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RECE IVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

SA:,! FRANCISCO 

2022 OCT 3 I PH 3: I 8 

NOTICE TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF APPEAL BY ___ /) ....... ____ _ 
FROM ACTION OF THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 

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

The property is located at ___ Lf_8_s_r-__ _._n_~~-'---:S _t'i>_, __ ~_+ ___ 5_~ __ <l_ ·. 

S e?\--c""' L 0- 1-'r 1 )._ cf)2-2-
oate of City Planning Commission Action 

(Attach a Copy of Planning Commission's Decision) 

0 e, .\--o ~ .e)- ~ l , 'L.¢2, L_ 
Appeal Filing Dat'e · 

1\/~e Planning Commission disapproved in w 
property, Case No. fl/ 

e or in part an application for reclassification of 

ication for establishment, 4-The Planning Commission disapproved in whole or in part an a 
abolition or modification of a set-back line, Case No. _ __,;V'---bL'I""""'---------

/rhe Planning Commission approved in whole or in _e_art an application for conditional use 
authorization, Case No. 2-<P?... ( ~ ct>t r 3 :> 2-(._ u.,+:. 

,,,,./ ~ he Planning Commission disapproved i~ole or in part an application for conditional use f :uthorization, Case No. Y . 

V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process5 
August 2011 
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Statement of Appeal: 

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

Pka.~e. see ~.i\ l-oV~ of ~\.V\vCv3 GoMV\I\ l'vS( o v'\ 

w .. ufiVV\ ~·~~ ~ ,:~ l-v~ fw.. ~ ~·~ vl, 11\3 . 

Name 1 

p. o 0Jo·1' ~ ~ fJo ~\ S~U,\ q~I ~~ 5&0 0Ji11~ i-+ SF /A q YUL 
Address Address 

· Telephone Number Telephone Number 

,/"--·~ 

/ l I 
( :··1} J 1 ,.J 
\ ~::~~.J/'?)z l!J f [~-·-· 
'"-··· .Signature of Appellant or 

Authorized Agent 

V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process6 
August 2011 
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,.. RECElVEO 
d0ARO OF SUPER VISORS 

SAN FRANCISCO .. 

2022 OCT 31 PH 3: I 8 

8 Y __ .... 41! ____ '""""_ ~ J Planning Commission Case 
No. 202. 1-011 - "2-(M__f\ 

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

.----s=t.-re_e..,..t--=-A...,.dd-=-re-ss-,-.--.-----..-....---..... 0.-w-n-e-r o- r--.-----.P..-r..-in..,..te---r-.N,.....a_m_e _ __,,---=o...,.rig-.i,_na ..... l""""S"""'ig-n-a.,..tu-re----, / 
property owned or Verified Tenant / 

rent 

1. OvJV\oV 
2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

11 . 

12. 

20. 

(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 

/' 
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')OARD §~~]~f D 
I fi~2 b.·f J,.... 

sAu FRANcll'6W0R.s 

2022 OCT 31 PM 3: 18 Planning Commission Case 
No. .l-0 2. I - 0 1 l 3S 2 CIA.A 

The undersigned dec~at ereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amen m r conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below. hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

13. ' 

15. 

· 16. 

' 17. 

18. 

19. 

treet Address, 
property owned or 

rent 

Assessor's wner or 
Block & Verified Tenant 

Lot 

I I 

rinted Name ngtnal Signature 

(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 

, °'t 
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f~ECEIVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

SAN FRANCISCO 

2022 OCT'3 I PM 3: 18 

BY ____ _...fi...__ ____ __ 
2 

Planning Commission Case 
No. 0)., I - 0 1 I 35' 2. C...t,< A 

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of petjury, under the Jaws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

Assessors wneror 
Block & Verified Tenant 

Printe Name Original ignature 

Lot 

1·t/811 
2· 'lil 
3. 

4. 

5. 

8. 

9. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 
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RECEiYED 
dOARO Of SUPERVISORS 

SA FRMtCISCO 

2022 OCT 31 PM 3: I 8 Planning Commission Case 
No. 2.,02.1-0113.1- 'l.C!A,A 

The underajb'ned declac/J.-it ti.Ji)' eFe hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or cond itional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the property within the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or conditiona l 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 . 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjU1y, under 117e laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. ' 

10. 

11 . 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

Street A ress, 
property owned or 

rent 

Assessor's wner or 
Block & Verified Tenant 

Lot 

rioted Name ignature 

(Al l information provided is subject to public d isc losure ; personal information will not be redacted .) 
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RECEIVED 
30/.l.RD OF SUPERVI SORc: 

SAN FRANCISCO 

2022 OCT 31 PM 3: I 8 
)I 

, ,.. , 
1 3 

,. Planning Commission Case 
No. --""" 2.- , - o I ,;;- i. llJlA 

The undersigri)ll'declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed ameMment or cond itiona l use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the property within the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or conditional use, or with in 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

Street Address, Assessor's Owner or Printed Name Original Signature 
property owned or Block & Verified Tenant 

rent Lot 
-

1.4l/b7 ;Vlff'~ Jr(}~ rL £,.1z,/t)1.i1- fJ LJ N "cf!- ftL- ·,:.:,e.e:Do ·o:e::u-1 f_~ R~i.~ { . cfLSt:~ ~ · 

2· ~--i1hb-Jt c;1 6;l.:13IO'J.Cfi- fJ IAf /1/ ,c:,f? \!11 Al V ti 2/.!A-AIG yt;)~~ r~ 
· ;, • - ' IV I v 

3. /; i- 7 v/otJ 9 - ~ ;-\\ "" ,,/ I S\.\ ' -~ ,., .l, ,1:;\'J~"" i ,\\\A Jee--...,, .... , ... ·--- -::,. 

4 . I \ \) 0 
5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11 . 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

(All information provided is subject to public d isclosure ; persona l information will not be redacted.) 
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October 31, 2022 

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl # 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Olinda Vega 
566 London St. 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

,,,0 ,, . RECEiVED 
D ,!\RO .OF SUPEHVJsow·· 

SAN fRAriC /SCO ~ 

2022 OCT 3 I PH 3: I a 
BY_ ff -

Re: Appeal of Approval of Conditional Use of 4835 Mission Record# 2021-
011352CUA 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

I recently sent in an email request to different members of the BOS to make this 
appeal themselves, as I have received no response from the BOS I am moving 
forward to make an appeal myself as today is the deadline to do such. 

Regarding the recent approval of the SF Planning Commission decision to approve 
the above cannabis dispensary on September 29, 2022, I was able to attend the 
hearing and speak momentarily before I was shut down. I believe there are a few 
issues at play that should be addressed regarding the hearing and the matter itself. 

I am a single mother that lives within the 300 foot radius of the proposed site hence 
my appeal is not only for myself and my own son but also the students of Balboa 
High School. English is not my primary language and communicating with SFGOV 
has been challenging and frustrating. 

I, along with a couple of concerned neighbors have been trying for weeks to get a 
mailing list from the planning department of people notified of the hearing living 
within a 300 foot radius of the address in question. I received such a list October 25, 
2022 around 10:30 pm, due to an inquiry with a Sylvia Jimenez at nearly 9:30 pm. 
We have been contacting her for weeks with this request. It appears that when we 
yet once again made the request and also directed that same request to the BOS and 
specifically Ahsha Safai that the request was sent within an hour, which we found 
that to be very interesting. I am concerned as to why the SF Planning Department 
would not have sent the list earlier. 

I am concerned that there may have been a violation of the Sunshine Ordinance. 
Despite the public notices that were sent out and one sign posted at the site of 4835 
Mission (the particular site's sign had only English, and did not appear to be easily 
understood English). Regarding the mailed notices the non-English languages did 
not appear to be clear as to the matter at hand, and I recall the foreign languages 
only instructing to call in for more information but did not even suggest in the 
slightest that a Cannabis Dispensary was attempting to enter the neighborhood. 

1 
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Nearly 80% (but closer to 78%), of the neighborhood is comprised of native Asian 
and Spanish speaking people. The notice was not plain easily understood English. 
This appears to be the opposite of transparent. I understand easily understood 
English is a core tenet of the Ordinance. In the SF Planning Commission's public 
notice I simply saw the word cannabis, I did not see the word marijuana. When I 
went to collect signatures many people did not know that cannabis is essentially 
very similar to marijuana, the latter apparently being more easily understood 
English. The difference to non-primary English speaking people is a significant one. 

The Planning Commissioners themselves appeared to have been resolute advocates 
for Cannabis rather than an impartial board (Commissioner Koppel went on to 
remark that Thailand was more accepting of Cannabis). The hearing was to decide 
upon an additional dispensary being added to the neighborhood but appeared to be 
hijacked into 2 sides: Cannabis Vs. No Cannabis. The majority of neighborhood 
understands and accepts the existing dispensaries but generally believe that 
additional such businesses would have a negative impact on the neighborhood. The 
Commission seemed to be more interested regarding supporters who came from 
outside the neighborhood, as is the big box business applicant Steve Ashbel of Los 
Angeles County. Another concern during the hearing was the communication 
system, for people calling in for comment, who spoke Chinese or Spanish, appeared 
to not be working clearly. This had the effect of the callers not being able to make 
their message clearly. In fact it appeared that the city's Spanish Translator left early 
making it so that the Commission had to call on one of the supporters to translate 
for a caller. Another person attending the hearing informed me that the impromptu 
translator's translation was not accurate. I suggest that it was improper to continue 
in such a manner and was prejudicial. 

There appears to be a concern regarding the 600-foot rule and the local high school 
approximately 800 and 16 odd feet away. Yes, the schools proximity now meets the 
newer lowered distance requirement, however the school has an off campus lunch 
period. The primary destination for the students is 2 storefronts away at the 
Hawaiian restaurant, followed by a Taqueria on either side of Mission St. 
(approximately 66 and 102 feet away respectively), the primary location being 
nearly 33 feet from the proposed dispensary. Commissioner Tanner herself stated 
her concern that the distance of the buffer zone may need to be revisited and 
suggested that the BOS revisit that very point. Additionally, the primary Muni bus 
stop for students leaving is 100 feet away where they can easily witness Cannabis 
Patrons going in and out as well as when the students arrive to school. A gentleman 
who spoke at the hearing regarding the proposed dispensary stated that when he 
himself was a teen that he could simply pay an adult stranger to buy him alcohol, 
however one of the supporters stated that something similar would simply not 
happen with the dispensary, however there was no explanation offered as to how 
something similar would be avoided. I would wager that everybody on the BOS is 
educated enough to know that conceptually a teenager can still do something 
similar; having a proxy adult buy a particular desired substance. I opine that the 

2 
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location of the primary off campus eating destinations should be included within the 
buffer zone and that the buffer zone of 1000ft be reinstated. 

City planner Michael Christensen stated that there were merely 4 comments of 
opposition when we appear to have at least 19 at the time of the hearing. 
Additionally, there were nearly 140 signatures of opposition on the petition that the 
Planning Commission took no apparent interest in taking into their record despite 
commenting that they appreciate that it took some work to produce such. Today, at 
this very point, we have over 200 signatures. 

A supporter of the proposed conditional use hearing, Sarah Dale of MMD, boasted of 
the extensive outreach that was performed in the neighborhood in regard to the 
project. As I recall, she spoke of extensive outreach, of knocking on doors well up to 
1000 feet of the proposed site. I received no such knocking on of doors as was 
suggested. I spoke to my surrounding neighbors and they were also unaware of any 
alleged contact. In fact, I reviewed my security system witch can record in excess 6 
months at a time, yet still I did not detect anyone attempting to contact me for such. 
I am dubious as to if the " extensive outreach" actually occurred. I am doubtful if 
Sarah Dale did in fact meet the intended requirements of the good neighbor policy. 

On 9/21/21 at the BOS hearing for 5801 Mission Cannabis Appeal supervisor Safaf 
acknowledged that crime increased related to cannabis and our district 
neighborhood having, then, three existing cannabis dispensaries was adequate. The 
approval for 5801 eventually made it through. Now, we are debating the 6th 

Cannabis site. It was brought up that historically San Francisco does have a cap 
system in place, i.e. liquor stores, yet for some reason cannabis is now able to not 
have a cap, which appears to be a precarious behavior. Then, Commissioner Fung 
recognized many of the associated problems with over saturation; it appears that 
over saturation is indeed happening right now. 

While I was collecting signatures I noticed something that resounded in me 
personally, and that is the fear of retaliation. I come from a Spanish speaking 
country with a history of human rights abuse. Many of the Spanish and Chinese 
speaking people I encountered appeared to hold a similar sentiment in regards to 
one's own government with a rich history in human rights abuse. The fear for many 
for many of these people has carried on to become part of their personality. I would 
liken it to PTSD. I have determined that the majority of people who did not sign our 
petition, despite the fact that they would prefer to, was due to fear of retaliation. 
Despite this, I believe those people should have a voice anyway, we exist, we pay 
taxes, we help our community continue to function due to our own participation in 
its economy. I am considering victims of human trafficking whom of which we pass 
laws to protect as many have gone down a path so far that it is extremely difficult 
for them to help themselves without support of the community. There is a similar 
mentality working here, our neighborhood wants protection, we need it, and we 
deserve it, our city government should recognize our need and act on it accordingly. 

3 
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I believe that this transmission conveys and implies many concerns that suggest 
there were many flaws in the hearing of the planning commission. I will also include 
other relevant documents I urge the BOS to address this important matter for 
themselves. 

Thank you for your attention into this matter, 

Olinda Vega 

4 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

Commission Ghamber~, Room 400 
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Good!ett Place 

San Francisco, CA 9~102-4689 

Thursday, September 29, 2022 
1 :00 p.m. 

Regular Meeting 
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Moore, Braun, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Ruiz, Tanner 

None COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: 

THE MEETING WAS CALLED TO ORDER BYVICE PRESIDENT MOORE AT 1 :05 PM 

STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: Aaron Starr, Miriam Chi on, Shelley Caltagirone, AnMarie Rodgers, Danielle Ngo, 
Monica Giacomucci, Michael Christensen, Trent Greenan, LizWatty - Director of Current Planning, Rich 
Hillis - Planning Director, Jonas P. lonin -Commission Secretary 

SPEAKER KEY: 
+ indicates a speaker in support of an item; 
- indicates a speaker in opposition to an item; and 
= indicates a neutral speaker or a speaker who did not indicate support or opposition. 

A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE 

The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may 
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or 
to hear the item on this calendar. 

B. COMMISSION MATTERS 

1. Consideration of Adoption: 
• Draft Minutes for August 25, 2022 
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San Franci!rn Planning Commission Thursday. September 29. 2022 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 

Speaker - 45 Bernard motion, due process not provided, roof deck 
Lindsay Huston - 45 Bernard, ex-parte communication, was not afforded 
due process 
Adopted 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 

• Draft Minutes for September 8. 2022 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 

None 
Adopted 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 

• Draft Minutes for September 15. 2022 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 

Ozzie Rohm - Comments are not reflected adequately in minutes. 
Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Minutes - Capture what was said for the record 
Continued to October 6, 2022 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 

2. Commission Comments/Questions 

Meeting Minutes 

Vice President Moore: 
I would like to first welcome a full Commission again. Indeed, some of us have never met 
before but simultaneously I would like to welcome our new Commissioners, Commissioner 
Tanner and Commissioner Braun. It is great to be back here and it's almost being in a new 
room and a new experience. We're trying to make the best out of it. But before we get into 
Commission Comments, and I call on my other fellow Commissioners, please join me in the 
land acknowledgment that we read into the record every week. 

The Planning Commission acknowledges that we are on the unceded ancestral homeland 
of the Ramaytush Ohlone, who are the original inhabitants of the San Francisco Peninsula. 
As the indigenous stewards of this land and in accordance with their traditions, the 
Ramaytush Ohlone have never ceded, lost, nor forgotten their responsibilities as the 
caretakers of this place, as well as for all peoples who reside in their traditional territory. As 
guests, we recognize that we benefit from living and working on their traditional 
homeland. We wish to pay our respects by acknowledging the Ancestors, Elders, and 
Relatives of the Ramaytush Ohlone community and by affirming their sovereign rights as 
First Peoples. 

CommissionerTanner: 
I just want to say I'm glad to be back here. It's good to see everyone in person. Definitely 
missed being here with you all so just very very excited to be back and have a really great 
robust agenda today of matters to take up. One item that did come up during the hearing 
process at the Rules Committee was the discussion of the role between the Commission 
Secretary and the Commissioners. And I just wanted to, for the record, state that Mr. lonin 
and I did talk a little bit about that role and so, Supervisor Peskin had asked for that. So, we 
have had a conversation and I think it was really helpful for both of us. Just want to 
commend Mr. lonin for his really great work and service to the Commission and I think this 

Page 2of 12 
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San Francisco Planning Commission Thursday, September 29, 2022 

Meetin Minutes 

has been just wonderful to have you shepherd us through a very, very, very challenging 
and uncharted territory. And I know that you continue to serve us admirably and I want to 
thank you for your service to the Commission. 

Vice President Moore: 
Secretary lonin, I had a conversation and came onto a very good understanding that 
ultimately the subtlety of words matters and while we may have some ambiguity in our 
past motion making, we will pay attention that we all agree on every word that is being 
used in order to avoid confusion. We come with very different backgrounds, use language 
quite differently and that is for in a motion which is basic as semi-legal statement about a 
conclusion of this body, we need to be as precise as possible. And sometimes it involves 
using the advice from the City Attorney and specific expressions to avoid or to insert. All 
we need to pay attention to particular professional acronyms and words like architectural 
terms that are important to be properly used in our motions. We will try our best and I 
think we have a good understanding to cooperatively work together to bring that forward 
and avoid lengthy conversations which prolong, unnecessary prolong our meetings. I'm 
sure you would agree with what I said, Secretary lonin. I'd like to ask that we please 
schedule for next week's meeting the Election of Officers. We need to elect a President. 
And I'm not sure that includes reaffirming the role of the Vice President but we need to 
elect a new President. So, if you could schedule that perhaps for next week Secretary lonin, 
that would be appreciated. 

Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
Is there a consensus from the Commission? Okay, seeing no opposition, I will schedule the 
Election of Officers for next week's hearing. 

Vice President Moore: 
Thank you. 

Com missioner Diamond: 
I just wanted to explain the use of the head set in case any of you were wondering. I'm not 
listening to music on this side. I'm hearing impaired and I wear hearing aids and find the 
closed captioning to be delayed and not very useful and I want to make sure that I am 
hearing everything that everybody has to say. I found that on Zoom, the quality of the 
sound was so much better. And I'm working with the tech department and Mr. lonin to try 
to come up with a solution in the hearing chambers that allows me to hear every word. So, 
we are trying a head set clipped into a loudspeaker that allows the mies to be fed directly 
into my ears. And so far, it is a big improvement. I just wanted to provide you all with that 
explanation. 

Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
Thank you. Commissioner Diamond. If there are no other Commissioner comments, there 
is one more housekeeping item I wanted to address the Commission on. The Castro 
Theatre was scheduled to come before you next week. We've received a request to 
continue that item into December. And after conversations internally, we thought it might 
be prudent for us to sort of consolidate our resources and allow the public to make a single 
comment on one day. And so, what I'm asking is, would you be available for a joint hearing 
with the Historic Preservation Commission at 10 a.m. on December 8th? I polled the 
Historic Preservation Commissioners. We are able to assemble a quorum. They will actually 
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San Fra11ci<.:a Planning Cammissian Thursday, September 29, 2022 

have back-to-back hearings on their regular day on Wednesday and then join us here on 
Thursday morning, December 8th at 10 a.m. We do expect a very, very large number of 
speakers on that matter. I think the indication through the number of e-mails we have 
been receiving associated with this project indicates strongly that a large number of 
people. So, to really prevent that members of the public to have to queue up twice in a row 
on 2 days, we thought we might see if we could accommodate them and hold a Joint 
Hearing on that matter? And then we would set a time specific for your remainder calendar 
after that. We might bleed over but at least we could do that. So, if we can get a quorum 
for 10 a.m., and if we all agree here to do that, we can get that going. And that way the 
public will know as well. 

Vice President Moore: 
Do you want to just nod for us to nod or do you want to ask anybody individually. 

Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
Well, I just, if anyone I think it'd be easier if someone said they can't make 10 a.m. on 
Thursday, December 3th, that would be easier. If not, I will assume that you all can. Okay, 
fantastic. Thank you for that, Commissioners. 

3. 2021-009977CRV - Remote Hearings - Consideration of action to allow teleconferenced 
meetings and adopting findings under California government code section 54953(e) to 
allow remote meetings during the COVID-19 emergency; continue remote meetings for 
the next 30 days; direct the Commission Secretary to schedu le a similar resolution [motion] 
at a commission meeting within 30 days. 

SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
RESOLUTION: 

Austin Yang - Response to comments and questions 
Adopted 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21174 

C. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 

4. Director's Announcements 

Rich Hillis, Planning Director: 
Good afternoon, Commissioners. No formal announcements but welcome Commissioner 
Braun, happy to have you with us. And welcome back Commissioner Tanner. 

5. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Meeting Minutes 

Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs: 
Good afternoon, Commissioners. Welcome back everyone. It's unusual to see you all out 
here. So, this week's Land Use Committee was cancelled. However, last week they did hold 
one and you weren't here. 

Page 4af 12 
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San Fran chm Planning Commission Thursday, September 29, 2022 

Meetin Minutes 

Land Use Last Week 
• 220643 Planning Code - Tenderloin Neon Special Sign District. Sponsors: Preston; 

Peskin and Melgar. Staff: V Flores 

First on last week's land use agenda was the Tenderloin Neon Sign District, sponsored by 
Supervisor Preston. Commissioners, you heard this item on August 25 and voted to 
recommend approval with modifications. Those modifications included: 

1. Strike Neon Sign provisions that are more restrictive than existing sign regulations. 

2. Allow legal, noncomplying Neon Signs to be physically removed from the building and 
returned for maintenance purposes. 

3. Amend the proposed Code language to change "blade signs" to "Projecting Signs". 

4. For Residential Hotels, clarify that: 1) these signs are considered Identifying Signs and 
2) Projecting. 

All your amendments were included in the revised version of this ordinance on September 
12th and the item was then continued one week to September 19th. On the September 
19th hearing the revised ordinance was heard again. This time there were no public 
com mentors and the item was forwarded to the Full Board as a committee report. 

