing shall be conducted in compliance with FCC regulations governing the

SAN FRANGISGO : _ 16
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11.

12.

13.

measurement of RF emissions and shall be conducted during normal business hours on a non-
holiday weekday with the subject equipment measured while operating at maximum power.

d. Testing, Monitoring, and Pieparation. The Project Implementation Report shall be prepared by a
certified professional engineer or other technical expert approved by the Department. At the sole
option of the Departinent, the Department (or its agents) may monitor the performance of testing
required for preparafion of the Project Implementation Report. The cost of such monitoring shall
be borne by the Project Sponsor pursuant to the condition related to the payment of the City’s
reasonable costs.

i Notfification and Testmg The Project Implementation Report shall set forth the testing
- and measurements undertaken pursuant to Conditions 2 and 4.
il Approval. The Zoning Administrator shall request that the Certification of Final
Completion for operation of the fadility not be issued by the Depariment of Building
Inspection until such time that the Project Implementation Report is approved by the
Department for compliance with these conditions. .
For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Dépérbnent of Public Health at

{415) 252-3800, wuww.sfdpl.org.

Notification prior to Project Implementation Report - WTS. The Project Sponsor shall undertake to

inform and perform appropriate tests for residents of any dwelling units located within 25 feet of the

transmitting antenna at the time of testing for the Project Implementation Report. :

a. At least twenty calendar days prior to conducting the testing required for preparation of the
Project Implementation Report, the Project Sponsor shall mail notice to the Department, as well
as to the resident of any legal dwelling unit within 25 feet of a transmitting antenna of the date on
which testing will be conducted. The Applicant wﬂl submit a written affidavit attestirig to this
mail notice along with the mailing list. ' .

b. When requested in advance by a resident notified of testing pursuant to subsection (a) the

" Project Sponsor shall conduct testing of total power density of RF emissions within the residence
of that resident on the date on which the testing is conducted for the Project ImplementatLon
Report.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enfarcement Planning Department at 415-575-6863, wurw.sf-

planning.org

Installation - WTS. Within 10 days of the installation and operation of the facilities, the Project

.Sponsor shall confirm in writing to the Zoning Administrator that the facilities are being maintained

and operated in compliance with applicable Building, Electrical and other Code requirements, as well
as applicable FCC emissions standards. :
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Deparhnent at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

‘planning.org

Periodic Safety Monitoring - WTS. The Project Sponsor shall submit to the Zoning Administrator 10
days after installation of the facilities, and every two years thereafter, a certification attested to by a
licensed engineer expert in the field of EMR/RF emissions, that the facilities are and have been
operated within the then current applicable FCC standards for RE/EMF emissions.

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at

(415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org.

SAN FRANCISCO : : 17
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OPERATION : ' . .

14. Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit application to construct the project and
implement the approved use, the Project Sponsor shall appoint a community liaison officer to deal
with the issues of concern to owners and occupants of nearby properties. The Project Sponsor shall
provide the Zoning Administrator written notice of the name, business address, and telephone

number of the community liaison. Should the contact information change, the Zoning Administrator
shall be made aware of such change. The community liaison shall report to the Zoning Administrator
what issues, if any, are of concern to the community and what issues have not been resolved by the
Project Sponsor. :
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org . ,

15. Out of -Service — WTS. The Project Sponsor or Property Owner shall remove anternas and
equipment that has been out of service or otherwise abandoned for a continuous period of six
months. I :

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org

16. Emissions Conditions - WTS. It is a continuing condition of this authorization that the fadilities be
operated in such a marner so as not to contribute to ambient RE/EMF emissions in excess of then
current FCC adopted RF/EMF emission standards; violation of this condition shall be grounds for

revocation. _ .
For information about compliance, contact the- Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at

(415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org.

17. Noise and Heat - WTS. The WTS facility, including power source and cooling facility, shall be
operated at all times within the limits of the San Francisco Noise Control Ordinance. The WIS
facility, including power source and any heating/cooling facility, shall ot be operated so as to cause
the generation of heat that adversely affects a buildiﬁg occupant. : '

For information about compliance, contact the Environmental Health Section, Department of Public Health at

(415) 252-3800, www.sfdph.org.

18. Tramnsfer of Operaﬁon ~ WTS. Any carrier/provider authorized by the Zoning Administrator or by
the Planning Commission to operate a specific WTS installation may assign the operation of the
facility to another carrier licensed by the FCC for that radio frequency provided that such transfer is
made known to the Zoning Administrator in’ advance of such operation, and all conditions of
approval for the subject installation are carried out by the new carrier/provider.

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning _Deparhﬁenf at 415-575-6863, www.sf-

planning.org

19. Compatibility with City Emergency Services - WTS. The facility shall ot be operated or caused to
transmit on or adjacent to any radio frequencies licensed to the City for emergency

SAN FRAHGISCO , \ - ‘ . 18
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telecommunication services such that the City’s emergency telecommunications system experiences
interference, unless prior approval for such has been granted in writing by the City.

For ' information about compliance, —contact the = Department of Technology, 415-581-4000,
hitp://sfgov3.orglindex.aspx?page=1421

SAN FRANCISCO 19
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Aerial Photo
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See attached photographs identifying the heights of buildings within 100 feet of proposed site
including subject property ' ‘ '

View of subject blockface looking west on California Street -

November 11,2010

at&t Mobility ) .
'SE2325 ' 4216 Califomia Street
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Looking north on 5 Avenue at the easterly blockface

at&t Mobility . - November 11, 2010
© SF2325 ) ) 4216 Califomia Street

6947



Looking west on California Street from 57 Avenue at the southerly blockface

at&t Mobility : : : November 11,2010
SF2325 4216 Califormia Street
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ookmg south on 5™ Avenue at the easterly blockface

at&t Mobility . - : November 11, 2010
SF2325 . : . 4216 California Street
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at&t Mobility . November 11,2010
SF2325 _ 4216 California Street
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Photosimulation of the proposed telecommunication SQ.:.Q as seen looking east m\osw California Street
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Aftachmenl A

AT&T Mobility Conditional Use Permit Application.
4216 California Street, San Francisco

STATEMENT OF MICHAEL CANIGLIA

Iam AT&T;S radio frequency manager with respect to the proposed wifeless; communications
facility at 4216 California Street, San Francisco (the “Property”). Based on my personal knowledge of
the Property and with AT&T"s wireless hetw’ork,,as well as my review of AT&T’s records with respect to
the Property and its wireless teleéommunications’ facilities in the surrounding area, I have concludéd that

the work associated with this permit request is needed to close a significant service coverage gap in the

area rou Erhly bordered by Lake and Clement Streets, 7 and 2" Avenues

The service coverage gap is caused by obsclete of inadequate (or, in the case of 4G LTE, non-
existent) infrastructure along with increased use of wireless broadband services in the area. As explained
further in Exhibit I, AT&T's existing facilities cannot adequately serve its customers in the desired-area
of coverage, let alone address rapidly increasing data usage. Although there is reasonable 3G outdoor
signal strength in the area, 3G coverage indoors may be weak and the quality of 3G service overall is
unacceptable, particularly during high usage periods of the day. Moreover, 4G LTE service coverage has

not yet been deployed in this arca

AT&T uses Signal-to-Noise information to identify the areas in its network where capacify
restraints limit service. This information '_is deﬁeloped from many sources including terrain and clutter
. databases, which simulate the environment, and propagation models that éimulate signal propagation in-
the presence of terrain and clutter variation. Signal-to-Noise information measures the difference
between the signal strength and the noise floor within a radio frequency channel, which; in turn, provides

a measurement of service quality in an area. Although the signal level may be adequate by itself, thé
noise level fluctuates with usage due to the nature of the 3G technology and at certain levels of usage the
noise level rises to a point where thé signal-to-noise ratio is ﬁot adequate to maintain a satisfactory level
of service. In other words, while the signal itself fluctuates as a function of distance of the user from the
base station, the noise level fluctuates with the level of usage on the network on ail mobiles and base
stations in the vicinity. Signal-to-Noise information identifies where the radio frequency channel is
usable; as noise increases during high usage periods, the range of the radio frequency channel declines

causing the service coverage area for the cell to contract.
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Exhibit 2 to this Statement is a map of existing service coverage (without the proposed
installation at the Property) in the area at issue. [t includes service coverage provided by existing AT&T
sites. The green shaded areas depict areas within a Signal-to-Noise range that provide acceptable service
coverage even during high demand periods. Thus, based upon current usage, customers are able to
initiate and complete voice or data ca]ls either outdoors or most indoor areas at any timé of the day,
independent of the number of users on the network. The yellow shaded cross-hatched areas depict areas
within a Signal-to-Noise range that results in a service coverage gap during high demand periods. In this
area, severe service interruptioﬁs occur during periods of high usage, but reliable and uninterrupted
service may be availabie during low demand periods. The pink shading depicts areas within a Signal-to-
Noise range in which a cuétomer might have difficulty receiving a consistently acceptable level of service
at any time, day or night, not just durmg high demand periods. The quality of service expenenced by any
individual customer can differ greatly depending on whether that custormer is indoors, outdoors,
stationary, or in transit. Under AT&T’s wireless customer service standards, any area in the pink or
yellow cross—hatc-:hed. category is considered inadequate service coverage and constitutes a service

coverage gap.

Exhibit 3 to this Statement depicts the current actual voice and data traffic in the immediate area.
As you can see from the exhibit, the traffic fluctuates at different times of the day. In actuality, the
service coverage footprint is constantly changing; wireless engineers call it “cell breathmg and during
high usage penods as depicted in the chart, the service coverage gap increases substantially. The time
periods in which the existing surroundmg cell sites experience highest usage conditions (as depicted in
the yellow shaded cross-hatched area in Exhibit 2) are significant. Based upen my review of the maps,
the Si_gnal—to.-Noise information, and the actual voice and data traffic in this area, it is my opinion that the

service coverage gap shown in Exhibit 2 is significant.

Exhibit 4 to this Statement is a map that predicts service coverage based on Signal-to-Noise
information in the vicinity of the Property if antennas are placed as proposed in the application. As

- shown by this map, placement of the equipment at the Property closes the significant 3G service coverage

© gap. .

In addition to these 3G wireless service gap issues, AT&T is in the process of deploying its 4G
LTE service in San Francisco with the goal of providing the most advanced personal wireless experience
available to residents of the City. AT&T holds a license with the FCC and has a responsibility to utilize

this spectrum to provide personal wireless services in the City. 4G LTE is f:apable of delivering speeds

b
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up to 10 times faster than industry-average 3G speeds. LTE technology also 6ffer§ lower Iafency, or the
processing time it takes to move data through a network, such as how long it takes to start dbwnIoading a
webpage or file once you've sent the réquest. Lower latency helps to improve the quality of personal
wireless services. What's more, LTE uses spectrum more efficiently than other technologies, creating
more space to carry data traffic and services and to deliver a better overall network experience. This is
particularly impbrtant in Saﬁ Francisco becanse of the likely high penetration of the new 4G LTE iPad
and other LTE devices. o ’

Exhibit 5 is a map that depicts 4G LTE service in the area surrounding the Property, and it shows

a significant 4G LTE service gap in the area. After the upgrades Exhibit 6 shows that 4G LTE service is .

available both indoors and outdoors i in the targeted service area.” This is important in part because as
existing customers migrate to 4G LTE the LTE techniology will provide the added benefit of reducing 3G
data traffic, which currently contributes to the 51gn1flcant service coverage gap on the UMTS (3G)

network during peak usage periods as shown in Exhibit 2.

In order to close the 4G LTE service coverage gap shown in Exhibit 5 and provide the benefits
associated with 4G LTE personal wireless service, it is necessary to include 4G LTE-specific antennas to

the propoéed site. Exhibit & shows that the work sub_iéct to this application closes the gap.

I have a. Master's degree in Business Administration, a Bachelor’s degree in Electrical-

Engineering and an Associate’s degree in Electronic Communication Technology. I have worked as an
engineering expert in the Wireless Communications Industry for over 20 years,

Al

Michael Caniglia

W/‘% )Q\

6 Febrvary 2013
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AT&T Mobility « Base Station No. SF2325
4216 California Street » San Francisco, California

Statement of Hammett & Edison, inc., Cons-ulting Engineers

The firm of Hammeti & Edis'on, Inc., Consulting Engiﬁéers, has been retained on behalf of
AT&T Mobility, a personal wireless telecommunications carrier, to evaluate proposed modifications
to its existing base sfation (Site No. SF2325) located at 4216 California Street in San Francisco,
Cahforma for comphance with appropriate guidelines limiting human exposure to radio ﬁ'equency

RF”) c-lcctromagneﬁc fields,
Background

The San Francisco Deparfment of Public Health has adopted a 10-point checklist for determining
compliance of proposed WTS facilities or proposed modifications to such facilities with prevailing
safety standards. The acceptable limits set by the FCC for exposures of nnlimited duration are:

Wireless Service . Frequency Band Occupational Limit: Public Limit
Microwave (Point-to-Point) 5-80,000 MHz 5.00 mW/cm? 1,00 mW/em?
BRS (Broadband Radio) 2,600 5.00 1.060
AWS (Advanced Wireless) 2,100 5.00 1.00
PCS (Personal Communlcatlon) 1,950 500 1.00
Cellular 870 290 - 0.58

 SMR (Specialized Mobile Radia) - 855 2.85 0.57
700 MHz - 700 2.35 0.47
[most restrictive frequewy raige]  30-300 1.0 - 0.20

The site was visited by Mr. Robert H. Taylor, a qualified field technician employed by Hammett &
Edison, Inc., during normal business hours on May 4, 2010, a non-froliday Weckday, and reference has
been made teo information provided by AT&T, including zoning drawings by Streamline Engineering
and Design, Inc., dated October 19, 2010.

_Cher.;klist

1. The location of all existing antennas and facilities at site. Exz_'st'z'rzg.RF‘ levels.

There was observed an omnidirectional antenna at each of the two front comers of the three-story
office building located at 4216 California Street, There were observed no other wireless
telecommunications base stations installed at the site. Existing RF levels for a person at ground near
the site were less than 1% of the most restrictive public exposure imit.

2. Tke location of all approved (but 1202‘ installed) antennas and faciliries. Expected RF levels from
approved antennas.

No other WTS facilities are rcported to be approved for this site but not mstalled

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS : ATS5504509 .

SANFRANCISCO . Page 1 of 3
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AT&T Mobility + Base Station No. SF2325
4216 California Street « San Francisco, California

3. The number and types of WTS within ]00 féez‘ of vroposed site and estimates of additive EMR
emissions at proposed site.

There were no other WTS facilities_ observed within 100 feet of the site. I L

4. Location (and number) of Applicant's am‘annas and bock-up facilifies per building and location
(and number) of other WIS at site. :

AT&T proposes to remove its existing antennas and to mstaH nine Andrew Model DBXNH-6565A-
R2M directional panel antennas above the roof of the building. The antennas would be mounted with
up to 6° downtilt at an effective helght of about 36 feet above ground, 4 feet above the roof, and would -
be oriented in groups of three toward 0°T, on short poles above the toof at the back of the building,
and toward 15 0°T and 220°T, behind a view screen to be constructed at the front of the building.

5.. Power rann,q (maxzmum and expected o_peratmz power) for all existing an proposed backup
" eguipment subject to application.

The expected operating power of the AT&T transmitters is reflected in the resulting effective radiated

power given in Item 6 below; the transmitters may operate at a power below their maximum rating.

6. Total mzmber of watzs per installation and total number of watts for all zustallatlons gt site.

The maxinwm effective radiated power proposed by AT&T in any direction is 5,590 watts,
representing simultaneous operation at 1,820 watts for AWS, 1,390 watts for PCS, 1,600 watts for

' cellular, and 780 watts for 700 MHz service.

7. Plot or roof plan showing method of attachment of antennas, directionality of an{ennas a;za’ heioht
above roof level Discuss nearby inhabited buildings. ‘

'The drawings show the proposed antennas to be mstalled as described in Item 4 above. There were

noted no buildings of similar height nearby.

8. Esz‘z‘maz‘ed ambient RE levels for proposed site and identify three-dimensional perimeter where
exposure standards are exceeded. '

For a person anywhere at ground, the maximum ambient RF exposure level due to the proposed

AT&T operation by itself is calculated to be 0.023 mW/cmZ, which is 4.3% of the applicable public |

exposure limit. Ambient RF levels at the site are therefore estimated to be less than 5% of the limit.

The three-dimensional perimeter of RF levels equal to the public exposure limit is calculated to extend

up to 53 feet out from the antenna faces and to much lesser distances above, below, and fo the sides;

this reaches areas of the roof but does not reach any publicly accessible areas.

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS : - ATS5504599
SANFRANCISCO Page 2 of 3
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AT&T Mobility » Base Station No. SF2325 -
4216 California Street * San Francisco, California

9. Descrz'be proposed siznage at site.

Due to their mounting Iocaﬂons the AT&T antennas would not be accessible to the general public,
- and so no mitigation measures are necessary to comply with the FCC public exposure guidelines. To
prevent occupational exposures in excess of the FCC guidelines, no access within 14 feet directly in
front of the antennas themselves, such as might occur during maintenance work on the roof, should be
allowed while the base station is in operation, unless other measures can be demonstrated to ensure
that occupational pfotecﬁon requirements are met. Marking “exclusion areas” with yellow striping out
to the edge of the roof in front of the antennas and posting explanatory waming signs’ at the roof
access ladder and on the screens in front of the antennas, such that the signs would be readily visible
from any angle of approach to persons who might need to work within that distance, would be
sufficient to meet FCC-adopted guidelines.

10, Statement of authorship.

The undersigned author of this statement is a qualified Professional Engineer, holding California
Registration Nos. E-13026 and M-20676, which expire on Jone 30, 2011. This work has been carried
out under his direction, and all statements are true and correct of his own knowledge except, where
noted, when data has been supplied by others, which data he believes to be cortect.

Conclusion

Based on the information and analysis above, it is the undersigned’s professional opinion that the
proposed operation of AT&T Mobility base station located at 4216 California Street i San Francises,
California, will comply with the prevailing standards for limiting public exposure to radio frequency
energy and, therefore, will not for this reason cause a significant impact on the environment. The
~ highest calculated Ievel in publicly accessible areas is much less than the prevailing standards allow
for exposures of unlimited duration. This ﬁndmg is cons1stent with measurements of actual exposure
condltlons taken at other operatmg base stations. Markmg roof areas and postmg explanatory SIgns 1s

William F. Hammekt, P.E.
, 707/996-5200
October 26, 2010

* Wammg szgns should comply with OET-65 color, symbol, and confent recommendations. Contact mformation
should be provided (e.g., a telephone number) to arrange for access o restricted areas. The selection of langnage(s)
is not an éngineering maiter; the San Francisco Department of Public Health recommcnds that all signs be written
in English, Spanish, and Chinese. :

HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. B '
CONSULTING ENGINFERS : ATS5504599
SAN FRANCISCO Page 3 0f3
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City and County of San Francisco . Edwin M- Lee, Mayor
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH Barbara A. Garcia, MPA, Director of Health
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SECTION » Rajiv Bhatia, MD, MPH, Director of EH

Review of Cellular Antenna Site Proposals -

Project Sponsor:  AT&T Wireless Planner: Omar Masry

RF Engineer Consultant:  Hammett and Edison Phone Number: (707) 996-5200

Project Address/Location: 4216 California St
Site ID: 1291 ‘ © SiteNo.:  SF2325

The following information is required to be provided before approval of this project can be made. These
information requirements are established in the San Francisco Planning Department Wireless
Telecommunications Services Facility Siting Guidelines dated August 1996. '

In order to facilitate quicker approval of this project, it is recommended that the project sponsor review
this document before submitting the proposal to ensure that all requirements are included.

" X 1. The location of all existing antennas and facilities. Existing RF levels. (WTS-FSG, Section 11, 2b)

Existing Antennas No Existing Antennas: 2

2. The location of all approved (but not installed) antennas and facilities. Expected RF levels from the
X approved antennas. (WTS-FSG Section 11, 2b) . '

@,Yes OnNo -

3. The number and types of WTS within 106 feet of the proposed site and provide estimates of cumulative
X EMR emissions at the proposed site. (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5.2)

® Yes O Ne-

4. Location (and number) of the Applicant’s antennas and back-up facilities per buﬂd_ing and numbey and.
X location of other telecommunication facilities on the property (WTS-FSG, Section 10.4.12)

5. Power rating (maximum and expected operating power) for all existing and proposed backup
X equipment subject to the application (WTS-FSG, Section 10.4.1c)

Maximum Power Rating: 9820 . watts.

6. The total number of watts per installation and the total number of watts for all installations on the

2 building (roof or side) (WTS-FSG, Sectien 10.5.1).
Maximum Effective Radiant: 9820  watts. ’

* 7. Preferred method of attachment of proposed antenna (roof, wall mounted, monopole) with plot or roof
A plan. Show directionality of antennas. Indicate height above roof level. Discuss nearby inhabited
buildings (particularly in direction of antennas) (WTS-FSG, Section 10.41d)

8. Repoft estimated ambient radio frequency fields for the proposed site (identify the three-dimensional
L perimeter where the FCC standards are exceeded.) (WTS-FSG, Section 10.5) State FCC standard utilized
and power density exposure level (i.e. 1986 NCRP, 200 pw/em’)

Maximum RF Exposure: 0.057 mWicm.  Maximum RF Exposure Percent: 6.2

9. Signage at the facility identifying all WTS equipment and safety precautions for people nearing the
X equipment as may be required by any applicable F CC-adopted standards. (WTS-FSG, Section 10.9.2).
Discuss signage for those who speak languages other than English. , ,
Public_Exclusion_Area Public Exclusion n Fest: 66 .-
Occupational_Exclusion_Area Occupational Exclusion In Feet: 20
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X 10. Statement on who produced this report and qualifications.

Approved. Based on the information provided the following staff believes that the project proposal will
2 comply with the current Federal Communication Commission safety standards for radiofrequency
radiation exposure. FCC standard 1986-NCRP Approval of the subsequent Project
Implementation Report is based on pro_]ect sponsor completing recommendat1ons by project
consultant and DPH.

X

Comments:

There are 2 antennas operated by AT&T Wireless installed on the roof top of the building at 4216
California Street. Existing RF levels at ground level were around 1% of the FCC public exposure
limit. There were observed no other antennas within 100 feet of this site. AT&T Wireless proposes
to remove the existing antennas and install 9 new antennas. The antennas will be mounted at a

~ height of 34 feet above the ground. The estimated ambient RF field from the proposed AT&T
Wireless transmitters at ground level is calculated to be 0.057 mW/sq cm., which is 6.2 % of the
FCC public exposure limit. The three dimensional perimeter of RF levels equal to the public
exposure limit extends 66 feet and includes portions of the rooftop area. Post installation
measurements should be taken in order to ensure that the RF levels equal to the public exposure
limit are not exceeded for the neighbors on California Street (4214 and 4218). Warning signs
must be posted at the antennas and roof access points in English, Spanish and Chinese. Worker
should not have access to within 20 feet of the front of the antennas while they are in operation.