• 220041 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Production, Distribution, and Repair Uses. 
Sponsor: Walton. Staff: Shaw 

Next was Supervisor Walton's ordinance that would remove the Industrial Protection Zone 
so that the underling PDR controls would govern the land use in that area. The ordinance 
would also Social Service and Philanthropic uses to exceed 5,000 sq. ft. Commissioners, 
you heard this item on March 24th of this year and voted to recommend approval with 
modification. That modification was to allow a grandparenting clause for Self-Storage 
Facilities. This amendment was added to the final ordinance at the Land Use Committee. 
During the hearing, there were no public commenters, and the item was forwarded to the 
Full Board with a positive recommendation. 

• 210866 Planning, Administrative, Subdivision Codes - Density Exception in Residential 
Districts. Sponsors: Mandelman; Melgar. Staff: Merlone 220997 Planning Code; Zoning 
Map - Rezoning Residential Districts] Sponsors: Mandelman; Haney 

Last but certainly not least, the Committee again considered Supervisor Mandelman's four­
plex ordinance. As you probably recall, the mayor vetoed the original ordinance that would 
have rezone all RH-1 districts to RH-2 and allow four units on interior lots and six units on 
corner lots. This density exception also came with limitations though. Applicants had to 
have owned the property for 5 years before they could take advantage of the density 
bonus. This is one reason why the mayor vetoed the ordinance, as it significantly limited 
the number of housings units the city would get out of the program. Also at issue was the 
rezoning from RH-1 to RH-2 to avoid SB9. While rezoning would technically allow the same 
number of units as SB9 without subdivision, it did not come with any process 
improvements. Projects maximizing density would still be subject to Planning Code 
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Meetin Minutes 

Section 317 and DR's, while projects under SB 9 would not. If you recall, Planning Staff and 
the Planning Commission recommended rezoning from RH-1 to RH-2 and included process 
improvements to avoid Section 317. The Board however did not take this 
recommendation. 

At Land Use, Supervisor Mandelman split his ordinance into two pieces, one to allow four­
plexes and one to allow the density bonus program, in the hope that this would allow the 
density bonus to receive a veto proof majority at the Board. 

The Committee added language to the ordinance's findings expressing concern about 
speculative development and discussed whether they should eliminate or reduce the 5-
year holding period. In the end the item was continued to October 3rd to allow further 
conversations on this point. 

Full Board This Week 
• 220643 Planning Code - Tenderloin Neon Special Sign District. Sponsors: Preston; 

Peskin and Melgar. Staff: V. Flores. PASSED SECOND READ 

• 220654 Planning Code - Landmark Designation - City Cemetery. Sponsors: Chan; 
Melgar, Peskin and Mar. Staff: Ferguson. PASSED SECOND READ 

• 220041 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Production, Distribution, and Repair Uses. 
Sponsor: Walton. Staff: Shaw. Passed First Read 

• 220905 Mayoral Reappointment, Planning Commission - Rachael Tanner. Sponsor: 
Mayor. Staff: N/ A. Adopted 220906 Mayoral Appointment, Planning Commission -
Derek Braun. Sponsor: Mayor. Staff: N/ A. Adopted 

Full Board Last Week 
• 220895 Interim Zoning Controls - Extending and Modifying Requirements for Large 

Residential Projects in RC, RM, and RTO Districts. Sponsors: Peskin; Chan. Adopted 

That concludes my report and I'm happy to take questions. 

Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
The Board of Appeals met last night. JR Eppler attended his first hearing, replacing 
Commissioner Tina Chang on the Board. 

The Board heard one case of interest to the Planning Commission - an appeal to a 2019 
permit for 945-947 Minnesota Street. 

The permit is to replace damaged front stairs, windows, and exterior siding. The permit is 
to also infill the open area beneath an existing three-story rear extension and construct a 
new roof deck The property is a contributing structure in the Dog patch Landmark District. 

The appellant is the neighbor to the rear and his concerns are about legality of the existing 
three-story rear extension. He believes the extension needs to be torn down since there is 
no building permit found for it. 
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The Discretionary Review and Rear Yard Variance requests for the project were heard on 
October 22, 2020. The Planning Commission voted to not take Discretionary Review and 
approved the project. The Zoning Administrator approved the Variance on December 2, 
2020. 

The neighbor/DR requestor/appellant subsequently appealed the Variance to the Board of 
Appeals. On January 27, 2021, the Board of Appeals voted to deny the appeal and uphold 
the ZA's issuance of the Variance. 

Since then, unpermitted work has taken place on the property. Joint site inspections 
between Planning and DBI revealed that the three-story rear extension has been illegally 
removed and rebuilt. DBI has issued a Stop Work Order for the property. 

At the appeal hearing last night, Board took the Department's recommendation and voted 
4-0 to grant the appeal and revoke the permit on the basis that the permit was improperly 
issued. 

The permit and plans contained inaccurate information. There is also evidence of 
excessive demolition as confirmed by the site inspections. 

Moving forward, the project will require a new Certificate of Appropriateness, a new Rear 
Yard Variance, and a new permit to capture all of the unpermitted work done and new 
work proposed on the property. 

Commissioners, I mentioned that the Historic Preservation Commission did not meet 
yesterday but we did not have a hearing on the 22nd and they did meet on September 21st 
so I will give you that briefing now. They adopted a resolution supporting the board of 
supervisor's resolution urging that the San Francisco Rec and Park develop and install and 
interpretative signage regarding the dark history at Sharp Park. They also adopted 
recommendations for approval for a number of legacy business registry applications -
Blazing Saddles Bike and Rental Tours on Hyde Street, the Mariposa Hunter's Point Yacht 
Club on Terry Francois Boulevard, the Larkins Brothers Tire Company on South Van Ness 
Avenue, Hotel Boheme on Columbus Avenue, Cafe La Boheme on 24th Street, Club Deluxe 
on Haight Street. And that concludes those updates and reports. 

D. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT 

SPEAKERS: 

E. REGULAR CALENDAR 

Georgia Schuttish - Section 317 time line 
Ozzie Rohm - Consider an appointee from BOS for Commission President 
Sue Hestor - Difficulty with hearing and understanding comments 
Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Derek Braun - tenant rights and cultural equity 
Tes Welborn - Preserving rental housing stock 

The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; when applicable, followed 
by a presentation of the project sponsor team; followed by public comment. Please be advised 
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that the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, 
engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors. 

6. 

7. 

Meeting Minutes 

2020-0094600TH (M. CHION: (628) 652-7437) 
CENTERING PLANNING ON RACIAL AND SOCIAL EQUITY - Informational Presentation -
Staff will update the Commission on the Department's progress on the implementation of 
the June 11, 2020, Planning Commission's Equity Resolution. Staff will provide an overview 
of the key progress and deliverables from Fiscal Year 2021-2022, and an overview of the 
Department's current fiscal year equity priority projects and programs, several of which 
will be presented more in-depth at various Fall 2022 Planning Commission hearings. These 
projects include the 2022 Housing Element, Sunset Forward, and in-depth update of the 
status of the Racial & Social Equity Action Plan, Communication and Community 
Engagement Strateg ies, Cultural Districts, and the Tenderloin Community Action Plan. 
Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 

= Rich Hillis - Introduction 
= Miriam Chion - Staff presentation 
+ Mary Travis-Allen - Equity Council 
+ William Ortiz-Cartagena - Equity Council 
- Ozzie Rohm -Measurable goals, affordable housing, rent control, tenants 
- Speaker - What gets built and for whom, thorough analysis, real changes 
- Janthal Labarinto - No substantive changes, community-based land use 
plans 

- Pria - Housing sustainability areas 
+ Lorraine Petty - State laws on housing 
- Keith - Scrutinize the housing element 
- Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Equity impact analysis 
+ Theresa Flandrick - Look at specific examples of Planning project 
Reviewed and Commented 

2019-016230CWP (5. CALTAGIRONE: (628) 652-7425) 
HOUSING ELEMENT - Informational Presentation - The Housing Element 2022 Update of 
the General Plan is San Francisco's first housing plan centered on racial and social equity. 
This plan will express the city's collective vision and values for the future of housing in San 
Francisco. It will also identify priorities for decision makers, guide resource allocation for 
housing programs and services, and define how and where the City should create new 
homes for San Franciscans, or those who wantto call this city home. This update is due late 
2022 and it will need to accommodate the creation of 82,000 units by 2031, a target set by 
State and Regional Agencies that has been tripled compared to the city's current targets. 
This hearing will allow SF Planning to share a brief update on the Housing Element review 
process with the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD). 
SF Planning plans to publish the next draft Housing Element packet to HCD in early 
October, which will include a 7-day public review period. 
Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 

SPEAKERS: = Shelley Caltagirone - Staff report 
- Georgia Schuttish - Constraints of lot sizes in San Francisco 
- Speaker - Si lencing community voices, rubberstamping market rate 
- Charlie Siamas - Put affordable first 
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ACTION: 
RECUSED: 

- Jake Price - Schedule in January not March, status quo is not equitable 
- Jessica - Schedule earlier to be in compliance 
- Tes Welborn - Where's affordable housing money and land banking? 
- Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Where's the money from, affordable housing 
first 
- Robert Fructhman - In dire straits, revise schedule for recertification 
- Zack Weisenberger - Put affordable first, commit to land use/resource 
plan 
= Scott - Let Commissioner Moore draft the next housing elementversion 
= Rich Hillis - Response to comments and questions 
= Austin Yang - Response to comments and questions 
Reviewed and Commented 
Braun, Ruiz 

8. 2018-004217GPA (D. NGO: (628) 652-7591) 
2022 SAFETY & RESILIENCE ELEMENT UPDATE - Consideration of Approval of 
Amendments to the San Francisco General Plan - Pursuant to San Francisco Charter 
Section 4.105, Planning Code Section 340(d) and Section 306.3, the Planning Commission 
will consider a resolution adopting amendments to the General Plan, including adopting 
the 2022 Safety & Resilience Element, making Planning Code Section 101.1 findings, and 
recommending that the Board of Supervisors adopt an Ordinance approving the 
amendments. On July 21, 2022, the Planning Commission passed Resolution No. 21147 to 
initiate amendments to the General Plan. If the Planning Commission adopts the 
amendments, the Commission will forward the proposal to the Board of Supervisors for 
consideration of adoption. 

9. 

Meeting Minutes 

Preliminary Recommendation: Approve 
(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 15, 2022) 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 
RESOLUTION: 

= AnMarie Rodgers - Staff presentation 
= Danielle Ngo - Staff presentation 
+ Brian Strong - Resilience & Capital Planning 
+ Cindy Comerford - Department of Environment 
= Speaker - Functional recovery 
- Georgia Schuttish - Preserving smaller homes, demo calcs 
- Eileen Boken - Damage cost directly and indirectly by earthquake 
- Lorraine Petty - Confuse and dismayed with core intentions 
= Rich Hills - Response to comments and questions 
Adopted a Resolution Approving Amendments 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21175 

2016-010626CUA (E. SAMONSKY: (628) 652-7417) 
6227 3Ro STREET - east side between Hollister and Gilman Avenues; Lot 022 in Assessor's 
Block 4941 (District 10) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuantto P Ianni ng 
Code Sections 303, 317 and 712 to remove an unauthorized dwelling unit at the ground 
floor of a two-story single-family residence within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial, 
Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes 
the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
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(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 8, 2022) 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 
MOTION: 

= Monica Giacomucci- Staff report 
+ Miriam - Project sponsor report 
Approved with Conditions 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21176 

10. 2021 -011698CUA (E.SAMONSKY: (628)652-7417) 
424 TEXAS STREET - west side between 19th and 2Qth Streets; Lot 005 in Assessor's Block 
4066(District 10)-RequestforConditional Use Authorization pursuantto Planning Code 
Section 209.1, 303 and 317 to demolish a two-story, 1,625-square-foot single-family 
residence and construct a four-story, 3,638-square-foot residential building containing a 
dwelling unit and an accessory dwelling unit (ADU), ) within a RH-2 (Residential-House, 
Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the 
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 

11. 

Meeting Minutes 

(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 8, 2022) 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 
MOTION: 

= Monica Giacomucci - Staff report 
+ Tom Tunney - Project sponsor presentation 
+ Beverly Tso - Design presentation 
- Karen - Impacts of the demolition to her house, loss of light 
- Darlene - Impact to young families, changing atmosphere 
+ Speaker - Helps families stay in the city 
+ Connor Johnston - Irony 
+ Ken Wong - Increase the housing stock and parking 
+ Andrew - Condition of building 
+Helen - No shadow impact 
+ Speaker - Minimal change 
+ Richard Benderwood - Will benefit to the new construction 
+ James Garner - Support families to live and stay in the community 
+ Speaker - Response to comments and questions 
Approved with Conditions 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21177 

2021 -011352CUA (R. BALBA: (628) 652-7331) 
4835 MISSION STREET - southeast side between Russia and France Street; Lot 021 in 
Assessor's Block 6272 (District 11 ) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to 
Planning Code Sections 202.2, 303, and 720, to establish an approximately 1,300 square­
foot Cannabis Retail use within the ground floor commercial space of the existing two­
story mixed-use building, with no on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products 
within the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial District) Zoning 
District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for 
the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code 
Section 31 .04(h) . 
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Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 15, 2022) 

SPEAKERS: 

ACTION: 
AYES: 
MOTION: 

= Michael Christensen - Staff report 
+ Perry Gabriel Jones - Project sponsor report 
+ Steve Ash be I - Project sponsor report 
+ Miguel Ynares - Help farmers, will provide extra security 
+ Angela White - Safer space and will create generational wealth 
- Speaker - List ofopposition signatures, residents not properly informed 
+ Sergio Guevarra - Support 
- Speaker - Was not aware, did not receive any notice 
- Speaker - Armed security, high volume of kids, Balboa High School 
- Speaker - Feels that neighborhood's voice is not heard 
+ Speaker - Kids are not allowed in the store, property value, safety 
- Francisco Dacosta - No proper outreach 
+ Corey Smith - Regulated and legal 
= Harry - Labeling should not be too attractive for kids 
- Speaker - Too many dispensaries in their neighborhood 
- Speaker - The neighborhood has a lot of young children 
+ Katherine - Controlled legalize store, decrease crimes, security 
- Speaker - Notice not available in Chinese and Spanish, 600 ft radius 
+ Speaker - Safe and protected, kids are not allowed to go to the store 
- Speaker - Some are unable to voice concerns due to language barrier 
Approved with Conditions 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21178 

F. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR 

The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; 
followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed 
by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project. Please be 
advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or 
their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors. 

12. 2021-005053DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335) 
1334 12TH AVENUE - east side between Judah and Irving Streets; Lot 038 in Assessor's 
Block 1766 (District 7) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 
2021.0506.9906 to construct a three-story rear horizontal addition to a three-story single­
family dwelling within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X 
Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the 
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve as Modified 

SPEAKERS: 

Meeting Minutes 

= Trent Greenan - Staff report 
- Nancy Wong - DR presentation 
- John Wong - DR presentation 
+ Eric Hall - Project sponsor presentation 
+ Speaker - Architect presentation 

Pa ge 11of12 

2787



San Franci<ro Planning Commission 

ACTION: 
AYES: 
ORA: 

ADJOURNMENT 7:01 PM 
ADOPTED OCTOBER 13, 2022 

Meetin Minutes 

- Speaker - Light 
= Liz Watty - Response to comments and questions 
No DR 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
797 

Thursday. September 29, 2022 
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Objection emails on the day of the hearing September 29, 2022 

483 5 Mission St 

Record No: 2021-011352CUA 
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cannabis retail use-4835 Mission street, SF, Record#: 2021 ~011352CUA 

Buck!!':::y, .Jeff (BOS) <jeff.buckley@sfgov.org> 2022£f:9J=:l29ElJThrJ12:9 CTl.f12:10) 
1111:{tj= )\ : yunyuz18@gmail.com<yunyuz18@grnail.com> 

Dear 

Thank you for contacting us about the proposed cannabis dispensary at 483b Mission Street. /1lthough 
Supervisor Safai cannot take a position on matters before the Planninq Commission because those iterns rnay 
be appealed to the Board of Supervisors, we value your input and wili keep your thoughts ir1 rnind at the 
appropriate time. 

This item will be considered today at the Planning Commission (see agenda We encourage you to 
contact the Plannir,g Cornrnission here. We have also forwarded your rnessH~!e to the Planninq Department 
staff to ensure it will be included in the record. 

Our office will continue to monitor this situation and will ensure that the voice of the community is included in 
all future discussions, Please keep in touch when we can be of assistance in the future, 

Sincerely, 

Office of Supervisor Ahslrn Safai 

Frnm: Yun yu Zhang < > 
Sent Saturday, Septernber 'l 7, 2022 3:25 PM 
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS) 
SubJect: cannabis retail use4835 Mission street, SF, f~ecord#: 202'1 ··011352CU/\, 

is Cfty ernail system. not open links or 
r,ources. 

2794
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I 

Yun yu Zhang <yunyuz18@rirnail.corn> 
1Hzitt ,A : Ahsha,Safai(b)sfgov. orq 

Dear Ahsha Safai, 

I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the 
subject property located at 483!3 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (l~ecord number: 
,,,,,,, ., 1 ·1 ·n··'CUA) ,/U/ ! U i ,,i,)/ .1 , 

There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission 
Street. We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clustering creates a 
disproportionately detrimental land use impact on our district and residents. We already deal with existing 
cannabis stores. As has been often reported rnany businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 
crimes and have been subject to shooting, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer activities. 
The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We 
do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with 
sellin9 cannabis. 

Of particular concern, there are nurnerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject 
property. Three elernentary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare centt31 is down the street vvithin 
500 feet, and Balboa High Schoo! is two blocks away, less than ·1,000 feet in distance. Aclditionaily, there is 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 

There are niany farnilies with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to nnd deserve 
to live in a safe community. We raise concerns for our personal community safety and for youth access 
and exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to the project. 

I even tried to email the Commision Secretary the en,ail address (c,,r 1:; ()( : !) was 
blocked, that is not right. There are big objections about this issue. Our comrnunity heard about this. This 
needs to be cornrnunity hearing tor this cannabis retail use store, our community is concerned. 

Thank you very much, 

Have good day! 
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Gma1 ms ma <msma2345@gmail.com> 

OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-
011352CUA 

ms ma <msma2345@gmail.com> 27 September 2022 at 23:50 
To: commisions.secretary@sfgov.org, sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org, ahsha.safai@sfgov.org 

.-'< .- "'!=-~,,,,-- . .=. ~ - ""-"""" 

Dear Commission, 

We, the undersigned, strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis 
Retail space at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 
2021-011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all 
along Mission Street. Additionally, recent approvals for Cannabis Retail were granted for locations at 580 l 
Mission Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just 2 blocks away! There arc other applications pending in the 
pipeline. such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We object lo this saturation of' selling of cannabis in our 
neighborhood! 

We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for San Francisco arc important 
and needed. However, !his clustering of cannabis stores in our neighborhood creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and arc 
impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. Elderly 
and other vulnerable residents have to contend with second-hand smoke and other unhealthy impacts from 
open cannabis users. We arc certain members of the Planning Commission would similarly not want to have 
to live with these undesirable conditions from such a concentration of cannabis retail in their own 
neighborhood. 

We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and in our neighborhood. 
As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to 
shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue areas of San 
Francisco already experience many incidences of' such criminal activities. The local Walgrcens and other 
stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further 
worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 

Of particular concern, there arc numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject 
property. There \Vere previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores to be at least 1,000 feet away from 
schools. That has.been reduced to 600 feet, which is just less than 2 blocks in distance and clearly not 
enough to adequately protect our children and youth. Three elementary schools arc in a half mile radius, a 
childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa High School is two short blocks away. 
Additionally, there arc bus stops approximately I 00 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be 
exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. How can this be adequate 
protection to minimize cannabis access and exposure to our impressionable youth? 

There arc many in the community who arc fearful of having so many cannabis stores in our neighborhood. 
Many do not" speak English well, or at all, and are fearful of voicing their concerns and ol~jections due to 
possible retributions. There arc many fomilics with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who 
need to and deserve to live in a healthy and safe comrnLmity! We arc disproportionately and negatively 
impacted by the concentrated numbers of already existing cannabis stores. There is need to reinstate the 
prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to limit the number of cannabis retail in our district to 3 stores. 

2796



10/29/22, 5:10 PM Gmail - OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 

There arc more tlwi1 enough existing stores in this area and plentiful onlinc cannabis offerings to provide for 
the needs of tl1ose·who wani and medically need this product. We arc also tax paying citizens and, similar to 
the members of the Planning Commission and other residents throughout San Francisco, ,ve just want to live 
in our hon1es and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community safety! We implore the 
Planning Commission and other local representatives to do what is right by and for the citizens in this district 
and to keep us safe! 

\Ve raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. We again stro·ngly object to the conditional authorization and to this 
project. Also, we strongly object to any further approvals for anymore cannabis stores in 
our district. The Planning Commission must make the right and responsible decision to 
deny~ny further cannabis retail business. applications and protect all residents of this 
district! 

Please see attached 2 pages of Objection signatures. 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

'f"'~ OBJECTION SIGNATURES ~2 pages.pdf 
w 32K 

httnc·llm<>il """'''"' f'nmim<>il/11/()/?ik:?fA 1 ... i:;.,,10,;R."i"'w=ntR.",:,;:,rr.h=;:,IIR.nPrmmsnirl=m!'ln-~%~ArR1 ::lR?6!=!1276~7011876&simol=msa-a%3Ar813826912... 2/2 

2797



*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 

Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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Cannabis Retail use~-- 4835 Mission Street, SF; Record#:2021 ··011352CUA 

M<:li Mei Zhu <rnzhcafe(olgrnail.corr1> 
Tu: Sylvia .. Jimene1@:,fqov.org 

Dem Sylvia. Jinw11c1, 

Sat, St>p n, 20n at 1?.IJCJ !'M 

I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at thEJ 
r;ubject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Reco1·d number: 
,,.~ 1/." _ ~-.,,J .... Cr, .. ,-., . ''(Y)] [') 1 ·J ') c7· '! 111 .) 

There are already three cannabis stores located in c1 half rr1ile radius to this location, all along Mission 
Street We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clusteri11g creates a 
clisproprxtiomrtely dc,11 i1ne11lal land use impact on our district and residents. We already deal with existinq 
ca:1ndbi~, f.,l.mcs. /\s ha~; been often reported rnany businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 
crimes and rwwi been subject to shooting, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer activities. 
nit' local WalqreenG and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and untrnfo environirit?nts. Wt:\ 

clo not want to further wors1::n the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with 
selling cannabis. 

Of particular concen1, there me nurnerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject 
propEirty. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcan'! center is down the :;1Jeet within i:;nu 
feet, and Balboa Hi9h School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, ther(:; i;; 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and frorn school. 

1 here are rnany families with young children, and disabled and t:>lderly residents who need to and deserve to 
live in a safe community. We raise concerns for our personal cornmunity safety and for youth ~1ccess and 
exposure to cannabis. I aqain strongly object to ttw conditional authorization and to tr1e projnct. 

Thank you for your ntit!ntion lo this issue! 

H1:ive a Blessed day i 

Resident ~.ieiqhborhood (We earn al)out our cornrnunity) 
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Cannabis Retail use -- 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record#:2021-011352CUA 

Mel Mei Zhu <rnzhcafe@grnail.corn> 
To: Ahsha.Safai@sf;1ov.org 

Sat, Sep 17, 2022 at 1 :05 PM 

I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the 
subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94·1 ·12 (f~ecord number: 
2021011352CLJA). 

There are alr(~ady three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all alon~J Mission 
Street. We object to the saturation of the sc~lling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clustering creates a 
disproportionately detrimental land use impact on our district and residents. We already deal with existin~J 
cannabis storer;. As has been often reported many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 
crimes and have been subject to shooting, break··ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer Dctivi\ies. 
The:i local 1/Valgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We 
do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can corne with 
selling cannabis. 

Of particular concern, thf:re are numerous schools and public playgrounds located c!ot,e to the subject 
pmperty. Three elernentmy schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 
foct, and Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than ·1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, therE~ is 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 

There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to 
live in a safe community. We raise concerns for our personal community safety ,rnd for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to the project. 

! even tried to email the Comrnision Secretary the email address (r.c11111 , ,. .1q, ·. d; :) was 
blocked, that is not right. There are big objections about this issue. Our community heard about this. This 
needs to be community hearing for this cannabis retail use store, our community is concerned. Please do 
your job, you are supposed to represent the citizens and residents. 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

Have a Blessed day ! 

Pesidential Neighborhood (We car<::: about our community) 
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Cannabis Retail use~4835 Mission Street, SF, Record #: 202·1 ~011352CUA 

Kwok Hung Gee <kwokhun9003@gmail.com> 

l/:\z1l A: Ahsha.Safai(C11sf9ov.org 

Dear Assha Safai, 

2022if:.9 Fl ·17 FJ JtiJ 1\. (F tt-2:02) 

I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Hetail space at the 
subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 941 ·12 (Hecord number: Ii. ! fJ'>CUA). 

There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street 
We object to the saturation of the sel!in!J of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clusterin9 creates a 
dii,proportionately detrimental land use irnpact on our district and residents. We already deal with existing 
cannabis stores. As has been often reported many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have crimes 
and have been subject to shooting, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer activities. The local 
Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want 
to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 

Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playqrounds located close to the subject 
property. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 
feet, and Balb0c3 High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there is 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 

There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and dese1 veto 
live in a safe community. We rni:,e concerns for our personal community safety and for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to the project. 

I even tried to email the Cornmision Secretary the email address , r c,) was 
blocked, that is not right There are big objections about this issue. Our community heard about this. This 
needs to be cornrnunity hearinq for this cannabis retail use store, our community is concerned. 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

f~esident 

Have a great day! 
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From: 
Cc: 
S1.1bject: 
Date: 

CPC·Commisslons sec;retaQI 
feUdano. Josephine COP 
FW: OBJECTION TO: cannabis Retall use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 202l·Ol1352CUA 
Friday, 5eptember 09, 2022 2: 13:26 PM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Sufte 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 l www,sf.ptanoioq,org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 

From: ms ma <msma2345@gmail.com> 

Sent: Friday, September 9, 2022 1:14 PM 

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <comrnJssions.secretary@sfgov.org> 

Cc: Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 

Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 

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

I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish i 

Retail space at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Fr 
94112 (Record No.: 2021-011352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this 
along Mission Street. We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis 
neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate detrimental land usi 
our dlstrict and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and 
by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cc 
As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crime: 
been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsio1 
and Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco already experience many inci1 
criminal activities. The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due t 
thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the con< 
neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds 
to the subject property. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, 
center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa High School is two blc 
less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there is a bus stop approximi 
away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they ~ 
board buses to and from school. 

There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly resi< 
need to and deserve to live in a safe community! We raise concerns for ou 
community safety and for youth access and exposure to cannabis. I again 
to the conditional authorization and to this project. 
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From; 
Cc::: 
Subject: 
Date: 

ce:c-eomm!ssfoos SE:s;retar,: 
fe[ldano, JosephJne (CPCl 
FW: OBJECTION TO: cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021 ·011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8:06:14 AM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Yan Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, Snn Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7343 f www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property 1nfonnation Map 

·····Original Message-----
From: King Ma <sfpt379@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September IO, 2022 10:21 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.sccrctary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 
<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Siifai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 202l-Ol l352CUA 

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

Dear Commission, 

1 strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 2021-011352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. We 
object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and are 
impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been 
often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, 
robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva A venue areas of San Francisco already experience 
many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant 
thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the 
crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject property. 
Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa 
High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 
100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board 
buses to and from school. 
There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

Sent from my iPhone 
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._ ___ ._,_ ........ J 

From: 
Cc:: 
Subject: 
Date: 

CfC·CQrorolSJiloos Secretary 
Westhoff, Alex (~C:l; felldano. Josephine 1cpc) 
AN: oruecnoN TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4B35 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8;08:12 AM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7343 I www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 

-----Original Message----· 
From: Andy Leung <andeetbebest@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, September 11, 2022 9:22 PM 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-0l 1352CUA 

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

Dear Commission, 

I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 202l-Ol l352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. We 
object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and are 
impacted by tmdesirable odors, loitering, and traffic.congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been 
often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, 
robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva A venue areas of San Francisco already experience 
many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant 
thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the 
crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject property. 
Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa 
High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 
100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board 
buses to and from school. 
There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

Sincerely, 
Andy 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Fromt 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

cpc:;CommJssJoos Secretary 
wesu,off. AJex (Q>C): ~lldilao Joseohlne {CPC\ 
FW: OBJEcnoN TO: Cannabis Retail use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, ll.ecord No.: 2021-011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8:08:50 AM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 ! www.sfo!annlng.org 
San Francisco property Information Mao 

From: !an Huang <antsfo168@gmail.com> 

Sent: Sunday, September 11, 2022 9:38 PM 

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 

<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha {BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 

Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retall use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 

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

Dear Commission, 

I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retall space 

at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 2021-

011352CUA). 

There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission 

Street. We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This clustering 
creates disproportionate detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already 

deal with open cannabis usage and are impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic 

congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been often reported, many businesses selling 

cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The 

Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco already experience many 

incidences of such criminal activities. The local Wal greens and stores have closed down due to the 

constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our 

neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 

Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the 

subject property. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the 

street within 500 feet, and Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. 

Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 100 to 200 feet away from the premise where 

youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 

There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and 

deserve to live in a safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and 

for youth access and exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization 
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and to this Project. 

Thank You for You, attention to th Is Issue I Ian Huang 

Neighborhood Resident 

-·---
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From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 

cpc-commi:;stons Secretarv 
Westhoff A!ex rcpc1: Jimenez, sv1v1a CCPCl: Fe11c1ano, JoseohJne rceo 
FW: OBJECTION TO: c.annabis Reta/I use· 4635 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021·011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8:15:51 AM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue. Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 J www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property lnfomtation Map 

-----Original Message-----
From: Yu Xian <irnyuhyeon_emoking@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, September 11. 2022 9:44 PM 
Subject: OBJECTJON TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 202J-Ol 1352CUA 

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

Dear Commission, 

I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 2021-0l 1352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores within a half-mile radius of this location, all along Mission Street. We 
object to the saturation of the selling of ca1mabis in our neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and arc 
impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been 
often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins. 
robberies, and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco already experience 
many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and other stores have closed down due to constant 
thefls and unsafe environments. We do not want to worsen further the conditions in our neighborhood with the 
crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject property. 
Three elementary schools arc within a half-mile rlldius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and 
Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are bus stops 
approximately l 00 to 200 feet from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to 
board buses to and from school. 
There are mnny families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. r again strongly object to the conditional authorization ond lo this project. 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

Sean 
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Commission Affairs 
Snn Francisco Plnn.ning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400 San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7343 I www.sfplanni.ng~org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 

-Original Message---
From: Olinda Vega <olivegam@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 12, 2022 6:32 AM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Objection to cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission St San Francisco, CA. Record no 2021-011352CUA 

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

• • : : .t y 

Dear Commissions Secretary, 
.. ~ ' ~ 

{ ~ "" t " • ' .. . ' 

' ·>; 

I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a t°ann~bi§ r~tll.il~;~l:lce at 
0

4835 Mission 
St. San Francisco, CA 94112 - record no 202I-01 l3S2CUA. , : ! ; ! : : , , 
There are already 3 cannabis stores on mission st. We already deal with open CaJJ?a~!s; ~~ge in our neighborhood. I 
strongly opposed to this project for various reason: 

l. As I live next door to this address, the open cannabis usage giv~s me headaches and makes me nauseated. The 
opening of th.is store would aggravate my condition. >i 

2. The is a school, baJboa school, ,2 blocks from the subject property. ~lso, Jhere is 2 pre-schools ?.'.ithin i-3 blocks 
from the address. In order words, my kids would be exposed to cannabis aµd, woul~ ftvbab1y lead to early 
consumption. 
3. Our community would be more exposed to robberies, vandalism and ~e. , 

Our community deserves a healthy environmel'lf, our community deservf,~ a )1.ea!~.Y n.e.w generation and. our 
community deserves free crime environment. · 

Please consider my objection. 

Best, 

0Iivegam 

Sent from my i.Phooe 

, 
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-
From: cpc-commtssJons Secretary 
Cc: Balba R'(i!ln tcpc); feJlciano, JosepbJoe CCPQ 
Subject: FW: Objection to Cannabis Retall use 4835 Mission Street record No. : 221·011352CUA 

Wednesday, 5eptember 1<1, 2022 8:17:52 AM Date: 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 l www.sfpJaoaJng.oro 
Sao Francisco property loformatfoa Map 

From: Pie Vancleef <picvancleef@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 7:27 AM 

To: CPC-Commlssions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 

<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Ahsha.Safai@sfgov.gor 

Subject: Objection to Cannabis Retail use 4835 Mission Street record No. : 221-011352CUA 

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

Dear Commission, 

I live on the block of the proposed site for the Cannabis store. I strongly request that you do 
not go forward in allowing such to be allowed on this block. To my knowledge there are 
already 4 within walking distance and there is one slated to be on Mission and Persia. I have 
noticed cannabis stores to greatly reduce the quality of life for residence. I believe San 
Francisco has record high car break in numbers. 

I am curious if anyone on the commission is truly familiar with the site other than on paper or 
an occasional drive by. There is already a huge proplem,that is not addressed, by way of traffic 
congestion. I cite this because my experience is that cannabis shops often have patron who I 
have witnessed often park illegally (double parking, and especially parking in the red zone at 
that location) and that of the actual sight. I have frequently seen city vehicles do the same, 
usually the type of pickup truck that accompanies a street sweeper truck and actual police cars. 
I have even done in to the taquerias to verify that they were there as patrons and not there on a 
service call. To be perfectly honest there is no remedy for city vehicles to do such as there is 
no accountability for such. So in theory, to add to this existing problem that the city does not 
care to acknowledge a Cannabis store proposed. lt's ironic it is almost as if someone is trying 
to think of a type of business to install that is the worst fit for a neighborhood. 

As for the neighborhood, there is a high school 2 blocks away. If anyone is actually familiar 
witht the neighborhood they know and realize that during the lunchbreak at the school this 
intersection of the proposed sight becomes flooded with kids. I invite the commission to come 
and witness it for themselves. I believe we all know how this works, people who can not buy 
cannabis for themselves have others buy it for them before they return to school. And where 
would such product be consumed? Not on Mission in full sight, but in the doorways of 

~----- --------_---=i 
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-
residential homes in the surrounding neighborhood or possibly in some friends vehicle inviting 
impaired driving. I would imagine that people living in the homes would not even want to 
confront cannabis users doing such. I am sure tbere are laws and rules regarding where the 
products are to be used , But who would enforce such. The police do not appear to care and 
should one bring it to a police officers attention the police get a bruised ego and respond with 
hostility that they are being told what to do. I had this experience with a Officer Coverson star 
1680 who is being investigated by the Department of Police Accountability. However, due to 
my understanding of police misconduct, as is the case with sexual abuse, most instances are 
never reported and even when reported less than 2% of cases lead to sustained findings, and 
even with sustained findings the usual remedy it a slap on the wrist. Hence, there is no 
accountability with real teeth when an officer chooses not confront an issue, and frankly why 
would an officer want to make an issue in a neighbor where the officer has carte blanche to 
park in a red zone and enjoy a burrito. 

l personally don't care for the wafts of smoke that strike me as I walk with my 4 year old and I 
have to explain to him why people do such. 1 should not have to be subjected to this yet I have 
been. 

The neighbors 1 have spoken to do not care for a cannabis sight on the proposed block. If for 
some reason it is decided that one should be allowed I believe before approving of such further 
engagement and anaylsis with the neighborhood is needed. 

Pie VanClcef 
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From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

cec-commjssions secretary 
EeUcts,no. Josephine ccec;1 
FW: Objection to cannabis Retall at 4835 Mission Street, san Francisco. Record no 2021·011352CUA 
Wednesday, 5eptember 14, 2022 1:55:59 PM 
Scannable Document on Seo 14. 2022 qt 1 02 ~o PM.odf 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfolannjng.org 
San frandsco Property Information Map 

From: Olinda Vega <olivegam@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 1:25 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Balba, Ryan (CPC) <ryan.balba@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sy!via.jimenez@sfgov.org>; 

Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Objection to Cannabis Retafl at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco. Record no 2021-

011352CUA 

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

untrusted sources. 

Dear Commissions, 

We strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a cannabis retail store 

at 4835 Mission street in San Francisco. 
I had attached the signatures collected over the weekend by myself. The people who had signed are 
parents that are against having another cannabis store in our neighborhood. As parents we are 
worry about our children exposed to open cannabis usage. 

The opening of this store will only bring strangers, robberles, vandalism and crime to our 
neighborhood. 
As I mentioned before, open cannabis usage gives me headaches and nausea. I'm afraid that my 

health will be impacted. 

Please revised and consider consider our objection. 

Best, 

Orinda 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 
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From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date; 

CPC-commissloos Secretary 
Barba, Ryan CCPC): Jimenez. Sylvia cceq: FeUctaoo, Joseohtne ccec) 
FW: OBJECTION TO: cannabis Retail use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record NO.: 2021·011352CUA 
Monday, September 19, 2022 8:10:lS AM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
4~ South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.552. 7343 I www.sfpJannJng.org 
San Ernocisco Property Information Mao 

From: z.u fang <zufang2015@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2022 6:45 PM 

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 

<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safal@sfgov.org> 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-0ll352CUA 

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

To whom it may concern, 

Please find attached the details of our objections. 

Thank you. 
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Please send OBJECTION e 
Jimenez. & 
3. District 11 Supervisor Ah 

,. .. ' 
addresses:~;~ .................. ~ 
£OnJ.ruis~ions..:..§~~r.eta.,:y@~~ 
§.~l\!Ja: ~.~m~,11~z@~fg9y_ .. o..rg 
~-~.sh.a .. ~~fyJj@~~ggv_.qrg 

Su~eci: , 
OBJECTION TO: Cannabis 
011352CUA 

Dear Commissioo.. . . . 
• }~,-hioi~JI,, " • ·, ,;,..f'H~'\li:'.-', .. _\\_,, . .,. • 

I ~,~i~ "''...r--~~~11 tj~ l~t.ffG>~N(1Ui~·~~~ 

~ 
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From: 
Cc:: 
Subject: 
Date: 

cpc-commlss!oos Secretary 
Ee/ldano, 1oseoh1ne <cpc1 
FW: OSJEcnON TO; Cannabis Retail use • 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No. 2021--011352CUA 
Monday, September 26, 2022 12:55:17 PM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfptannlng.org 
San Francisco Property Information Mao 

From: Lynne Yu <lynneyu@att.net> 

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 12:11 PM 

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 

<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 

Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No. 2021·011352CUA 

n This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from u~trusted 
U sources. 

Dear Commission, 

I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis 
Retail space at the subject property located at 4835 Mis$ion Street, San Francisco, 
CA 94112 (Record No, 2021-011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores 
located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. Additionally, 
recent approvals for Cannabis Retail were granted for locations at 5801 Mission 
Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just less than 2 blocks away! There are other 
applications pending in the pipeline, such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We 
object to this saturation of selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. 

We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for 
San Francisco are important and needed. However, this clustering of cannabis stores 
in our neighborhood creates disproportionate detrimental land use impacts on our 
district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and are impacted 
by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis 
stores. 

We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and 
in our neighborhood. As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis 
draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. 
The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue area of San Francisco already 
experience many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and 
other stores have closed due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do 
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not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can 
come with selling cannabis. 

Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and publrc playgrounds located 
close to the subject property. There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis 
stores to be at !east 1,000 feet away from schools. That has been reduced to 600 
feet, which is less than 2 blocks in distance! Three elementary schools are in a half 
mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa High 
School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are 
bus stops approximately 100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be 
exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. How 
can this be adequate protection to minimize cannabis access and exposure to our 
impressionable youth? 

There are many in the community who are fearful of having so many cannabis stores 
in our neighborhood. Many do not speak English well, or at all, and are fearful of 
voicing their concerns and objections due to possible retributions. There are many 
families with young children and disabled and elderly residents who need to and 
deserve to live in a healthy and safe community! We are disproportionately and 
negatively impacted by the concentrated numbers of already existing cannabis 
stores. There is need to reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to 
limit the number of cannabis retail in each district to three stores. We are also tax 
paying citizens and like other residents throughout San Francisco, we just want to live 
in our homes and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community safety. 
We implore the Planning Commission and other local representatives to do what is 
right by and for the citizens in this district and to keep us safe! 

We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to 
this project. Also, I strongly object to any further approvals for anymore cannabis 
retail busines·ses in our district! 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 
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t'rom: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Data: 

CPC-Commlss(ons Secretary 
feffdano, JoseohJne (CPCl 
FW: Too many cannabis dispensaries 
Monday, September 26, 2022 3:55:07 PM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 I www,sfolannmg,org 
San Ecaocisco Property Joformatlon Mao 

From: Aldo Ibarra <aldoibarra@rocketmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 3:13 PM 
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; 

CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 

Subject: Too many Cannabis dispensaries 

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

Dear Commission, 

I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space 
at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No. 2021-
011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all 

along Mission Street. Additionally, recent approvals for Cannabis Retail were granted for locations at 
5801 Mission Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just less than 2 blocks away! There are other 
appllcations pending in the pipeline, such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We object to this 
saturation of selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. 

We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for San Francisco are 
important and needed. However, this clustering of cannabis stores tn our neighborhood creates 

disproportionate detrimental land use Impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with 
open cannabis usage and are impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused 

by existing cannabis stores. 

We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and in our 
neighborhood. As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 

been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and 
Geneva Avenue area of San Francisco already experience many incidences of such criminal activities. 

The focal Walgreens and other stores have closed due to the constant thefts and unsafe 

environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the 
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crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 

Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the 
subject property. There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores to be at least 1,000 
feet away from schools. That has been reduced to 600 feet, which is less than 2 blocks in distance! 

Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 

feet, and Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there 

are bus stops approximately 100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to 

cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. How can this be adequate 

protection to minimize cannabis access and exposure to our impressionable youth? 

There are many in the community who are fearful of having so many cannabis stores in our 

neighborhood. Many do not speak English well, or at all, and are fearful ofvoicing their concerns and 

objections due to possible retributions. There are many families with young children and disabled 

and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a healthy and safe community! We are 

disproportionately and negatively impacted by the concentrated numbers of already existing 

cannabis stores. There is need to reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to limit the 

number of cannabis retail in each district to three stores. We are also tax paying citizens and like 

other residents throughout San Francisco, we just want to live in our homes and neighborhood 

without fear for our personal and community safety. We implore the Planning Commission and 

other local representatives to do what is right by and for the citizens in this district and to keep us 

safe! 

We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. Also, I strongly 

object to any further approvals for anymore cannabis retail businesses in our district! 

Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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j From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

CPC-Commfssjgns seqgtary 
Barba Ryan ccec1; Jimenez, SVIYfa ccec); Fetrcrano, Josephine cceci 
FW: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021·011352CUA 
Tuesday, September 27, 2022 11:41:30 AM 
objection signatures. pdf 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfpfannlng.org 
San Eraocisco Property Informatjon Map 

From: ms ma <msma234S@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 9:23 AM 

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 
<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 

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

(resend with Subject Line) 

Dear Commission. 

We, the undersigned, strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to , 
Cannabis Retail space at the subject prope11y located at 4835 Mission Street, San Franc 
94112 (Record No.: 2021•011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores lo 
half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. Additionally, recent approval 
Cannabis Retail were granted for localions at 5801 Mission Street and al 4687 Mission 
2 blocks away! There ure other applications pending in the pipeline, such as the one al 
Mission Street. We object to this saturation of selling of cannabis in our ncigbborhooc 

We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for San F, 
important and needed. However, this clustering of cannabis storl!s in our neighborhooc 
dispropo11ionate detrimental lund use impacts on our district and residents. We already 
open cnn11abis usage and arc impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and trarfic cong, 
caused by existing cannabis stores. Elderly and other vulnerable residents have to cont 
second-hand smoke and other unl1eallhy impucts from open ca1mabis users. We are ce1 
members of the Planning Commission would similarly not want 10 have to live with tht 
undesirable conditions from such a concentration of cannabis reLail in their own neighb 

We live under constnnt fear und slrcss from rising crime rates throughout the city and i1 
neighborhood. As hus been often reporteu. many businesses selling cannabis draw crin 
have been subject to shool ings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer ~ 
Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco .ilrcady experience many incidences of such cri 
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activities. The local Wal greens and other stores hnve closed down due to lhc constant ti 
unsafe environments. We do not wnnt to further worsen 1hc conditions in our neighbor! 
the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 

0 r pm1icular cone cm. there ore numerous schools ond public playgrounds located c!ost 
subject properly. There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores lo be 01 

feet nway from schools. Thnt has been reduced to 600 fc1:1, which is just less than 2 blc 
distance <111d clearly not enough to adequately protect our children and youth. Three elc 
schools an.: in a half mile radius, u chi!clcare center is down the street within 500 feet, u 
High School is just two short blocks away. Addilionally, there arc bus stops oppro:'<irm 
200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get o 
boaJ'd buses to and from school. How can this be adequate protection to minimize canr 
and exposure 10 our imrrcssionable youth? 