* Red striping should be placed on the rooftop to des1gnate prohibited access areas and yellow
striping for the worker notification zones.

Not Approved, additional information required.

Not Approved, does not comply with Federal Communication Commission safety standards for
—— radiofrequency radiation exposure. FCC Standard

1 Hours spent reviewing

Charges to Project Sponsor (in addition to previous charges, to be received at time of receipt by Sj

tesdAd
" Patrick Fosdahl

Environmental Health Management Section
San Francisco Dept. of Public Health

1390 Market St., Suite 210,

San Francisco, CA. 94102

(415) 252-3904

Dated: 4/25/2013

Signed:
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C. Location Preference

Location Preference

The subject property is located within the NC-1 zoning district. According to the City and
County of San Francisco’s Wireless Telecommunications Services Facilities Siting
Guidelines, dated August 15, 1996 the subject facility is considered to be a Preference 6

location.

Preference Level 6 locations are defined as follows: Buildings located in the following
zoning districts are Limited Preference Sites: Individual Neighborhood Commercial
Districts (NCDs), NC-1 Districts, and RM-4 Districts. The Planning Commission will not
approve applications for such sites unless the application describes: (a) what publicly-
used building, co-location site or other Preferred Location Sites are located within the
geographic service area; (b) what good faith efforts and measures were taken to secure
these more preferred location (i.e. Paragraphs 1 through 5 above); (c) why such efforts
were unsuccessful; and (d) how and why the proposed site is essential to meet service
demands for the geographic service area and the Applicant's citywide network.

~ Site Justification :

The subject proposal consists of upgrading the existing AT&T micro wireless
telecommunication facility located on the subject building. The subject building is a
wholly commercial building located in a small mixed residential and commercial area
along California Street. Thismixed-use portion of California Street offers-several
buildings with ground floor commercial uses and residential uses above. With exception
to a small number of parcels along California Street within the NC-1 (Residential
Commetcial Cluster District) zoning district, the surrounding parcels are within the RH-2
(Residential House, Two-Family), RH-3 (Residential House, Three-Family) and RM-1
(Residential Mixed, Low Density) zoning districts. RH-2, RH-3 and RM-1 are considered
Disfavored sites under the WTS guidelines. The NC-1 zoning district is limited to the
parcels along California Street between 4™ Avenue and 7" Avenue.

The subject building is located within the defined search area and would provide the
height necessary to meet the service improvement objective. As a wholly commercial
building in a highly residential neighborhood and a location where wireless .

- telecommunication has already been established as use, the subject site is the best
available location within the search area.

Alternative Site Locations

In order to achieve the service goals as previously defined, at&t network engineers
considered site locations in the area defined by the search ring in the previously attached
Service Improvement Objective map: The proposed improved service area is roughly
bounded by Lake and Clement Streets, 3 and 7™ Avenues. In order to provide service to
this area, a centrally located search area along California Street was established.

The area within the search ring is primarily comprised of two- and four-story residential
use buildings in the RH-2, RH-3 and RM-1 zoning districts within some mixed-use
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commercial properties along California Street within in the NC-1 zoning district. The
area offers few wholly commercial or publicly used buildings, which limits the number of
Preferred Locations within the established service area. The blocks along California
Street offer the typically larger corner buildings, most of which are mixed-use with
ground floor commercial storefronts and residential uses on the upper floors. Belowis a
list of the alternative site locations evaluated by the at&t network engineers and site
acquisition team.
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Alternative Site Location #1
2_51 6™ Avenue

- The nearest P (Public) zonmg district is located approximately 3 blocks to the southwest
of the subject property and is occupied by George Peabody Elementary School. This
building was evaluated as a potential location because it is considered a- Preference 1
Jocation under the WTS guidelines-as a publicly-used structure. However, this building is
located outside the defined search area and does not provide the height necessary for a
direct line-of-sight to the defined service area. In addition, an important objective of the
proposed project is to upgrade the existing micro facility at the existing location where
wireless telecommunication has already been established as a use. This location does not
provide at&t the opportunity to upgrade its existing micro facility. Therefore this
candidate was determined to not be a viable candidate.
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Alternative Site Location #2
4263 California Street

The building at 4263 California Street is a wholly commercial building located across
California Street from the subject property. This parcel is within the NC-1 zoning district
and therefore considered a Preference 6 location. The building’s architecture (steeply
pitched roof, narrow frame) does not provide an opportunity to incorporate the proposed
wireless communication facility with minimal visual impact. In addition, an important
objective of the proposed project is to upgrade the existing micro facility at the existing
location where wireless telecommunication has already been established as a use. This
location does not provide at&t the opportunity to upgrade its existing micro facility.
" Therefore it was determined that this building was not the most suitable candidate within
 the defined search area. S S
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_Alternative Site Location #3
195 5™ Avenue

s
e aiEm

The building at 195 5™ Avenue is a wholly commercial building located to the southwest

of the subject property. The parcel is located within the NC-1 zoning district and
therefore considered to be a Preference 6 location. The building is relatively smaller than
the other buildings in the neighborhood and is-partially blocked to the north, east and
south by taller buildings. In addition, an important objective of the proposed project is to
upgrade the existing micro facility at the existing location where wireless
telecommunication has already been established as a use. This location does not provide
at&t the opportunity to upgrade its existing micro facility; therefore it was determined
that this building was not the most suitable candidate within the defined search area.
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Alternative Site Location #4
300 Lake Street

The building at 300 Lake Street is occupied by St. Anne’s Home (nursing home). This
parcel is located within the RH-2 zoning district. This building was evaluated as a
potential location because it is considered a Preference 1 location under the WTS
guidelines as a health center and therefore a publicly-used structure. However, this
-building is located outside the defined search area to the north and. does not provide the
~ height necessary for a direct line-of-sight to the south and west portion of the defined
service area. In addition, an important objective of the proposed project is to upgrade the
existing micro facility at the existing location where wireless telecommunication has
already been established as a use. This location does not provide at&t the opportunity to
upgrade its existing micro facility. Therefore this candidate was determined to not be a
~viable candidate.
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Alternative Site Lbcation #5
191 5t_h Avenue

The building at 191 5™ Avenue is a mixed use residential and commercial building in the
NC-1 zoning district and is therefore considered to be a Preference 6 location under the
WTS guidelines. This building is located within the defined search area and appears to be
of sufficient height to provide the necessary line-of-sight to the service area to meet the
service objective.. However, due to the residential component it was determined that this
was not the most suitable candidate within the search area. In addition, an important
objective of the proposed project is to upgrade the existing micro facility at the existing.
location ‘where wireless telecommunication has already been established as a use. This
location does not provide at&t the opportunity to upgrade its existing micro facility.
Therefore this candidate was determined to not be a viable candidate.
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Alternative Site Location #6
196 6 Avenue

The building at 191 5™ Avenue is a mixed-use residential and commercial building in the
NC-1 zoning district and is therefore considered to be a Preference 6 location under the
WTS guidelines. This building was evaluated for its potential to meet the service
objective because of its height and it’s location on the corner of California Street and 6™
Avenue. However, it is located outside of the defined search ring to the west. In addition,
this building has residential uses on the upper floors where a wireless telecommunication’ "
facility on a wholly commercial building is feasible. In addition, an important objective
of the proposed project is to upgrade the existing micro facility at the existing location
where wireless telecommunication has already been established as a use. This location
does not provide até&t the opportunity to upgrade its existing micro facility. Therefore, it
was determined that this was not the most suitable candidate.
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NOTICE OF NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING )
To: Community Groups, Neighbors & Owners within 500° radius of 4216 California Street

Meeting Informatiom

Date: February 9, 2011

Time: 630 pm -

‘Where: San Francisco Public Library
Richmond Branch
351 9™ Street
San Francisco, CA. 94118

Site Information

‘Address: = 4216 California Street
Block/Lot 1364 /019
Zoning: NC-1

Applicant .

AT&T Mobility

Contact Information
AT&T Mobility Hotline
(415) 6460972

_AT&T Mobility is proposing to upgrade an existing wireless communication facility

at 4216 California Street, needed by AT&T Mobility as part of its San Francisco
wireless network. The proposed AT&T Mobility site is an unmanned facility
consisting of removing the existing AT&T Mobility facility and installing nine (9)
panel antennas placed on the roof behind new radjo frequency transparent screen

walls painted and textured to match the building. The equipment will be located
within the building on the ground floor. Plans and photo simulations will be available
for your review at the meeting. You are invited to aftend an informational ’
community meeting located at The San Francisco Public Library, Richmond Branch,
351 9% Avenue on February 9, 2011 at 6:30 p.m. to learn more about the project.

If you have any questions regarding the proposal and are unable to attend the
meeting, please contact the AT&T Mobility Hotline at (415) 646-0972 and an AT&T
Mobility specialist will return your call. Please contact Sara Vellve, project planner
with the San Francisco Department of City Planning at (415) 558-6263 if you have
any questions regarding the planning process. :

NOTE: If you require an interpreter to be present at the meeting, please contact
our office at (415) 646-0972 no later than 5:00pm on Monday February 7, 2011
and we will make every effort to provide you with an interpreter. ’

NOTIFICACION DE REUNION DE VECINDARIO .

Para: Grupos comunitaries, vecines y propietarios dentro de un radio de 500° de 4216 California Street

Informacién de Ja reunién

Fecha: 9 de febrero de 2011

Hora: 6:30 p.m.

Dénde: San Francisco Public Library
Richmond Branch

351 9™ Street :
San Francisco, CA 94118

Taformacién del lugar .
4216 California Street

Direccién;
Cuadra/Lote 1364 /019
Zonificacién; NC-1
Solicitante
AT&T Mobility

Informacién de contacto
Linea directa de AT&T Mobility

AT&T Mobility propone una actualizacion de la instaldcién de comunicaciones
inalémbricas actual en 4216 California Street necesaria para AT&T Mobility como
parte de sured inalémbrica en San Francisco. La ubicacién propuesta de AT&T
Mobility es una instalacién sin personal que consta de la remocion de una instalacién
acinal de AT&T Mobility y de la instalacién de nueve (9) antenas panel ubicadas en
el techo detras de nuevas paredes de pantalla transparente de radiofrecuencia pintadas
y texturadas para que combinen con el edificio. El equipo se ubicara dentro del
edificio sobre la planta baja. Habré planos y fotos disponibles para que usted los
revise en la reunion. Se lo invita a asistir a una reuni6n informativa de la comunidad
que se realizard en The San Francisco Public Library, Richmond Branch, 351 ot
Avenne el 9 de febrero de 2011 a las 6:30 p.m. para tener mas informacién sobre el
proyecto. )

Si tiene preguntas relacionadas con la propuesta y no puede asistir a la-reunién, por

| favor, llame a la Linea Directa de AT&T Mobility, (415) 646-0972, y un especialista

de AT&T Mobility le devolvera el llamado.  Por favor, contacte a Sara Vellve,

planificadora de proyecto, en el Departamento de Planificacion de la Ciudad de San_

{ Francisco al (415) 558-6263 si tiene alguna pregunta relacionada con el proceso de
planificacién. ’

NOTA: Si necesita que un intérprete esté presente en la reunién, por favor,
contacte a nuestra oficina al (415) 646-0972 el lunes 7 de febrero de 2011 antes
de las 5:00 p.m., y haremos todos lo posible para proporcionarle un intérprete.

HEGREN

7 : California £ 4216 SSEEFAEERRERLELS, - ERAEE -

(415) 6460972 - -
EEEE
HEf - 201142 H 98
B¥fE : T4 6:30
HuEL - IFEEIE N =TT 9 fE

351 BE=IETR/A\LEEEE Richmond 388 (FR
94118) ’
AR
California #7 4216 &%
1/ HEED ¢ 1364/019
A& I NC-1
HEEAE

Ak -

AT&T Mobility

BEEEER
AT&T Mobility ATIZAEE S
(415) 646-0972
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February 11, 2011

Sara Vellve, Planner

San Francisco Department of Planning
1660 Mission Street, 5™ Floor

San Francisco, CA. 94103

- Re: File No: 2010.1034C Community Meeting for proposed AT&T Mobility facility
© 4216 California Street

 Dear Sara,

On February 9, 2011, AT&T mobility conducted a community meeting regarding the proposed
wireless facility at 4216 California Street. The attached notification announced the community
‘presentation was to be held at the San Francisco Public Library, Richmond Branch at 351 9% Avenue
~ at 6:30 p.m. Notice of the presentation was mailed out on January 27, 2011 to 721 owners and tenants
within 500 feet of the proposed installation and 8 neighborhood organizations.

I conducted the meeting on behalf of AT&T Mobility as the project sponsor along with Tedi Vriheas
of AT&T’s External Affairs. AT&T Mobility invited Bill Hammett, a State of California licensed
professional engineer of Hamimett and Edison, Inc. Mr. Hammett answered the community’s EMF
emissions questions. Approximately twelve (12) members of the community attended the meeting,
asking various questions about the facility and the perceived impact of EMF emissions the proposed
facility would have. A few of those who attended the meeting were supportive of the increased at&t
mobility service in the area and others expressed cpposition to the proposed facility based on the
perceived impact of EMF ernissions. A few people expressed surprise that there was already
equipment on the building and they were not notified. Questions were asked about other AT&T sites
nearby. In addition a comment was made regarding the antenna enclosure potentially blocking views
of the Presidio and the inclusion of batteries in the associated equipment.

Please contact me if you have any questions or concerns.

Sincerely,

Amy Million
KDI Planning
‘Representing AT&T Mobility

Attachments: :

' Community Meeting Notice
Affidavit ‘
Neighborhood Groups List

* Community Meeting Sign-up Sheet
500° Radius List

855 FOLSOM STREET, SUITE 106 & SAN FRANCISCO o CA o $4107 » OFFICE (415)341-88%0 o FASCIMILLE (415) 341-1365
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HAMMETT & EDISON, INC. - O e
CONSULTING ENGINEERS STANLEY SALEK, P.E.
BROADCAST & WIRELESS : ROBERT P. SMITH, JR.
RAJAT MATHUR, P.E.
ANDREA L. BRIGHT, P.E.
KENT A. SWISHER
NEILJ. OLIT

RoBeRT L. HAMMETT, P.E.
- 1920-2002
. . EpwARD EDISON, P.E.
BY E-MAIL OMAR.MASRY@SFGOV.ORG 1920-2009

May 3, 2013

Mr. Omar Masry, AICP

Planner _

SF Planning Department

1650 Mission: Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, California 94103

Dear Omar:

Our firm was selected to conduct the review required by the City of San Francisco of the
coverage maps submitted by AT&T Mobility as part of its application package for proposed
modifications to its existing base station located at 4216 California Street (Site No. CC4032).
This is to fulfill the submittal requirements for Planning Department review.

= : Executive Summary _

| We concur with the maps, data, and conclusions provided by AT&T. The maps
provided to show the before and after conditions accurately represent the carrier’s
present and post-installation coverage.

There is presently installed an omnidirectional antenna at each of the two front corners of the
three-story office building located at 4216 California Street. AT&T proposes to remove its
existing antennas and to install nine Andrew directional panel antennas — six Model DBXNH-
6565A-R2M and three Model TBXLHB-6565A-R2M — behind view screens above the roof of
the subject building. The antennas would be mounted at'an effective height of about 34 feet
above ground, 3 feet above the roof, and would be oriented in identical groups of three

toward 0°T, 150°T, and 220°T. The maximum effective radiated power proposed by AT&T
in any direction is 6,320 watts, representing simultaneous operation at 4,540 watts for PCS,
1,000 watts for cellular, and 780 watts for 700 MHz service.

AT&T provided for review two pairs coverage maps, dated February 6, 2013 (as updated),
separately showing AT&T’s cellular UMTS (850 MHz) and 4G LTE (700 MHz) coverage in
the area before the proposed modifications, and dated May 2, 2013, showing coverage in the
area after the proposed modifications. Both the before and after UMTS maps show three levels
of coverage, which AT&T colors and defines as follows: ' :

Green Acceptable service coverage during high demand periods
Hashed Yellow  Service coverage gap during high demand periods
Pink Service coverage gap during all demand periods

e-mail: bhammett@h-e.com . : . SOR9.1
Delivery: 470 Third Street West * Sonoma, California 95476
Telephone: 707/396-5200 San Franeisco * 707/986-5280 Facsimile * 202/396-5200 D.C.
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Mr. Omar Masry, page 2
May 3, 2013

“

The 4G LTE maps do not differentiate between demand periods; rather they indicate, with the
color blue, locations where 4G service is and would be acceptable. .

We undertook a two-step process in our review. As a first step, we obtained information from
AT&T on the software and the service thresholds that were used to generate its coverage maps.
This. carrier uses commercially available software to develop the maps. The thresholds that
AT&T uses to determine acceptable coverage are in line with industry standards, similar to the
thresholds used by other wireless service providers.

As a second step, we conducted our own drive test to measure the actual AT&T UMTS and
4G LTE signal strength in the vicinity of the proposed site. Our fieldwork was conducted on
February 22, 2013, between 4:10 PM and 6:00 PM, during the peak time (10:00 AM to 9:00
PM) for data and voice traffic shown in the 24-hour traffic profile provided by AT&T for this
area.

The field measurements were conducted using an Ascom TEMS Pocket network diagnostic tool
with built-in GPS along a measurement route selected to cover all the streets within the map '
area that AT&T had indicated would receive improved service.

Based on the measurement data; we conclude that the UMTS and the 4GLTE AT&T coverage
maps showmg the service area without the proposed installation accurately represent the
carrier’s present coverage. The maps submitted to show the after coverage with the proposed
-modifications to the existing base station were prepared on the same basis as the maps of
existing conditions and so are expected to accurately illustrate the improvements in coverage.

We appremate the opportunity to be of service. Please let us know if any questions arise on this
matter.

Smcerely y0u13

Wﬂham F. Hammett, P.E.
kj
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APPELLANT’S INDEX OF EXHIBITS

o

AT&T Telecommunications Facility at 4216 California Street ’ e =
CEQA and Conditional Use Appeal Hearings of Case No. 2010. 1034C & O=
Before the San Francisco Board of Supervisors (File Nos. 130721 & 13072553 T

July 30,2013 - .

Document

Licensed Ai*chitect & Geotechnical Engineer Lawrence B. Karp : ] 1
Letter-Report on Seismic Safety Issues at 4216 California St. &
Dr. Karp Photographs of Current Conditions on Roof

Professional Geoiogist Certified Hydildcreoloﬁst and Licensed Stormwater 2
Practitioner Matt Hagemann Report on Flood Safety & Ind001 Air Emissions
Issues at 4216 California St.

Matt Hagemann Response to AT&T Letter & Hydroconsult Engineers; Inc. . 3
Report : : '
Michael Ma Letter to Acting Planning Commission Secretary Jonas P. Jonin 4

- re: Clarification and Correction of Testimony at June 6, 2013 Planning
Comrmission Hearing '

Signed Petitions re: Lnten@on to File Lawsuit in the Event of Injuries . 5

- Sustained as a Result of Fire, Earthquake or Flood at 4216 California St. '
Department of Building Inspection (Second) Notice of Violation (NOV) - 6
for Work Without Permit at 4216 California St. dated June 16, 2011
Planning Dépaﬁment Notes & Photos with Zoning Administrator Letter of -7

. Determination re: AT&T’s Permit Violation at 4216 California St.
Building a Beiter Fuﬁtre at the Department of Building Inspecﬁon, City and 8
County of San Francisco Civil Grand Jury, 2012-2013 Report, June 2013 '
[To be provided by Appellanf at hearing] ' ' 9
[To be provided by Appellaﬁt at hearing] : _ - 10
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LA WRENCE B. KARP
CONSUL TING GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER -

FOUNDATIONS, WALLS,PILES
UNDERPINNING, TIEBACKS
- DEEP RETAINED EXGAVATIONS
SHORING & BULKHEADS
EARTHWORK &slopes’
- CAISSONS, COFFERDAMS
COASTAL & MARINE STRUGTURES

- :MaIChBO, 2013 . C o , o o - - sow MEGHANICS cEOLOGY
: : : : Co : : , GROUNDWATER HYDROLOGY
_ . ' CONCRETE, TECHNOLOGY
Doug Loranger . :
4327 California Street
San Francisco, CA 94118

: .S'nbje_ct:- ' 4216 California Street, SF [1364/019] o
S _ Cellular Telephone Equipment Insta]lanons '

- bear Mr. Léranger'

This letter-repof{ summarizes site and buﬂdmg condmons for the subject structure where AT&T is

- seekmg to legalize unpermitted installation of cellular equipment and also add to the facilities. SFDBI
issued a Notice of Violation (NQV) on 4/20/11 which has not been prosecuted to permit as NOV’s
‘customarily are. Observations and a study of SFDBI’s records for the building and its foundation
‘show that the structure is substandard and would have to be tipgraded for support of the facilities both
to resist gravity and selsnnc forces exerted on the roof a'1d foundatlon by current and antlclp ted loads.

_ Site

The property is sﬁuated in the northern section of the San Franciseo Peninsula, a northwest trending range -
- of hills composed of a heterogeneous assemblage of folded, faulted and sheared rocks of the Franc1scan :
- formation. Local observations and geologic maps mdlcate the site is overlain with dune sand [0d]; clean,
. well sorted fine to medium sand; yellovnsh brown to light gray. Recent gradation testlng of sandin the . .
" 4200 block of California St, show the major size concentration is between the #40 to #60 sieves. Bedrock-
only exists at depths over 100 feet. The site is mapped by the uty s Plannmg Department as being in a
' ﬂood—prone zone and hquefactmn during maximum credible seismic events js a possibility. Densification
of the sand dunng strong shaklng Wﬂl Turther: compronnse the buﬂd]ng s substandard foundatlon

Bulldmg

" The subjeot bmldlng, 1, 420 square feet that houses dental offices, was des1gned and buﬂt in 1976 for Henry' -
Hom. The d651g11 was prepared without full engineering when constructed nor have there been any '
* improvements since. The soff-storied wood framed building is supported by a concrete slab that was not
designed to span loose and medium dense sand. The roof is progresswely sagging  under dead loads and
” pondmg of rainwater, and major iew equipment loads are planned.* There is no viable Jateral force resisting
system in place S0 any changes to the bmldlnU must be accornpamed by selsnnc upgrade ‘The equ1pment 18
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Sw AF E Technical Conisultation, Dats Analysis and '
_ Litigation Support for the Environment

2503 Eastbiuff Dr., Suite 206
Newport Beach, California 92660
Fax: (949) 717-0069

Matt Hagemann
Tel: (949) 887-9013
Email: mhagemann@swape.com

April 11,2013

Omar Masry, Planner

San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103,

Subject: Comments on the Request for Conditional Use Authorization, 4216 California Street,
San Francisco, California (Case No. 2010.1034C) '

Dear Mr. Masry:

} am a Professional Geologist, a Certified Hydrogeologist and a licensed Stormwater Practitioner in
California. | am a former Senior Science Policy Advisor with the U.S. EPA. My CV is attached for
reference (Exhibit A). '

I have reviewed plans for a project (”Projéct") to upgrade an existing wireless telecommunications
services micro-site facility operated by AT&T Mobility at 4216 California Street, San Francisco, Califqrnia-.
The Project, the subject of a Request for Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Code Sections
710.83 and 303, would involve removal of an existing micg‘o-sife and installation of nine.pan.e.l antennas
on the existing bi:lilding-. Some equipment for the Project, inéluding lead-acid bétteries, will be located
within a ground floor equipment room.