There nrc many in the community who arc fearful of having so many cannabis stores in 
neighborhou<l. Many do not speak English well. or at all. nnd arc fearful of voicing the 
and objections due lo possible retributions. There nre many families with young childr, 
disabled and elderly residents who ncc<l to and deserve to live in a healthy and safe con 
We arc disproportionately and negatively impacted by the eonccnlrated numbers of aln 
existing cannabis stores. There is need lo reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors C 
!imil the number of con11abis retuil in our district Lo 3 stores. There arc more than enou 
stores in this area :ind plentiful on line cannabis offerings to provide for the needs of the 
want and medically need this prodl!cl. We arc also tax paying citizcl1S and, similnr lo ti 
of the Planning Commission and other residents throughout San Francisco. we just war 
our homes and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community satetyf We 
Planning Commission and oth~r local rnpresenlatives to do what is right by and for the 
this district and to kccr us safe! 

We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access 
exposure to cannabis. We again strongly object to the conditional authorizatior 
this project. Also, we strongly object to any further approvals for anymore canr 
stores in our district. The Planning Commission must make the right and respo 
decision to deny any further cannabis retail business applications and protect a 
of this district! 

Please see attached 9 pages of hundred of objection signatures. 
Thank you for your attention to this issue! 

.,. 
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.. OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional UseMCannabis Retail Use 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-eannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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·OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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·oaJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 

Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditlonal Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
~ecords No.~ 2021-011352CUA 
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"OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address; 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021~011352CUA 

*OBJECTJON TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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From: 
Cc: 
SubJed: 
Date: 

cpc::C9mmlssloos Secreti)rv 
Balba, Ryan ccpc); felJciano. Josephine ccpc) 
FV.J; OaJECTlON FOR PROJECT AT 4635 MISSION ST. (2021·011352CUA) 
Wednesday, September 28, 2022 7:54:55 AM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Sutte 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7500 I www.sfc>lannlng.org 
San franc;sco property Information Map 

From: Billy Joe <billy888joe@gmail.com> 

Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 7:38 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 

Subject: Fwd: OBJECTION FOR PROJECT AT 4835 MISSION ST. (2021-011352CUA) 

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

---------- Forwarded message --------­
From: Billy Joe <billy888joe@gmaH com> 
Date: Tue, Sep 27, 2022 at 9:57 AM 
Subject: OBJECTION FOR PROJECT AT 4835 MISSION ST. (2021-011352CUA) 

To: <commjsions.secretary@sfgov.org>, <sylvia,ilmenez@sfgov.ore>, <ahsha safai@sfgov.org> 

Hi, 

My name is Billy Joe and I am a member of the community in the Excelsior. 

I would like to express my concerns for the proposed project on 48356 Mission St. 
I have included news articles below that show the correlation of crime and pot 
dispensaries. I know in the letter that was sent out the business said there would be armed 
security guards to protect the area. 
I do not want my toddler to walk and see guns throughout Mission St. because a lot of 
these dispensaries are hiring armed security to protect their business. 
This neighborhood is improving for the better but I think by adding another pot dispensary it 
will not help the community. 

There is a stretch of pot dispensaries on Mission St. from Mt. Vernon to Silver street that is 
getting out of hand. It seems like there is a 'dispensary at every block. With the approval of 
4994 Mission St./!ta!y (Basanova) and 4687 Mission St/Persia this is only adding to the 
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issue. How many dispensaries are needed in a community? When is enough enough? 

Schools are located near this stretch of corridor: 
James Denman Middle School 
Balboa High School 
Child Day Care - 4750 Mission St. 

The proposed space is centrally located where kids will grab lunch or something to 
eat after school. It is located between Hawaiian Drive In, El Farolito and Subway. The 
last thing I want to see is another robbery where a shootout happens in a crowded 
area. 

Below are some articles that have shown the increase of robberies that occur at pot 
dispensaries. 

1 ) 
https:llsfstandard.com/business/cannabis-tax-dispensarjes-burglacies/ 
Among the businesses affected in San Francisco were Mission Organic at 5258 
Mission St., ConnectedSF at 5234 Mission St., The Green Cross at 4218 Mission St. 
and BASA Collective at 1326 Grove St. 
3 of those businesses are within blocks of the proposed project. 

2) 
https://www.sfexaminer.com/archives/bay-area-pot-shops-face-mob-robberies-get-
1ittle-help/aruc1e a81532dd-3b2a-5eb8-8a39-c4b6ab6a68d2.html 

r---

f 
I 
f 

I 

L. -

Bay Area pot shops face 
mob robberies, get little 
help I Archives I 
sfexaminer.com - San 
Francisco Examiner 
The boarded-up storefront at The 
Green Cross cannabis dispensary 
following a November robbery attempt. 
Thieves have targeted the Excelsior 
Di~trict dispensary numerous times 
over the past year ... 

www.sfexaminer.com 

3) 
https:llwww.nbcbayarea.com/news/local/san-francisco/caught-on-camera-thteves­
ta rget-sa n-fran cisco-d ispensa ry/2 740732/ 
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4) 

I . I 
Caught on Camera: 
Ib\eves Target San 
Francisco Dispensary 
On Nov. 16 at 5:37 a.m., video shows 
the first suspect exit the dispensary 
with a bag ln hand, then get into the 
suspected getaway car. 

www.nbcbayarea.com 

https :/twww.ktyu, comtnews/th jeves-make-off-with-cano abis-and-securjty-gu ards­
firearm-io-sf-dispensary-robbery 

---------

I 
I 

~J 
Thieves make off with 
cannabis and security 
guard's firearm in SE 
dispensary robbery -
KTYU FOX 2 

I 

I 
1 
l 
I 
\ 
I 

It's happened again. An organized 
group of robbers overwhelming 
security and stealing from a San 
Francisco business. This time \twas a 
cannabis dispensary. I. 
www.ktvu,com 

\. __ 
5) 

https:/Jmjbjzdaity,com/new-rash-of-califomia-cannabis-robberjes-threaten-survival-of­
some-busioessesl 

\ 

\ 

--- I 

New rash of California 
marijuana robberies 
threaten survival of 
businesses - MJBizDaily 
A spate of violerit robberies targeting 
marijuana businesses in the San 
Francisco Bay Area last month have 
thrown into question the survival of 

l 
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several small businesses, with the 
combined losses of those operators 

DJ.ibizdaily.com 

6) . . l d onbers-take-mHBons-
bttps://www.cannabisbusinesst1mes.com/art1cle arroe -r 
cannabis-mayhero-in-oa~landl 

! ... - - -~ -- ... --·- o-- ,,, __ 

Bay Area Cannabis 
Mayhem: 175 Shots 
Fired, Products Worth 
Millions Stolen - Cannabis 
Business Times 
J. Henry Alston Jr., co-founder and 
chief operating officer al James Henry 
SF. a Black-owned cannabis equity 
brand in California, called the events in 
Oakland "heartbreaking."Alston's 
company employs 14 people who have 

www cannabisbusioesstimes com 

1 

I 

- - -- - --- .. - ......... -- - -- .. ... _.... - -

7) 
bttps :Uwww.sfcbronicie ,com/politics/articlelMerchaot~-worry-aboyt-SF-s-Exc~lsior-
122es904 ,php 
r ... M_ -- .... . - - ... __ ,. 

\ l 
I ; 
I 
I 
l - - -

Merchants worry aboui 
SE's Excelsior 
neighborhood going to 
pot - San Francisco 
Chronicle 
1 of 9 Vic Perkins, (left) a private 
security guard in front of the El Pollo 
Supremo restaurant along Mission St. 
near Geneva in San Francisco, Ca. as 
~een on Thurs. Sept. 28, 2017. SF 

ookies, a ... 

www.stQhrooicle,cQrn 

-----

l 

\ 
I 
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----- ... -

From; 
To: 
Subject; 
Date: 

CPC·Ccmmjssjons Secretary • • MtSSIQN SECRETARY 
Lvncb, Laura ccpc); Banales Mao CCPCl. i;;:CTYmP:t.J!N~J..:CO..tML!1L:J,....."'"" ....... ---
FW; Request for Language Service 
Tuesday, September 27, 2022 2:39:18 PM 

Please see request for translation of the item below. Thank you. 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, Saa Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7600 J www.sfpJanning.org 
San Francisco Property Infonnation Map 

·-·-Original Message-----
From: ms ma <msma234S@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 12:33 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Request for Language Service 

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

Dear Commission, 

Might need language assistance interpreter for: Chinese (Cantonese)/Spanish: 
Record No. 2021-01 l352CUA-4385 Mission Street 

Thank you. 

·~ ----- . ..._ __ 
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200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they gel off or wait to board buses to 
and from school. How can this be adequate protection lo minimize cannabis access and exposure to our 
impressionable youth'? 
There arc many in the conununity who are fearful of having so many cannabis stores in our neighborhood. Many do 
not speak English well, or at al!, and are fearful of voicing their concerns and objections due to possible retributions. 
There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
healthy and safe community! We are disproportionately and negatively impacted by the concentrated numbers of 
already existing cannabis stores. There is need to reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to limit the 
number of cannabis retail in our district to 3 stores. There are more than enough existing stores in this area and 
plentiful onfine cannabis offerings to provide for the needs of those who want and medically need this product. We 
are also tax paying citizens and, similar to !he members of the Planning Commission and other residents throughout 
San Francisco, we just want to live in our homes and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community 
safety! We implore the Planning Commission and other local representatives to do what is right by and for the 
citizens in this district and to keep us sate! 
T raise concerns for our personal and community safety 1111d for youth access and exposure to cannabis. We again 
strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. Also, I strongly object to any further approvals 
for anymore cannabis stores in our district. The Planning Commission must make the right and responsible decision 
to deny any further cannabis retail business applications and protect all residents of this district! 
Thank you for your attentlon to this issue! 

Sent rrom my iPhone 

2838



---
from: ,~-eomm1:;woos Sgqetarv 

Blliba Ryan 1cpc); Eelldano. JosepbJoe ccpc) 11 s ace at the subject 
Cc: 
Subject: 

FW: object to the condltlona\ authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Reta P 
property located at ~835 Mlsslon Street. San Francisco 

Date: Wednesday, 5eptember 28, 2022 7:57:22 AM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94\03 
Direct: 628.652.7600 l www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Infom1ation Map 

-----Original Message-----
From: Baoyi Zhu <tingduc@icloud.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 11:03 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 
<sylvia.jimenez.@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> . 
Subject: object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subJect 
property located at 483S Mission Street, San Francisco 

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

Dear Commission, 
1, strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94 \ l 2. There are already three cannabis stores located 
in a half mite radius to this location, all a·long Mission Street. Additionally, recent approvals for Cannabis Retail 
were granted for locations at 580\ Mission Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just 2 blocks awayt There are other 
applications pending in the pipeline, such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We object to this saturation of se\\ing of 
carmabis in ourneighborhood! 
We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax. revenue for San Francisco are important and 
needed. However, this clustering of cannabis stores in our neighborhood creates disproportionate detrimental \and 
use impacts on our district and residents. We already dea\ whh open cannabis usage and are impacted by undesirable 
odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. E\derly and other vu\nerab\e residents 
have to contend with second-hand smoke and other unhealthy impacts from open cannabis users. We are certain 
members of the Planning Commission would similarly not want to have to \ive with these undesirable conditions 
from such a concentration of cannabis retail in their ow,1 neighborhood. 
We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and in our neighborhood. As has 
been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins., 
robberies and assaults. 
The Excelsior Outer Mission and Getieva A venue areas of San Francisco a\ready eitperience many incidences of 
such criminal activities. The local Wa\greens and other stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and 
unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions tn our neighborhood with the crimes that can 
come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schoo\s and public playgrounds located close to the subject prnperty. 
There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores to be at least 1,000 feet away from schools. 'That has 
been reduced to 600 feet, which is just less than 2 blocks in distance and clearly not enough to adequately protect 
our children and youth. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down. the street 
within 500 feet, and Balboa High Schoo\ is two blocks away. Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 100 to 

. ·- -- .... 
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From, JacQu~T/ne Dela ~ou DDS <drJackiedeldroM@gme1l.com> 
Sent: Wedne>d.ly, September 28, 2022 U:42 AM 

To: CPC<omm1sston, Stttetary <eomrtH>M<ms.so<:rEtary@sfgov.org:, 
Subjert, Fwd: Oppo~ tha cannabis Dispensary 4835 Mission Strtet 

I Thc1 m,maqc I! hom Ollts.de the C,1)1 <tlMl \'ylltm. Do ""'"""" bnts or •n><hm•1>t1 fiom Ufi1r"'1od =cc,, 

To Whom n May Concern: 

I am afraid for my business and my pe-dllltrlc and adult and elderly patients. My patl~ni. will no 
roneer reel safe ccming here on this blod: lf you allow thf, c.1nnab1, d1$pensary. Look at Geneva, a n<I 
MiS.St0n where the oth..,. canrn,bls dispensary Is locatod Const.mt robbery, constant pallce, ronstanr 
harrasment or vr<:tims, and double parked and speeding cars. You wJI not !<!e cltildn,n walking lhat 
area anymore. 

I am the pcdt.attk: dentist located at 436 7 M~lon Street and we have a relationship with all the 

vendors h~re on this block. From rile furniture store to Taquelia Guadaf01,1 to Hawaiian Drive Inn, I 
!Jave been ,ending our parents and pediatric patlenu to get thelr drinks, snack!, and food becau.e 
thell' deserve • nelghbomood that knoWl each other, 
When the owners or rcmters of 483S Minion Street came 10 my office and mentioned that they 1vlfl 

have security guards patrof~ns this blo<:k 24/7, I bl!'Gtme scamd (o, my pediatric patients. 
Why would a security guard parrollina th~ blod: for the cannabis dispensary be necessary? 
Is It because I.his block Will no longer be safe? 15 ~ because there w,11 be multiple spe<idlng ca~ who 
wm double park getting their addiction fD<? 
Medial cannabis can be obi.lined from pharmaaas. Let's have~ pharmacy Instead of a recreatlol>lll 

drug store that's only ro, age 21 and owr, 
We hav,, a free ml?dleal clinic ne>t door and~ chfropr.ictic clinic In addition to this dental practitc. 
we do NOT nttd people Uttering chrs block w,th a security guard making sure our busines\es ar,i not 
being threatened by people wallcJng ro e•t 1helr recreat,onal dtl!JlS. 

t have patients wallnng from J•=s O..nman and Balbo., H,sh School and Sf Community School and 

the Consortium Oay Care. rhey do riot need co be tempted or co be curious ~bout the THC Gumm1es 
and candle, I.Iced with THC or even the fentavt candies on the nrvets 
PLEASE. KEEP THE YOUTH Of EXCELSIOR ANO THe HEALTHCARE S£RVl0:SAN0 OUA PtACEFUL 
NEIGHBORHOOD SAFE". 
There Is already 2 can11abl, rvtaUs south of U5 and l north of us. within w•ik•"ll d1stiln~ tllose 

streeu that mv patients avoid walklne to 

Jacqueline Dela Rosa, DOS 
Board Certitled Pediatric O~tist 

A.R Dental Care, Inc. 
Clinical Professor, IJCSF School of Dentistry 

https://mall.googre.com/ma11/u/O/#inbox?projector=1 111 
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---
From: 
CC: 
Subject: 
Date: 

cpc-commtssrons Secratarv 
Ba\ba. Ryan rceci, Jimenez sy1v1a rcec.l; Feliciano Joseoh/ne rcec) 
FW: No cannabis store in our block and let"s keep It classy! 
Wednesday, September 28, 2022 1:11:21 PM 

Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 

From: Alnette Dela Rosa <alnettedds@yahoo.com> 

Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 1:04 PM 

To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 

<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; ahsha.safai@sf.gov.org 
Subject: No Cannabis store in our block and let's keep it classy I 

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

To '\Vhom It May Concern, 

Please do everything in your power to prevent a cannabis store from opening on this block. This will create so 
many problems. This cannabis store will be a magnet for many bad things ( drugs, sex trafficking, porn, sex 
offenders, addicts and more crimes.) I already don't like having to keep cleaning up all the graffiti our business 
from those kids that have nothing better to do and I don't like having to keep calling the police to move the homeless 
that sleep in front ofmy business. r can already picture the future if this happens and it does not look good. There's 
already a cannabis store a few blocks away from here. We need to limit the number of cannabis store in this 
neighborhood. 

I am a mother and have two daughters 8.Syo and 11 yo and I work on this block. T bring my daughters to work 
and we like to walk down the street to get food or snacks or go to the park. I don't want them to be exposed to that 
bad environment. They will feel unsafe. Balboa high school students and Denman students and charter school 
students walk home and frequent this area for food or to take the bus and they don't need to be exposed or lured into 
doing bad things. There's a childcare center nearby. Please make it safe for my kids and the youth in this 
neighborhood. 

Please keep this area classy and professional. There's a denial office, chiropractor and medical office. What we 
need in this neighborhood is another phazmacy, restaurants or family and kid friendly places. 

Thank you, 

Alnette 
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From: Altredo Oela Rou <at}tmSl@g.mai: mm> 
Sent: Wec1'ne1,da¥, September 28. 1022 4:S6 PM 

To: Cr>C<.omrnln;ons. Sec:r~ry ,;c,ornm.isS<l()!ls s.tttet.ary@sfgov org> 

SubJocr: Oppo!~ the Cannabt1 .OilPensary 4S3S Ml'SSIOn Str~et 

I 111" n1fi'\~<1\J<" i\ horn ,1..rt-i.1d~ the ( ty Pn1,0 If\'.-.~ !'.:<: ~nr 't1~·r n~) t)r >.1tt.ichrnt,nts rmm cmrn.Mt'd 
so,.11, &< 

Te1 wh<.1m ;, nrny concern. 

l tun oppo,int: the canmibis dl,pcnsruy for the location at 48.JS Mi.:l.1ion Street. Thero are already 
two ocher cunnnbis r¢htilers within lull{ miJe. How mmiy nwre? Our community does not need this 
dispens.nry M it wiU have no benefit to the well being of our residents and children. 

When it will do is crestc:- more traffic and crime. h will take away money from OUf disenfranchised 
oanm1uni1y. 

Whor we nc.ed are- more sei1iw citizen cemers, hospilaJ facilities. and at-risk youth centers. 

Sinecrcly, 
Alfredo fllla Rosa 
Rc-siddlt of J 131 Geneva A, enue. San Francisco, CA 941 I 2 

I 
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'Thurfd.ly, Sitpmtt>c» 29, 2ml 7:t6·S6 AM 

Commission Affairs 
s~, r,~•\(.•~<> P1 ,nn,"i; 
4 9 S~th v.,r, t-.ea A1,t-f'\U(l, S.v te 1400, S.an fr.lN•~o. C.A 9'4103 
o,"('<?· 1;2s o!>) 1600 1 - stn&tomoo °"' 
SM fwu:iw, PmMffV rarnf'DU:NOn Mao 

From: ~rah <sturner0287@tmatl.com> 

Sfflt: Wedne~ay. September :28, 2022 4;S7 PM 
To: CPC·Comm!ss.ions. Secreury <commissions s«ret.at')'@sfgO\' orfp• 
St.rbjec:t: OpP'(»e the C.annab ~ O;.:.cien~ry '18.35 M,~~IOn Street. Re,gardmg: 202 l-0l l3S2CUA: 483S 

MISSION STREET 

I Tt-"' mC'~S,,.>qt'~ from out~f' th<: (11;• <?1n,li S),tcm Do nct op('n Im\.,\ or ,Ht.>ehmil.-nl". rem u<1t-...,..~t-d 
«)l.;I Ct'i 

To whom 1t mav conc~rn. 

I con't .!Jg,ee wrth putting unn.ab1s s.l0<c in lh1'!. .area. 1 livc m this. ne,ghbothood. I do grocery 

shoppmg in rtt1! a,ea. My family lives ~re. Th,!, ne,ghoo,hood ,s alre.\dv disachrantage-d to ~g,ri 
w,th rots of m1nori11es. To pul a cannabrs store here wm take advantage of the ltm1ted ,esourc~s 
th4!'~ people Mve and make the commun!ly wou~. Th,ue- Is a gt.:td~ schools.. davcarc, and htgh 

!.chool ne.>rby .>nd th,~ will s~t a PoOt ~XclmpJe ,n tl'us .1,~, There w1IJ be more pe¢ple double 

p.2rlung as seen on the other 3 cannabis st:,re:s. u will make the uaffk: already wors.c There are 

.already 3 unnabls stores wiUun 0.5 mile cf Uus are.a and a fout1h onco 1s llOt needed in th~ 
commul\ttv we net"d ll pharmacy, teaming C("'ntet!., a,,:, senior ,e-nters. 

S.S,c1h Turn~, 

Ce-iJ 41 S988048A 

• 
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99 of 1588 
cec:O:m::oh:W'n:I: scortao, 
Ba!M flYl:rl tc::e.a· nmr:oer swa (re:;i· fe/Jd•oo kuc:Pblni: iceci 
fW: O!,r,co:,t tho <:M1Nbls Dispensary 18JS M¢slorl str«t 
~. ~ 29, 2022 7:l0:'16AM 

Commlnlon Affairs 
S~n F!'llnCISCO Pl,mnmg 
~9 South Van Ness AV(?n!Jc, Suite 1400, San FrdJ'1CISCO, CA 94103 
Direct. 62S.6S2. 7600 I yyww sfplaoolog org 
sac E@ocisco Pmnrav iaroauailoa Mon 

From: Alfredo De1a Rosa <delarosa@archstoneoralsurgery.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 5:00 PM 

To: CPC.Commissfons Secretary <:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Oppose the Cannabis Dispensary 483S Mission Street 

.... ___ .... 

This message 1s from ou1s1de the City ernai! sy:11em Do not open links 0t a11achments from unlruslcd 
sources. 

To whom it may concern, 

I am opposme the cannabis dispensary for the location at 4835 Mission Street. I am an oral surgeon 
at 4867 Mission Street. We don't need marijuana In this area. I provide ane$thesia to our patients 
and I have to routinely give 50% more anesthesia to our patients using marijuana 

Research has proven that marijuana use requires more anesthesia. 

It ls not safe for our patients. 

What we need are more senior citizen centers, hospital racilities, and at-risk youth centers. 

Sincerely, 

Alfredo Dela Rosa 
Oral surgeon at 4867 Mission Street 

Office ol Alfredo A. Dela Ros.a, Jr, DDS, MO. MBA 
A Profeulonal COrpo<lll,on 
6063 Mluloo Stn,et. Oa/y City. CJ\ 9401' 

Phono:(415)963-4121 Fax: (415) 963-4171 
Website: bJlps·l/wyl(yf arc:hstoneoraJsur11ery com 

P•rwonal Dal.I• Prtvaoy Acl ot 19U (PL 93-57Q) 

llu1 u•namlulon 1, tn1ondocl lo l>o con(t<lonU.l to U\<t Uldlvittaal(•) flfldl o, ""Illy to whom • .,.,,.,,..,. II mB) oontolll lo!twrna"°" or• 
ll'~ and/or ~nUlll tlllltlto, wh>ch may bo olrtljocl lo p,olealon U71der lho Pnvar:y N:1 ol f 874 and I.ho Holll(h '"""'""'"' 
Port11t>illly ond /\(QOUnUJbi!lly Ad (HJPAAJ of 1996 In 111o ......nl you IJl'O nol lhe ™ndod rottplonl o, Iha "IJ•nt of !ho tn1onded n,dp,en~ 
or )'OU oro unable to doliv,or I.hi• tonvm11uc,ii1,m lo tllo lnlCldod melplM~ do nol , .. d. copy. or uu 111J11nro.m1tlor\ con,.,,,ltd ..Ulvo 11>1• 
Cllrumlulon."' ·-• 1o be ron<!, co;,lod ot utllll:O<l In a,,y manrn,r, by ony olhor person(•) 81\ould nm 1R1ram111.,n bO <l>CIIM><l In o,ror 
Cf o,..., "o prob!~ wM tt., rmnamoulM, pk!,... r.oUty 1110 above ,,.,.,.,4 .. n<!or lmmadla!llly. 

httos://mail.aoonlA r.nm/m~il/i 1/0/#inhnll?nrn1 .. ,,1nr=1 
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Objection Signatures on the day of the hearing September 29, 2022 

4835 Mission St 

Record No: 2021-011352CUA 

1 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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ch~,. w--&(ftlC ) 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retai l use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Reta il Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Reta il Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Reta il use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Reta il Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Reta il Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 

Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA .. 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retai l use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retai l Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 

Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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"OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retai l use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Reta il Use 
Records No.: 2021 -011352CUA 

*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retai l Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 

Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use- Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 

' ............... /~~~~ .................... : ..... : ............ : ......... . 
.................. ~.:.:::::\.. ............................................. . 

;·:rfuJ:\~························ 
~ .. ~. 

J&L /J ·~ ........................... ~~.~.' ....... ~f.: .. ~:.~ ... ·:~.1:. ........ . 

2861



OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 

Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 

Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94112 

135 
11-4288/1210 4030 

Dollars ~ 
Photo 
Saf• 
Oopc,-lt• 

"""'"'"'* 

t.."'O r,,..:) cu 
-< e:::> c:; 

,-..., )> 
1-...:> u,:,o 
0 :;p,O n Zo::xJ -i .,, ..,,rri 
w :,o<.n c, 

:P-c:C! 
z-v< 

-0 (.; MrT1 
::J:: ~;oo 
y? 

c')~ 
Oen 

C) 

0:., 
:;.t'.) 
{.,') 

2865



From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: "olinda vega"; "steve@mmdshops.com"; "Sarah.D@mmdshops.com"; "mishka@mmdshops.com";

"conorj@otterbrands.com"; "sam@collaray.com"
Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); Anderson, Katharine (DPW); Blackwell, William (DPW); Tse,

Bernie (DPW); Huff, Nicolas (DPW); Schneider, Ian (DPW); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Navarrete,
Joy (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron
(CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Wong, Jason (DPW); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Jimenez, Sylvia
(CPC); Rosenberg, Julie (BOA); Longaway, Alec (BOA); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela
(BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: PLANNING DEPARTMENT AND PROJECT SPONSOR RESPONSES: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization -
Proposed 4835 Mission Street Project - Appeal Hearing December 13, 2022

Date: Friday, December 2, 2022 1:36:39 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of responses from the Planning Department and the
Project Sponsor for the appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of the proposed project for 4835
Mission Street.
               
                Planning Department Response - December 2, 2022
                Project Sponsor Response - December 2, 2022
                 
 
The hearing for this matter is scheduled for 3:00 p.m. special order before the Board on
December 13, 2022.
 

I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
                Board of Supervisors File No. 221141
 
Best regards,
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working
remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or

2866

mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:olivegam@yahoo.com
mailto:steve@mmdshops.com
mailto:Sarah.D@mmdshops.com
mailto:mishka@mmdshops.com
mailto:conorj@otterbrands.com
mailto:sam@collaray.com
mailto:Anne.Pearson@sfcityatty.org
mailto:Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org
mailto:katharine.anderson@sfdpw.org
mailto:william.blackwell@sfdpw.org
mailto:bernie.tse@sfdpw.org
mailto:bernie.tse@sfdpw.org
mailto:nicolas.huff@sfdpw.org
mailto:ian.schneider@sfdpw.org
mailto:lisa.gibson@sfgov.org
mailto:devyani.jain@sfgov.org
mailto:joy.navarrete@sfgov.org
mailto:joy.navarrete@sfgov.org
mailto:corey.teague@sfgov.org
mailto:tina.tam@sfgov.org
mailto:anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org
mailto:dan.sider@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.starr@sfgov.org
mailto:aaron.starr@sfgov.org
mailto:elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org
mailto:jason.c.wong1@sfdpw.org
mailto:jonas.ionin@sfgov.org
mailto:ryan.balba@sfgov.org
mailto:Sylvia.Jimenez@sfgov.org
mailto:Sylvia.Jimenez@sfgov.org
mailto:julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org
mailto:alec.longaway@sfgov.org
mailto:bos-supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org
mailto:angela.calvillo@sfgov.org
mailto:alisa.somera@sfgov.org
mailto:eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=11494459&GUID=82FF60DA-FBB6-4BC4-8BC3-C26E6A0EC136
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=11494129&GUID=9AB4D3AF-6342-4660-A05C-54FFDC96EE61
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681
https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=5932933&GUID=A0124946-4A1C-401B-B82A-611461B9FD32&Options=ID|Text|&Search=221141
mailto:lisa.lew@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681

ol





hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Samuel Ray
To: BOS Legislation, (BOS); Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Wong, Jocelyn (BOS); Lew, Lisa (BOS)
Cc: Mishka Ashbel; Perry Jones; Sarah Dale; Steve Ashbel
Subject: Re: PROJECT SPONSOR and PUBLIC WORKS RESPONSES: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed

4835 Mission Street Project - Appeal Hearing December 13, 2022
Date: Friday, December 2, 2022 11:36:03 AM
Attachments: image001.png

 

Applicant Statement.pdf 

Good Morning and Happy Friday to All! 

Please see the attached Project Sponsor Response with regards to the above referenced Appeal
Hearing, scheduled for December 13, 2022. This is intended to be our response, not our letter
asking for review of the validity of the appeal, which was sent last week.

Please confirm receipt and that it was submitted prior to the deadline (12/2 at noon). Please let
me know if you have any trouble accessing. Thank you for your time!

Best,

Sam

On Thu, Dec 1, 2022 at 4:23 PM BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org> wrote:

Greetings,

 

The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of responses from the Project Sponsor and
the Department of Public Works for the appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of the
proposed project of 4835 Mission Street.

 

                  Project Sponsor Response - November 23, 2022

                   Public Works Response - December 1, 2022

 

 

The hearing for this matter is scheduled for 3:00 p.m. special order before the Board
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on December 13, 2022.

 

I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the
link below:

 

                Board of Supervisors File No. 221141

 

Best regards,

 

Lisa Lew

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163

lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org

 

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

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

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

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

 

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. 
Members of the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of
Supervisors and its committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding
pending legislation or hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office
does not redact any information from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers,
addresses and similar information that a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the
Board of Supervisors' website or in other public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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-- 
Samuel Ray
Colla & Ray LLP
1561 Powell Street
San Francisco, CA 94133
o: (415) 579-1414
d: (415) 579-1413
collaray.com

NOTICE: My office hours are 1:00 – 4:30 pm PST Monday – Friday. The best way to contact
me is via text or email and I will respond to you at my earliest convenience. If you require
immediate attention, please call the office at (415) 579-1414 . Thank you for your cooperation.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This communication and its contents may contain
confidential and/or legally privileged information.  It is solely for the use of the
intended recipient(s).  Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is
prohibited and may violate applicable laws, including the Electronic Communications
Privacy Act.  If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and
destroy all copies of the communication.
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Board of Supervisors File No. 221141 

Applicant Packet In Support of Retail Cannabis 
Conditional Use Authorization at 4835 Mission Street 

Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

The project applicant (the “Applicant”) welcomes the opportunity to present 
its project to convert the property located at 4835 Mission Street to retail cannabis 
use (the “Project”) before the San Francisco Board of Supervisors. This Project is a 
verified social equity owned dispensary, which meets all the requirements of the San 
Francisco Planning Code and San Francisco Police Code, and fulfills the City and 
County of San Francisco’s equity goals. This Project received unanimous approval 
for Conditional Use Authorization  from the San Francisco Planning Commission. 

 The Applicant would like the chance to inform the Board of Supervisors about 
the details of the Project as well as address the points raised in the Notice of Appeal. 
Further, the Applicant has done considerable neighborhood outreach and has 
gathered letters of  support from community stakeholders and support cards from 
surrounding neighbors, which it would like to submit to the Board of Supervisors. 
As such, the Applicant offers the following documents in support of its Conditional 
Use Authorization:  

 

1. Statement from Project Sponsor  

2. Statement Addressing Issues Raised 
in Notice of Appeal 

 

3. Applicant’s Good Neighbor Policy  

4. Letters of Support from Community 
Stakeholders 

 

5. Map of Neighborhood Members Who 
Signed Neighborhood Support Cards   

 

6. Neighborhood Support Cards    
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Statement from Project Sponsor 
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Sponsor Statement 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

Perry Jones and MMD Inc. are proud to present an overview of the proposed 
Social Equity retail cannabis project at 4835 Mission Street. Contrary to the appeal 
before you we have gained wide support from the stakeholders of the Excelsior 
community, both residents and businesses, as well as the San Francisco Cannabis 
Social Equity community that stands at heart of what this project is about. 

We were granted unanimous approval by the Planning Commission. We 
have gone above and beyond the requirements set by the City.   

Perry Jones is a 3rd generation San Franciscan. He grew up in the Bernal 
Dwellings Housing Project and attended Phillip Burton High school, close to the 
project site. 

While studying criminal justice on scholarship at San Francisco State 
University, he was convicted of a minor cannabis offense that resulted in him 
losing his scholarship and spending 6 months in jail. Instead of losing hope, Perry 
dedicated his life to helping Bay Area youth who were in similar situations as a 
case worker at the Center on Juvenile Criminal Justice as well as working with 
The Beat Within, Project Rebound and other non-profits. He also became an 
activist for cannabis social equity. 

Perry Jones is exactly who San Francisco’s landmark Cannabis Social 
Equity Program was designed for. 

  Over the past five years he has taken advantage of the support this program 
offers, enrolling in courses and workshops focused on business management and 
cannabis retail.  

Perry has partnered with MMD Inc., an established cannabis retailer that has 
16 years of legal, compliant cannabis sales experience in California.  With MMD’s 
operational expertise, funding, and strong track record of community investment 
and Perry’s deep ties to the community, we are confident this project will be 
successful. 

Our site is a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-minute walk to the south to 
the nearest operating dispensary. Our location will provide equitable access for our 
neighborhood. This project will also enhance neighborhood safety by adding 
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security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, litter, and 
public consumption. We will be accessible and accountable to our community.  

We ask the Board to uphold the Planning Commission’s unanimous decision 
and deny this appeal. 

Thank you for your time. We are available to answer any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Project Owners 

Perry Jones & Steve Ashbel (MMD Inc.) 
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Statement Addressing Issues Raised in Notice of 
Appeal 
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(415) 579-1414 COLLARAY.COMLAW OFFICES

1561 POWELL STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133

 

December 2, 2022 
 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall – Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
angela.calvillo@sfgov.org 
 
Re: File No. 221141/Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA/4835 Mission Street – Conditional Use 
Authorization Appeal 
 
Dear Clerk of the Board of Supervisors: 

 This law firm represents Mission Advisory Co., the project applicant (the “Applicant”) for 
conditional use authorization to convert the property located at 4835 Mission Street (the “Property”) to 
retail cannabis use under Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA (the “Project”). The Project was 
unanimously approved by the San Francisco Planning Commission on September 29, 2022. On October 
31, 2022, the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors received a Notice of Appeal of the Project from Appellant 
Olinda Meza Vega (“Appellant”).  

This Project is a verified social equity owned dispensary, which meets all the requirements of the 
San Francisco Planning Code and San Francisco Police Code, and fulfills the City and County of San 
Francisco’s equity goals. This Project has met all the requirements imposed by the City and County of San 
Francisco in order to receive approval from the Planning Commission and Office of Cannabis. In addition, 
the Applicant did considerable community outreach, including neighborhood meetings and canvassing. In 
short, despite the arduous process of opening a dispensary in San Francisco, this Applicant did this project 
the correct way by respecting all the processes and procedural hurdles imposed by the City and County of 
San Francisco.  

As noted in the Planning Commission’s findings, this Project is consistent with the requirements 
of the Planning Code. Specifically, this Project is located within the Excelsior Outer Mission District 
Neighborhood Commercial Zoning District (“Excelsior Out Mission Street NCD”), which allows cannabis 
retail use with conditional use authorization (see San Francisco Planning Code § 720). Further, this Project 
is not located within 600 feet of any schools or any other cannabis retailers. (See Planning Code § 
202.2(a)(5)(B). As such, following the Planning Commission Hearing, the Commissioners unanimously 
approved this Project.  

Nevertheless, the Appellant filed a Notice of Appeal on October 31, 2022, which was accepted by 
the Clerk of the Board. The Notice of Appeal raises several issues, including that (1) the Planning 
Commission Hearing was not properly noticed and (2) that the Project violates the requirement that 
dispensaries be located more than 600 feet away from schools and other cannabis dispensaries. For the 
reasons stated below, these contentions are without merit.   

I. The Planning Commission Hearing Was Properly Noticed. 

First, this Project’s Planning Commission Hearing was properly noticed. The Applicant displayed 
the required poster (“Poster”) for the notice period. Further,  the Planning Department coordinated the 
mailing of the notice of hearing (“Notice”), which was sent to more than 300 neighboring residents, property 
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owners, and neighborhood groups. The Notice was written by the Planning Department and contained 
directions for obtaining more information about the Project in English, Spanish, Chinese and Filipino.  

Moreover, the Notice had its desired effect as the Planning Commission Hearing had robust public 
participation. Specifically, prior to the Hearing, the Planning Department received 45 letters in support of 
the Project and 13 letters in opposition. At the Hearing, 17 people participated in public comment, 7 in 
support, 9 in opposition, and one neutral. In short, there was no lack of public participation and input for 
this Project. After hearing from the Planning Department, the Applicant, and the Public Commenters, 
including the Appellant, the Planning Commissioners elected to unanimously approve the Project. 

II. This Project Complies With the 600-Foot Buffer Rule 

San Francisco Planning Code Section 202.2(a)(5)(B) states that a retail cannabis dispensary cannot 
be located within a 600-foot radius of a school or another permitted cannabis retailer (“600-Foot Buffer 
Rule”). As the Planning Commission noted in its decision, the nearest school is Balboa High School which 
is more than 800 feet from the Project. Additionally, the nearest cannabis retailer is almost 1000 feet away 
from the Project. As such, this Project complies with the 600-Foot Buffer Rule. 

The Applicant argues that the 600-Foot Buffer Rule should be increased and/or a saturation rule 
(similar to ABC liquor licenses) be adopted. However, at the time the 600-Foot Rule was adopted, the 
Board of Supervisors considered both of these points and declined to enact a larger buffer or saturation. 
Therefore, during site selection, this Applicant specifically sought a location that met the requirements of 
the 600-Foot Buffer Rule because these were the legislative parameters.1 As such, while the Board of 
Supervisors could revisit the regulations as a whole, it would be unfair to this Applicant to impose a 
different distance requirement or implement saturation rules on an arbitrary and ad hoc basis, to the 
determinant of this Applicant.  

III. Conclusion 

This Project is a verified social equity cannabis dispensary, which fulfills all the goals of the San 
Francisco Social Equity Program and complies with all code requirements. The Project’s Equity Applicant 
– Perry Jones – is a third generation San Franciscan who grew up close the Project site. Finally, as evidenced 
by the numerous letters of support and the map depicting the location of the verified supporters, this Project 
has the support of the neighborhood as well. As such, the Applicant requests that the Board of Supervisors 
uphold the unanimous decision of the San Francisco Planning Commission and deny this Appeal. Thank 
you for your consideration.  

Very Truly Yours, 
 
/s/ Samuel Ray 

 
Samuel Ray 
Colla & Ray LLP 
Attorneys for Mission Advisory Co. 

 
 

                                                
1 If the Board of Supervisors had enacted larger buffer zone (for example 1000 ft) or imposed a 
moratorium in certain area, this Applicant would have selected a different site that fit those parameters. 
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Applicant’s Good Neighbor Policy 
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Good Neighbor Policy 

The MMD team at 4835 Mission St. is committed to being the best neighbors we can be. 
Wewill 

Safety & Service 
I 

1. Create a safe, welcoming store that benefits the entire community. 

2. Employ professional security who secure the area within 50 feet of our store. 

3. Have a full-time manager responsible for community relations wnom residents and 
merchants can contact anytime: Perry Jones, community@mmdshops.com. 

4. Work closely with all neighborhood and merchants groups, community members, SFPD, and 
City officials, and be responsive to their questions and concerns. 

5. Maintain high-quality security cameras inside and outside the store. 

6. Discourage illegal, untested cannabis sales in the community. 

Community Benefits 

7. Support, hire, and source products from the SF cannabis Equity community whenever 
feasible. 

8. Hire community residents whenever possible. 

9. Work with local service providers and suppliers whenever possible. 

10. Support community events and nonprofits. 

Clean, Quality Experience 

11 . Maintain our store, entryway, and sidewalk in good condition and prohibit double parking, 
blocking driveways, loitering, littering, and cannabis use around the premises. 

12. Install & maintain lighting for the sidewalk and parking without disturbing residential 
neighbors. 

13. Install high-quality filtration & HVAC system so no cannabis odors are emitted. 

14. Install clear, well-lit, and prominent signs at our entrance: 

a) Reminding customers to keep the neigh'borhood peaceful 

b) Prohibiting littering, loitering, and blocking driveways 

c) Advising people that smoking cannabis in public places is prohibited 
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Letters of Support from Community 
Stakeholders 
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SAN FRANCISCO 94112 

Good Afternoon Board of Supervisors, 

I am a Latina, been in the Excelsior Dll since I was a year old. My family owned a home here until 1992 before we were 

evicted, My family lost their business and their home and had to start from scratch when I was 16 to buy a new home, 

and let go of our 40 year old grocery business, we did not know anything about city support or agencies and well I know 

what it's like to be middle class and poor and as a young person both of those experiences bring me here today to share 

with you my support for Perry Jones and his Cannabis Business. 

I think we have done alot of work in the last few year to ensure that there is real equity in this industry, unfortunately 

although there is that we do not have the rich uncles to gift us Hundreds of thousands of dollars to help us create a 

sustainable business. MMD has provided that for Mr. Jones. I think this partnership is a valued part of his story as well as 

a valued part of how we can leverage our neighborhood stories and business with bigger pocketbooks to partner with 

we are able to show work to help folks thrive in small business should be tried and discussed as one way to help us win 

and tell our story in a way that we want to tell it. 

I have met with MMD and with Perry and they understand the needs of our neighborhood, we do not get as much funds 

as other neighborhoods who have bigger footprints of small business, or even daily support from DPW, we have not only 

so much dumping but have gotten an influx of people that are houseless and in need of mental health support, we do 

not know how to deal with this but to be kind and help folks move along or call ambulances to support folks passed out 

and being passed over by kids going to school. As a partner in community Perry and his team have agreed to work with 

us on these issues and be a true partner on the block. Something as simple as taking ownership of the pressure washing 

the street will make a world of difference and I trust they will follow through with their promises. 

This business is not just about cannabis but of how we work together to strengthen our neighborhood. I will say that I 

have even before this business was brought to my attention reached out to other businesses on Mission street and have 

not gotten any support, I am proud that Perry and his team have sat down and really wanted to invest I hope moving 

forward everyone will see this as a model. 

In Community, 

Patricia Barraza 

Nieghbor since 1979 415-424-9790 

4740 MISSION ST.APT. A SF CA 94112 
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Please accept this letter of support for Mr. Perry Jones, who is a qualified Social Equity applicant. He
has followed every rule, procedure and process set by the City & County of San Francisco for new
cannabis dispensary applicants. Not only has he been deeply involved with San Francisco equity and
cannabis community, but he's responsible for helping customers select the right cannabis products
for their needs. He's knowledgeable about the products he sells, and the effects they have. 

This appeal is simply anti-cannabis, and I respectfully ask the Board of Supervisors to deny this
appeal.

It's astonishing to me that even in 2022, people would try to prevent a medical marijuana dispensary,
when we know its proven effects in helping those suffering with conditions such as cancer, epilepsy,
body aches, and long-term physical ailments. Mr. Jones has worked in the cannabis industry, and
he's developed a deep understanding of the plant and its many benefits. 

He's passionate about helping people find the right cannabis products for their needs, and enjoys
educating others about the many ways that cannabis can improve their lives. He's patient and
understanding, and always takes the time to listen to his customers and answer their questions. I
think he would be a fine candidate, given all that he's already accomplished. 

November 29, 2022San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: File No. 221141 (Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization for 4835 Mission Street Project)

Regards,

Maurice Rivers
Community Advocate
San Francisco Native Resident
San Francisco District 11 Resident

MAURICE RIVERS
SAN FRANCISCO, CA

415-729-3658 
www.MauriceRivers.com

M
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Nina Park - Equity Trade Certification
2166 Market St. #4
SF, CA 94114
(650) 520-1886
Equitytradecertification@gmail.com

November 28th, 2022

SF Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Good let Pl,
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Honorable Supervisors,

I am writing is support of Perry Jones’ dispensary partnership with MMD.
Currently it’s under appeal:

File No. 221141 -Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization 4835 Mission Street
Project

Perry Jones has been a resident of District 11 and grew up attending public
schools in the area. Our cannabis equity program was designed to support
individuals like Perry Jones who grew up in the city and was criminalized
under cannabis prohibition to come back as legitimate entrepreneurs. Over
the past 4 years I have witnessed Perry utilize the resources that were put
together through the Success Center and other Technical Assistance to gain
an understanding of how he could legitimately participate in this industry.