My review has focused on hazards and hazardous waste issues and issues associated with hydrology,
specifically flooding, and indoor a‘iremissions. [t is my opinion that an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration (“MND”) should be prepared to evaluate potentially significant hazards associated with the
installation of lead-acid batteries in an unventilated ground-floor equipment room in an area subject to
flooding. ’

The batteries that will be installed in the ground floor equipment room are manufactured by Marathon,
a division of Exide Cérporation. The ground floor is also occupied by a dental office and dental offices
are located on the second and third floors. According to AT&T's plans for the project, the specific model
of the batteries that will be installed on the ground floor is the Marathon FT Valve Regulated Lead Acid
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Battery Model M12V155F. A total of 12 batteries of this type will be installed in a rack, with the lowest
battery 6 inches feet of the ground (Sheet A-2). '

The Material Safety Data Sheet (“MSDS") (attached hereto as Exhibit B) for Marathon [ead acid batteries

identifies the following hazards and precautions:

r

Extremely flammable gas (hydrogen)

Very toxic to aquatic life with long lasting effects
Suspected of causing canc\er‘ by inhalation

Re.acts violently VYith water with evolution of heat -
Strong oxidizers, hydrogen peroxide, acids

Do not allow discharge of acid to'sewer

Store batteries under roof in cool, dry, well-ventilated areas that are separated from
incompatible materials and from activities which may create flames, sparks, or heat.

Keep away from metallic objects that could bridge the terminals on a battery and create a

dangerous shart-circuit.

_ Toxicology information on the MSDS includes:

Inhalation of electrolyte: Breathing of sulfuric acid vapors or mists may cause severe

respiratory irritation.

Lead compounds: Inhalation of lead dust or fumes may cause irritation of upper respiratory

tract and lungs.

Skin contact: Electrolyte: . severe irritation, burns, and ulceration.

Because of hazards posed by flooding and frorh potentially toxic gasses, a MIND should he prepared to
address conditions that are unaddressed by the current application.

Impacts from Flooding Hazards

The Project is located in an area designated-as subject to ﬂoodiﬁg by the City of San Francisco (San

- Francisco Planning Department Planning Bulletin, Review of Projects in ldentiﬁet_:l Areas Prone to
Flooding, dated April 1, 2007 attached hereto as Exhibit C). The San Francisco Planning Department
states that'in these flood-prone areas, sewers do not drain freely during a storm and even during dry

weather causing backups or flooding.

! http://www.exide.com/us/en/product-solutions/network-power/product/marathon-ft.aspx

2

6998



Aflood in the area occurred on January 1, 2006. ‘An insurance claim states that “sewer backed up due to
heavy rains causing damage to wali/floor.” Photographs that accompanied the claim show damage to
walls in the interior of the Project building at 4216 California Street. (March 7, 2013 Letter from The
Dentists Insurance Company to 4216 Callforma St. Tenant Mlchael Ma and accompanying photographs
attached hereto as Exhibit D.)

I know of no actions taken by the City of San Francisco to address flooding hazards in the area of the
Project. Therefore, the batteries installed on the ground floor of the Project building may be subject to
inundation during flooding, resulting in a release of acid electrolyte and lead-in solution. Those who
handle batteries if submérged in water after flooding, such as occupahts or those involved in cleanup, -
may be subject to burns and eye damage from electrdlyte which has leaked.

Additionally, water quality impacts may reéﬁlt from contact of floodwaters with the electrolyte solution
in the batteries. Electrolyte that would esca pe' from the batteries during flooding would eventually flow
toward-sewers, a hazardous condition that is identified on the MSDS. Impacts to water quality may
result from high levels of lead and acid when discharged to the sewer, especially during times of
combined sewage/stormwater discharge to adjacent waterways. The MSDS states that acid electrolyte
is “very toxic to aquatic life with long lasting effects.”

A MND should be prepared to identify mitigation to prevent floodwaters from contacting the hatteries.

Impacts from indoor air emissions

The equipment room where batteries will be installed has no existing ventilation and no plans for the
installation of ventifation are included in the pians for the Project. The MSDS for t‘1e batteries states
that they should be stored and handled in a well-ventilated area.

The batteries may pose an inhalation hazard according to the MSDS, as follows:
»  Breathing of sulfuric acid vapors or mists may cause severe respiratory irritation.

s |ead COmp'ounds/antimony>oxide: -Inhalation of dust or fumes may cause irritation of upper
respiratory tract and lungs. '

The lack of ventilation presents a hazard for all .occupants of the building. Vapors from the batteries
may cause health impacts in workers who breathe vapors that originate from the unventilated room and -
seep into the breathing space of adjacent offices.

Mitigation should be included in a MND to include the instaliation of a ventilation system that would -
draw air from the equipment room and exhaust it to the outside air.
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- Fire Hazard -
The batteries emit hydrogen gas that is ignitable. The MSDS states:

In operation, batteries generate and release flammable hydrogen gas [hydrogen is
highly flammable and oxygen supports com-bustion]. They must always be assumed to
_contain this gas which, if ignited by burning cigarette, naked flame or spark, may cause
battery explosion with dispersion of casing fragmehts and corrosive liquid electrolyte. -
Carefully follow manufacturer’s instructions for installation and service. Keep away all
sources of gas ignition and do not allow metallic articles to simultaneously contact the

negative and positive terminals of a battery.

In conjunction with the Marathon batteries, AT&T’s plans also identify Ericsson RBS 6601 equipment to
be installed in the same ground-floor equipment room.? RBS 6601 equipment is designed to meet the
safety standards of UL 60 950-1, which states in pertinent part:

1.1.2 Additionalrequiremehts

Requirements additional to thase specified in this standard may be necessary

for: -

equipment intended for operation.in special environments (for
example, extremes of temperature; excessive dust, moisture or
vibration; flammable gases; and corrosive or explosive atmospheres)...2

Electrical equipment like the RBS 6601 is another-potential ignition source for the flammable hydrogen
gas utilized by the batteries and additional precautions should be indicated in a MND to address this

foreseeable hazard.

Conclusion

A MND should be prepared to identify protective measures that will be taken to ensure the equipment
room is suitable for storage and charging of the batteries, including provisions for temperature control,
humidity control and flood protection. The MND should also identify that all sources of ignition have
been evaluated and removed if necessary and that proper warning signs are posted in the room and in
the building to nete the fire hazard. Evaluation of the fire hazards in the MND should also consider -
condensation from dampness in the equipment room and the potential for flooding, conditions that can
lead to electrical arcing and potential ignition of the hydrogen from the batteries. The MND should

2 hitp://cosconor.fr/GSM/Dive rs/Equipme’nt/Ericsson/RBS%ZOSGOl.pdf
®http://ulstandardsinfonet.ul.com/scopes/scopes.asp?fn=60950-1.html

4
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provide for proper fire control in the equipment room, including sprinklers, and should provide for
posting hazard signs warning of the fire danger and identification of routes to take in care of fire.

Sincerely,

Matt Hagemann, P.G., C.Hg., QSD, QSP
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SWAPE| i
Co 2503 Eastbluff Dr., Suite 206
Newport Beach, California 92660
Tel: (949) 887-9013
Fax: (949) 717-0069
Email: mhagemann@swape.com

Matthew F. Hagemann, P.G., C.Hg., OSD, QSP
‘ : Geologic and Hydrogeologic Characterization

Industrial Stormwater Compliance

' CEQA Review

Investigation and Remediation Strategies
Litigation Support and Testifying Expert

Education:
M.S. Degree, Geology, California State University Los Angeles, Los Angeles, CA, 1984.

B.A.'Degree, Geology, Humboldt State University, Arcata, CA, 1982.

Professional Certification:

California Professional Geologist
California Certified Hydrogeclogist
Qualified SWPPP Developer and Practitioner

Professional Experience:

Matt has 25 years -of experience in environmental policy, assessment and remediation. He spent nine
years with the U.S. EPA in the RCRA and Superfund programs and served as EPA’s Senior Science
Policy Advisor in the Western Regional Office where he identified emerging threats to groundwater from
perchlorate and MTBE. While with EPA, Matt also served as a Senior Hydrogeologist in the oversight of .
the assessmeént of seven major military facilities undergoing base closure. He led mumerous enforcement
actions under provisions of the Resotirce Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) while also working

with permit holders to improve hydrogeologic characterization and water quality monitoring.

Matt has worked closely with U.S. EPA legal counsel and the technical staff of several states in the
application and enforcement of RCRA, Safe Drinking Water Act and Clean Water Act regulations. Matt
has trained the technical staff in the States of California, Hawaii, Nevada, Arizona and the Territory of

Guam in the conduct of investigations, groundwater fundamentals, and sampling techniques.

Positions Matt has held include:

s Founding Partner, Soil/Water/Air Protection Enterprise (SWAPE) (2003 — présent) ;
s  Geology Instructor, Golden West College, 2010 — present;
e  Senior Environmental Analyst, Komex H20 Science, Inc (2000 -- 2003);
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Executive Director, Orange Coast Watch (2001 — 2004);
Senior Science Policy Advisor and Hydrogeologist, U.S. Envn onmental Plotechon Agency (1989— ",
1998);

Hydrogeologist, National Park Service, Water Resources Division (1998 - 2000)

Adjunct Faculty Membel San Francisco State Umvelslty, Depart'ment of Geosciences (1993 -
1998);

Instructor, College of Marin, Department of Science (1990 — 1995)

Geologist, U.S. Forest Service (1986 —1998); and

Geologist, Dames & Moore (1984 — 1986).

Partner, SWAPE:
With SWAPE, Matt's responsibilities have included:

-]

Lead anaiyst and testifying expert in the review of numerous environmental impact reports
under CEQA that identify significant issues with regard to hazardous waste, water resources,
water quality, air quality, greenhouse gas emissions and geologic hazards.

Stormwater analysis, sampling and best management practice evaluation at industrial facilities. -
Lead analyst and testifying expert in the review of environmental issues in license applications
for large solar power plants before the California Energy Commission.

Techmnical assistance and litigation support for vapor intrasion concerns.

Manager of a project to evaluate numerous formerly used military sites in the western U.S.
Manager of a comprehensive evaluation of potential sources of perchlorate contamination in
Southerri California drinking water wells. ‘

Manager arid designated expert for litigation support under provisions of Proposition 65 in the
review of releases of gasoline to sources drinking water at major refineries and hundreds of gas
stations throughout California.

Expert witness on two cases involving MTBE h’agatlon
Expert witness and litigation support on the impact of air toxins and hazards at a school.
Expert witness in litigation at a former plywood plant.

AN

W1’ch Komex H20 Science Inc, Matt’s duties included the-fo]lowing'

"‘Senior author of a report on the extent of perchlorate contamination that was used in teshmony

by the former U.S. EPA Administrator and General Counsel. :

Senior researcher in the development of a comprehensive, electlomcally interactive chronology
of MTBE use, research, and re gulation. : ‘
Senior researcher in the development of a compreher'swe, electrorucally interactive chronology
of perchlorate use, research, and regulation.

Senijor researcher in a study that estimates nationwide costs for MTBE remediation and drinking
water treatment, results of which were published in newspapers nationwide and in testimony
against provisions of an energy. bill that would limit liability for oil companies.

Research to support litigation to restore drinking water supplies that have been contan:unated by
MTBE in California and New York.

Expert witness testimony in a case of oil production-related contammanon in M551ss1pp1

Lead author for a multi-volume remedial investigation report for an operating school in Los

- Angeles that met strict regulatory requirements and rigorous deadlines.

Development of strategic appr oaches for cleanup of contaminated sites in consultation with
clients and 1egulators

7004



Executive Director;

As Executive. Director with Orange Coast Watch, Matt led efforts to restore water quality at Orange |
County beaches from multiple sources of contamination including urban runoff and the discharge of
wastewater. In reigorﬁng to a Board of Directors that included représentaﬁves from leading Orange
County universities and businesses, Matt prepared,issue papers in the areas of treatment and disinfection
of wastewater and control of the dischrge of grease to sewer systems. Matt actively participated in the
development of countywide water quality permits for the control of urban runoff and permits for the
discharge of wastewater. Mat worked with other nonprofits to protect and restore water quality,

- incdluding Surfrider, Natural Resources Defense Council and Orange County CoastKeeper as well as with
business institutions including the Orange County Business Council.

Hydrogeology:'
_ ‘As a Senior Hydrogeologist with the U.s. Envnomental Protection Agency, Matt led mveshga‘uons to
v characterize and cleanup closing’ mlh’cary bases, including Mare Island Naval Slrupyard Hunters Point

Naval Shipyard, Treasure Island Naval Station, Alameda Naval Station, Moffett Field, Mather Almy

- Airfield, and Sacramento Army Depot. Spemﬁc activities were as follows:

»  Led efforts to model groundwater flow and contaminant transport, ensured adequacy of -
monitoring networks, and assessed cleanup alternatives for contammated sediment, soil, and
groundwater.

» Initiated a regional program for evaluatlon of g10u_ndwatpr samp]mcr practices and laboratory
analysis at military bases.

> Identified emerging issues, wrote technical guidance, and assisted in policy and 1egulahon
development through work on four national U.S. EPA workgroups, including the Superfund
Groundwater Technical Forum and the Federal Facilities Forum.

. At the request of the State of Hawaii, Matt developed a methodology to determine the vu]nei-abﬂity of

7 groundwatef to contamination on the islands of Maui and Oahu. He used analytical models and a GISto -
“show zones of vulnerability, and the results were adopted and published by the State of Hawaii and

County of Maui., '

Asa hydrogeoiogist with the EPA Groundwater Protection Section, Matt worked with provisions of the
Safe Drinking Water Act and NEPA to prevent drinking water contamination. ‘Specific activities
included the following:

*  Received an EPA Bronze Medal for his contribution to the development of national guidance for
the protection of drinking water.
* Managed the Sole Source Aquifer Proglam a_'nd protected the drinking water of two commumnes
' through designation under the Safe Drinking Water Act. He prepared geologic reports,
conducted public hearings, and 1esponded to public comments from residents who were very
concerned about the impact of designation.
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Reviewed a number of Environmental Impact Statements for plarmed major developments,
including large hazardous and solid waste disposal facilities, mine reclamation, and water-
transfer. :

Matt served as a hydrogeologist with the RCRA Hazardous Waste program. Duties were as follows:

Supeivised the hydrogeologic investigation of hazardous waste sites to determine compliance
with Subtitle C requirements: :
Reviewed and wrote "part B" permits for the disposal of hazardous waste

Conducted RCRA Corrective Action investigations of waste sites and led inspections that formed
the basis for significant enforcement actions that were developed in close coordination with U.S.
EPA legal counsel. :

Wrote contract specifications and supervised contractor's investigations of waste sites.

. With the National Park Service, Matt directed service-wide investigations of contaminant sources to

_ prevent degradation of water quality, including the following tasks:

Poligy:

Applied pertinent laws and regulations including CERCLA, RCRA, NEPA, NRDA, and the
Clean Water Act to control military, mining, and landfill contaminants.

Conducted watershed-scale investigations of contaminants at parks, including Yellowstone and
Olympic National Park.

Identified high-levels of perchlorate in soil adjacent to a national park in New Mexico

* and advised park superintendent on appropriate response actions under CERCLA.

Served as a Park Service representative on the Interagency Perchlorate Steering Committee, a
national workgroup. -
Developed a program to conduct environmental compliance audits of all National Parks while
serving on a ndhonal workgroup.
Co-authored two papers on the potential f01 water contamination from the operation of pelsonal
watercraft and snowmobiles, these papers serving as the basis for the development of nation-
wide policy on the use of these vehicles in National Parks.
Contributed to-the Federal Mult- Agency Source Water Agreement under the Clean Water
Action Plan.

Served senior management as the Senior Science Policy Advisor with the U.S. Environmental Protection »

Agency, Region 9. Activities included the following:

Advised the Regional Administrator and senior management on emerging issues such as the
potential for the gasoline additive MTBE and ammonium perchlorate td contaminate drinking
water supplies.
Shaped EPA’s national response to these threats by serving on workgroups and by contnbutmg
to guidance, including the Office of Research and Development pubhcahon, Oxygenates in
Water: Critical Information and Research Needs.
Improved the technical training of EPA's scientific and engineering staff.
Earned an EPA Bronze Medal for representing the region’s 300 scientists and engineers in
negotiations with the Administrator and senjor management to better integrate sc1ent1_f1c
principles into the policy-making process. '

Established national protocol for the peer review of scientific documents.
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Geology:
With the U.S. Forest Service, Matt led investigations to determine hillslope stability of areas proposed for
timber harvest in the central Oregon Coast Range. Specific activities were as follows:
° Mapped geology in the field, and used aerial photographic mterp1etahon and mathema’acal
models to determine slope stability.
s " Coordinated his research with community members who were concerned with natural resource
protection. :
» Characterized the geology of an aquifer that serves as the sole source of drinking water for the
cdty of Medford, Oregon. - .

As a consultant with Dames and Moore, Matt led geologic investigations of two' contaminated sites (later
listed on the Superfund NPL) in the Portland, Oregon, area and a large hazardous waste site in eastern
Oregon. Duties included the following:

o' Supervised year-long effort for soil and groundwatel sampling.
s Conducted aquifer tests.
* Investigated active faults beneath sites proposed for hazardous waste disposal.

Teaching: . ,
From 1990 to 1998, Matt taught at least one course per semester at the community college and university .
levels: .

e At San Frandsco State University, held an adjunct faculty posmon and taught courses in
' environmental geology, oceanography (lab and lecture), hydlocreology, and groundwater
contaminatior.
e Served as a committee mmember for graduate and undergraduate students.
»  Taught courses in environmental geology and oceanography at the College of Marin.

Matt currently teaches Physical Geology (lecture and lab) to students at Golden West College in
Huntington Beach, California.

Invited Testlmonv, Reporis, Papers and Presentatlons

Hagemann, M.F., 2008. Disdosure of Hazardous Waste Issues under CEQA. P1esentatton to the Public
Environmental Law Conference, Eugene, Oregon.

Hagemann, M.F., 2008. Disclosure of Hazardous Waste Issues under CE'.QA Invited presentation to U.S.
EPA Region 9, San Francisco, California.

Hagemann, M.F., 2005. Use of Electronic Databases in Environmental Regulatlon, Policy Making and
Public Participation. Brownfields 2005, Denver, Coloradao.

Hagemann, M.F., 2004. Perchlorate Contamjrlaﬁon of the Colorado River and Impacts to Drinking Water
in Nevada and the Southwestern U.S. Presentation to a meeting of the American Groundwater Trust, Las
Vegas, NV (served on conference organizing committee).

Hagemann, MLF., 2004. Invited testimony to a Callfmma Senate committee hearing on air toxins at
schools in Southern Cahforma, Los Angeles. :
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Brown, A., Farrow, ], Gray, A.'and Hagemann, M., 2004. An Estimate of Costs to Address MTBE
Releases from Underground Storage Tanks and the Resulting Impact to Drinking Water Wells.
Presentation to the Ground Water and Environmental Law Conference, National Groundwater
Association. '

Hagemann, M.F., 2004. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River and Impacts to Drinking Water -
- in Arizona and the Southwestern U.S. Presentation to a meeting of the Amencan Groundwater Trust,
- Phoenix, AZ (served on conference organizing commlttee) '

Hagemann, M.F,, 2003. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River and Impacts to Drinking Water
in the Southwestern U.5. Invited presentation to a special commlttee meeting of the National Academy
of Sciences, Irvine, CA: '

Hagemann, M E., 2003. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado River. Invfced presentation to a
tribal EPA meeting, Pechanga, CA.

Hagemann, M.F., 2003. Perchlorate Contamination of the Colorado Rlvel Invited presentation to a
meeting of tribal repesentatives, Parker, AZ. s

Hagemann, MLF,, 2003. Impact of Perchlorate on the Colorado River and Associated Drinking Water - '
Supplies. Invited presentation to the Inter-Tribal Meeting, Torres Martinez Tribe. :

Hagemann, M.F,, 2003. The Emergence of Perchlorate as a Widespread Drinking Water Contaminant.
Invited presentation to the U.S. EPA Region 9.

Hagemann, M.F,, 2003. A Deductive Approach to the Assessment of Perchlorate Contamination. Invited
presentation to the California Assembly Natural Resources Committee.

Hagemann, M.E,, 2003. Perchlorate: A Cold War Legacy in Drinking Water. Presentation to a meeting of
the National Groundwater Association,

Hagemann, M.F,, 2002. From Tank to Tap: A Chronology of MTBE in Groundwater. Presentation to a
meeting of the National Groundwater Association.

Hagemann, M.E, 2002. A Chronology of MTBE in Groundwater and an Estimate of Costs to Address
Impacts to Groundwater. Presentation to the annual meeting of the Society of Environmental
Journalists. ' : '

Hagemann, M.E,, 2002. An Estimate of the Cost to Address MTBE.Contamiﬁaﬁon in Groundwater
(and Who Will Pay), Presentation to a meeting of the National Groundwater Association.