After conversations with his partners at MMD, the prospect of him having
hands on partners that are also very committed to investing in his education
and the education of other employees as a part of their business model for
workforce development, growth and retention, it’s a hopeful prospect that
people that will get the opportunity to work for this company will also acquire
transferable skill sets that will increase their value & earning capabilities for
their futures.

I hope that the city of San Francisco will allow this project to continue to move
forward.

Sincerely,

Nina Parks

Seat 13 Cannabis Oversight Committee
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Equity Trade Certification

www.equitytradecertification.org
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November 30, 2022

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689
Re: File No. 221141 -Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization 4835 Mission Street Project

Dear Board of Supervisors,

My name is Dale Sky Jones, and I am the Executive Chancellor of Oaksterdam
University (OU). Oaksterdam has set the bar for academic rigor and applied learning
in cannabis education since 2007. Oaksterdam is committed to civil rights issues and
social equity in the cannabis economy.

Perry Jones graduated from the Business of Cannabis and Horticulture certification
programs after receiving a full scholarship from OU in 2019. We support our alumni
and are beyond proud of Perry's work and all he has achieved. Arrested and
convicted in 2003 with 3 ounces of cannabis while attending SF State, he lost his
scholarship and PEL grants and then spent six months in jail.

The planning commission unanimously approved Perry’s project, but unfortunately, a
few neighbors have filed an appeal, and he is scheduled to go before you on
December 13th. Perry is precisely who the social equity program was created for. He
has followed every rule, procedure, and process set by the city. He’s been deeply
involved with San Francisco's equity and the cannabis community and represents
what the landmark Social Equity program of San Francisco should be proud of.

I ask that the Board of Supervisors to please deny this appeal and follow through on
granting Perry his location. People like Perry must be included and supported to right
the wrongs of failed drug policy. San Francisco’s Cannabis Social Equity Program is
essential in this direction, but only if these businesses can open, operate, and
contribute to their communities. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

3630 High St #19271 • Oakland, CA 94619 • 510-251-1544
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Letter of Support for Social Equity Retail Cannabis at 4835 Mission Street 

September 1 S., 2022 

To Whom It May Concern, 

My name is Mike Lomuto. I am responsible for Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion at the National 
Cannabis Industry Association (NCIA), which includes our Social Equity Scholarship Program, 

of which Perry Jones is a recipient and an active and contributing member. 

NCIA has served as the voice of Main Street Cannabis since 2010, and is the oldest, largest, 
and most inclusive trade association representing legal cannabis businesses. Our membership 
comprises hundreds of forward-thinking businesses dedicated to ensuring that small cannabis 
businesses have a seat at the table in Washington, D.C. rather than just the wealthiest few. 

Perry was introduced to me by one of our Association's leaders, and having gotten to know 
Perry's character and his vision, I am writing to express my support of his applicatuon at 4835 
Mission St. Perry is providing a model of how Social Equity programs can succeed at providing 
opportunities for individuals and communities that have thus far struggled to claim their seat at 
the table in the regulated industry. 

In my role, I have worked with hundreds of Social Equity applicants and operators in 
municipalities all over the country, as well as collaborated with several Regulators and Advocacy 

Organizations. However, I have also grown up in San Francisco, attended City Col lege of SF, 
and have spent many years in the Excelsior, on the very block of Mission Street in question. 

Not only is it important for the national industry that individuals like Perry receive the opportunity 
to show what they're capable of. It is also imperative for the spirit of San Francisco that 
neighborhoods like the Excelsior remain local and are built to thrive. I fully believe that Perry is 
the right person to contribute to the revital ization of the Excelsior, and also to do so as a beacon 
for the cannabis industry and Social Equity nationwide. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

~ 
Mike Lomuto 
National Cannabis Industry Association 
Diversity J Equity J Inclusion 
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Strengthening 
Families. 

Ending Child 
Abuse. 

RE: Support for 4835 Mission Street Retail Cannabis Social Equity owner Perry Jones 

To whom it may concern, 9/14/2022 

Greetings! My name is Will Roy and I'm currently the Associate Director of Community Education 

& Partnerships for Safe & Sound, formerly the San Francisco Child Abuse Prevention Center. I am 

writing a letter in support of Perry Jones for his social equity retail cannabis license at 4835 

Mission Street. 

I have known Perry for over 20 years and have been honored to witness, firsthand, his 

transformation from a teen to a productive member of society that prioritizes giving back to his 

community. I had the pleasure of working with Perry at the Beat Within upon his release from the 

California Youth Authority. I was immediately amazed by his charisma, intelligence, and 

compassion. After serving 10 years in the California Youth Authority, where most folks recidivate 

shortly after they are released, Perry did the exact opposite. lnd,eed, he went back to juvenile halls 

in and around the Bay Area, but now it was as a facilitator and mentor to so many youngsters. 

The young people gravitated towards Perry, and it was easy to see why. Perry had the 

unparalleled ability to connect with the young people in a way that was both caring and authe·ntic. 

He used his own experience with incarceration to catapult him into conversations with young 

people informing them of where the trajectories of their lives would lead if they didn't make 

changes. Many of the young people sought Perry for advice and inspiration. I can;t even begin to 

measure the positive impact he had on everyone he encountered, including myself. 

Perry Jones is exactly who San Francisco's Cannabis social Equity program was designed for. Over 

the past 5 years he has dedicated himself to learning everything he can about business 

management and cannabis operations, receiving scholarships to do so. 
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Strengthening 
Families. 

Ending Child 
Abuse. 

Now, as a dedicated father, and righteous member of the community, Perry is seeking the final 

approvals so he can follow his dreams of entrepreneurship. I fully support Perry in this endeavor 

and believe it would be a massive injustice if he weren't allowed to pursue this dream as he has 

proven his dedication, aptitude and is partnered with a company that will support him and ensure 

this endeavor is successful. I cannot think of anyone more deserving of the opportunity to move 

forward. Thank you for your time and considerat ion. 

With Gratitude, 

Will Roy 
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PO Box 34310  •  San Francisco, CA 94134  •  (415) 890-5641  •  www.thebeatwithin.org 

 
December 01, 2022 
 
 
Re: Perry Jones 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
My name is David Inocencio and I am the founder and director of The Beat Within, a non-profit program 
and publication based in San Francisco, CA that publishes the writing and artwork of incarcerated youth 
and their community members. I’m writing today in support of Perry Jones, who I’ve had the honor of 
working with for over 25 years, as he has not only been a valuable writer, and teacher in our publication 
and workshops, but a longtime friend and supporter. 
 
I met Perry Jones when he was a young teen detained as a juvenile. He not only participated in our 
program he thrived there, in fact he became a staff member sharing his story with incarcerated youth and 
the greater community as he inspired others to overcome their struggles.  
 
Encouraged and inspired by The Beat Within Perry enrolled at San Francisco State to study Criminal 
Justice.  While attending S.F. State, his life was irrevocably changed by a minor cannabis offense and 
conviction that has since been decriminalized. Perry spent 6 months in jail. He lost his scholarship and 
PEL grants.  As a mentor and support system to Perry, The Beat Within supported him though this tough 
time. He never lost hope that he could make a difference.  
 
Legislation and policy regarding social equity is imperative and must provide real opportunity to those 
most harmed by the war on drugs. The Cannabis Social Equity Program in San Francisco should serve 
as a working model for success. The applicant before you Perry Jones is who this program was created 
for.  
 
From what I understand it’s not easy for a Social Equity applicant to advance their project and gain the 
unanimous approval of the Planning Commission. Perry Jones achieved this. He has partnered with a 
dedicated, experienced, family-owned cannabis company and together they have done everything and 
more required by the City to meet compliance and ensure success for their project.  
 
My hope is that Perry will continue to be an inspiration to others through his ownership in this business, 
providing jobs and investment into the San Francisco community, his home.  
 
Please uphold the Planning Commission’s decision to move forward with his dream. 
 
We are proud to know Perry and the work he consciously engages in, as we look forward to continue 
building community with him. We will always hold a space for him in The Beat Within community. If we 
can be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to reach out.  
 
With gratitude, 
 
 
 
David Inocencio, Founder and Director  
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Project Rebound: Expanded 
Associated Students, 
San Francisco State University 
1650 Holloway Ave, Office #T-161 
San Francisco, CA 94132 
P: 415 846-7225 
http://www.prexpanded.org 

December 1. 2022 . 
· ProJect Rebound: Expanded 

From: C. Jason Bell, MS 
Director of Program Development 
CSU Project Rebound Consortium 
San Francisco State University 

To: San Francisco Board of Supervisors 

Re: Mr. Perry Jones 

It is with great enthusiasm that I write this letter on behalf of Mr. Jones. I have 

known Mr. Jones since 2007 through my work with Project Rebound. In my more than 

19 years of experience with Project Rebound I have seen many students and supporters 

come and go. I mention that because Mr. Jones has proven to have a love for learning and 

advocacy that stands out in my view. As a college mentor and advisor, I have witnessed 

numerous people come to the office with all the ambition in the world and absolutely no 

follow through. Mr. Jones is not a person who lacks follow through. He has come into 

higher education with a clear plan and a direct path to bring his scholastic and career 

dreams to fruition. While School has always been a difficult course to dedicate himself to 

wholeheartedly, he refuses to completely give up on the long-term goal of earning his 

college degree. Mr. Jones has maintained contact with me over all these years to ensure 

his access to college classes remains sound. At the same time, Mr. Jones has been 

working to support himself and his family through his efforts with The Beat Within, the 

Center for Juvenile & Criminal Justice, Bay Shipping, and as a unionized Industrial 

Painter. He was even able to share his struggles with other legal scholars on various 

topics connected to legal advocacy for segments of the population that are often 

overlooked. The event Removing Social Barriers was held on the San Francisco State 

campus in 2015. Mr. Jones was a panelist at the event. 

I am very proud of his achievements and self-motivation to navigate the bureaucratic 

layers of entrepreneurial stability in the realm of cannabis equity. He is extremely 

resourceful and is quickly growing into a reputable business man and model community 

member. Mr. Jones has motivated many others and he continues to inspire people who 

are completely unaware of the possibilities available to them. I support his appeal to the 

c ~;')~ (l 111 
Respectfully, · (I'' - ..;;;;;,e,i{ 

Board of Supervisors. 

~[a;;ll•lJhP) 
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Dear Supervisors:    
 
On behalf of the membership of the Brownie Mary Democratic Club of San Francisco, I am writing to you 
today to urge you to support Perry Jones’ dispensary at 4835 Mission Street and reject the appeal. 
 
Mr. Jones’ dispensary was approved unanimously by the Planning Commission, a noteworthy 
achievement.   I see no merit in the appeal of this project.  His dispensary will bring quality cannabis 
products to the Excelsior neighborhood. 
 
I urge you to reject the appeal and support this project. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David Goldman 
President, San Francisco Chapter 
Brownie Mary Democratic Club 
Brownie.MarySF@gmail.com 
www.browniemarydemclub.com 
Instagram:   @bmsf415 
m:  415-728-7631 
 

 

2892



Re: Perry Jones, File #221141 
Appeal of Conditional Use authorization 
4835 Mission St. Project 
 
 
Dear Board of Supervisors, 
 
I am writing in support of Perry Jones and to urge the Board to deny the appeal made against 
Mr. Jones’s permit. 
 
My name is Bryan Nashed and I am currently a graduate student pursuing my masters in 
counseling at a San Francisco university. I recently served as a Career Advisor supporting the 
Equity department at Success Centers where I worked with Ms. Angela White and a community 
of San Francisco Verified Equity Applicants. 
 
Success Centers’ Equity program featured biweekly workshops, hiring events, and industry 
training where professionals from successful cannabis companies volunteered their knowledge  
and experience and networked with San Francisco Equity applicants. Success Centers Equity 
program also facilitated monthly field trips to first class cannabis manufacturing facilities in 
Salinas and Hollister for SF Equity applicants to learn industry best practices. 
 
Perry Jones is a valuable and inspiring member of San Francisco’s Equity community. He has 
been on the vanguard for cannabis industry training courses offered and ever present at 
conditional use hearings to support aspiring SF business owners and operators. Perry Jones is 
the kind of entrepreneur the city’s Equity program was designed to support. He is a paragon of 
San Francisco’s Equity community, exuding perseverance, kindness, and integrity. San 
Francisco needs more upstanding and community-oriented businessmen like Perry Jones. 
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To The Board of Supervisors, 
 
File No. 221141 -Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization 4835 Mission Street Project 
 
Hello, my name is Cara Dunn. I am a mother of two, and a fifth generation San Franciscan, who currently 
works in cannabis myself. I've been working in the industry for six years, starting off as a budtender in 
the Mission district, and now currently working for STIIIZY distribution in Oakland California. Being a 
multiracial woman, I strongly believe in equity and paving a path for our community and allowing our 
people to get the proper education and medication to support our neighbors. As a mother whose 
children are local students of the community, it's important for me to trust the people who build here. I 
would like to extend my hand and ask you to consider welcoming Perry Jones and MMD to our 
community. Perry Jones is a qualified equity candidate and has a long history of giving back to the 
communities, creating local jobs and career paths that we need. I am cosigning and supporting opening 
their business in our community.  
 
 

 

 
   Cara Dunn  
JBTB HOLDINGS INC 
NorCal Distribution Office Manager 
Cara.Dunn@shrynegroup.com 
415-716-8055 
Shryne Group, Inc. 
A California Company 
www.shrynegroup.com 
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November 30, 2022 
 

File No. 221141 – Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization 4835 Mission Street Project  
To the SF Board of Supervisors 
 

Dear Sir/madam, 
 
My name is Lissette Castillo, I am the owner of Best Kept Bookkeeping and Tax Services and provide service to small 
business owners. I am writing to you in support of 4835 Mission Street Project moving forward.  

Not only am I Perry Jones fiancé, but also one of his main supporters even before the SF Equity Program was established. 
It has been Perry’s dream to own and run a retail Cannabis business in San Francisco for years. I have seen Perry’s hard 
work and dedication to get where he is now to see his dream strip away. Perry has been a strong presence as an advocate 
for the Juvenile Justice System in San Francisco and throughout the states as well as an advocate in the Cannabis industry. 

More important Perry is a dedicated family men and a great role model to our daughters especially when it comes to teaching 
them to never give up on their dreams. Being that I am Latin American myself and come from a strict upbringing, I understand 
certain cultures do not understand Cannabis and need further education and this why Perry being in the position to educate 
about the benefits of Cannabis would be a good thing as well as creating employment opportunities to the Excelsior 
neighborhood.  

I was a student at Denman Middle School and Balboa High School, and I would have never believed back then that someone 
I know, someone I love will be opening a business in the Excelsior District. 

I am asking the Board of Supervisors to deny this appeal.    

Sincerely,  

 

Lissette Castillo 
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Map of Neighborhood Members Who Signed 
Neighborhood Support Cards 
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Neighborhood Support Cards
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· We h11a locally. 90'lt. or staff are local h11es 
and SOK. are qualified social equity h11es 

• To shop at MMD 1s 10 ~ v..ekomed into ou, 
home and 1eceived hke lam1ly 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded as a Medical collectl\e se,- ,ng p,rnents 
with HIV•AIDS. Cance,. PTSD and oth@r deb1•1tlt1ng 
cond1uons 

· Stringent Youth :tcc:ess pre'l.:enllon no .;n ~rJ ·or 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te security 24/7 

• Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
compliance with Slate standards 

- In IS years not d single violat ion of state or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: 'PA~o /1/'?T/RO Address: J?:J? /'jdSr 11 p 

Email: faJ/o /7tt.,? A"IO 2;-~ v ,Signature: ~ 
1 C4ta5 ,{l_arYJ T 
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COMMUNITY 
. We h~ve ,obu~ community rnv~tmen' 
p,og,ams at eve1y loc,u 1on 

. we are good neighbors· transparent, 
accountable and assessable to ou, comrnu n1tv 
avalli\blc 24n to address .lr\d concerns 

. We hore locally- 90~ of statf are local hues 
and 50'(, are quahfred social equity hires 

· To shop at MMD ,s to be welcomed onto our 
home and rocetved hke family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
. Founded as a Medical collccuve ,;erv,ng pattents 
Nrth HIV-AIDS. Cancer. PTSD and other debrhtatrng 
cond,t,ons 

• S1r1ngen1 -fouth ,ccess pre-,1m11on no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons11e security 24/7 

. Products ire tested. tracked and rraco;d ,n 
compliance .vrth state standards 

. In 1S jE'ars not a single vt0lat1on of !,tare or foe.JI 
regulat ions 

I supp~~rt the proiect at 4835 M issi~n Stre~t , . A 
Name: ,:) ~ Address: '-\ S '::) D ,/\ , ~~ O"' <bt-

Email: Signature: C ~ 

COMMUNITY 
· We h,lvt: , o bu!>l comrnun1ty mvt."stn1en~ 
p,ogrnms ,lt ~,.,,y loc,,t,on 

· We ru o good nu19hbors- u.:an~p~renf, 
accountable and a~'otl~Sdble to our con,rnunnv 
.-1vc.11lablo 24n to uddre-;s (Ind conc~,n~ 

• Wi, hue locally- 90 ot sralf are local hues 
dnd SO , a,e qu,1hf1ed soc:1111 c?Qu1ty hues 

• To shop at MMD 1> to be wclcorned into ou1 
home and received like tam,ty 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded.-.~.:, l>t" d •c<'!I coll,,ctivc wrv,ng p.)Uents 
wrth HIV-Al(\':, 1...111<1,r. PTSD Jnd ot h<N debrhtaung 
cond1t1onc; 

· S11 m9t"nl fou lh , , t-S:, pr,•v~nuon r'I(, t:ntry for 
Jnyon., und.,, 21 

· Products :1,c h.· ~\'-lo, tr l ... ~d u I r , J 11 

comptlancl' ,\·1th ':l t illt .. tJruJ.11 , ... 

. In IS )"E'ars not ., ~1n~le .. K,1,,t,s>n ... , t 1h• , ·~ 11 

regulation'> 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: .I y- ;vro C e1-5,~ r::, 7 Address: t.;) r O 

l '"'lll -.:: a q ., :? IU, :S ..s, / o ;7 J / 
Email: Signature.- lie~:;;;_;::- ;;: -= 
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COMMUNITY 
. VVe have robust comrrun1ty investment 
programs at every location 

. We are good nerghbors- transparent. 
accountable and assessable to our communtty 
avallable 24/7 to address and concerns 

. We hore locally- 90% of staff are local hires 
and SO% are qualified s,~c,al equity hires 

, To shop at MMD ,s to be welcomed into ou, 
home and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
. Founded as a Medical collective serving patients 
wrth HIV•AIOS. Cancer. PTSD and other deb,htaong 
cond,uons 

, Stringent Youth access prevention no encry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons1te secunty 24/7 

. Products are tested. t racked and traced ,n 
compltance with state standards 

. In IS years not a single violation of state or loca l 
regulations 

I sup.eort the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: ~ (L~Q."' , '6--a Q,'L,-Q \"v Address: (\.S ~ 7 01,( ~S l(~{"\ 

Email:~0,~'fO 60( (;)::J1M1~i~~re: L ~ 

COMMUNITY 
• We have robust community ,nvestment 
programs at every location 

, We are good neighbors· transparent 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24(110 address and concerns 

. We hire local'y· 90% of staff are local h,res 
and 50% are qualtf1ed social equ,ty hues 

. To shop at M1"10 rs to be welcomed ,nto our 
home and received like family 

• 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded ;is a Medical collect,ve serving patients 
w ith HIV•AIDS. Can<:er, PTSO and Otherdeb1htat1ng 
conditions 

· Stringent Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te security 24n 

· Products are tested. tracked and traced in 
compliance with sld te standards 

· In 15 years not a s111gle viola11on of state or local 
regulat ions 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: (e,iucJ( ~~ Address: q 5~, ~ ,"\ -\ i l,-l S\--

-
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COMMUNITY HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Vole h;tVe robust community ,nves tme nr 
progr._\rns ,H evel"y loc.lt1o n 

· l"ounded .:,; ,, Medical collect1ve serving patients 
with HIV•AIOS. Cancer, PTSO and o ther deb1htat1n9 
cond,t,ons 

· We arc good neighbors• transparent, 
accountable ;,nd assessable to our community 
available 24/7 to address and concerns 

• Srringem Youth access p1evention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· We hire locally- 90% of staff ,1re local hires 
and 50% are qualified social equ,ty hires 

· To shop at MMD ,s to be welcomed ,nro our 
home and mce1ved hke family 

· Ons1te security 24P 

· Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
comploance with state standards 

· In 15 years not a sing le v1olat1on of state 0 1 local 
regulatio n s 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name:~11J Ho~ Address:J0/6 &tn G 
Email: 0hP-t,ille}~q41'Do .Wignature~ 

COMMUNITY 
, We have robus, community investment 
proorams at every location 

, We are good neighbors- rransparonr, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24f7 to address and concern, 

, We hire locally· 90% of sta ff are local hires 
and SO% are quali fied social equity hires 

. To shop at MMO 1s to be welcomed ,mo ou1 
homo and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
, F'ounucd .is .i Mcd,c;:il collective serving patients 
w,th HIV ·AIUS, Cancer. PTSO and other deb1litat1ng 
contln101\~ 

. ':)tnngPnt \outh <1cces<- pre\lent1 on no e nrry for 
a 1"l)'Ont.• undt?r 21 

Produc t~ a1e tested, tracked and traced ,n 
compl,ance with state standards 

• In lS v-="a'!:. not d ~11,911: vtolat ,on of state o, local 
reguf,1t1o n~ 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name:Juan/,/,o IA.) fut(.. Address: I f&flf- Se1n dal.e ~ut.. 

Email: Wh*J(.1/ll<tfa .JW t</ C\_. .Signature: 
~'I, c:: 0'1.1 

kkk -
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COMMUNITY 
• We have robu!.I commun11)11nvesimen1 
programs at evE>1y locat ,on 

, We are good nc1ghbo1s-11nn~p~rent, 
accountable and assess.able to our community 
avaolable 2411 to addres.s And concerns 

• We h,re locally· 90% olf staff are local hues 
and SO% arc qualihed social o:?qu,ty hues 

. To shop at MMD 1s to be wekomecl into ou1 
home and recellled hk11 family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
FoundcdM,M0 d K...l, ... Q 1 ':l ,'t'C "Af"'"~P•'- _..1 

N1th HIV•AIOS Cmce, PT',O 11,d ctn~, d~o,1tn1,~g 
cond111ons 

• Stringent Youth Access p1e•,en11on no .>ntry for 
.inyone und.e1 21 

, Ons,1e securo1y 24n 

. Products aie tested. tracked and traced 1n 
compliance with state standards 

• In 15 years not a single v,olat,on of stale or local 
regulations 

s+ I supeort th~roiect at 4f835 Mission Street , 
Name: 1/vP?k' 1w.~'-,C'~ _ Address: tl5fl \ ,AA -..ss- ron. 

.fu.be.vt5 f- /')/ / 1~_..~ 
Email: 7Zo W\ ~ '~ coJ (:,,,,._,__:\ Signature: I ~ r~--

COMMUNITY 
· Wf: have robus1 community 11wes1rn.,m 
prog1.1ms al every lc,cation 

, We are good neighbor~· transparent 
accountable and a,1.essabl& to our comrm,n,iy 
av~olable 24n 10 adcfle•;s and concerns 

• We h,r._. locally· 90 of staff ,He local h11e, 
nnd SOil, a 111: Quahf1ed S0<.1ill eQUlty hue•, 

· To shop nt MMD 1s 10 be welcomed 1nco ou1 
home ar,d received hke fam,1·, 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded a~ a Med ical collccuve serving ~ t1cnts 
wtth HIV•AIDS. Cancer, PTSO and other deb,htattng 
cond1t1ons 

· St1mger11 't'o\lth , cc..,;~ prl:'l,enuon no en1ry for 
rmyorit' unJ .... , 21 

Produ"'t!) H:, ''-! (rj tr, 
ronlpl1un .. • w 11 h ,t,1 le 

· n I ·<:!'·•',, 
, .. J UiJh rn. 

,, I 

• J ., 

',, 

•,, 
" .l 

-
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COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community investment 
programs at every loca tion 

• We are good neighbors- transparent, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24/7 to address and concerns 

· We hire locally- 90% of staff are local hires 
and 50% are quali fied social equity h11es 

· To shop at MMD is to be welcomed into our 
home and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded as a Medical collectrve serving patients 
with HIV .. AtOS. C.ancor, PTSD and other debrhtating 
conditions 

· Stringent Youth access prevention no entry tor 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te secunty 24n 

• Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
compliance with state standards 

· In 15 years not a single violat ion of state or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: A o-0 lA \~ 1,.<A l ~ Address: q l)D fY\ ~.)) ·, 0\1'... ":>-\.--

Email:~ \-"I-<:, ~) )\ l).@f),w.1\ ,e,o., Signature: ~ 

COMMUNITY 
. We have robust community investment 
programs at every locauon 

. We are good neighbors- transparent. 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 21.n to address and concerns 

. We hire locally- 90% of staff are local h11es 
and SO% a,e qualified social equity h11es 

. To shop at MMD is to be welcomed into our 
home and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded as a Medical collective se1v1ng patients 
with HIV•AIDS. Cancer. PTSD and other deb1htat1ng 
conditions 

. Stringent Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons1te secur1ty 24n 

. Products are tested, tracked and traced 1n 
compliance with state standards 

- In 15 years not a sing le violation of sta te or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street . 
Name: LU'{Qn C? Address: c+~3 o \ .A \ ss , o V) 

Email: Signature~ ' -
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COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community investment 
programs at every locatron 

· We are good neighbors- transparent, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
ava ilable 24r, to address and c,oncerns 

· We hire locally· 90% of staff are local hires 
and SO% are qualified social equity hires 

· To shop at MMD is to be welcomed rnto our 
home and received like family 

HEAL TH & SAFETY 
· Founded as a Medical collectrve serving patients 
wrth HIV•AIDS, Cancer, PTSD and othe,r deb1litat1n9 
conditrons 

. Stringent Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

• Ons1te security 24r, 

· Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
compliance with st ate standards 

. In IS years no t a single 11iola11on of state or local 
regulations 

I suppor1 the _ pr~ iect at 4835 Mission ~~~~ . ~ J <:.--T 
Na~ef\cw-·v 8~~ Address: 6'oO 1)1-rK\1 10v1n () /· 
Ema at: Signature: 

COMMUNITY 
, We have robust community invest ment 
programs at every location 

. We are good neighbors- transparent, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24n to address and concerns 

. We hire locally· 90% of staff are local hires 
and SO% are qualified social equity hires 

. To shop at MMD 1s to be welcomed rnto our 
home and received like family 

I 

HEALTH & SAFE1rY 
. Founded as a Medical collect ive s:ervtng pa11ems 
with HIV•AIDS, Cancer, PTSD and ,other deb1htaung 
conditions 

. Stringent Youth access prevention no entry fo, 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te secu11ty 24r, 

• Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
compliance with state standards 

. In IS years not a single violation c,f state or local 
regulations 

I supp•:>rt the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: ,r,,v Pr; ..J J: /Jr- Address: L8'/ ¥' [ V N N'f pftt,. ~ 

Email: ill .. (VIIY\ 1, 7~'?N'~1'\,(e--signature: ~ 2908



COMMUNITY 
. We h;we robusl comn,un1ty inve~tmi=--nt 
progrilms at every loc<1t1on 

W are good neighbors- transparent, 
~cc~untable and assessable to our community 
available 24(7 to address and concerns 

. We hire locally· 90% of staff are local hires 
and 50% are qualified sacral equity h11es 

. To shop at MMD is to be welcomed ,nro our 
home and received like family 

I ollc-- t 1Vc ~ r , ,ng p ,Jt1.:•nc~ 
rounded ,es' Med1c3 ~TSO and o ther d ebilitating .v,U'I ,-J ,\/i/\lDS, Cance,. 

corn :J1r1r.;n~ 

v th " ccess prevention no entry for . Stringent , au 
anyone u nder 21 

. Ons,te secu11ty 24,7 

. Products are tested, tracked and traced ,n 

compliance w rth state standards 

- In IS years not a sing le v1olat 1on of state or local 
regulations 

I . . . ort the project at 4835 Mission ~J:~/ 
supp '.7 Addre~ I;>--Name: f? 0~ ~\) l') 

Email: Signature: 

COMMUNITY 
· We have robust com m unity 1nvestm eni 
programs at every loc.it1on 

· Weare good neighbors- t ransparent, 
accountable and assessable to our commun,ty 
ava1ldble 24(7 to address and concerns 

· We hue locally- 9096 of staff are local h11es 
and 50% are qualified social equity hues 

· To shop at MMD 1s to be welcomed ,m o our 
home and recerved like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Fo ,.md,:,d s1S ~ Medica l collective serving patients 
with HIV•AIDS Cancer, PTSD Jnd ot her debil1tat1ng cond1t10,,s 

· ~t, mgent \. outh \ Cc~ s p re1Jenuon no enrry for 
t.1nyunt:> unlit", 21 

·Onw,, '°\.L,r 1t1 24/7 

Produ.i~ ,r., tested, tracl..ed and traced ,n 
cor>1pJ,ance "'th state standards 

· In 15 y~ ... ,s not 1 1..,ngle v1o lat1on of ~tate o, local 
regulartonc, 

I support the project at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: i) ,~'nn~ Uoor -e,, Address: ~::0)1(1,(jr ,~ J ,ft~ 

1 _ fl_atfio~, ~ ~ - -~ Email: roll r/.,own'/'he,1'!11,t~t;t,'V Signature: . ~ // ~ 
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COMMUNITY 
. we have robust community investment 
progritms at every location 

·Weare good neighbors- transparen t, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24(7 to address and concerns 

. We h ire locally- 90% of staff are local hires 
and 50% are qualified social equ ity hires 

• To shop at MMD 1s to be welcomed ,nto our 
hom e and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
. Founded at ,l Med1c~I collac t,vt: ~, 11r.q o;i,1-a-nts 
w ith HIV•AIDS. Cancer, PTSD dnd ~ther debil1Dt1ng 
cond1t1onCi 

. Str ingent You th ~ccess prevention no entr; for 
anyone under 21 

· Onsrte secuoty 24n 

. Products are tested, tracked and traced 1n 
complrance with st ate standards 

. In 15 years not a single v1olatoon of stare or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: JuttYl;+~ Wk/fR_ Address: \~4 4 tnlAYrq().l__t ~Vl 

Email: i?~iahi~~~ ~ 1 ·(ov\. 

COMMUNITY 
· We have robust cornmunity mvestnH?nc 
progrdms al every location 

· We a«i good ne,ghbors- transparent, 
accountable ,1r\d assessable to our comm11ni ty 
available 24f7 10 address and concerns 

• We hore locally· 90% of staff are loc,11 hires 
and 50% ..ire qualrl1ed social equity lwes 

, ro shop at MMD rs robe welcomed rnto our 
home c,nd rece1•.red hke family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded ~s ,3 Mcd1c.ll collcct1"c $Cr\'1n9 p.'.lt1ents 
w•th HIV •AIOS. C.ance,. PTSD ~nd Othr,1 det>ilotrnng 
condu1on-; 

, ~ rnngent Yol1th liCCii'"i...; p re",-nuon no Qnr1, ro, 
.;nyone vnd..:, 2:1 

. P10<1uc1s ,lli! reste1, tr,,ch.ed ilnd to :ic<1d ,n 
cornpliancc w,th ~• 11~ .-tt1Hd r11e.:J, 

, In 15 ,.? , , ~ r11::i l,; •,.w,Jt~ v1\.; I u i.;n ,, .. tJt~ _,t ,J1. 11 

, ... gi.,l .. 1t10 11h 

t"""~ !7'~~6"",'w',\)J 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street _11,1 .. ~,1-··,,-., ,. ,·. ,:. ~J-,,~··· -·~·] 

Name: f\ lLGv\-0 u)c:r2.. Address: 416" ,A 193,(l\ st ~ - . . J J, t 
Signature: ~ N'- ~ Email: 2910
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COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community investment 
programs at every location 

· We are good neighbors• transparent, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24n to address and concerns 

• We h ire locally· 90% of staff are local hires 
and SO% are qualified social equity hires 

· To shop at MMD 1s to be welcomed in to our 
home and recerved like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded as a Medical collective serving patients 
with HIV•AIOS, Cancer. PTSD and other debilitating 
conditions 

• Stringen t Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

. Onsite security 24n 

, Products are tested. tracked and traced on 
comphance with state standards 

· In IS years not a sing le violation of state or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: {'-\«ve.clLJ A'<Y'V2--0JAddress: L\ (( L-1 \ l'---\, SS -\0(""\. ~T~ 

COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community uwestm ent 
programs at eve,y location 

· Weare good neighbors · transparent, 
accounrable and assessable to our community 
available 24(1 to address and concerns 

· We hire focally- 90% of staff are local hires 
and SQ<>A, are quali fied social equity hires 

· To shop at MMD is to be welcomed into our 
home and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded as a Medical collectrve serving patients 
With HIV•AIOS. Cancer. PTSO and Other debilitating 
conditions 

· Stringent Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons1te security 24(1 

. Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
compliance with Stdte standards 

. In IS years not a single 111olat1on of , tate or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
NametA1\~ Cpk\,;~ Address: '-(.7 ~lf· /\j /-S-5/ (!)1 sf- ~ 

Email:~ r. ~"' \ '~~f)'10\ ho~· UYYl Signature: ~ • 
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COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community investment 
programs at every location 

·Weare good neighbors- transparen t. 
accountable and assessab le to our community 
available 24/7 to address and concerns 

, We hire locally- 90% of staff are local h ires 
and SO% are qualified soc,al equity hires 

• To shop at MMD is to be welcomed ,mo our 
home and received like family 

HEAL TH & SAFETY 
· Founded 0$ a Medrcal collective ,crv,ng pat ients 
w ith HIV•AIDS. Cancer. PTSD and other deb1hta t1ng 
conditions 

· Stringent Youth access prevention no enrry for 
anyone under 21 

. Ons,te security 24/7 

. Products are tested. tracked and traced ,n 
compliance with state standards 

. In 15 years not a single violation of state o r local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: A1t<ed. ?Av~ Address: '-(56Q- 'fVhSS. u .... ~ 

Email: S \c~\..~-MA~~et:!ignature: ~---~-

COMMUNITY 
· We have robust commun,ty investment 
programs at every location 

· We are good neighbors- transparent, 
ac<:ountab le and assessable to our community 
availab le 24/7 to address and concerns 

· We hire locally- 90% of staff are local hores 
and 50% ¥e quali fied socoal equity hires 

· To shop at MMD ,s to be welcomed into ou1 
home and received hke family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
• Founded as a Medical collective se,v,ng p,11,em s 
with HIV•AIDS, Cance,, PTSD and other deb1h1aton9 
conditions 

, Stringent Youth acces.s preve ntion no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te security 24/7 

• Products are tested. !lacked and tr3ced ,n 
compliance with state standards 

· In lS years not a single violation o f state or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: f3ukherr7 B4?lS-{,t Address: <f7f!O Hrss1on. street: 

. Sr,,; cA ~t/11~ 
Email: bl,{kha.rf .. ~ Sefey~~~gnature: ~ 
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COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community investment 
programs at every location 

·Weare good neighbors· transparent. 
accountable and assessable to our community 
av~llabl<' 24(7 to address and concerns 

· We hire locally, 90% of staff are local h11es 
and 50% are qualified social equity hires 

· To shop at MMD ,s to~ welcomed into our 
hom e and received like family 

HEAL TH & SAFETY 
. l'ounded as a Medical collec tive ~erv1ng panents 
w1tll HIV•AIOS. Cancer. PTSD and other d@b1htatin9 
cond1t1ons 

· St, ,ngent Youth .;,cce-;s prevention no encry for 
any,one under 21 

. On s,re security 24(7 

. Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
comphance with state standards 

, In 1S years not a single v1olat1on of state or local 
regulauons 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission S·treet 
Name: j ~';, e_ 9-e-, 1M ,, ('.f 1- Address: L,{ q\ w, 11\t; S }o\l\ 

Email: J !Yj , '\Le, II" /('f 1-J®~ I ~ignature: 

COMMUNITY 
• We have robust commun1ry 1nve51m 1>nt 
progr<1mS a t every locatton 

·Weare good neighbors· transparent, 
accountable and assessable to ou, cornmuniw 
available 24tT to address and concern<; 

· We t111e locally- 90% of staff are local h11es 
and 50% are quali fied social equ11y h11es 

. To shop al MMD ,s 10 be welcomed into ou, 
home and received h ke family 

HEAlLTH & SAFETY 
· i::o,mded J~ a Medical collect l\e se"ing patients 
v.1th HIV •AtOS, Cancer, PfSO d f'ld otht:1 deb1htdtmg 
cond1uon~ 

· Stringe ni Youth ~cc.,s, pr~enuon no t'nlry for 
an_)'on~ und~, 21 

• Produc ts 31e tested. tracked and rraced 1n 
cc,mpha1,cc wrth stare sundards 

, 1n IS ye,ars not a s,ng le v,olat,on of state o, local 
1~9ulttt1cm s 

I support f'he proiect at 4835 M ission Street 
Name: K eLf 'd::tA ft<c, tt~'; Address: 4b ~ ~ Cfyt~,ei~ 

Email: ('(]( fl'1j UCc:I 4t( f) 0- Signature: 

. 
' t 

11£ 

-
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COMMUNITY 
· We have ,obust community 11westment 
prog,am s dt every location 

· We are good neighbors. transparent, 
accountable and asSE"ssable to our com munity 
avatfable 24(7 to address and concerns 

· We hire focally- 90% of staff are local h ires 
and 50% are quahf1ed social equ ity hires 

• To shop at MM D 1s to be welcomed into our 
home and received like family 

. •. 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
. Founded a~ a Medical col lective ;erv1ng patients 
With HIV•AIDS. Cancer. PTSD ,nd Other deb1h ta11ng 
cond1t1ons 

. Stringent Youth access preven tion no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te secvnty 24(7 

. Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
compliance w ith state standards 

- In 15 years not a single v1olat1on of state or local 
regula tions 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: ~X [Zo Address: i( _r- t T ,,.__ \s, ~ ,n,, 

' 
Email: r o...~ i .1 v c--.tG--z. ct ~@9 """''' ' Lr o- Signature: 

COMMUNITY 
· We have robust com munity investment 
programs at every locauon 

· Weare good neighbors• transparen t. 
accountabl@ and assessabl@ to our communny 
available 24(l to address and concerns 

• We hire locally- 90% of staff are local hires 
and 50% a1e qualified social equity hires 

, ro shop at MMD 1s to be welcomed in to ow 
home and received hke lam1ly 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded sis;, Mcd,c;:il colle<:t1ve wrv1n9 patients 
w ith HIV•AIDS. Cancer, PTSD and o the1 deb1l1ta t1ng 
cond1t1ons 

, S t11119P.nt Votith acct?SS prt?venuon no eonuy fo, 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te '°"~''"t} 24(/ 

· Products are tt:'..:i tt: ll tt.'.'lch,?d .lnd t, a~~d in 
compliance w ith ~lalo ,tdnd,lri, 

, In IS yt-a i s. n1)t :1 ... int,lt< 11101~,.,:," o, ~h\t~ or local 
,e9ufdt1on~ 

I sup~ the PJ.RiecJ at 4835 Missr·~ ~tr e~t - J,_ 4--
Name: µ~--y~ Address: U / (\J~O,rl°" V 

Email: Signature: 1) ~~ 2914
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COMMUNITY 
. We have robust commun•ty ,m,estment 
prog,ams at every locauon 

. We are good neighbors· transparent, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24tl to address and concerns 

i 
. We h1re locally· 90% o f staff are local h,res 
and SO% are qualified social equity h1res 

. To shop at MMD is to be welcomed into our 
home and received hke family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
F nded as a Medical collective serving patients 
~1~~ HIV•AIDS. Cancer. PT~ and other deb1htam,g 

cond1ttons 

. Stringent Youth access prevenuon no entry ior 

anyone under 21 

. Onsite secunty 24n 

. Products are tested. tracked and traced in 
compliance with st ate standards 

. In 1S years not a single violation of state or local 

regulauons 

I ~upport the proiect at 4835 Mission J treet />V~ B,t RR '/ ADJ4'4<ldress: !l -Z-5 C:7"'<&\/a Name: 

Email: 
Signature: Jjp//' y 

COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community investment 
programs at every locatton 

. We are good ne,ghbors- transparent, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24n co address and co nee, ns 

· We h ire locally· 90% o f staff are local h11es 
and 50% are qualified social equity hues 

· To shop at MMD 1s to be welcomed into our 
home and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· Founded as n Medical collective serving patients 
With HIV•AIOS, Cance,, PTSO and other deb1htat1ng 
cond1t,ons 

· Stringent Youth dccess prevention no en try for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons,te secunty 24n 

· Products are tested, tr.:1cked and traced 1n 
compliance with state standards 

· In 15 years not a single v1olat1on of state or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name: 5~4/J fl"'P..,tiY Address: .VF &.,,tc~ Av,. 

~"' F;,~ci.1<• l I f'/1 l 'J. 
Email: Signature: ~ 
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COMMUNITY 
· We have robust community investment 
prograrns at every location 

We are good neighbors- transparent, 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24(7 to address and concerns 

· We hire locally- 90% of staff are local hires 
and SO' , are qualtfred social equity hues 

· To shop at MMD 1s to be welcomed rnto our 
home and received like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
• Founded as .a l\lted1c.1l collect~e serv ng patients 
with HIV•AJDS, Cancer PTSD and other deb1htat1ng 
cond1t1ons 

• Stringent Youth access pre-.ent1on no ent~/ for 
anyone under 21 

• Ons,te security 24n 

• Products are tested tracked and traced ,n 
compliance with state standards 

· In 15 years not a single v1olat1on or state or local 
regulations 

I support the proiect at 4835 Mission Street 
Name :<.t~Jn.U ;fl~I(( Address: ,(<:. )t,a!;1S'iaL ,-...1...n--

Email: cc,.,. Signature: 
2922



'A.,t-.t-10L t 

~ ~·•n .tit""'' 

t~nl 

Y-• ••e good nt"tghbofs t111n~•1 nl 
.:.counUlblf' .tf'ld a bi. to OUf ommun1ty 
Aova.Llbl. 2 .. ntoadd,tt1.At"ld ...,.n, 

Wf' h1r• k>ca 90 or s.u,H a•f' 'c>c.t h ,n 
and~••• quail fO('C IOCY l'Qurty h, •f"I, 

lO\hop•\MMOP\.tObf.lM"lcornf'd tOOur 
home, and fMf'fW'd I"(' f•l"l"I ty-

\.'\,~ h•...e robu!.t con,mun,ty n ... t~tr"f'lt-,,t 
p1~r4n1~ .tl ~')' K-".4!oOn 

V.e ,1,e good ne19hbors u,n.,p.a,•nt 
.ccounto\bif" a'"ld ~ble to our commun,t,­
ava,Ltb4fo. i .. n 10 ftdd1f"'§.~. al'ld CQn<"f'rns 

W• h ,. fOcalf) 90-., of suN •" • loc <ll hlfN 
and ~.,e QUAM~ IO( ... I .-Qu>tyh •M 

To shop at MMO ,s to~ v.elcomt'd ,nto ov, 
home and rKe~ I.kt' famity 

f 1,.11,dl:'d aM~ JI lNes.erv11gpat1('r'\IS 
..,. th HIV•AIO.., (ef'l,._e,. PT..,O •hd oi:her deb ttatlng 

c.oncM,ons 

St, ngf nt "'°"th aecl"U pr9'wt.tnhon no en1ry f,>f 
an,.one un.cse, 21 

On\. lf' H'<Uflty' }. .. fl 

• P1oducto:. a, .. t(>1,.tf'd tr.i< ked al\d trac~ .n 
comp ancf' w1tt'I suit• su1nd.irc:Y~ 

In 1>,yel•'- not a 1,,ng1• ... o&,n1on of stat• o, ~ca 
regulation!. 

r ,undi'O a -1 "'4cd .-1 ect ,t.' ...._ ,.. p.)t ""11 
.... ,th Hl\l•ATO~ c.,, ... e Pt ... o.. o:r 
cond t1ons 

St,,ng\"nt "°"''t ctec"s P•nt'nt,on no~r'\tN 1.)1 

an)'OC"lt· uf\di-f 21 

• Produclsa,r lt·>lf"d trA<k~ and tr.tked ,n 
comp! an<e .,..,th $late- st.and.uds 

In 1S Y"'ars not a 1,ng f'" olat.on of !.late o, local 
rt"9ul.at,or11 
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W~ ha~ ,obull.t commun t ,n,t"'ll.trnt>nt 
JJIV'Jl•l1l1,, .I .... \:I)' ,.ll\,•1101 

• V,.e, arto good r1f't9t1bo1"" 11•n\.pa1tont 
accountablf' and all.~"bleo to our commun,t)' 
a\fa ~blf> 2 ... '7 t0.001K'i •nd (OO(f'IO$ 

Wt! h"• k>c:all) 901' of statf ar• loc.a hnn 
and~ are qu11l,fJf'd M)(t,11 e-Qu•t)' h 1.-s 

• lo shop at MMO,sto~..wilcomf'd ,ntoou, 
home and r.ce,-..i,e,d ,hlf' htm ty 

V, e N..,. robull,t commun,ty ,n\ft'1i.trnent 
µ1091amsat ~,ylO(.auon 

• Wf' ••• good n.-ighbors· tran~rent 
accounta~e and as~ble to our commun,ty 
•"• a.bie 24n to ~,HS end conc•ms 

we hlfe locally· 90,i. of staH ar• k>cal hu.s 
and so,,. are qual,fMKf \OCl<ll .qu,ty h,,es 

To shop at MMD ,s to be ~lcomed into our 
ho~ and recerved hke family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founded a~ a Med, al ~live ser 1ng pattef"lls 

v.1th HIV•AlO~ Ctin'-4!' PTSD bnd other deb I t,n,ng 
cond,tions. 