Hagemann, M.F,, 2002. An Estimate of Costs to Address MTBE Releases from Underground Storage
Tanks and the Resulting Impact to Drinking Water Wells, Plesentahon to a meeting of the U.S. EPA and
State Underground Storage Tank Prog1am managers. :

Hageman_n M.F, 2001. From Tan_k to Tap A Chronology of MTBE in Groundwater. Unpublished

report.
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Hagemann, M.F.,, 2001. Estimated Cleanup Cost for MTBE in Groundwater Used as Drinking Water.
Unpubhshed report. o

Hagemann, MLF.,, 2001. Estimated Costs to Address MTBE Releases from Leaking Undergrou_nd Storage
Tanks. Unpublished report. - '

Hagemann, M.F., and 'VanMouwerik, M.,- 1999." Potential Water Quality Concerns Related to

- Snowmcbile Usage. Water Resources Division, National Park Service, Technical Report.

VanMouwerik, M. and Hagemann, M.F. 1999, Water Quality Concerns Related to Pe1sonal Watercraft

Usage. Water Resources Division, National Park Service, Technical Rep01t

" Hagemann, M.F., 1999, Is Dilution the Solutionl’to Pollution in National Parks? The George Wright
Society Biannual Mee’o'ng, Asheville, North Carolina. '

Hagemann, M.F., 1997, The Potential for MTBE to Contaminate Groundwater. U.S. EPA Superfund
Groundwater Technical Forum Annual Meeting, Las Vegas Nevada. '

Hagemann, M.F., and Gill, M;, 1996, Imnpediments to Intrinsic Remediation, Moffett Field Naval Air
Station, Conference on Intrinsic Remediation of Chlorinated Hydrocarbons, Salt Lake City. '

Hagemann, M.F., Fukunaga, G.L., 1996, The Vulnerability of Groundwater to Anthropogenic
Contaminants on the Island of Maui, Hawaii. Hawaii Water Works Association Annual Meeting, Maui,
October 1996. '

Haoemann, M. F., Fukanaga, G. L., 1996, Ranking Groundwater Vulnerability in Central Oahu,
Hawaii. Ploceedmgs Geographic Information Systems in Environmental Resources Management, Air
and Waste Management Association Publication VIP-61. '

Hagemann, M.F., 1994. Groundwater Characterization and Cleanup at Closing Military Bases in

California. Proceedings, California Groundwater Resources Association Meeting,

Hagemann, M.F. and Sabol, M.A., 1993. Role of the U.S. EPA in the High Plains Sta;ces Groundwater
Recharge Demonstration Programi. Proceedmcs Sixth Biennial Symposium on the Artificial Recharge of

. Groundwater

Hagemann, M.F., 1993. U.S. EPA Policy on the Technical Impracticability of the Cleanup of DNAPL-

contaminated Groundwater. California Groundwater Resources Association Meeting,
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Hagemann, M.F., 1992. Dense Nonaqueous Phase Liquid Contamination of Groundwater:' An Ounce of

Prevention... Proceedings, Association of Engineering Geologists Annual Meeting, v. 35.

Other Experience: .
Selected as subject matter expert for the California Professional Geologist licensing examination, 2009-

2011.
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MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET

I. PRODUCT IDE;\’TIFECA’EION o

. CHEMICAL/TRADE NAME Lead-Acid Battery

MANUFACTURER
(as used on label)

Exide Technologies ‘
13000 Deerfield Parkway, Bldg. 200 -
Milton, GA 30004

CHEMICAL FAMILY/ Electric Storage Baftery
FOR INFORMATION CLASSIFICATION
i Primary: MACTEC Engincering and Consulting, Inc.
Telephone: (770) 421-3485 :
Secondary: Environmental, Safety & Health DATE ISSUED: ebruary 1, 2011

Attention: Eric Murray (800) 523-4622

. Pred Ganster (610) 921-4052
j FOR EMERGENCY '

’ © CHEMTREC (800) 424-9300

24-hour Emergency Response Contact

Ask for Environmental Coordinator

0, HAZARDOUS INGREDIENTS/IDENTITY INFORMATION

Page 1 of 5

CHEMTREC INTERNATIONAL (703) 527-3887 — Colleist

) Approximate Air Exposure Limits (ug/m’)
Components CAS Number % by Wt OSHA ~ ACGIH NIOSH
- Inorganic compounds of: '
| Lead 7439-92-1 54-62 5S¢ 50 50
- Antimony 7440-36-0 0.4 -500 500 500
Tin 7440-31-5 0.16 2000 2000 | 2000
Caletum 7440-70-2 0.02 - - .
Arsenic ) 7440-38-2 0.01 10 10 2
Elecirolyte (sulfuric acid/watet/solution) - 7664-93-9 - .26-40 1000 200 1000
- Case Material: o
Polypropylene 9003-07-0 5-12 N/A N/A N/A
Hard Rubber -
Plate separator material: . ,
Polvethylene 9002-88-4 i-2 N/A N/A _N/A

NOTE: Inorganic lead and electrolyte (water and sulfuric acid solution) are the primary componen!
Exide Technologies or its subsidiaries. Other ingredients may be present dependent upon battery type. Polypropylene is the principal case

t5 of every batiery manufactured by

material of automotive and commercial batteries.
' Iil. PHYSICAL DATA - ELECTROLYTE.

Boiling Point 203° F-240° F (for 8.G, rangg) Specific Gravity (H.0=1) 1.230 10 1.350
Melting Point Not Applicable - Vapor Pressure 17 to 11 (for S.G. range)
Solubility in Water 100% (mm Hp) 77°F
Evaporation Rate Less Than 1 Vapor Density (AIR=) Greater than 1
(Butyl acetate=1) : ' L
Appearance and Odor A clear liquid with a sharp, % Volatiles by Weight Not Applicable
penetrating, pungent odor. A . ‘
battery is a manufactured article;
no apparent odor.

IV. FIRE AND EXPLOSIONHAZARD DATA -

-Flash Point;

- Not Applicable

. -_F_[_gmmab}e L‘ixpits.:

TLFL=4.1% (Hydrogen Gas in air) ; UEL = 74.2%

‘Extinguishing media:

COy; foam; dry chemical

Special Fire Fighting Pracedures: Use positive pressure, self-containe
application and wear acid-resistant clothing, gloves, face and eye protection. [f batteries are on chargé, shut off powet 1o the charging

d breathing apparatus. Beware of acid splatter during water

equipment, but, note that strings of series connected batteries may still pose risk of electric shock even when charging equipment is shut

down,

Page 1 of 5
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‘ ) IV. FIRE AND EXPLOSION HAZARD DATA (CONTINUED)

Unusual Fire and Explosion Hazards: In operation, batteries generate and release flammable hydrogen gas. They must always be
assuined to contain this gas which, if ighited by bumning cigaretie, naked flame or spak, may cause battery explosion with dispersion of
casing fragments and corrosive liguid electrolyte. Carefully follow manufacturer's instructions for installation and service. Keep away all
sources of gas ignition and do not allow metallic articles to simultaneously contact the negative and positive terminals of a battery.

V. REACTIVITY DATA v :

Sabilitys  Suble X
imstably
Conditions to AVeid: Proloriged nverchasgs at hiph-current sovrees.u! ignitlon

Incomptibiliy: {materialy bosvold)
B g: Conject with combustibies snd organie mateck

yay cevse e snd gxplosion. .Also reugly vindesd
anid waler, Contaet with metals may produns woxie solfi

Turies pad may releass faminable hydrog

nidides, Balogenutes, potassiumg wirats, parmangusinde, peroxides,

v

Hawnrdons Decampod
' i ide, hydrogen.au

o Products: ) .
Vsl far triowtde, caedan monoxide, sulfigin axld mist s

b I;-LEI\_‘.IE g, or ey comba wit
] t 0%y
BE,

- Lead sompoungy: Temperatures b
girong axid oF base f preserioe of

- VI HEALTH HAZARD DATA _ -
F Bopfesof Eﬂéi"—fgt .
Plectolvie Rl by 61f routes of endry, )

n oegnronly when produdt s Yigaied ubova the malting polnl, oxidbed of othérvise

Vazardners exposars ¢ :
o b Lreste Ougth, vapor, or B,

Lead compound
processed oF dat

Tobnistion:

rolyie: Breatibag of sulforic scd vapors or mists may sanse spvers regplnmory hritition

4

fimlation of leng duit o fitmey may ceuse teritation of upper serpleatory tract and fungh.

tinp, diartes, and severe orpmping: This sy Jead

Eye Contaci o
[lectiobvle: Severs iftitation, buros, vosen damage, biindress:

jowivde: By oot eve ritation,

| Effpéiz of Oserexpodime : Sentet
' Klecmolvte: Bevers skin Iritution, damage w0 comsea ral

miptoms of ool
ess, sleep dismy

Tffects of Overdxposyre - Cli

Page 2 of 5
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V1. HEALTH HAZARD DATA (CONTINUED)

Lead compounds: Anemia; neuropathy, particularly of the motor nerves, with wrist drop; l\ldney damage; l‘t.pIOdLthlVC changes
m both males and females.

Carcmogemcxfty
Elecirolyte: The National Toxicology Program (NTP) and the International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) have
classified "strong inorganic acid mist containing sulfuric acid" as a substance that is carcinogenic fo humans. This classification
does not apply to sulfuric acid solutions in static liquid state or to electrolyte in batteries. Batteries subjected to abusive charging
at excessively hi gh currents for prolonged periods of time without vent caps in place may create a surrounding atmosphiers of the
offensive strong inorganic acid mist containing sulfuric acid.

Lead compounds: Listed as 2 2B carcinogen, likely in animals at extreme doses. Proof of carcinogenicity in humans is lacking
at present. - .

Arsenic: Listed by International Agency for Reseau ch on Cancer (IARC), OSIIA and NIOSH as a carcinogen only after
prolonged exposure at high levels.

Medlc'a] Conditions Geaerally Aggravated by Exposure;
* Overexposure to sulfuric acid mist may cause luno damage and aggravate pulmonarv conditions. Contact of elestrolyte {water
" and sulfuric acid solution) with skin may aggravate skin diseases such as eczema and contact dermatitis. Contact of electrolyte
(water and sulfuric acid solution) with eyes may damage cornea and/or cause blindness, Lead and its compounds can aggravate

sorne forms of kidney, liver, and neurologic diseases.

Emergency and First Aid Procedares
Inkalation: Electrolvte: Remove to fresh air immediately.  1f breathing is difficult, give oxygen.

Lead compounds: Remove from exposure, gargle, wash nose and lips; consult physician.
Inigestion: Electrolyte: Give large quantities of water; de mot induce vorﬁiting; consult physician.
Lead compounds: Consult physician immediately.

Skin: . Electwlvfc Flush with large amounts of water for at least 15 niiriutes; temove tontaminated elothiny complétely, incluiing
shoes. .

Lead compounds: Wash immcdiately with soap and water.

Eyes: Eiuctro]vtc and J.ead compounds: Flush immediately thh large amounts of water for at least 15 minutes; consult physician
immediately,

VII, PRECAUTIONS FOR SAFE HANDLING AND USE

Handling and Storage:’ : :
Store batteries under roof in cool, dry, well-veniilated areas that are saparated from incompatible materials and from activities

that may creaté flames, spark, or heat. Store on srooth, impervious surfaces that are provided with measures for liquid
containment in the event of elsctrolyte spills. Keep away from metallic objects that could bridge the terminals on a battery and
create a dangerous short-circuit. Handle carefully and avoid tipping, which may allow electrolyte leqkage Single batteries pose
no risk of electric shock but there may be increasing tisk of electric shock from strings of connected batteries exceeding three 12-

volt units.

Chargiag:
There is 4 possible risk of electric shock from char ging cquxpment and from strings of series connected batteries, whether or not

being charged. Shut-off power to chargefs whenever not in use and before detachment of any circuit connections. Batteries
being charged will genérate and release flammable hydrogen gas. Charging space should be ventilated. Keep battery vent caps
in position, Prohibit smoking and av oid creation of flames and sparks nearby. Wear face and eye protection when near batteries

being charged,

Spill or Leak Procedures:
Stop flow of material, contain/absorb small spills with dry sand, earth, and vermiculite, Do not use combustible materials. If

possible, carefully neutralize spilled electrolyte with soda ash, sodium bicarbonate, lime, ¢tc, Wear acid-resistant clothing,
boots, gloves, and face shield, Do not allow discharge of un-nentralized acid to sewer. Neutralizéd acid must be managed in
accordance with approved-local, state, and federal rcqmrcments Consult state cnwronmenial agency and/or federal EPA.

Waste Disposal Methods:
Spent batteries: Send to secondary lead smelter for recycling.

'Pageﬁ'éfﬁ
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- YIL PRECAUTIONS FOR SAFE HANDLING AND USE (CONTINUED)
Electrolyte: Place neufralized slurry info sealed acid resistant containers and dispose of as hazardous waste, as applicable. Large
* water diluted spills, after neutralization and testing, should be managed in aceordance with approved local, state, and
federal requirements. Consult stete environmental agency and/or federal EPA. .

- Precautionary Labeling:
POISON - CAUSES SEVERE BURNS CORROSIVE - CONTAINS SULFURIC ACID
DANGER - EXPLOSIVE GASES KEEP AWAY FROM CHILDREN

VIl. CONTROL MEASURES

Engineering Coutrols uud Work Pr
Store and hasdis o, m]!— =7
Fandiz batreri; ;
bodils confsct s f;uh mlﬁa‘ﬁﬂa compamﬂs 'Wm. meu ik ve r;iammu Eye ;mi fﬁ{:i’ pioked lmm.\f»
bulteris,

j maged, dvoid
fian i':limg, le;rmng, or handling

1 Respiratnry Peofaciion: : .
Mo required mnder nomisl conditions. Whea coneertrations of sulficle peld st sre known to exosed PEL, use NIOSH ar
MEHA-gpproved rey pmmfy proteciion.

Protectiye glowps:
Rubber or plastié acid-resistusd gloves with lhow-length muntlel,

Exe Protection:
iTheralgal gogpics or fece shield,

{ifer Profection:

\xa{i’

vere esposil‘e o sikeugency conditiony, weur neid-esistam lothing,, Bloves, Hnd booty,

1t apron. Unds

me BENCY ﬂ:z?ﬁm L
Fre mrpes o hcn_ Ekoe .:mu 3
e hould e T'

it prenter Yadn Iw, r:!'m.rg,amy ST

4

il

fiiric ueid sobuthons are handled T convs 1-s18liohs and

X. OTHER REGULAT ORY ‘NFOD.I\{ATION

Fl:m.'mmabﬁu;y {Red) =
Healily {Blue) =
Rex .[ir‘r"iw ".YLHG’:‘{-} Ao
Sulfieie acad s witerreietive. “fﬂbﬁcmatr:ita—d1

T Sk £y

Tled with Elwrnh’m barzeries we repn tamd by 18, DOT s 3 hasmrdons mstertal, a5 peovided in

8
TINERK
m
Coroshes

1 RCRA: Spens lendeactd batteres uos notf regushaied o harptdous waste when tesyeled:  Spifled sulfi urfe aeld i+ u charlerisna haserdous
wigtel RPA lswmardons waste rtgrber DO {Sormosivily),

CLA (Superfund] and EPCRA:

i8] Reportahle ka¢1ﬂtv f RO} for .fgn fed QOQ% salli
. Lonm‘s uhhr' Y-

Page 4 of 5
7015




IX. OTHER REGULATORY INFORMATION (CONT LNUED_)

av be reportable nides EPCRA Fetion 313 Toxie ‘
wile 39, the (Dllowing

3 fed
2 mim under HE€ sodes 20 :h

Supplier Matifies o 'ﬂiig‘[:«f'oduﬁ containg lo¥ie clemitals 1t m

. Approximae
ie LChenticg] CAS Mumber . mi}} Welnhi

Bulfurie Aved W aivy Soluiion
#Aulimony

* Arsenic

#Nol present b alf bidieey ypes. £

ey i S Sodes 20 i}‘ml}gh 39, ¢ E“. frforinatinn msst be provided with e first

¥ you dixirbule this produer fo ather maun
shipmenl of eacht valendnr year.

Mate:. The Seetion 313 supphist 1 msEl\m jon requiremant does nol apply to batteyies that arz “eormumer products’,

1t gimueione of {"3 £ and atber

s (11 1}1 il Clea vl
g 3, prior i he

¢ prevertalive setors eonwe
X ed by the UIRE
Inatlized on Jonsare 9 F993

Lng;zdluﬁs in ;-Hd % butlaries und fsted iy the TSCA Reg

gialry ay Follows

V446-14-2
TAA036-0
TR
;’—Fﬂ?- -3

'lm {\nj

Q&Hﬁ’ﬁuﬂs{ I{Er"-m_ T m' :

edituEr, of b[rﬂz dezech o oghieg term dm_m @ IJanm,

PREPARED BY: ENVIRONMENTAL SAFETY AND HEALTH DEPARTMENT
EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES
13000 DEERFIELD PKWY., BLDG. 200
MILTON, GA 30004

VENDEE AND THIRD PERSONS ASSUME THE RISK. OF INJURY PROXIMATELY CAUSED BY THE MATERIALIF
REASONABLE SAFETY PROCEDURES ARE NOT FOLLOWED AS PROVIDED FOR IN THE DATA SHEET, AND VENDOR
SHALL NOT BE LIABLE FOR [NJURY TO VENDEE OR THIRD PERSONS PROXIMATELY CAU SED BY ABNORMAL USE OF
THE MATERIAL EVEN IF REASONABLE PROCEDURES ARE FOLLOWED.

ALL PERSONS USING THIS PRODUCT, ALL PERSONS WORKING IN AN AREA WHERE THIS PRODUCT IS USED, AND ALL
PERSONS HANDLING THIS PRODUCT SHOULD BE FAMILIAR WITH THE CONTENTS OF THIS DATA SHEET, THIS
INFORMATION SHOULD BE EFFECTIVFLY COMMUNICATED TQ EMPLOYEES AND OTHERS WHO MIGHT COME IN
CONTACT WITH THE PRODUCT.

WHILE THE INFORMATION ACCUMULATED AND SET FORTH HER.EIN IS BELIEVED TO BE ACCURATE AS OF THE
DATE HEREOF, EXIDE TECHNOLOGIES MAKES NO WARRANTY WITH RESPECT THERETO AND DISCLAIMS ALL
LIABILITY FROM RELIANCE THEREON. RECIPIENTS ARE ADVISED TO CONFIRM IN ADVANCE OF NEED THAT THE
INFORMATION IS CURRENT, APPLICABLE; AND SUITABLE FOR THEIR PARTICULAR CIRCUMS' I.ANCFS

“ANY PHOTOCOPY MUST BE OF THIS BNTIRE DOCUMENT
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SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING D

DATE: April 1, 2607 (v1.3)
TITLE: Review of Projects in Identified Areas Prone to Flooding -
PURPOSE: ~ This bulletin alerts project sponsors to City and County

review procedures and requiremenis for certain
properties where flooding may occur.. .

BACKGROUND:

Development in the City and County of San Francisco must account for flooding potential.
Areas located on fil or bay mud can subside to a point at which the sewers do not arain
freely during a storm (and sometimes during dry weather) and there can be backups or
flooding. near these sfreets and sewers. The attached graphic illustrates areas in the City
prone to flooding, especially where ground stories are located below an elevation of 0.0
City Datum -ef, more importantly, below the hydraulic grade line or water level of the
sewer. The City is implementing a review process to avoid flooding problems caused by
the relative elevation of the structure to the hydraulic grade line in the sewers.

PERMIT APPLICATION PRDCESS

Applicants for building permits for elther new construction, change of use (Plannlng) or
change of occupancy (Building Inspection), or for major alterations or enlargements shall
be referred to the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC) at the beginning of
the process, for a review to determine whether the project would result in ground level

flooding during storms. The side sewer-connection permits for such projects need to be"

reviewed and approved by the PUC at the beginning of the review process for all permit
applications submitted to the Planning Department the Department of Building
Inspection, or the Redevelopment Agency

The SFPUC and/or its’ delegate (SFDPW, Hydraulics Section) will review the permlt
application and comment on the proposed application and the potential for flooding
during wet weather. The SFPUC will receive and return the apphcatlon within a two-week

period from date of receipt.

" The permit applicant shall refer to PUC requirements for lnformatlon required -for the.

review of projects in flood prone areas. Requirements may include provision of a pump
_station for the sewage flow, raised elevation of entryways, and/or special sidewalk
construction and the provision of deep gutters.

Www.sfplanning.ofg

7018

1659 Mission St.
Sujte 400-

- San Fanciseo,

€A'84103-2479 -

Redeption;
415.558.6878

415.558.5400

Planning
HioAmation:
£15.558.8377
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Mazch % 2013

MICHAEL T. M&, DDS
VIA EMAIL: mieni7@yatioo.com ,
Ret  Business Pérsonal Propetty
Policy Nmﬂi)ﬁr CA 0153783
Diear ﬁocﬂﬁ-:'
Per your request, 4 siifmation of your covirage }ustory and clafms activity with TBIC fs as
follows: :
Coverdge: Ongml Inceprion Thte: Noverber 6,.1997
: Expiration Datc: Jaly1; 2013
Covered Logation{s): 4716 Califraia St Ste 150
San Franciseo, ©A 94118 |

Claim{s): Report Daré: Jsfomry 3, 2006-

Ineident Dates - Janaary 1, 2006

Sratus; Closed

Diate Closed: ﬁugust 22, 2006

Glatn Paymentd . $96.93% .

Desctiptions  Sower backed up dué to heavy rains catsing

»  dastage t6 wallsfloor,

If you have any questiorns, or if you nieed addiional informarion, please contact me in the
Undeswriting Depattiient at 800.733.0634 exe. 5377,
Sineercly, | .
Roze Falctuc%, AL, AlS
Undeswriter [1
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SWA ? E Technical Consultation, Dita Anafysis anif
i AR Litigatlon Suppoitfof the Envirarment.

2503 Eastbluff Dr., Suite 206 |
Newport Beach, California 52660
Fax: (949) 717-0069

Matt Hagemann
Tel: (949) 837-9013
Email: mhagemann@swape.com

July 17, 2013

Supervisor David Chiu

’ Presideht Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102—46_89

Subject: Comments on the Request for Conditional Use Authorization, 4216 California Sireet,
' San Francisco, California {Case No. 2010.1034C)

Dear President Chiu:

| have reviewed the June 4, 2013 response’ to the April 11, 2013 letter | prepared on the Request for
Conditional Use Authorization, 4216 California Street, San Francisco, California (Case No. 2010.1034C).
The response includes new information about the replacement of a sewer line along California Street
that occurred sometime after a January 1, 2006 flood that damaged the Project building at 4216

" California Street. The response states the sewer was sized to accommodate a 100-year storm event and
that “there is no possibility that any flood waters Would reach the batteries in the equipment room”

(p. 8).

Contrary to the assertjon that there is “no possibility” of flooding, a 100-year storm event may occur in
any given year, resulting in flooding that may overtop gutters along California street and flood the
Project building. A “100-year” storm simply means that in any given year thereisa 1 percent chance
that a storm could occur with a predicted recurrence interval of once every 100 years. The design of the
upgraded sewer is just to contain a 5-year storm while the bulk of the discharge of a 100-year storm isto
be accommodated by curb-to-curb flow on California Street.?

The consultant’s report maintains the Project building is safe from flooding because:

LAT&T attorney John Di Bene's June 4, 2013 letter to Jonas lonin, Acting Commission Secretary, San Francisco
Plannmg Commission, which includes a May 29, 2013 report from Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc.
May 29 2013 report from Hydroconsult Engineers, Inc, p. 2

1
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‘The project building is above the elevation of the curb, and therefore is above the depth of flow

predicted in a 100-year storm event (p. 2).

The conclusion that the Project building is safe from flooding is based on an assumption that the gutters
on California Street will hold back the discharge from a 100-year storm. Relying on the curbs to hold
back discharge is'poor assurance that the Project building will not be flooded. The elevation of the
Project building is just above curb height, providing a slim margin of protection between discharge from
a 100-year storm and the elevation of the water which would food the building. - '

Despite the sewer upgrade, the Project building may be flooded in any given year to a depth that would
result in floodwaters contacting the batteries on the ground floor of the Project building. Water contact
with the batteries may result in a release of acid electrolyte and lead in solution, presenting a hazard to
the occupants and cleanup personnel. Water quality impacts may also result from release of the
electrolyte solution in the batteries upon flooding. A mitigated negative declaration should be prepared
to identify the flooding hazard and to provide mitigation to prevent floodwaters from contacting the |

batteries.

Sincerely,

i

Matt Hagemann, P.G., C.Hg., QSD, QSP
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Michael T.C. Ma, DDS
4216 California Street, #150
. San Francisco, CA 94118

June 12, 2013

Jonas P. Ionin

Acting Commission Secretary

San Francisco Planning Commission
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400

San Francisco, CA 94103-2414

Re:  AT&T Wireless Facility at 4216 California St. (Case No. 2010.1034.C)
Dear Mr. Ionin: | '

I write to clarify and correct for the record the testimony I presented at the Planning
Commission hearing on June 6, 2013 in this case.

After public comment was held on the item, Commissioner Antonini called me back to
the podium and the following exchange took place: :

COMMISSIONER ANTONINI: Idon’t remember this from your
testimony, but did the flood that occurred in 2006 or whenever
your office was flooded — I saw the TDIC [The Dentists Insurance
Company] ‘payment for damages — was that from a source within
your office or from floodin0 outside of the buildinc?

MICHAEL MA, D.D.S: It was a source from two toilets, one.
inside my office and one in a hallway. .

Based on my answer to his question, Commissioner Antonini later stated that “it’s been
established that the source of the flood was from within the building, so it’ s not been a flood
from sewer lines.”

While my response to Commissioner Antonini’s question about the source of the flooding
in my office in 2006 was correct insofar at the proximate source of the 18 inches of water that
flooded my office in January 2006 was the two toilets on the ground floor of the building, the
reason that water entered my office by way of the toilets was a broken City sewer line under
California Street that ruptured during a heavy rainstorm and resulted in a sewage backup. Thus
the “source” of the flooding in my office should more correctly be described as a broken City
sewer line in addition to the two ground-floor toilets.
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Lonas P, lonin

Acting Commission Secretary

San Francisco Planning Commission
June 12, 2013

Page 2

The. photographs 1 tock showing work being done on the damaged sewer line on
California Street subsequent to the 2006 flood that were attached to Mr. Hagemann®s expert
report in the case and provided as separate handouts 1o each Commissioner by resident Dlana
Scott prxor to her testimony 4t the hearing, as well as my conversations with the workers
repairing the sewer line in 2006 and the subsequent replacement of the City’s sewer line at this
location in 2007 as confirmed by the Department of Public Works, epeak to the role of the City’s
sewer line in the history of flooding at the building. My festimony in responss to Commlssxoner
"Antonini’s unSUOH should have included this fact.

Thank you. for your attentioti to this matter.

g Smcerely

Mlchae . T.C. Ma, DDS

- MM/dal
cc;  Omar Masry, Planner
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on.the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floer room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone ares;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground _floor.
of a building with a documented hiétory of flooding will cause serious harm t¢ those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood; - -

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works, visits and/or performs services in this-building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. if any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of*San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department,_Debartment
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.

SERCEY G R Rz pto. Poes faiiseg Pﬁli/’%[" .
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SignaFu.re ‘ City, State & Zip Code -
MICHAEL TC MY _F2ib CALE S Tenmidf™
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Signature- : City,_ State & Zip Code
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an applicafion with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to insta” 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California-Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead-acid batteries and other equipment'
to be stored in a ground floor room in the apteriof of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Franciséo as a located in a flood-prone area; :

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the.présence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform servnces in this building in the event ofa f“re earthguake and/or fload;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building -
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, mcludmg but not limited to its sub51d|anes contractors and subcontractors, and -
the City and County of San Francisco, iricluding but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.

q1(@15 (KA AU oo 74 [Lresiness OnER.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planhing Department in Case No.,
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other eqqipmeﬁt
To be stored in a ground floor room in the antérior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located ina ﬂdod-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a _
_sewmlcally deficient soft story building and lead acid batterles and other equipment on the ground floor
of a bu;ldmg with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us whao work,

visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undefsigned intend to hold AT&T and the Clty and County of San Francisco leﬂally
responsible for any anury or harm to anyone who works , visits arid/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. 1f any inj jury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit agamstAT&T including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of Sah Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Deparfment and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California-Street on the
roof of this seisrnically deficient soft story building along with lead: acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the arrterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roofof a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor

. of a building witha documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform serv;ces in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, wa the undersigned'intend to hold AT&T and the City and County. of San Francisco legally
responsib}.e for any injury or harm to anyane who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or fiood. If any ir injury and/or death occur(s), itis our intention to
file suit agamst AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of San Francisco, iricluding but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to insiall 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California-Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead-acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the apteriof of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the présence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft étory bullding and lead acld batteries and other equipment on the ground floor .
of a building with-a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,

visit and/or perform serwces in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or ﬂood

'THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building

as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood.

If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to

file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidjaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of San Francisco, iricluding but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California-Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead-acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anteri'or of the building on a block designated by the City and

~ County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone ares;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the orese-nce of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor '
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work, -

visit and/or perform servrces in this building in the event of a'fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury-or harm to anyone who works, visits and/or performs services in this bui}ic{ing
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to

- file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors and
the Crty and County of San Francisco, ircluding but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Pubhc Works, Fire Deparfment and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.-
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor rocom in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
-County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a .
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who Work
visit and/or perform services in this buﬂdmg in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE,‘we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works-, visits and/or performs services in this building
as 3 result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. if any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department -
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Departineht and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Departmént in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the Clty and

County of San Francisco as a 1ocated in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presenrce of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story bullding and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us 'who work,
visit and/or perform services in this bqumg in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned-intend to hold

T&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally

responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building

as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood.

If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to

file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City'and County of S&h Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Deparmeht and Health Départment.

[ I
A A 5}5?7,@. )E/{jv i

. Print Name . ( .
%./" ~ §/’; \,g // s\
Cevic fleeq

Signature (\/

2/5 5 Qféfv/‘;{i 7 ¢'@{'
Street Address Y
(Déiwﬁ‘\’{ ‘?’g;‘

City, 5mte\&,7|p§. de

f401y

;Mh%i*

R%Iat@onship to 4216 California St.

Brandun Eheads

Print Name™

/

>gna(ure

A C‘f«‘((lc}c‘rﬁ Dr

Street Address

D R Y C.(-’.\l-i - A pju
City, State & zip &hae

\f)‘\'ix);\;%,—ij}"

Relationship to 4216 California St

[Q/\ il Z/i

Print Narne

fUET ) 1D it

2

e i el

Signature

/¥ 15 }",;‘,»;- i/‘ £

Street Address

City, State & Z'sp Code

l"ﬁ

SE for BLE

= '-
<

7
L

Relationship to 4216 California St.

Ry
ey 1} ‘<(" j L,ﬁg/ﬁ*’-'

! t\‘ e

Pant Name
>

&1

N iu@f L‘LOE"

Street Addresy

1
\( ﬂ’Ul?' MQ(/#-&{/@;?

—
-
g

./E«""'-

,?Q’u‘j f‘: o4 ~’,?f | .

Relationvsh]p to 4216 California St.

Signature City, State & Zip Code
7 VA TY [ ' :
)\_, e P(Ll . 41;7’“[\ >"/I> (,,{,«,ry /k, 7//2” ' 7
Print Name Street Address Relationship 1o 4216 Calitornia St.

2 q&/ T
i) 4 ix/f/l/(/,/

S e

ygrxau.re

-a_,;, 4' RN
I



WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Deparfment in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equiprhent
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in'a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a

y

seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this bunldmg in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building

as.a result of a.fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to -

file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of Sah Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Deparfmeht and Health Department.
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' . WHEREAS AT&T has filed an applicé;fibn with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.

2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antenné_s at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment

* to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block destgnated by the City and

County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a .
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and othét equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of floodmg w1ll cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit-and/or perform services in this bmldmg in the'event of afire, ear’thquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned lntend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally’
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of-a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to

- file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to'its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and

the City and County of-5an Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department k

* of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in.Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground-floor' room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and

County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented histery of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,

visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFOR'E, we the undersigned inteﬁd to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally .
“responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building

as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood.

If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to

file-suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of Sah Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Departieht and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Deparfment in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and othér equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

_ THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally’
responsible for any Injury or harm to anyone who works visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, 'Department

of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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' VHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
£010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment

~ to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the C|ty and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a

seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor '

- of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
‘as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit égainst AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of San Ffangisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Departmeht 4nd Health Department. .
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Depaﬁment in.Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 8 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be storedina ground floor room in the anterior of the building on. a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone areg; '

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFO\RE, we the.undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits-and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and su-bcdntractors,-and
the City and County of San Ffancisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Depaftme‘ﬁt and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equlpment on the roof of a '
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,

visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood; -

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death cccur(s), it is ourintention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not fimited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcohtractors, and
the City and County of San Ffancisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department -
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Departmé&ht and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Departmentin Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor reom in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone areg;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of roodmg will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this bu11dmg in the event of a fire, ear‘chquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the u,ndersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco iegaﬂy
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, eartthake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death-occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of San 'Fran(:isc'o, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment

to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and

- County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and othér equipment on the ground floor

of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us.who work,

visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;’

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally’
- responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building

as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood.

If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to

file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
* the City and County of San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in CaseNo.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California-Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and o;ch'e}'equipment
to be stored in a.ground floor room in the anterior of the bqumg on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone areag;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof ofa
‘seismically deﬂuent soft story burldmg and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who, work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or ﬂood,

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend td hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as a resuit of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of Sah Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Dep_art'menf

of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Deparfment and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other équipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this bqumg in the event of afire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco Iegally
responsible for any injury or harmto anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as aresult of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s}, it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiari'es, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and

County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a )
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,

visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works, visits and/or performs services in this building

as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood.

If any injury and/or death occur(s}, itis our intention to

file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of’San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Départmer\t
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story bUiIding along with lead acid batteries and other equipment '
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco asalocatedin a flood-prone afea;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a '
seismically deﬁuent soft story building and lead acid batteries and other eqU|pment on the ground ﬂoor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work

visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works, visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur{s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County ofSan Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Departmen't in Case No.

' 2010.11034'C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block de51gnated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone areg;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a _
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and Co-unfy of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyohe who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to .
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of“San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Depaftment and Health'.Department.

7 ;@z;z; A Y T e
- _

}DLN treet Address Relationship to 4216 California St.
e
A a ST A7 cnd
" Signature S City, State & Zip Code

»dc“ﬁ"’if’ P%/E@Mfc 4 f’;ccqcﬂﬂé/’ D4 f@/eu%

Pnnt Na &%‘ Street Address . Relationship to 4216 California St.
- " Gl B C# D006 ‘

blgnature ‘ City, State & Zip (,/ode

/Wﬁ?(i/ Jﬂ”aé/bm/ 4] /'%WMM . 774#,(%1/;%’

Print Name StzZress ALC &{} Relatxonlh[p to 4216 California St.

Siénature City, S\{ate éer Code

NdF AN EFO 5774’\// p | Pestroan ]

Print Name - . Street Addcesse Rela‘v/onshlp to 4216 California St.
' o eBEIS,
o e
e Ci9(pr 2]
Signature Y - City, State & Zip Code
A=hy0 Yol sdoads - 898 Cownp nlhy of#132/ Dol end
Print Name ! v Street Address ' ’ Relat\ionship to 4216 California St.

Oﬁf/mﬁwﬁ/@p': . A vallay O/% 9 494]

¥
Sig7nature_ : City, State & ZZ)




WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored’in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County Qf San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of ﬂoodin_g will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and_/or flood,

THEREFO-RE, we the undé-rsigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s), it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of SartFrancisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Departrhent and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Plannmg Department in Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
Cdunty of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and othéf equipment on the ground floor
of a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

- THEREFORE, we the‘undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally”
responsible for any injury or harim to anyone who works , visits and/or performs servnces in this building
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. If any injury and/or death occur(s) it is our intention to
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and CoLmty of San Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department

‘of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has filed an application with the San Francisco Planning Departmentin Case No.
2010.1034C for a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story building along with lead acid batteries and other equipment

" tobe stored ina ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
County of San Francisco as a located in a flood-prone area;

" WHEREAS we are infofmed and beheve that the presence of antenna equipment on the roof of a .
seismically deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equxpment on the ground floor
6f a building with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,
visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this buildingi
as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood. f any injury and/or death occur(s), itis our intention to .
file suit against AT&T, including but not limited to its subsidiaries, contractors and subcontractors, and
the City and County of-8an Francisco, including but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Depa#rtment and Health Department.
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WHEREAS AT&T has ﬂled an appllcation with the San Francisco Planmng Department in Case No

2010.1034Cfor a Conditional Use Permit to install 9 cellular antennas at 4216 California Street on the
roof of this seismically deficient soft story bu;ldmg along with lead acid batteries and other equipment
to be stored in a ground floor room in the anterior of the building on a block designated by the City and
‘ County of San Francisco as a Iocated in a flood-prone areg;

" WHEREAS we are informed and believe that the presence of antenna equipmenton the roof of a’ .
selsmlcally deficient soft story building and lead acid batteries and other equipment on the ground floor
of a bunldmg with a documented history of flooding will cause serious harm to those of us who work,

visit and/or perform services in this building in the event of a fire, earthquake and/or flood;

THEREFORE, we the undersigned intend to hold AT&T and the City and County of San Francisco legally
responsible for any injury or harm to anyone who works , visits and/or performs services in this building

as a result of a fire, earthquake and/or flood,

Ifany injury and/or death occur(s), itis our intention to

file suit against AT&T, including but not fimited to its subSIdlarles contractors and subcontractors and
the City and County ofSan Francisco, mcludmg but not limited to its Planning Department, Department
of Building Inspection, Department of Public Works, Fire Department and Health Department.
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N C*E C
- of the wan Francnsco Municxpal Code Regarding Uh...»ifE‘, t—
Substandard or Noncemplying Structure or tand or Occupancy

: DFiRST NOTICE N COMPLAINT NUMBER
DEPARTMENT OF BLHLDING ENSPECTEDN ISECOND NOTICE ' -

City and County of San Francisco ’7 -} '-;
1ég0aﬁlss£nns}t, * San Francisco, CA 94103 - 2414 DOTHEF{ QD‘ ‘i 2 'Qf
ADDRESS A0, CALAEedd & SC DATE - é\m iy
OCCUPANCY/USE “% Commmeniin. | D e BLOCK {93*}; Lot 815
CONST. TYPE § STORIES & [IBASEMENT

“Hif checked, this information is based upon site observaion only. Further research may indicate that legat use is different. if so, a revised Notica of Violation will be issued.

OWNER/AGENT PHONE #
MAILING ADDRESS cITY ' Zip
PERSON CONTACTED @ SITE - PHONE #

VE@LAT@N DESCRIPTION:

CIWORK WITHOUT PERMIT (SFBC 103A);

TJADDITIONAL WORK-PERMIT REQUIRED (SFBC 106A A7)

[JEXPIRED PERMIT (SFBC 106A.4.4); DCANPELLFD PERMIT (SFBLC 106A.3.7) - PA# ;
LJUNSAFE BUILDING {SFBC 1024); - | [JSEE ATTACHMENTS ' CODE /SECTION #
o TG e T , .Lo;\" “ Lk I WioTie 66 Silowamas | 030
obwres  ANAs\n o TNy s s QN0 GRTIRGH P \inares
\\ XY LN } {Qf}d\") CQSE\): WG ¢ L REAY "i‘\\‘“‘ Vo Rea o

B .:;‘Buiiding Code- HC - Housing Gode ! PC- Plumbing Code- EC - Elecirical Code  MG- Mechanical Code

CORRECTIVE ACTION:
[1STOP ALL WORK SFBC 104A.2.4

DF&LE BUILDING PERMIT APPLICATION WITHIN DAYS {{3 WITH PLANS) A GCopy of This Notice Must Accompany the Permit Apphcahon

DOBTA!N PERMIT WITHIN DAYS AND COMPLETE ALL WORK WITHIN DAYS, INCLUDING FINAL INSPECTION AND SIGNOFF.
"[JcoRRECT VIOLATIONS WITHIN DAYS. [ NO RERMIT REQUIRED. '

-YOU FAILERD TO COMPLY WiTH THE NOTICE(S) DATED :_“_'__ THEBEFORE THIS DEPT. HAS INITIATED ABATE\IENT PROCEEDINGS.
— DFA{LUBE TO COMPLY WITH THIS NOTICE WiLL CAUSE ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS TO BEGIN. SEE R::VEHSE SIDE FOR ADD!‘HONAL WARNINGS.

ey N, - - -, -
A~ T RIES .k Ty U R : i - Wor
Lt T R <t R B, o IR

- T e
._:.. . L Il f—

-he s L w

e . "o . C. om o -~ - .
- . . - ntoo e Flal TS < -

INVESTIGATIOM FEE OR OTHER FEE WILL APPLY See revérse side for further explanation

/\ 9x Permit Fee {Work wfo Permit after 9/1/60} /\ 2x Permit Fee (Work Exceeding Scope of Permit)
. D other [HReinspection Fee $ [TINo penatty (Wori o permit prior to 8/1/60)

APPROX, DATE OF WORK W/O PERMIT

VALUE OF WORK PERFORMED WITHOUT PERMITS

BY ORDER OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT

CONTACT INSPECTOR

OF BUILDING iNSPECTION

I_1Building Inspection Division

] {Inspector— Print Mame)
TO '

OFFICE HOURS AM AND ___ 70 P
PHONE #___
By: (inspeclor's Signafure} DISTRICT #

ce:pee e Oep e Owis Ceep Clers Opad Llsrep DD"-’H (3PS code Enforcement Division

7060

W 8C03 05 (Rev, 02/10)

3rd Floor, 166D Mission St. - 558-8096
[ JHousing Inspection Sevices

6th Floor, 1660 Mission 8. 558-6220
DEiec’mcai Inspection Division :

3rd Floor, 1660 Mission 8t.  £58-6030
{_IPlumbing tnspection Division

3rd Floor, 1660 Mission St.  553-6054

3rd Floor, 1660 Mission St. 558-6454




'2 ) NOTICE OF VIOLA JON

'_-' ofthe San Franeisco Mumcrpal Codes Regardmg Unsafe, .
Substandard or Noncomplyrng Structure or Laud or |

DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION ~ NOTICE: 2 . . . . .NUMBER: 201122281
City and County of San Franeisco - . . o j DATE: 16-JUN-11
1660 Mission St. San Francisco, CA 94103 E ] . o T
,ADDRESS: 4216 CALIFORNIA ST ' o .
OCCUPANCY/USE: 0 S S - 'BLOCK: 1364 1LOT: 019.

1f checkeﬂ this information is based upons srre observaﬁon only. Further research may indicate {hat Yegal use is different. If so, a revised Notrce of V"olarron

D “will be rssucd

OWNER/AGENT: LINDA DAVIS HOM REVOC TR . PHONE #: ~
~MAILING LINDA DAVIS HOM REVOC TR o - c . :
ADDRESS 212 DOWNEY ST - S : . ' -

" SANFRANCISCO CA - - '

94117
PHONE #: — -

PERSON CONTACTED @ SITE: LINDA DAVIS HOM REVOC TR

‘VIOLA_TI()N DESCRIPTION CODE/SECTIONS

] WORK WITHOUT PERMIT™ 106.1.1
{_T'ADDITIONAL WORK-PERMIT'REQUIRED ' C L 10647
B ) . T 10644

[ EXPIRED OR[ICANCELLED PERMIT PA#:
D JNSAFE BUILDING - [_]SEE ATTACEMENTS
You failed to comply with Notice of Violation dated 4/20/ 11. Therefore this deparhnent has amtated abaiement proceedmgs aaamst
*he property {SFBC 1834). ° )

1021 -

. CORRECT [VE ACTION:
DSKEALTWORKHBCHM24~, o dgssseeian

[ ]FILE BUILDING PERMIT WITHIN DAYS {1 t\VITH PLANS) A copy of This Notice Must Accompany the Pernnit Application” ‘
[JOBTAIN PERMIT WITHIN DAYS AND COMPLETE ALL WORK WI’“HLN DAYS, INCLU“ ING FINAL INSPECTION AND -

SIGNO¥F.
[ JCORRECT VIOLATIONS WITHIN DAYS. . []NO PERMIT REQUIRED

[¥"} YOU FAILED TO COMPLY WYTH THE NOTICE(S} DATED 20-APR-1 1, THEREFORE THIS DEPT. HAS INITIATED ABATEMENT. P&OCEEDFNGS ..
® FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS NOTICE WILL CAUSE ABATEMENT PROCEEDINGS TO BEGIN. ' '
SEE ATTACHVMENT FOR ADDITIONAL WARNINGS.,
“You will be notified of time, date and place of Director's Hearing by Code Enforcement Division.

INVESTIGATION FEE OR.OTHER FEE WILL APPLY

[ ] 9x FEE (WORK W/O PERMIT AFTER 9/1/60) [ ] 2x FEE (WORK EXCEEDING SCOPE OF PERMIT)
[] NOPENALTY

[ OTHER: 1 REINSPECTION FEE § (WORK W/O PERMIT PRIOR TO 9/1/60)
APPROX. DATE OF WORK W/0 PERMIT VALUE OF WORK PERFORMED W/0 PERMITS § .

BY ORDER OF THE DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION

CONTACT INSPECTCR: DonalJ Duffy |
PHONE # 415-558-6120

DIVISION: CES DISTRICT :
By:(Inspectors's Signature) : -

7061
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Jonas — I hope jury duty is going okay. -

He1e is the permit for the Callforma Street micro installation that we have been gomg
around and around on because of 2 poss1b]e violation. Jermy Estes has pitt together a

~ timeline of the equipment modification history and it looks like DBI has been signing 6ff
on electrical permits for equipmerit that we would not approve under the accessory use
detennmat10n7

-Could you please review the plans and let me know if the current eqmpment complies
with the accessory use letter? If it doesn’t, what is our next step? -

AT&T/J enny is ca]lmg me ‘every day...
Thfmks

Sara

7063
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YLANNING DEPARTMENT

Cny amd Counly ok San. Franclacﬁ & 1650 Mlssmn Streef; Snite 500 San Francxsco, Cah!’orma s 94103 2414

© MAIN NUMBER p[RE_G_TOR“::- OFEICE ?‘oﬁqu— ADMIN 'STRAIOR 'PLANN ly_G INFORMATION EOMMISSION CALENDAR
. (41575586378 PHONE: 558-6411- PHONE: sss:sase PHONE: 558-6377 BNFO: 55846422
4TH FLOOR _STHFLOOK MAIOR ENVIRDNMENTAL INTERNET WEB SITE
FAX: 3586416 FAX: 558-6409 RAX: 5585991 WWW SFOOV.ORG/ELANNING

Segtember 27, 2002

Alice Suét Yee Barkley
Attomey at Law _

30 Blackstorie Gourt

San Franciscs, CA 94123

RE: AT&T Wircless - ' _
- Letier of Determination for Accessory Use

Diear Ms. Barkley:

This is inresponse to ydur August 19, 2002 {&tter rogatding proposed modifications fo the AT&T
‘Wireless network. You requested my determitiation as to whetfier or not the proposed antenna .
inistallations’ could be considéred actessory uses as authorized i pravious Lefters of

Determination (dated July 29, 1997 and Algust 19,7999 - for Celiutar Ones, the predecessor of

AT&T) and information ralating ta the statys of thies permﬁs filed.on behalf of ATET Wireless:

. After rewswmg the previous Letters. of Determination’ as wed a8 Planning Gotds Sestions 204 -
(Accessory Uses, & ), 703.2(b}13C) {Accessory Uses in Neighborioed Commiérsiat
Dtstrlc:ts) and the iforniation subnfitted with your letter, 1 have deterriined that the proposed .
antenna ifistaliations comprlsed of eittier ofie oF twa' ‘Ericsson Model RBS2302 tranbriltters (aka
éqmpment cabmets) paired with orie Decibal Products Model ASPP2US3E antennd, would fall -

within the sGope of AccassOTY USE a8 authstized m AHe previous Léttars of Determination for fhe
reasons set forth below:

1. The installations would be liritedt 16 the follewing squipment: either oné of twa Ericsson © .
Model RBS2302 ‘transmittéts paired with ohe Dedibal Products Model ASPP2933E
artenna. The typical installation would feature  the following “layout: orie existifig;
previaisly approved oriAfdirectional antenria (as authorized if ths July 29, 1997 Letter
of Determlnanon) above the proposed Decibal Produtts Model ASPP2933E antenna

projectioh mounted vid & brackét 1o 4 Building ’fat;,ade

2. RF emissions fmm the proposed 1rrsta]iahons have beerr reviewed by the Depariment of
Public Health [DFH) arid have beeni found to comply with FCC standards and will not
require radio frequanicy radiation repons for these sites (see attactied),

3. Based of g photos and specifications subfrited with 'yaur Ieﬂer fhe pmposed
instaliation would nct have any adversé aesthefic of viSU&l impatts on the stubjesct
properties or the slrfoundiny vicinities due fo the folibwing: -
a Any proposed lristaifation fiust comply with the design review of tHe Planning

Dépar‘iment

= @
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Septembér 27,2002 B S o -
Letter of Determiination ' T : :
Allee Suét Yee Barkley
Page 2"of 3
b.  The equipmerit associatsd with the proposed dntenna instailation ':.would' githér be

located on the roof behind an éxisting parapet of Within the subject building and

~ therefore Not creating any visual clutter; _— o , _

G “he antefinas would not extend any more than necessary abiove the rcoffine of
the subject building; _ . ' o

d. The antennas would be painted to maich the color of the existing buildings and
are: otherwise designed ta blend with éxisting architectural features.

4. AT&T stiall submit a-Buildin{; Parmit Application fof the proposed instéllations.

5. AT&T hds the following acceés‘my Use aithorizations on filg “with. the Planning h

" Department: "two pairs of whip or orfini-antennas, meastfing a total of 4 féet lohg,
mointed on the facade of ari existing buillding” (per July 29, 1997 Letter of

- Determiination, see attached), and; a pair of 12 inch wide by 12 ingh high by 5 ihch deep
panel aritennas (per August 19, 1999 Letter of Determination, see attached).

6. For any proposed facility, AT&T must mest all requirernénts. sef forth withiny the current
and/or subseqiiént versions of the Planning Departmanit’s WTS Facliity Siting Guidelines

and WTS Applicatiors Checklist for Accessoly Usas (February 15, 2001) (8¢ attached). -

Additionally, ATAT mast meef any current and fulire policiey (incltding those nét

published within the WTS Guidafines) of the Plantirg Departmant for the siting of

- Wireless Taciiities.

7. ATET shall locate all facilities on sites considered Logation Praterences 146 as deseribed
within the current Planning Departrient's Wirsless Telecommunications Services (WTS)
Fagilitits Siting Guidelines (August 15, 1996). AT&T &hall net locate facilites &N
residential bulldings within residentiat disiricts. ) ' o

Eor these redsons, the proposed ATET facilitiés, cofposed f the aforamentioned antentia.and

- equipment models (see iteins 1 and 2) shall be considered as &atcgssory uses: Pledss bis
. advised, however, that if these anhtennas are proposed o a puilding of historical or architectural

significarice, additional review by the: Landmarks Preservatioh Advisory Board of a stff

Préssrvatian Technical Spedialist may be required.

The status of the threa r‘e‘ques%éd bullditig permit applicafiens are as follows: -

i) 1300 -Fouritr Streét (Permit Appllcation Nurmber 2002.07,08.0723)¢ filsd ‘on 7/5/02 and

approved by the Planniy Department on 7/24/02 (see aftachsd).

2] 833 Mission Strest {Permit Application Kumber 2002.05.025524): filed on 5/2/02 and .

approved by the Planning Department on 8/1/02 (see aftached).

3y 787-757 Third Street (Permit Applieation Nufher 2002.08,29.2630): filed on 3/20/02 and
dpproved by the Planning Departrent ors 8/10/02 (see attachad). - _ :

it you have any duestions about this datermination, pleass contact Scott Sanchez at 558-6679.

if any one has s’ub\stantiaﬁ“?éasﬁn's to Believe that there is'an effor in e interpretation of the
provisions. of the Plannirig Cods or abuse of discretion on the part of the Zoring Adrilnistrator in
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Se fember 27, 2002

1 etér of Dafermination
£live Suét Yea Barkley
Fage3ol3

tl.is detenniriation, they Have fifteen (18) days from the date. of this letter to dppedt this
. determination 1 the Board of Appeals. For inférmation regarding the appeals process, pleédse
contadt the Board of Appsals, locatéd at 1660 Mission Street; or call (415) 575-6880.

Smce; 1Y, P

Lawrence B. Badmer
Zonmg admmlstrator

Aﬁachments

® DPH review 6f RF enissionis ©

¥ ' Lstter of Determinations dated July 29, 1997 and August 19, 1999

3 Planning Departmerit Wireless Tslecommunications Facility Services (WTS) Fagilities
- Siting Guidelinss Appfication Checklist for Accessory Usés, February 15, 2001 '

3 - Planning Departmient Wireléss Telecommunications Services (WTS) Facilities Smng

Guidelines, August 15, 2001 _
& ‘ DBi Permit Tracking for requesteci permsts

ce: Richard Les, DPH {w/o anachmems)
Sestt Sanchez, Plannet (w/o attachmentsy

LBB/SFS/NAZADETERMINII02ATAT Accsssory Use LoD dbc
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THE CIVIL GRAND JURY

The Civil Grand Jury is a government oversight panel of volunteers who serve for one year. °
It makes findings and recommendations resulting from its investigations.

Repbrts of the Civil Grand JTwry do not identify individuals by name.
Disclosure of information about individuals interviewed by the jury is proh1b1ted
California Penal Code, section 929

STATE LAW REQUIREMENT
California Penal Code, section 833.05

Each published report includes a list of those pubhc entities that are required to espond to the
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court within 66 to 90 days, as spec1ﬁed

A copy must be sent to the Board of Supervisors. All responses are made available to the public,

For each finding the response must:
1) agree with the finding, or »
"2) disagree with it, wholly or partially, and explain why."

As to each recommendation the responding party must report that:

1) the recommendation has been implemented, with a summary explanatlon or ,

2) the recommendation has not been implemented but will be within a set timeframe
as provided; or -

3) the recommendation requires further analysis. The officer or agency head must
define what additional study is needed. The Grand Jury expects a progress
report within six months; or

4) the recommendation will not be implemented because it is not warr a.nted or
reasonable, with an explanation. : '

Building a Better Future at the Department of Building Inspection
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Issue

As San Francisco éxperiences a surge of growth, the Department of Building Inspection
(DBI) must emerge from an era of revolving leadership, thwarted efforts at reform,
funding deficiencies, staff layoffs, and apparent general resistance to change.
Construction in San Francisco has rebounded dramatically from the 2007-09 recession,
and the DBI is expected to report an operating surplus of about $37 million for the fiscal
years 2009 through 2013. The Mayor, Board of Supervisors, and Building Inspection
"Commission currently have the funds available to remedy many of DBI’s problems.

In this report, the 2012-13 Civil Grand Jury identifies major operational challenges that
currently exist within DBI and opportunities for transparency and transformation.

Summary

In a dynamic building environment, the City of San Francisco needs a Department of
Building Inspection (DBI) that provides transparent, consistent, efficient, and equitable
services. The Department has experienced a good deal of turmoil and turnover in
Teadership in recent years that hampers its operations. City officials and the media have
called it “dysfunctional,” “inefficient,” and *“a mess.”

The 2012-13 Civil Grand Jury investigation addressed these aspects of DBL:
- e Departmental reform: the need for stable and independent leadership, strategic
planning, and cultural change, including examination of DBI’s ethical standards
e Code enforcement: lax enforcement as a consequence of the Department’s
current procedures ‘ . -
o Therole of technology: the potential for new technology to transform the

Department and the current under-investment in technology.
i ) i !

Our focus on departmental reform includes the fundamental issue of leadership, including
the Mayor’s Office, which appoints a majority of the Building Inspection Commission
(BIC); BIC itself, which appoints the director of DBI and establishes departmental
policy; the DBI Director; and the different department heads who manage DBI’s
operations. '

Our investigation of code enforcement was driven by reports that some code enforcement
processes are given low priority, are in need of updating and technical innovation, and do
a disservice to vulnerable residents in the City.

The implementation of new technolo gy-provides the opportunity to address many issues
and will succeed if leadership at all levels fully embraces business process change and the
implementation of new tools. ' '

Building a Better Future at the Depariment of Building Inspection -
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Based on its investigation, the Jury makes the following recommendations in three
categ(_)n'es: '

Departmental Reform
- 1.1 The DBI management should retain a consultant to update the 2007 Business Pl ocess
Reengineering Report (BPR) findings and recommendations and present the findings
to BIC and the DBI Director. '

1.2 The BIC and DBI Director should develop a detailed action plan with firm due dates
for implementing BPR recommendatlons that the consultant identifies as not
completed

2.1 The DBI management should update departmental policies and procedures.

2.2 The DBI should make all policies and plocedtnes easily accessible online internally
and, where appropriate, externally.

3.1 The DBI shouild assess staff needs for leadelslnp and comumoatlon tlalnmg and
develop plans to strengthen areas of weakness.

3.2 The DBI should assess technical skill deficiencies in the DBI staff and develop
training plans to strengthen these areas. : :

3.3 The DBI should cross-train specific staff members to allow the Department to better
respond to ‘luctuatlng workloads.

4.1 The DBI Director should conduct an ethical climate survey and use the results to
' identify areas where improved communication of ethical standards and monitoring of
employee behavior are needed.

5.1 The Board of Supervisors should hold a hearing within six months of the release of
this report by the 2012-13 Jury to see if BIC has taken action on the issues raised.

Code Enforcement

6.1 The DBI should establish performance standards for resolvmg code violations within
designated time frames (for example, closing 75 percent of Notices of Violation
within six months and 95 percent within 12 months of when they are issued). The
performance standards should be reviewed and approved by BIC in public session.

" 6.2 The DBI should develop monthly management reports for BIC that monitor the
Department’s performance against BIC-approved performance standards for
resolving building code violations.

Building a Better Future at the Department of Building Inspection
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7.1 The DBI should review and expand its criteria for using the Building Code’s
Demolition and Repair Fund to achieve actual abatement of unsafe building
conditions.

7.2 The Abatement Appeals Board should abide by the Building Code’s limits on
continuances during the Notice of Violation (NOV) process.

7.3 The Board of Supervisors should review the administrative procedures in the
Building Code and consider enacting a process that p10v1des for stronger penalties at
the admiinistrative level.

8.1 All DBI enforcement units should use the monetary tools in the Building Code to
encourage abatement and to fund enforcement operations.

Role of Technology
9.1 The DBI should ensure that management has clearly defined the busmess rules and
workflow processes for the new Accela systen.

9.2 The DBI “subject matter experts” assigned to the Accela implementation team should
be given adequate time to respond to consultant questions not addressed by
department documentation and to fully assist in system accepfance testing prior to
going live.

© 10.1The DBI should conduct a methodical review of all major business processes to
ensure that they are designed to achieve the department objectives and that they
include time or due date criteria that canbe monitored by information systems.

11.1The DBI should ensure that all field inspectors and supervisors are fully trained and

supported in both the use of the mobile equipment and the mobile Accela application
_being implemented as part of the Permit and Project Tracking System. ’

Background

1. The Departmeht of Building Inspection
a. Basic Facts and Figures
In fiscal year (FY) 2011-12:

e The Depaltment of Building Inspec’ﬂon (DBI) issued 55,442 penmts
collecting $55,657,075 in total revenues, and pelformed 125,243 1nspect10ns

» The Building, Electrical, and Plumbing Inspectlon d1v1s1ons performed 49,311
inspections. They issued 863 Notices of Violation (NOVs) and two

Building a Better Future at the Department of Building Inspection
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E-mergenc»y Orders, achieved abatement of 814 violations, and referred 358
cases to the Code Enforcement Section.”

e The Code Enforcement Section received 1 ,202 Coniplaints scheduled 705 for
a Director’s Hearing, and abated 1970 cases, referring six to the City
Attorney’s Office (CAO).?

o Housing Inspe(:tion Services (HIS), which is responsible for 20,194 buildings
comprising 188,716 un1ts pelformed 11,142 inspections and abated 3,711
complamts

b. The Evolution and Man'date of the Department

The DBI is mandated to ensure the safe construction, renovation, and maintenance of
homes and buildings. San Francisco’s Planning Department is responsible for land use
policy and planning codes. Prior to 1994 the Bureau of Building Inspection, under the

- Department of Public Works, handled building inspection. In November of that year,
tenant advocacy groups dissatisfied with BBI enforcement of housing codes joined with
the powerful Residential Builders Association to place an amendment to the City Charter
on the ballot. Proposition G Was passed by voters, creating DBI and the Building -
Inspectlon Commission (BIC). >

The seven-member BIC is empowered to “organize, reorganize and manage the _
Department of Building Inspection.” Four members are appointed by the Mayor and three
by the Board of Supervisors. : '

The stated mission of DBI is:

Under the direction and management of the seven-member citizen Building
Inspection Commission, to oversee the effective, efficient, fair and safe
enforcement of the City and County of San Francisco's Building, Housing,
Electrical, Mechanical, Plumbing and Disability Access Codes..

The BIC appoints the Director of the Department and approves the budget. DBI is an
“enterprise” department that generates its own revenue from permit and inspection fees,
penalties, and fines and does not receive money from the General Fund. The Department
does not, however, operate on a pure “profit and loss” basis. It has a limited ability to
hold funds in reserve and must maintain a balanced budget. Because many larger projects
may take several years to complete, funds are put in reserve for work done after the
current fiscal year. During the 2007-09 economic downturn, revenues and permit
applications decreased to the point where staff layoffs were mandated, leaving the
department with a smaller complement and fewer experienced employees to handle the
current upswing.

The DBI has a troubled history, including two FBI investigations in 2006 and a high rate
of turnover-in the director position. Since 2005, DBI has had five directors, none of

Building a Better Future at the Department of Building Inspection
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whom has served for more than a few years. There has been an acting director since July
of 2012, and BIC’s process for humg a permanent director has been protracted.

c. The Orgamzatlon of DBI

The DBI is organized into these divisions:®
o Permit Services
‘o Plan Review performs the intake, routing, and review of submitted plans
prior to the issuance of permits. ' '

o Permit Submittal and Issuance performs the infake of permits not requiring

plan review and the issuance of all pelmlts
» Inspection Services

.o. The Building, Electrical, and Plumbing Inspection d1v1s1ons pelfonn
inspection of previously permitted work. Inspectors may note non-
permitted work in the course of their duties. They also inspect premises
based on citizen complaints about homes with non- -permitted work and
improper construction. They issue NOVs for non-permitted work and/or
work not in compliance with the building codes.

o Code Compliance (Code Enforcement) inspectors follow up on NOVs
issued by the Building, Electrical, and Plumbing Inspection leISlOIlS and’
compel property owners to correct code violations.

o- 'Housing Inspection Services performs the inspection of built housing for
compliance with the Housing Code, including both pe11od1c routine .
inspections and those arising from citizen complaints. HIS issues NOVS
and follows them through to abatement.

° Ad'mmlstratlve Services handles records, payroll, and ﬁna.nc1a1 services.
o Management Information Services is charged with the implementation and
management of the Department’s information technology.

d. The Ethical EnVironment

The DBI was the subj ect of documented ethical issues over many years:

» 2001 - The City Controller issued an audit that found a culture of real and per ceived
preferential treatment at DBL. 7

e 2003 — A 2002-03 Civil Grand Jury report found that some customers of DBI were
receiving preferential treatment and recommended reforms.®

s 2003 - A DBI information systems manager pled guilty for defrauding DBI and
accepting $500,000 in kickbacks.’

e 2004 - l?{)layor Newsom appointed an 1nvest1gator to monitor allegations of favoritism

at DBL :

e 2006 - An FBI investigation at DBI resulted in the indictment of the DBI manager
who headed the one-stop permit section. He was accused of peery and of accepting
bribes in exchange for favorable treatment of permit apphcants ' 2008 a jury
acquitted him on four charges and deadlocked on 29 other charges."

: . 10
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s 2006 - A senior building inspector was investigated by the FBI after he purchased a
distressed property that had been the subject of a DBI abatement order.”

e 2007 - The City Controller investigated this situation and recommended that the DBI
adopt rules restricting such purchases in the future. ™ '

o 2010 - A former plan checker who became a permit expediter was crimiinally
prosecuted and sued for damages by the City Attorney after he faked documentation

for a large number of projects submitted to the permit processL15

The DBI always has been subject to the ethics rules and regulations that apply to City
employees.16 In 2005 DBI began to take formal steps to strengthen its ethics rules and
regulations by implementing a new Permit Processing Code of Conduct that was adopted
- by the Ethics Commission. '’ A Statement of Incompatible Activities was issued in
2008.'® Most significant is the 40-page revised Code of Professional Conduct (CPC)
- applying to all DBI employees, issued in 2009." This document is comprehensive and
provides many useful examples of unacceptable conduct. Despite these changes, there is
a common public perception of a lack of ethical behavior within the department.

e. Employée Ethics Compliance Process.

The DBI’s ethics guidance and compliance process is unfocused and could lead to the
inconsistent application.of ethical standards. There is no specific point person for getting
answers to ethics questions. Its internal ethics regulations advise non-supervisory
employees to go to their supervisors with ethics questions. Supervisors and managers can
obtain ethics advice through their immediate superior, the Personnel and Payroll Manager,
the Director, the Ethics Commission or the City Attomey. In Jury interviews with DBI
management and supervisory staff, we heard that there are procedures that are unwritten
but generally understood.?® There is no one place on the DBI web page or in a manual
where all of the éthics rules applying to DBI employees are stated.

DBI employeses, like all City employees, are required to take ethics training when hired
and every two years théreafter. All DBI employees are required to submit an annual Form
700 (financial disclosure) and a certification statement that they have taken Sunshine Act
training annually and ethics training at least every two years.

2. The City’,s Current Building Environment

After a.decline in building construction, there is currently an almost unprecedented
building boom in the City.* One hundred and forty buildings around the City, including
26 higli-rises, currently are adding 4,000 housing units and 1.5 million square feet of
office space. Huge projects are underway, such as the new Transbay Terminal, the
Mission Bay development, and new hospital buildings. Developers have applied to
construct another 40,000 housing units over the coming years. After many projects were
shelved during the recession, “shovel ready projects have been breaking ground virtually
overnight.”**

. 11
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A respected.economist in the City told the J ury that, in 2012, building and remodeling
activity contributed roughly $5 billion to the San Francisco economy and generated over
14,000 construction jobs. In addition, almost 7,000 jobs for architects, engineers, and
support industries were created. - '

However, the same economist stated that inefficiencies and service backlogs at DBI and
the Planning Department which inhibit or delay housing and commercial construction
cause an increase in building costs that ultimately drives up commercial and residential
rents, making the City less competitive. According to the S.F. Controller’s Government
Barometer Report™ issued in February of 2013, the percentage of all building permits
involving new construction and major alterations that are approved or disapproved within
90 days of submission declined from 66 percent in the prior quarter to 55 percent, with a
downward trend line over both the short- and long-term. L

Our report keys off the excellent work done for the 2007 Business Process Reengineering
- Report (BPR),24 which addresses DBI’s weaknesses and need for a strategic plan,.
improved procedures, and better use of technology.

Many individuals we interviewed pointed out that the performance of the Department 1s
improving and we hope, with this report, to contribute to that positive momentum. '

Investigaticn

The Jury initiated this investigation because of complaints we heard about the
‘Department of Building Inspection, as well as the Planning Department, from a number
of sources. Building Inspection is perceived as taking too long to deliver services, being
retaliatory, providing preferential treatment to certain users, being inconsistent in its
interpretation of building and housing codes and being dysfunctional in general. There
were some people who declined to be interviewed, expressing a fear of retaliation, even
though Grand Jury interviews are confidential. : : . :

1. Departméntal Reform

a. Management Challenges

Much of the perception about the Department of Building Inspection (DBI) is based on
departmental inefficiencies and deficiencies that worsened during the recession when the
Department laid off about 100 people, more than 25 percent of its work force, and there
were delays in rehiring to meet the recent high demand for services.

Organizations with demands like those facing DBI require management that initiates and
supports the development of business management plans and systems that enable the’
organization to be accountable for its mission. A previcus Jury, the Controller, the San

v 12
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Francisco Planning and Urban Research Association (SPUR), and the BPR report all
have noted that DBI lacks a strategic plan which would set priorities, focus energy andg
resources, ensure that employees are working toward common goals, and adjust
operations in response to a changing environment. 23

The DBI has had a revolving door of directors, with five in the past seven years and, as of
our report, an acting director for a year. Such turnover in the director’s position and the
shuffling of managers, sometimes out of their area of expertise, has hampered the
Department as it deals-with a flood of work during this building boom.

b. Problems in Hiring

Permit and inspection fees declined swiftly in the most recent recession, reduced
operating revenue and required DBI to drarnatlcally reduce staffing levels to maintain a
balanced operating budget. Construction activity in San Francisco rebounded after the
recession, and DBI was unable to quickly replace staff who were laid off, due to the
City’s cumbersome hiring procedures and internal Department inefficiency in moving the
process forward. The DBI had to analyze job content, update job descriptions, and
develop a test for each job classification before recruiting could begin. These and other
civil service procedures extended the hiring timeline to about one year. When we began .
our investigation, there were roughly 75 vacant positions. Although many of them have
been filled, the Department remains understaffed for the current workload.

DBI estimates that it will have a $37 million, four-year department operating surplus at
the end of the current fiscal year. A study prepared by the Controller recommends that
DBI maintain a $17 million operating reserve to support an orderly staff level transition
when the current building boom ends.

¢. Lack of Current Policies and Procedures

The Jury requested and reviewed the Department’s policies and procedures manuals,
which are a basic tool of any agency and especially irnportant in a regulated, technical -
field. The policies and procedures documents provided to us were frequently outdated,

" with some from the late 1980s, most from the 1990s, and a few updates through 2007.

We understand that these aging manuals were not widely distributed and used. Some are
available as online resources within DBI, and a few can be found online by the public.

d. Training

After a significant number of empioyees were laid off during the economic downturn, the
Department was short of funds and there was some justification to consider training as a
secondary need. Current management is trying to empha51ze tralnmg more than in the
past.

Training needs identified but not yet fully implemented include:

o : 13
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s technical training — from inside and outside sources

e functional training across City departments and DBI divisions

s Californja Building Code- training

e instruction in DBI policies and procedures

o leadership and change management training for supervisors and managers,

s training in organizational values S

» technology training for employees in preparation for a new document
management and tracking system, as well as in use of mobile devices that

eventually will connect field personnel directly to DBI’s database

2. Ethicaf Stand&rds as an Ongoing Issue

Our investigation was not focused on finding specific instances of misconduct; we found
no direct evidence that ethical violations at DBI are common. However, we were told that
in the early months of 2013 an employee was investigated for improper ethical conduct
and had resigned. In addition, a review of complaints made'to a City agency revealed that
_periodic allegations of ethical misconduct continue. ’

a. Reducing Potential Favoritism in Plan Check

A 2007 redesign of the permitting process reduced opportunities for obtaining and giving
preferential treatment in the plan check aréa of DBL A one-stop Plan Check, located on
the fifth floor of DBI headquarters, and Plan Review, located on the second floor, both

- use supervisor oversight and clipboard signup to ensure that plan checkers are assigned in

- order of availability, not according to customer preference. :

Nevertheless, individuals we interviewed expressed concein that some customers might
still be receiving preferential treatment, perhaps because of political pressure asserted by
powerful building interests. :

That concern may be warranted. Many applicants retain permit expediters to move their
plans through the application and approval process, and these expéditers frequently
establish relationships with the plan checkers. This has long been a concemn of DBI critics
and some members of the Board of Supervisors. At the time of this report, the Board is
considering whether expediters should be required to register as lobbyists with the Ethics
Commission and disclose the names of their clients.2

Despite the supervised assignment of customers to plan checkers, the work schedules of
the checkers are posted, and we heard from DBI staff that some customers might come to
DBI on a certain day and let another customer move ahead of them in the line'in orderto
work with a particular employee. This may occur even without the knowledge or
involvement of the employee.27 DBI officials have told BIC that they are “considering
doing spreadsheets for the [sign-in] clipboards and copying them every evening, and
putting them into the system so staff will know if there is inappropriate contact between a
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plan checker and a certain expediter.””® The Jury found that this type of system has not
been implemented.

b. Ensuring Ethics Compliance

The Jury asked DBI management personnel about efforts to maintain a strong ethical
environment. They told us that ethical conduct is a priority; every employee knows that
customers must be treated equally and violations will not be tolerated. The DBI
customers we interviewed believe that the vast majority of DBI employees adhere to .
strong ethical standards. But those who want to bend or break the rules are still in a
posmon to grant preferential tleatment to favored customers.

Asin Plan Check, DBI management has not developed a system to identify inspectors
who may be misusing their positions. Inspectors have considerable latitude in scheduling
- and conducting inspections. They are assigned to geographic territories but have the
autonomy to venture outside their territory. Inspectors potentially can approve work
outside their assigned areas, a practice that, according to one previous employee, has
occurred and resulted in special treatment for select customers. As in Plan Check, DBI
has no control mechanism in place to find out if this is occunmg

c. Assessing the Ethical Culture

The DBI has enhanced its ethics regulations and changed its operations to deter
favoritism. We interviewed officials who were committed to taking all necessary steps to
ensure fairness. The public perception, however, continues to be that DBI does not treat
all customers equally, and DBI does not have systems to identify cases of favoritism.

A government official interviewed by the Jury noted that ethical climate surveys are a
Valuable tool for managers of large organizations. The Jury reviewed two of these -
surveys” at other organizations to determine whether this approach might offer some
benefit to DBI. The surveys usually are anonymous and ask employees to respond, for
example, on their level of comfort for reporting ethical concerns; whether they have
witnessed ethical violations; their awareness of the organization’s ethical practices,
policies and procedures; and their understanding of where to turn for advice about ethics.
This type of survey could provide DBI leadership with a solid basis for directing
management’s attention where it is needed, and could help DBI address the pubhc s -
skepticism regarding its ethics.

3. Code Enforcement Practices and Priorities |

The Jury became aware of code enforcement problems within DBI after talking to City
officials and interested citizens, reviewing complaints, and attending and reviewing the
minutes of BIC meetings. We-were told that DBI is ineffective in addressing blighted and
abandoned properties and that it has a backlog of complaints. To assess the code

* enforcement process, the Jury conducted numerous interviews, reviewed the applicable
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laws and procedures, and examined all DBI complaints received in FY 2008-09 and
2009-10 that resulted in the issuance of a NOV. ‘

a. The Origination of Codé Violation Cases

The DBI is responsible for the safety of all buildings in San Francisco. Building safety is
achieved through the enforcement of San Francisco and California building, plumbing,
electrical, mechanical, and housing codes. DBI is alerted to code violations through its
own discovery during inspections and from complaints of alleged violations that are
reported to the Department. DBI investigates all complaints and will issue a Notice of
Violation (NOV) for code violations. :

Property complaints are received by DBI through various channels: from housing
residents, through the City’s 311 hot line, through other City departments, via email, or
through the DBI website. The recent change that allows citizens to anonymously file
complaints on the DBI website has increased the number of complaints received.

The ease with which complaints can be filed is 2 positive factor in enforcing codes and | :
protecting public safety. The resulting high volumé of complaints has, however, =~
presented DBI with an ongoing and, so far; unresolved problem: How to deal with
complaints efficiently ina manner that will facilitate informed research and evaluation,

- eliminate complaints with no merit, consolidate duplicate complaints, schedule site
inspections; and pursue code violations to a resolution. A new system that-allows for
online scheduling of field inspections and summarizes complaints by type and inspection
district within the City has the potential to assist DBI in managing this process.

The DBI conducted 122,590 site inspections in FY 2010-11.

e Ofthese, 103,691 inspections were conducted by Building, Electrical, and
Plumbing Inspection divisions. These inspections primarily are for new
construction and residential housing complaints.

" e . Another 16,337 inspections were conducted by Housing Inspection Services
(HIS), which is responsible for the 20,194 multi-unit buildings in San Francisco.
that have about 188,716 individual housing units. - :

Managing a large number of property-specific transactions efficiently without up-to-date
information technology presents numerous challenges and limitations for DBI staff. At
present, about 130 inspettors take clipboards into the field, fill out paper forms, and
return to the office to hand off the forms to clerical employees who input the information
into various DBI databases. The building inspectors are unable to access DBI code
information and data records from the field, and the information in DBI databases may
not be current due to data entry backlogs or may not be accurate due to data entry errors.

As part of the current implementation of a new Permit and Project Tracking System
(PPTS), the Department is conducting pilot tests of handheld tablets and smart phones.

If building inspectors implement mobile handheld devices they can access DBI records in
the field and immediately update DBI databases with the results of their inspection. Data
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transcription errors would be reduced and photos could be added to inspection records
along with inspector notes.

b. Pursuing Resolution of Notices of Violation

The Jury investigated the code enforcement processes in use at DBI through interviews
with staff. Once a complaint has been filed and/or a violation found, the resolution of
‘complaints takes two distinet paths toward resolution, depending on whether it is handled
by HIS or by one of the other divisions: Building, Plumbing, Electrical, or Code
Enforcement.

i Housmg Code Violations

The Housing Inspection Services (HIS) division of DBI commonly issues NOVs for
violations in multi-unit residential housing and single room occupancy multi-tenant
buildings (SROs). SROs are small single room living spaces that generally have shared
bathrooms and no kitchens. NOVs are issued forproblems like water leaks, pests,
unstable decks, inadequate heating systems and d1lap1dated conditions. HIS handles
housing code enforcement from start to finish:*°

s Violations are found during routine inspections or after complaints are , .
investigated. A NOV is issued to the property owner, with a specified time frame
for abatement (correctien) of the violation. Assessment-of enforcement costs is
possible.

e Ifre-inspection reveals that the V101a+1on was not abated within the designated
time or a property owner is unwilling to address a building code violation, a
Director’s Hearing can be ordered, at which a DBI hearing officer considers
whether to issue a Director’s Order of Abatement against the owner. This order
notifies the property owner of code enforcement costs and provides a set time
period for the owner to apply to DBI for permits, call for i 1nspect1on and complete
all corrective work. :

o Ifan Order of Abatement is issued, it either becomes final or 1t can be appealed to
the Aéllaatement Appeals Board (AAB), which consists of the seven members of
BIC.

o Ifupheld by AAB, uncorrected violations may be referred to the City Attorney’s

. Office (CAO) after review and approval by the Litigation Committee, which
consists of BIC and representatives from DBI and the City Attormey.

*» In cases for which City Attorney action is not viable, HIS continues to post
notices to the property owner, perform inspections, and update the enforcement
costs for eventual recovery. These efforts are intended to pressure the property
owner toward code compliance.

® When property owners are unresponsive to Orders of Abatement, DBI may
eventually place a lien on a property.

ii. Building, Electrical, and Plumblng Code Violations

The Building, Electrical, and Plumbing Inspection divisions of DBI inspect for work
performed without a building permit or exceeding the scope of a permit. Common code
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violations addressed by these divisions are: additions of bathrooms, kitchens, and in-law
units; abandoned and dilapidated buildings; leaking sewer lines; improper wiring that
creates a fire hazard; and non-compliant water heaters. '

The steps in the building codes enforcement process in these divisions are:

o After inspection and verification of a code violation, the inspector issues a first NOV
with a specified time frame for obtaining permits and correcting the violation.

o After are-inspection, if all items are not corrected, the inspector issues a second NOV
that provides additional time for corrective action. (Re-inspection is scheduled at the
discretion of the inspector.) ' : ' :

s When the second NOV does not achieve compliance, the matter is referred to the
Code Enforcement Section (CES) of Inspection Services. The CES decides when to
order a Director’s Hearing and at that point the same steps are available as in housing
inspection cases. ' - ‘

The CES can issue its own NOVs, as well, as in the case of a vacant building that is -
considered a nuisance. When a property owner is in violation of a number of different
codes, there may be NOVs issued concurrently by any combination of the Housing,
Buildihg, Plumbing, and Electrical Inspection and Code Enforcement divisions.

iii. DRI Performance on Code Enforcement
The Jury attended a number of BIC meetings that included discussion of some 6,000
- pending, unresolved NOVs. We performed a statistical analysis of all NOVs issued by
DBI over a two-year period. The goal of the analysis was to calculate the number of
NOVs issued by each DBI division and the amount of time required by each division fo
resolve a NOV. The DBI gave the Jury a spreadsheet download of the 8,875 NOV
records for FY 2008-09 and FY 2009-10, providing a data snapshot of the status of those
NOVs as of April 30, 2013. : '

During the two reported time periods: -

» The DBIissued 8,875 NOVs. Of these, HIS issued 5,992 (68 percent) and 527
(nine percent) remain open. ' ' '

s The DBI conducted 766 Director’s Hearings for all divisions. HIS initiated 634
(83 percent) of these. After going to Director’s Hearings, 238 (38 percent) of HIS
NOVs remain open. Thus, the Director’s Hearing process is 62 percent effective
in abating or closing out HIS NOVs.

o The Building, Electrical, and Plumbing Code Enforcement divisions issued 2,848
(32 percent) of the DBI NOVs. The Building Inspection Division accounts for 70
percent. Eighteen percent remained open as of May 2013. This is twice the rate of
open NOVs in HIS. -
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The Building Inspection Division, Electrical Inspection Division, and Plumbing
Inspection Division refer five percent of their open NOVs to a Director’s Hearing. This is
less than half the rate of HIS referrals for hearings. Of those referred to a hearing, 468 or
61 percent were abated or closed. For 2009 and 2010, 298 or 39 percent of NOVs that
went to a hearing remained open as of April 29, 2013.

iv. Assessed Costs Against NOVs Remaining Open

The costs that DBI assesses for NOV enforcement include staff time for monthly
violation monitoring, case inquiries, case management, permit history research,
notice/hearing preparation, inspections, staff appearances/reports at hearings, and case
referrals.®” In FY 2009-10, HIS issued twice as many NOVs as the Building, Electrical,
and Plumbing Inspection divisions and assessed more than eight times the amount of
costs. According to DBI’s data, HIS assessed $335,016 while the other divisions
combined assessed $40,500: -

] . 2000 | 2010 | Total

HIS 13212105 $122,911 $335,016
All other D1V|510n5$ 16,418 $ 24,482 $ 40,900
Total | $228,523$ 147,393 $375,916
HIS % oftotal | 93% 83% 89% .

v. City Attorney Actions

When actlon by the inspection services divisions does not correct violations, the case may
ultimately be referred to CAO, which can employ an arsenal of building code provisions
and state statutes in order to compel compliance with the applicable codes.

- Cases are presented to CAO during blmonthly meetings of the Litigation Commrctee of
BIC. As of the date of our report, CAO was handling 84 active cases referred by DBL
These are the numbers of referred cases for each DBI division over the last three years:

CED Referrals to

Fiscal Year HIS Referrals to
CAO. CAO
2010-2011 14 5
2011-2012 14 11
2012 through March 9 4
2013 '
Totals 37 20

Depending on the circumstances, CAO may seek injunctive relief, penalties, attorney fees
and costs, recovering and 1e1mbursmg the DBI for its attorney fees, litigation costs, and

civil penalties imposed. *>
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- vi. The Accumulation of Open Violations

In the process of examining NOVs issued in 2009 and 2010, the Jury observed that about
4,400 NOVs were issued in a single year by DBIL About 56 percent of the NOVS were
closed out in the year they were issued and another 22 percent were closed out in the
following year. About 78 percent of NOVs are closed out in the first two years and about
11 percent of the NOVSs are never closed out. The DB is making an effort to reverse this
~trend, and their annual reports reveal anet decrease in open NOVs from 2011 to 20123

Ten years of the NOV issuance and closure cycle, explained in the above paragraph, has
led to an estimated 6,000 open NOVs. Some of the factors that have contributed to the
- large number are: .

o reductions in the number of building inspectors
s a code enforcement process that is poorly documented and inconsistently enforced
o - information technology systems that are not capable of managing the large
numbers of building code inspections that lead to NOVs v
» DBI’s belief that only half of every dollar spent on building code enforcement is
~ recovered : L
» in some cases, the financial circumstances of the violator

Although members of the public-affected by unsafe, blighted, and abandoned properties
are frequent speakers at BIC hearings,”® open building code violations are not apparent to
residents unless they have a blighted or abandoned building in their neighberhood or they
see a media story about an extreme case. Open code violations are a much more
immediate problem for the estimated 30,000 low-income residents of San Francisco who
reside in more than 500 SRO residential hotels. Unfortunately, those who are most '
vulnerable are often subject to prolonged delays in code enforcement.

Located in the Tenderloin, 308 Turk Street is a two-story building with a restaurant on

. the first floor. Tenants have complained about lack of heat, lack of security, mold, '
leaking pipes, broken windows, and rodent infested rooms. As of April 9, 2013, the date
of a San Francisco Chronicle story, there were more than 38 active NOVs issued by DBI
on 308 Turk Street.’® A Director’s Hearing has been held several times by DBI regarding
the property. The most recent was January 10, 2013, and an order requiring that

"violations be corrected within seven days was issued. The case was referred to the
Litigation Committee on January 15, 2013, and the case was sent to the City Attorney for
civil action. ' ‘

The BIC requests that DBI provide regular updates on the status of open NOVs.* DBI
managers have increased their efforts to clean up the data and bring long-standing
problems to closure; however, lengthy delays continue. As a result of frustration with the
current level of code enforcement, a multi-department code enforcement task force has
been established by the City to address the most serious open NOVs. Task force
participants include DBI, CAO, the police, fire, public health, and public works
departments, and some Board of Supervisor offices. While the approach is commendable
and the results are good, the task force process is very labor intensive, and the Jury found
20
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that it was only addressing about two pelcent of the 940 open FY 2008-09 and 2009-10
NOVs. The DBI code enforcement process should be amended to allow for a speedy and
fair enforcement process. :

The Current Processes Delay Resolution

The current processes are rife with opportunities for delay, and DBI glves property
owners leeway as long as they believe the owner ultimately will abate the violation. This
allows savvy owners to “game” the system in order to delay repairing their property. To
abate a NOV, a property owner must obtain permits and have work done in.accordance
with the applicable codes and confirmed by a final inspection. DBI officials recognize
that owners need reasonable time to correct violations and the process may require
months if Planning Department approval is needed. The expressed strategy of DBI

~ managers is to issue a graduated series of penalty notices that will, over time, compel
owners to remove code violations and settle any penalties. We found that inspectors,
hearing officials, and the Appeals Abatement Board (AAB) tolerate excessive delays.

Inspectors do not schedule'a Director’s Hearing until they have given the owner
sufficient time. However, in non-housing-related cases there are no set time frames and
~ little apparent tracking. Our review of NOV records revealed that many months often
pass between a NOV, a re-inspection, and the i issuance of a second NOV. It is not until
the second NOV remains unabated that a Director’s Hearing is scheduled.

" Before or at the Director’s Hearing, an owner is often given even more time, which puts
resolution off beyond the 30-day limit for continuances.’® Even after the Hearing Officer
issues an Abatément Order and provides a set time for compliance, this order may remain
open for months or years. When an owner appeals the order, the process may stall again
at AAB. It is common for & property owner to request and receive continuances “for good
cause shown” beyond the 60-day maximum.- 3% Finally, when a matter has been decided
by AAB and is ripe for referral to the City Attorney, it must be approved by the L1t1gat10n
Commlttee which meets only every other month.

Al the while, DBI costs accumulate. It appears that the accrual of costs and fees for re-
inspection, monthly momtonng, hearings, and lien recording are not adequate incentive
for compliance in all cases.” Indeed some of'these fees may be waived by officials at
any stage. In permit violation matters, DBI officials do not routinely seek the multiple
penalties to which they are entitled (two times permit cost for work exceeding permit,
nine times for work without a penmt) Stiff penalties are not assessed until the City .
A‘Ltomey is involved.

C. The Potentlal of an Improved Code Enforcement Process

i Enhancmg Code Enforcement Revenue
The Board of Supervisors and the Mayor have repeatedly enacted ordinancés for fees and
other revenue to ensure funding for DBI’s housing and code enforcement efforts. There
are annual hote] license and apartment house fees, one- and two-story housing fees, and a
host of inspection fees and penaltles 2 2010, the Board transferred $738,240 from the
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defunct Code Enforcement and Rehabilitation Fund to DBI “to support code enforcement
s ser o A3
activities.

Of particular note is a monthly “violation monitoring fee” for verified NOVs enacted in
July of 2010.* NOVs issued after the ordinance adoption are subject to this fee —
currently $52 per month - if violation abatement is not achieved 30 days beyond the first
compliance date. While HIS routinely assesses and collects these fees, the other divisions
have not yet done so, almost three years after they were supposed to be instituted. The
Jury was told that they now intend to start. The Jury estimates the amount of revenue lost
to DBI from this non-collection to be about $900,000 (see Appendix).

During the three fiscal years 2011, 2012, and 2013 through March, CAO recovered and
reimbursed $5.56 million in proceeds to DBL The CAO billed DBI for a total of $2.87
million for all CAO code enforcement activity on DBI’s behalf during this period.” The
net proceeds to DBI for this period are $2.69 million.

~ The current DBI tracking system does not support automated billing and reporting of
code violation assessments. Automating the billing process will increase the number of
assessments billed and provide reporting on waived assessments. Better data will allow
DBI to identify compliance costs that exceed current assessed costs and adjust individual
cost assessments to recover actual costs incurred. '

ii. Other Enforcement Options
NOV administrative procedures provide for due process, are ultimately effective in most
cases, and are relatively informal. They do not necessarily involve the expense of legal
- representation. Hearing officers are DBI employees who also perform other duties, and -
BIC commissioners are not compensated for service on the Abatement Appeals Board.
‘Nevertheless, for a significant number of NOVs the process works only after years of
enforcement efforts when the City Attorney becomes involved with the authority to seek
" injunctive relief and substantial penalties, e.g., $1,000 per day.

As the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor have consistently affirmed their desire for
stronger code enforcement, they could consider strengthening DBI’s code enforcement
processes. For example, a more formal hearing process with an administrative law judge
and prescribed procedures (including the right to cross-examination) could provide a
level of due process and create a record that would support the assessment of higher
‘administrative penalties than currently are authorized. Or a mediation process could be
developed to facilitate agreed-to solutions. o

To address NOVs that are longstanding due to the poor finances of an owner, DBI should
re-visit its reluctance to use its Repair and Demolition Fund, which may be used to fund
demolition and repair of buildings that are subject to emergency orders.*® DBI officials
have told BIC that they are reluctant to use the fund because it is hard to find contractors -
(sometimes they use the Department of Public Works instead) and it might take DBI
longer to do the job than it would take the owner.”’ Yet in some cases it might be the only
way to accomplish the Department’s safety goals. The Jury notes that the Controller
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recommended in his recent reserve study that DBI transfer $1.5 million to this fund to
enable demolition of properties approved for such action. The controller further:
recommends that DBI make a one-time grant to the Mayor’s Office of Housing to fund
loans for repairs for low-income owners."® Either or both of these actions would give DBI
a way to 1esolve some of its longstandmg NOVS

Past code enforcement procedure has resulted in a backlog of violations and in the loss of
revenue to DBI while allowing owners to avoid and delay corrective action. The code
enforcement process can be streamlined to achieve the earliest possible resolution and the
full revenue potential of the process. In addition, new reportinig can be developed that
will provide management with full visibility of code enforcement workflow issues and
concentrate staff efforts in resolving them.

4. The Role of Technology in Implementing Change

a. Business Process Reengineering

Business Process Reengineering (BPR) is a management strategy that focuses on the
analysis and redesign of workflows and processes-with the goal of improving customer
service and reducing organizational costs. The design and implementation of the one-stop
permitting center on the fifth floor of the DBI building is a good example of business
process reengineering. Locating DBI and planning, fire, and public works employees in a
single location expedites the issuance of bulld.mg permits for most residential
construction projects. : :

In 2007, nearly 200 individuals participated in a four-month BPR study of DBL. Four
_-subcommittees examined specific areas within the Planning Department and DBI
divisions and contributed their ﬁndmgs for the report. The subcommittee chairs were
experts in their disciplines and represented specific groups of DBI customers. The four
subcommittees and affiliations of chairs were:

s Plan Review and Issuance -- American Institute of Architects

o Inspection -- Residential Builders Association -

s Automation -~ A. R. Sanchez-Corea & Associates :

s Performance Measures -- San Francisco Planmng +Urban Research Association
(SPUR)

At the conclusion of the study, a 225-page report including some 180 recommendations
was issued. The Jury found the BPR report to be a very comprehensive and professional
document. In almost 50 interviews conducted by the Jury, nearly all of the BPR findings
were confirmed by DBI customers or employees. However, the majority of the
 recommendations inthe BPR document have not been fully implemented. Some of the
récommendations cannot be implemented using the current information technology at
DBL

The BPR recommendations were intended to:
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s _ bring visibility and efficiency to the permit review and inspection processes

» make departmental processes more accessible to both inteinal City departments
and external customers ' ‘

» improve the accuracy and consistency of data collected

o implement intemnet-based online services

s establish systems to enable ongoing improvement of data communication to
internal and external customers |

The BPR. Automation Subcommittee findings include the following:

o The databases of the agencies involved in permit reviews and inspections are not
linked. ’ :

e The current Permit and Project Tracking System (PPTS) does not record which
DBI employee approved a permit or allow DBI employees to put a permit
application on hold. . _ ' '

o The current PPTS is unable to provide accurate information showing the online
real-time status of any project, including which staff person within a specific
agency is currently reviewing the project. ' :

o There is too much reliance on paper forms, permits, etc. . . : o

» There is a need to implement online plan review and expand the limited online
permitting process. X : :

s TField inspection information must be manually transferred to the administrative
office for data entry. '

The Automation Subcommittee also developed specific recommendations to improve the .
department’s ability to fulfill its mission:

1. Develop a citywide automated perrit tracking system to track the entire
development, review, permitting, and inspection process.

2. TIntegrate the databases of all departments involved in the permit review and
inspection. ' '

3. Create a “smart” permit numbering system for simplified accurate tracking of

. projects. ' .

4. Provide updated online services covering all pertinent information for any
property, its permit history, construction type, complaints, violations, conditions,
and approval, efc. - ' '

5. Expand the availability, use, and scope.of online permits.

6. Provide field staff with mobile devices capable of receiving, transmitting, and
updating information between the field and office database.

7. TPilot electronic plan submittal and plan review.

The Jury believes that it is important to update the key findings and recommendations of
each of the four BPR subcommittees to provide BIC and the DBI Director with a current
assessment of the Department as part of a strategic planning process. We reviewed a
status update of the BPR recommendations prepared by the senior management of DBl in
February 2013 and found that many of the BPR findings were not fully implemented five
years after the completion of the study. '
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b. New Technology

In 2010, DBI and the Planning Department issued a request for proposal (RFP) for a
single software solution that would replace the aging DBI Permit Tracking System and
upgrade the management and automation of the permitting and planning processes. The
DBI and the Planning Department evaluated the companies that responded to the REP.
The Accela system, used by over 150 municipalities, was selected. '

The Jury observed a demonstration of the Accela system and was impressed with its
capabilities. The Jury has concerns, however, about DBI’s 1mplementat10n of Accela.
These concemns are:

"e Many of the current DBI operating procedures lack specific due dates or follow up
dates. If current business processes are not changed to include due dates, Accela will -
not be able to monitor overdue tasks.

e To compensate for the lack of detailed up-to-date operating procedures, DBI
" information technology staff and Accela consultants will need the full-time support of
current DBI employees who are the “subject matter experts”(SMEs) on the operations
within DBI. These employees will play a critical role in system acceptance testing
prior to Accela going live. Making these SMEs available while there are many vacant
staff positions in DBI and in the current building environment wiil be an operational
challenge. )

s By selecting Acceta, DBEhas acquired hardware and software that appears capableof
supporting the system objectives outlined in the BPR study. The Jury learned that the
objective of the initial installation of Accela is to replicate current DBI operational
processes. Achieving the Accela goals enumerated below will require substantial
additional DBI management and technolo gy resources to methodically review and
revise existing DBI operating procedures.

c. Goals for the Accela Permit and Project Tracking System

The Accela implemeﬁtation project’s objectives are straight out of the BPR study:

Business objectives: :
e create consistent business practices throughout the City
o improve City business processes
s epnhance the functionality of the Department
s increase reporting capabilities
o provide enhanced online access
e provide mobile devices for field inspection personnel

The Accela system features that would enable achievement of these objectives are:
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Web-based staff access to the system from any internet device

a single website portal for citizen access to- DBI information or to file a complaint
user registration allowing the online submission of applications, tracking of
projects and payment of fees

sophisticated management reporting tools

New technology such as Accela, if properly configured, implemented and, most
importantly, supported by DBI management, can address many of the Department’s
business process challenges. Cuzmrent funding provides an opportunity for DBI to take full
advantage of the potential of the system. ' '
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Findings and Recommendations

Departmental Refo‘rm

Finding 1:
The revolving door of DBI leader Shlp has adve1sely affected the Department s ability to
develop and execute a strategic plan and to implement the recommendations of the 2007
Business Process Reengineering Report (BPR).
Recommendation 1.1:
The DBI management should retain a consultant to update the 2007 BPR findings and
recommendations and present the findings to BIC and the DBI Director.
Recommendation 1.2:

The BIC and DBI Director should develop a detailed action plan with fixm due dates for
implementing BPR recommendations that the consultant identifies as not completed.

Finding 2:

DBI’s policies and procedures manuals are not current. The lack of accessible, up-to-date
department procedures inhibits the ability of the organization to train its employees and
ensure consistent enforcement of departmental poh01es and procedures.
Recommendation 2.1:

The DBI management should update its departmental policies and procedures.
Reconrmendatien 2.2:

The DBI should make all policies and pr ocedm es easily accessible online intern ally and,

" where appropriate, eAternally -

Finding 3: :

The DBI does not have a multi-year employee training plan with annual tralmng
objectives. :

Recommendation 3.1:

The DBI should assess staff needs for leadership and communication training and
develop department plans to strengthen areas of Weak:ness

Recommendation 3.2:

The DBI should assess technical skill deficiencies in the DBI staff and develop tralnmg
plans to strengthen these areas.

Recommendation 3.3: The DBI should cross-train specific staff members to allow the
Department to better respond to fluctuating workloads.

~ Finding 4:
The DBI has put strong rules of ethical conduct in place and made operational changes to
.deter improper ethical conduct. Nevertheless, the public perception persists that some
DBI customers receive preferential treatment.

Recommendation 4.1:

The DBI Director should conduct an ethical climate survey and use the results to 1dent1fy
areas where improved communication of ethical standards and monitoring of employee
behavior are needed.
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Finding 5: _

Many issues that the Jury found would have been ameliorated by tighter and more active
oversight by the Building Inspection Commission (BIC). .

Recommendation 5.1:

The Board of Supervisors should hold a hearing within six months of the release of this
report by the 2012-13 Jury to see if BIC has taken action on the issues raised.

Code Enforcement

Finding 6: _

DBI’s code enforcement policies and practices have resulted in a backlog of unresolved
violations. ' :
Recommendation 6.1: v -

The DBI should establish performance standards for resolving code violations within
designated time frames (for example, closing 75 percent of Notices of Violation within-
six months and 95 percent within 12 months of when they are issued). The performance
standards should be reviewed and approved by BIC in public session.
Recommendation 6.2: ' ' _

The DBI should develop monthly management reports for BIC that monitor the
Department’s performance against BIC-approved performance standards for resolving
building code violations.

Finding 7: E : -

The DBI has been unable to achieve prompt abatement of a significant number of serious,
continuing code violations-in multi-unit housing and abandoned older buildings.
Recommendation 7.1: '

The DBI should review and expand its criteria for using the Building Code’s Demolition
and Repair Fund to achieve actual abatement of unsafe building conditions.
Recommendation 7.2: : :

The Abatement Appeals Board should abide by the Building Code’s limits on
continuances during the Notice of Violation (NOV) process. .

Recommendation 7.3: ' ‘ :

The Board of Supervisors should review the administrative procedures in the Building
Code and consider enacting a process that provides for stronger penalties at the
administrative level. - - ' o

Finding 8: :

DBI’s Building and Code Enforcement Sections have not consistently assessed and/or
collected the fees, costs, and penalties available under the Building Code. This has
deprived DBI of resources that could be devoted to further enforcement activities. -
Recommendation 8.1: _ . :

All DBI enforcement units should use the monetary tools in the Building Code to
encourage abatement and to fund enforcement operations. ' ' '
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Role of Technology

Finding 9:

Outdated and incomplete documentation and poorly defined business processes could
compromise the implementation of the Accela software system.

Recommendation 9.1:

The DBI should ensure that management has clearly defined the busmess rules and
workflow processes for the new Acceld system.

Recommendation 9.2: ' :
The DBI "subject matter experts" assigned to the Accela implementation team should be
given adequate time to respond to consultant questions not addressed by department
documentation and to fully assist in system acceptance testing prior to going live.

Finding 10:

Well-designed business processes supported with Bood information systems can 11I1p1ove
the effectiveness of DBI.

Recommendation 10.1:

The DBI should conduct a methodical review of all major business processes to ensure
that they are designed to achieve the department objectives and that they include time or
due date criteria that can be monitored by information systems.

Finding 11: :

Use of handheld devices interfacing directly with Accela would free inspectors from
filling out paper forms, eliminate office data entry of paper forms, and collect more
useful, accurate and timely data from the mspectlon process.

Recommendation 11.1:

The DBI should ensure that all field inspectors and supervisors are

fully trained and supported in both the use of the mobile equipment and the

mobile Accela application being implemented as part of the Permit and

Project Tracking System.
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Methodology

The 2012-13 Civil Grand Jury interviewed almost 50 people (several twice), attended
public advisory committee meetings, Building Inspection Commission (BIC) meetings,
Board of Appeal meetings, and the Accela Users meeting.

We reviewed
» Department of Building Inspection (DBI) budgets
s DBI annual reports - _
s DBI policies and procedures :
e 2007 DBI Business Process Reengineering Report
» 2013 DBI progress report on the BPR Report
e February 2012 DBI Performance Report
e 2011-2013 performance statistics from the plan check, inspections, and housing
divisions : : : :

e a recent lawsnit filed against DBI
o the DBI Code of Professional Conduct
s the DBI Statement of Incompatible Activities
o Other ethics laws and regulations applying to DBI
» About 15 building permits and their supporting files
e BIC meeting minutes
o Abatement Appeals Board (AAB) minutes .

' s Various sections of the building and housing codes

_ The Jury interviewed current and former employees, officials at DBI, and customers who
- {ise its services to leam the status of the Department’s ethics regulations and how its
processes had been modified to address ethical problems.

We reviewed media accounts of some of the ethical lapses of particular DBI employees
and read opinion pieces in blogs, trade newsletters, and websites where customers stated
their candid accounts of navigating DBI’s permit processing operation. The Jury obtairied
information from City departments/agencies that receive, track, and investigate '
allegations and complaints about ethical behavior and other negative activity and
behavior in San Francisco government.

* The Jury reviewed the complaint and permit information on a number of properties with a

~ long-unresolved Notice of Violation. We attended or reviewed the minutes of a number

of AAB hearings. We also discussed the NOV process with DBI staff, other City officials,
and members of the community. '

34
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- BBI
BIC
BPR
CAO
; CES
CpC
DBI
FBI
HIS

NOV

PPTS -

SIA

SPUR = .

Glossary

Abatement Appeals Board

Bureau of Building Inspection

Buﬂding Irispection Comﬁﬁssioxa |

2007 .Business Process Reengineering Report
Ci;cy Attomey’s Office

Code Enforcement Section

- DBI Code of Professional Conduct

Department of Building Inspection
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Housing- Inspection Services

- Notice of Violation

" . Permit and Project Tracking System.

Request for Proposals
DBI Statement of Incompatible Activities

San Francisco Planning and Urban Research Association
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Ap'piendix

NOV fees not assessed by DBl

The Board of Supervisors approved a change in the fees for open or unresolved NOVs.
As of August 1, 2010 DBI is allowed to charge $52 per month for a verified NOV. The
additional penalty was intended to provide property owners a financial incentive to close
out the NOV and to provide DBI additional funding for building code enforcement. -

The Jury found that the Housing Inspection Division of DBI was billing the additional
$52 per month, but the Code Enforcement Section was not billing the $52 per month. The
Jury estimated the revenue lost by the failure of the Code Enforcement Section to bill the
$52 per month to be about $900,000. ' '

Based on the Jury’s statistical review of the NOVs issued in FY 2008-09 and FY 2009-10,
' the Jury observed that 32.5 percént of the issued NOVs-went t0 Code Enforcement and
that the three-year closure rate for all NOVs was 56.3 percent in the year the NOV was
issued, 21.5 percent in the year after the NOV was issued, and 7.1 percent two years after
the NOV was issued. These observations allowed the Jury to determine that:

s About 1,442. NOVs are sent to Code Enforcement each year.

e At year-end of each of the three years, 631 Code Enforcement NOVs (43.7
percént x 1,442) are-open. On average 315 (50 percent) of the NOVs are open for
a full year in the year of issuance. o .

o In each of the three years an NOV wis issued, Code Enforcement lost $196,560
(315 x $52 x 12) by not billing the property owner. The three-year total is

'$589,680. This amount excludes the second- and third-year billings for open
NOVs. , ) ' .
o 320 NOVS were open for 12 months in the second year of issuance for the first
" two years. Failure to bill resulted in'a loss of $399,360 (320 x 2 x §52 X 12).

e 218 NOVs were open for 12 months in the third year. Failure to bill resulted in a
loss of $136,032 (218 x $52 x 12). ’ -

o The three-year or 36-month total of $1,125,072 needs to be scaled back for the
one month the prograin was not in effect and to allow a few months of program
start up. ' : . '

» The year-three revenue of $532,272 1s assumed to be for 12 full months. A very
conservative assumption is to scale back the third full year by five months.
$221,780 is 5712 of $532,272. | :

o The 36-month computed amount of $1,125,072 less five months ($221,780) is
$903,292. ‘ ' ’ :

v . 36
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http://www.oaklandauditor.com/images/oakland/auditreports/ecs 2012 final.pdf,
Geisinger Medical Center Ethical Climate Survey,
http://www.geisinger.org/professionals/services/bioethics/b_notes/survey/ecin. pdf
*0 San Francisco Department of Building Inspection publication, “What You Should Know About the
Housing Inspection Services Division,”
hLLD /www.sfdbi.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/dbi/Key Informanon/Housmq%ZOInspectlon%ZOServ1ces%20D1V1s
ion.pdf .
*! San Francisco Buﬂdmg Code, Sec.105.A.2.
*2 San Francisco Building Code, Sec.103.A
3 See, e.g., Complaint in CCSF et al. v. James P. Quinn et al.,
httpr/fwww.sfeitvattorney.org/Modules/ShowDocument. aspx?documentid=505
** Department of Buiiding Inspection, 2011-12 Annual Report, pp. 47, 49, 51, and 2010-11 Annual
Report, pp. 38, 41, 52, htip://www.sfdbi.org/modules/showdocument. asox"documentld—1521 For 2011-12,
reporting divisions show 190 opened NOVs and 3,433 closed. For 2010-11, 2,820 opened and 2,329 closed.
% See, e.g., Building Inspection Commission meetings, minutes for November 2011, March 2012, October
2012, January 2013 and February 2013, ’
36San Francisco Chronicle, April 9, 2013, “Subway's Pagoda Theater plan faces roadblock,”
http://www. sfgate.com/bayarea/nevius/article/Subway-s—Pagoda—Theater—plan—faces~roadblock—
4419385.php
37 See, e.g., Building Inspection Commission meetings, minutes for November 2011, March 2012 October
2012, January 2013, and February 2013, http://sfdbi.org/index.aspx?page=183
*8 San Francisco Bulldmg Code Section 102.A.5
¥9See San Francisco Building Code 105A.2.6
*0 See San Francisco Building Code 110A Table 1A-K
X Ibid
" %2 Gari Francisco Building Code Section 110A
.* San Francisco Ordinance 129-10, enacted June 24, 2010, .
http://www.sfbos. org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances10/00129-10.pdf
** San Francisco Ordinance 180-10, enacted-Tuly 23, 2010,
http://www.sfbog.org/fip/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/ordinances10/00180-10.pdf
> DBI, like all City agencies; is billed by the City Attorney for legal services.
* San Francisco Building Code 102A.12 through 102.A.15
*7 For example, see Building Inspection Commission meetings, minutes of July 20, 2010 and June 15, 2011
http://sfdbi.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=1539 and
http://www sfdbi.org/modules/showdocument.aspx?documentid=1458
“8 Controller’s Reserves Analysis of DBI, April 9, 2013
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City Hall
1Dr. Catl. 3. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TTD/TTY No. 5545227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San
Francisco will hold a public hearing to consider the following proposal and said pubhc hearing will be
held as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard: '

Date: " Tuesday, July 30, 2013
Time: : 3:00 p-m.

Location: Legiélative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B
Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: File No. 130725. Hearing of persons interested in objecting to the Planning
Commission's approval on June 6, 2013, of a Conditional Use Authorization
identified as Planning Case No. 2010.1034C, by its Motion No. 18898,
pursuant to Planning Code Sections 303(c) and 710.83, to remove an existing
micro-site and install a wireless telecommunications services facility
consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind radlo—frequency
transparent screen walls with equipment located within a ground floor
storage area of an existing medical office building, as part of AT&T
Mobility’s wireless telecommunications network within a NC-1
(Neighborhood Commercial - Cluster) Zoning District and a 40-X Height
and Bulk District, on property located at 4216 California Street, Assessor’s
Block No. 1364, Lot No. 019. (District 2) (Appellant: Wendy Aragon, on
behalf of the Richmond District Democratic Club) (Filed July 8, 2013).

Pursuant to Government Code Section 65 009 the following notlce is hereby given: if you

* challenge, in coirt, the general plan amendments or planning code and zoning map amendments
described above, you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public
hearmg described in this notice, or in written correspondence delivered to the Board of Supervisors at, or
prior to, the pubhc hvarmg

In accordance with Section 67.7-1 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, persons who are
unable to attend the hearing on these matters may submit written comments to the City prior to the time
the hearing begins. These comments will be made part of the official public record in these matters, and
shall be brought to the attention of the Board of Supervisors. Written comments should be addressed to -
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, Room 244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San
Francisco, CA 94102. Information relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of the
Board and agenda information will be available for public review on July 25, 2013,

Gt

gela Calvillo -
lerk of the Board

DATED: July 17, 2013
MAILED/POSTED: July 19, 2013
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- Print Form -

| Introduction- Form

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

Time stamp
or meeting date

I hereby submit the following itém for introduction (select only one):

I 1. For reference to Committee.
An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment.
- 2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to- Committee.

- 3. Reciuest for hearing on a subject matter at Committee.

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor| o : inquires"

6. Call File No. } ' from Committee.

-
i 5. City Attorney request.
- .

r

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).

[C 8. Substitute Legislation File No. |

- 9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion).
[ 10.Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole.

™ 11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on 1 o

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following: |
[T Smiall Business Commission [~ Youth Cpmmission [~ Ethics Commission

[ Planning Commission [~ Building Inspection Commission
Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a Imperative For

Sponsor(s):

Clerk of the Board _
Subject:

Public Hearing - Appeal of Conditional Use - 4216 California Street

The text'is listed below or attached:

" [Hearing of persons interested in objecting to the Planning Commission's approval on June 6, 2013, of a Conditional
Use Authorization identified as Planning Case No. 2010.1034C, by its Motion No. 18898, pursuant to Planning Code
Sections 303(c) and 710.83, to remove an existing micro-site and install a wireless telecommunications services :
facility consisting of up to nine panel antennas on the roof behind radio-frequency transparent screen walls with
equipment located within a ground floor storage area of an existing medical office building, as part of AT&T
Mobility’s wireless telecommunications network within a NC-1 (Neighborhood Commetcial - Cluster) Zoning
District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District, on property located at: 4216 California Street, Assessor’s Block No.
1364, Lot No. 019. (District 2) (Appellant: Wendy Aragon, on behalf of the Richmond District Democratic Club)
(Filed July 8, 2013). S :
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Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor:

. or Clerk's Use Only:
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