St11nql-'nt vouth •« (.'SS p1~nt1on no t:nlry for 
anyone und(.r 21 

Produtt a1• thtfd tracked .tnd tr•~f'd 1n 
comp1 a ncf' ,,..,th state- standard,;. 

In lS}'t-l'S not a Mngle v1ola1,on of state or local 
regutilt1ons 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
F"oonded as a Medical collect ,ve sen. ng pat,ents 

"""•th HIV•AIOS. Ca!"'K.er. PTSD bnd othe-• dt!b l,tat1ng 
cond1oons · 

Str1ng~nt Youth access prevention no entry for 
an,.one under 21 

· Ons1te s.ecu11ty 24 '7 

Products are te~ted, tracked and traced 1n 
compl,ance with state standards 

· In 15 yea rs not a s,ngle v1olat1on of sta te or local 
regulations 
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"''" h,.t...t- ,obu":.t ,n11nu11,h, ~n-w,nt 
IJ"""" • •oil .... , I', l<X,.4h011 

\o\f' •'• 9ood n.-.ghbo1~ tr•n1op•r•nt 
.c:coontablf' and ol'!i.!oeUilblei to our community 
Av41l..,ble ]t.n to add!ff!, ,11r,cf C:On(f'!nJ 

V\.e hi,• kx:ally 90%of ~t•ff are loc,111 h,rH 
And~ arit qualtf,e,d t,oc1J1l ,tqu1ty h rn 

To shop at MMO 11 to.,. ....,..ICom.d ,r'ltO our 
home, and re,ce~ f1klf' fam f)' 

COMMUNITY 
we have robust commun,ty investment 

p rO'ilrams at every kx:atton 

, W• 11e good ~tghbors- transp11en1 
.Kcountable and au.e1,uble to our commun,ty 
aa1!able 2L.n to addreu and conc•rns 

• W• hire k>cally- 90~ of staff are local h11H 
and SO'I ar,t q uahflf'd SOt"l81,tqvity h,rH 

To shop at M MO ,s to be wekome-d into our 
h~ and re<itr.4d like family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
r, nded a• a Mt>d ,)I i.ct nQ patient!. 

v,w,th HIV•AIO~ {,,.d t' PTS,0,..r-d .,,t dt'b t.,t,"'liQ 
cond,t,oos 

Str,ngent 't'O\.IH1 •<<-es!. prevent, n no t-ntry for 
anyone undN 21 

Pfoduct• are 1f''>l"<f tr,H~d and tt•(•d ,n 
comp! anct> Y< th !.talf' \tandards 

In 1S years not a s,ngle "',olat.on of state or local 
rc-gviat,ons 

Found ed .is a Medical coll«t l\fe s.ervmg pat ie n t• 
w ith HIV• AIOS. CancN PTSD and other deb ,ta t ,ng 
cond1t M>nS 

St ringent Youth access o reventton no entr) fo r 
an,,one under 21 

O nsite security 24n 

Pfoducts are testfKj, tracked and trac~ 1n 
comp1,anc• with suite standards 

. In 15 years not• s,ng1t' ~at,on of s1ate , loc.ll 
, ogulat1ons 
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\\itc h•"" robus.t community nvvi.tm~nt 
p1og1•m1o al ~'Y loca11on 

lh• ••e Oood n•tg.,bot5 tr•n~••lf'nt 
iKcouritabl• -''"Id •~b~ 10 ou, commun ty 
ava,lable 21.n 10 ackh.-s-. and co0< erni 

We h,re lO(ftlly 90~ of s.utt 111(' local h,,.-s 
and ~.l<'Qu<1I IK"dsoc..a1 NlY tyh,IH 

COMMUNITY 
V,e haw robu!i.t c.omm\.in1ty in-..est rn.nt 

progrilm!,,. ott v•••Y kXottton 

• We •re good ne.ghbors· tr•nsparent 
ac.count•ble and u~ ... able to OYr commun,ty 
av••La~ 24'1 to llddr.so:. And ·oncern~ 

• We h1te locally- 90,tf, of 1,uff •re local h,rH 
and 5()Q'» arf.' Qual,fie-d soc1AI equity h,r.s 

, To shop at MMD 1s to bC!' Vlle'komN:t into our 
~ and re<erved I ke fam,ty 

rounded ,u a Mt>d, ,11 collcc1r.,c !.erv,ng pat,c-nt~ 
with Hll/•AIDS. Cancer, PTSD • nd other deb,l,1atmg 
oond,t1ons 

,t,, gent V0u1h •cc.tr~s p1~-.1"nt10n no encry b, 
.tll)'One under 21 

P1 duct ,1,e IMte,d 1ra<:1o1.ed and 1r.air:ed n 
cori p ,nee"" 1h t•te 1,,1and.trd1 

In 15 ~.Jrs not o ,..,ngl<> v,ot.1t10n of state or lo ·al 
r«-gul,>11ons 

Founded a• a Mt-d,,a1 coUec: t~,;t-r.. ng ~t \IS 
,...1th HIV•A10S Cane.er, PTSO and ot -er d~b t.lt n,g 
cond1t,ons 

Stnngent Youth acces,;. prevention no entry for 
an)Ol'le unde r 21 

P1oducts are 1e~1ed 1,ack<'d and 1raced 1n 
compliance w ith state s1andards. 

In 15 :years not & ,,ngle v olaoon of sl ate or local 
,~u1.tt1ons 
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W• h•~ 1obu1,t •mmun ty "1"1,tnwrit 
p,gg,•ms "' .,...,y loc•t,on 

Wf: •r• good ne,ghbo11, uan .. p.ait-nt 
a<.covntable and .a'l.~1,.ab• to our community 
av111labl• 24n to addr•U and COllCf'rn1, 

W• hu• k>cally· 90'II, of suff ar• loc:a1 h11n 
and SO'tlt ar•Q~l,flt"d $,()(:1a1 equ,ty h •H 

Tot.hop at MMD IS to be ....,.k:omf'd ,nto O\.lf 

h()fl'W and recefW'd l,kt" fam,ty 

COMMUNITY 
We h•ve robu1,t community 1n11eStment 

progn1ms. at ~,y location 

• W• are good ne,ghbors- transparent 
.ccouotable and 1s.wss.1bi. to our commun,cy 
r,,a !able 24n to addreu and concerns. 

• We h,,e tocalty. 90 of s.taff are k>cal hues 
and 5()111 are quahfMKt social equ,ty hHH 

, To shop at MMD 1s to be v.,ekomed ,nto our 
h~ and r.c•ived like f•mity 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
F ,nd~ a• aM d a ,,... ~, qp.:r:tentS 

y,,,th HIV•Al05' C,l 1<e1 PT~v ,md ott,._, deb ,tat ng 
cond1t1om, 

Strmgent Youth .tCU~\ p,t.....,~11t1on no ~ntry for 
anyone und(:1 21 

Product a,f' tf"l.tf'd. tr•c~ and tr•·•d ,n 
comp! anc• Wlth $\•t• s.tanda,d 

• In 15 years not a s,nglc v1olat,on ot .t.atc or local 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founded asa M{'d,cal collect"'" ,er.,,,n9 patient~ 

w ith HIV• AIDS. Cancer. PTSD and otht.-"r dcb,l,tat,ng 
cond1ttons 

Str,ngent Youth acct.·~ prevention no entry to, 
an)'One under 21 

• Ons,te securny 2t.n 

Products are tested, tracl<.ed and traced 1n 
comphance with stat E' s t a nd.lfds 

In 15 )"C'.Jrs not• s ngie v,olat,on of state o, local 
regulations 
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"" h•-1obu~1, ,, munit,; n\l\"S.lrne,rit 
p,~r•m, •1 fYety ....... .111ton 

Yw• •·• good ne,ghbors t,,.~ .. ,ent 
..;couriuble •nd •~s~b.i. to oo, communrty 
a-.a Wib .. 2 .. ~ to f'dd,Hs. •nd cor\Cern, 

• We ht•~. )' 9()~ Of StAtf •• local h1tf't, 

andS()tf(.•rf'qua,1 t~socuilc-qu tr ht-tt 

To shop at MMO ,~ to be 'w',1f'K:orrw,d ,ntoour 
home and ,ece,~ lt.._f> 1~m t)' 

We h•~ ,obu~t commun ty 1n....s.1ment 
p1og1•1t•!> •t ~I)' 10<. .. hOfl 

W• •'f' 9ood n('tghbors· tran~tf'nt 
.ccountabl• and a~bw to°"'' community 
a,r• llblf' 24n 10 ~•fl'S~ and con1 f'fns 

W• h ,. k>c.at y ~ of st•N a,. local htrK 
and~ ue qualoflf!'d IOC'-'l equ,ty h rK 

To shop at MMO •S 10 be ...... komt'd into OUI 
~ and recel\l'ed ftk• fam Jy 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
r ,.ind d d Med al 1,-.e serv, 19 p.>t1«:"nls 

""'th H1v •A c~ ""•rx~, PT!;.V and othef deb tat,nQ 
cond,1,ons 

!>tr rig~r,t Y0v1t K t~ p,~ ... ent,on noer,1,y ,o, 
o1n,one, und• r 21 

PrOOu( ts a,e, ,~ .. t"O tr•d•ed and 1,a ,po ,n 
comp 1Ml( e w,tt1 \t .. te standards 

In 1'> ye-Jr~ not .i, ngll' Vlola,t.on ot sut,p or local 
•t'gul.at,ons 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
· F'ovnoed .as a Med,c.11 col1ec11veserv1ng patients 
with HIV• AIOS. Can<;er. PTSO and other deb Matu\g 
cond,11ons 

• Stringent Youth acc.ess p,ev.nt,on not-ntry for 
~n)One under 21 

• Product$ ~'t' te .. t.-d. t,ai,ke-d and traced 1n 
compliance- .,...,th state- su1nd.lrds 

• In 1S ~;\IS not• s,ngle violation of state or local 
regulilt1ons 
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W• h,1,,.. rot>Yst .om 1un,ty ,nv ... u,~nt 
p1aw1•1m, •t ew1y kx.•oon 

W• a,e QOOd neeghbors· tran~r•nt 
accountabl• and H!oeUabi. to our community 
A"81lable 24n to add1Hs and conc•rns 

• We t'ure k)cally ~ of R•ff •r• local h11H 
and~ •re qual,f..-d soc,al equ,ty h<fes 

• To shop at MMO ,, to be welcomed into our 
home and rec:eNed l,ke family 

. W• h•11e ,obust community ,nvKtment 
programs •t ewry l0<.•tt0n 

. W• a,e good neighbo,s.- tr,mp.a1•nt. 
accouotabl• and asseuable to our communny 
av,1,i.bte 24n to .cktr~ and concerns 

. We hire locally-~ of RaN ar• k>cal h11es 
and S09' are quahftctd social equity h,res 

• To s.hop at MMO 1s. to be wekomed into our 
home and rtter.oed like f-am1ly 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founded• a~ al i.<:t...,.. w• ng pat,~n11, 

..... ,th Hr\t.AIO'S, Cane..,, PTSO ,1ndO(hef CMb 1,tat,ng 
cond1ton1 

. Stung•nt Yo.uh ace ~s p,....,..nt1on no entry for 
anyone uno.f 21 

Ptodu~,, are test~. tra<kad •nd tracitd 1n 
complianc• w,th Stoll• standar<k 

• In lS ~,, not a 1,,ngl• violation of Stolle or loca1 
regul.ations. 

· Founded as a Med1C.al col'-ctN-e wrvu,g patients 
With HIV•AIDS, Canc•r. P'TSD and other deb,1,tating 
conditions 

· Str1~nt Youth access preventton no entry for 
anyoneu~21 

. Ons1te secu11ty 24'1 

· Ptoducu are te-sted, o-.cked and tr•ced 1n 
comphance with stat• Rand.Ards 

, In lS yea,s not a ,,ngle v.otatton of 5tate or local 
regulations 
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'.\e ha""' robu1.t commun,ty ,ta,.1men1 
J.IICJ\i)Jalll .. •t (t."WI)' ·~·\,011 

V..• ai• good n~tghbO,s· uan1,pa1ent 
accounu1bl• and u~able to ov, community 
-11va·Lable 21.n to addrKs and conc•ins 

we h11• locally yO%, of staff are local hlfH 
and~ are qual,tied social ~u1ty h •H 

To shop at MMD,, to be ~k:omed into our 
home and rt"Ct'r."td 1,k,:- fam ty 

We haw 1obu1,,t community 1n11t"Stment 
p,og, arns •t ~' y lcK.c1t101, 

· We au.> good neeghbors 11ansp.11ent 
accountable •nd asse,ssable to ovr commun,ty 
ava,lable 24n to address and con< ems 

We h1re locally 90ili of staff are local hues 
and SOClil. are qualtf~ social eQu1ty h11M 

To shop at MMD ,s to be ¥i.'(>k:omed into our 
home •nd recetved l,ke fam•ly 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founded a• a Med,-::al col :tr..,e ~rv1ng patient-;. 

with HIV•A10S Cane.er. PT' 0 and other deb1htot1ng 
cood,t,ons 

Stringent 't'OUth ac~e-s,1,, p1~vtont1 m no entry for 
anyone unde, 21 

. Ons1t(' security 24n 

Product,; a,e 1e .. ted traclo:!Pd and traced in 

compt,anc(' ....,,th state standards 

In 1S yea,s not a s,ngle v1ola11on of state or local 
regulations 

HEAL TH & SAFETY 
· Founded a!. a Med,cal collectrve serving patre r.ts 
w ith HfV•AIDS. Cance r, PTSO and other dt>b • ,. 1 
cond1oons 

Stnngent Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

· Ons1te security 24n 

· Products are tested. tracked and traced in 

compf1ance with state standards 

· In lS years not a s ingle v io1atton of s tate 01 local 
regulations 
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,urut .~11nt nt 
JJl"V .. ,,, ... t t!•Y )' •llOf 

Y..• •r• good ,w,tgt I o,s,, t1•nsp.a1"n1 
.ccount.abl" •rld a1oseu•b• to OUf cornmun tr 
av .. t.ebl,p 2._'710 ,KJdr" •'Ki COl"IC•tM 

W• hire locally 90 ot ,ult a,,e local h,rM 
And~ .are qu11l,ft.-d s.o("..,1.-qv,t'/ h '" 

To,hop at MMD ti to be ""•lcorne-d ll"'Oour 
home,•nd •tt'""'fdlll.ef•mfy 

COMMUNITY 
v,,:~ h•...e, 1obusl commyn,ty ,ovestment 

progr•m\ •t -.-WI) i'i1<.d\t011 

• V.e 11• good netghbOrs- u•n~rent 
KCOVf"ltabl• •""' ,n~b~ to our comm1,.1n,ty 
.".,l,1blt- 24{1 to ~'t' .~. •nd conc•m, 

We hi,• locally 90,. of staH are loca hnf', 
and~ are qual1f~ soc .. l ~u1ty h,,~ 

• To ,hop at MMD ,s to~ ..,...konwd ,nto our 
home and r.ce!W'd Mi• family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
r ..,,,d, J 

wth HJv•AC 

cQl"ld t,cms 

$1! n,~•n• Y th .t 
•nyon<' ul'KJ, , 71 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Fo1,,1nd~ as. ., Med al c I l!'CtlV(' serving pat1torw. 

.,..,th H1V•A1DS Can "' PTSO -,nd othc d('b tat1n 
Cond•t•ons. 

St,,nq~nt Vouth .JClf.~<;, prer.~ntion no entr)' for 
anyone under 21 

Produc.to; are t~ted tr.:1 k.t-d and tfa ... ed ''"' 
compl ance"' th S1clh "..Ur dl1ds 

In 15 )'('."tis not a~ ng f'"' u at-on of stat~ o, >Cal 
,egul.at,ons 
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\.\1,. t """ 1obu'..t ( ,,., nun,ty ~~trnent 
111~14, >!. •t "'"'~:I)' ,u ... .tllon 

\.\t.· ,11( good n•MjjlhbOrs- tran,.p.uerit 
-KCoun1o\t,IP A'"ld ,u~ble> to our community 
~ ...... t..ble 1 .. n toadd,•S$ al'\d conce,rns 

We h,re locally 'JO., o' Sto\f1 are local h,1PS, 

"nd SO% ar• qual,lt<Pd IOCUJI ~v,ty h '" 

lo 1,hOp -,1 MMD" tot>. .... -etcome-d nto our 
ho!T'le' and rec•~ 1,k• f.tm,.,,. 

We ha .... ,obui.t community uwestment 
p1ogr•rn" •t t--Nry loc.•tton 

·Weare good nekjjlhbors· u•nsparent 
ac.counu1bl• and asse-uable to our commun1'}' 
11 ... a,labl• 24'7 to .ctdresc; and concerns 

• w e h•r• loca11)' 901' of staff are local hares 
and~ are qual,fie<t $0Ci.&I equity h,res 

• To shop at MMO ,s to be .....ek:omed into our 
ho~ and received hke family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founde<t as a Med, :al :o rt'"° !:.crv1ng pattents 

v.1th HIV•A105,. Can .t'f. PT arid 'A her deb,l1tat,ng 
cond1t1ons 

Stungen1 V Nth ac\.t.-:.11 p1e-,.,e-nt11>n no entry for 
anyone u ndEr 21 

Produ t s ar..-1.- ted. 1r<1<k~d -'lnd traced ,n 
compliance, Wlth statt' s.tandJrd• 

In 1S years. not a s,f"l9le ,,...,olatt,.>n of tate or loca l 
, egulat,ons 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founded as a Medical collect.......e servmg patie n ts 

with HIV•AIOS Cancer. PTS0 and other d eb,l tating 
cond 1t1ons 

St11ngent Youth access. p,event1on no f"rit ry for 
;iinyone under 21 

Ons,te $Kurt'}' 24(1 

Product s 11,e tested, uackcd i'l nd 1t.1ced 1n 
complia nce with state s tanda,ds 

In 1Syears not a s ,ngle 111ohnt0n ofst " tc o r local 
rcgulat1ons 
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"'t h•ll(l 1obu\.t community ,nve:.tment 
µ1ui.11o1111).o1t .....,.,y kx.o1l!o11 

W~ .tie good neighbors, tram.parent 
,'lccountabie and a~abtf' to our comm1.1n1ty 
;.v••~bltt 24n to add1e1,,;. and cone-ems 

We h,re locally- 90ibof su•ff are local h•r~ 
and SO... are quahf,ed social ~u,ty h ,~ 

To shop at MMD 1s to be ~k:omed into our 
home and recerved ltkt- fam,ty 

COMMUNITY 
We have robust commumty investment 

programs al .wry location 

, We are good neighbors- transparent 
accountable and assessable to our community 
available 24n to address and concerns 

We hire locally- 90' of st aff are local hires 
and so. arc qual1f 1ed soc,al equity h,reos 

, To shop at MMD 1s to be w.lcomed into our 
horn@ and received hke family 

HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founded a• a Mf"d ,11 cc- .lNE" r.<-,.,, ng patients 

w,th HIV•AIOS. c.,,,c~r PT'JD and Ottl(;f deb l,un,ng 
cond,tt0m, 

Stnngent Youth .ir: t-... s pr{: .. t-nt1or, no er,try for 
,anyonl' undo 21 

Products are 1es.1E'd.1ra(kE>d and tra: ~d tn 
compliance with s1atf' Stilndards 

In 1S years not a '-•ngle v,olation of slate or local 
1egulat1ons 

· Founded as a Medical collectrve servmg patients 
with HIV•AIDS. Cancer, PTSO and other deb1l1tat1ng 
cond1t1ons 

• Stnngent Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyone under 21 

. Onsne security 24n 

· Products are tested. tracked and traced 1n 
comphance with state standards 

. In 1S years not a single "'°lation of state or local 
1egulat1ons 

2933



•tt ,e\.trnef"ll 

f 1~••111!o> ,U -'""-''Y ICK.,1t1un 

V\.t' ,a,e good ne.ghbofs. u.ansp•uent 
.ccount,c11blf, and ,n~L {' 10 ou1 community 
ava lAble 2-.n to Add,e\S •nd conu•rns 

We hire l«•lfy 90'6, ot staff ,1re local h11f'S. 
and~art>Qu.-.1,t~s.oc :,• equ1tyh1H 

lo $,hop at MMO IS to~ wt"k~ 11"tO OUI 
hOtT'W' and 1tce-NN:t I 1>1.e h1m1ty 

w~ ha~ 1obust community ,nvestment 
program\ ,i ~,y lot,4t,on 

• '.'\e are 9ood netgh bors- transpa,ent 
.accountable and as...es,~b6e t o our commurNty 
ava,iable 24n 10 address af\d conctorns 

We h11e locally- 90~ of sto1ff are kx:• I h11t>S 
and S0'1i are Qu111 fied social equity h•rH 

• To shop at MMD ,s to bf wekomed into our 
home and rl'cel'tl'e'd like family 

~o,.,noed a a Mtd al t!VI s.f'n ng p.1t1ents 
with HIV•AIOS. Can er PTJD and other deb I tat1ng 
conditions 

,ti.ngE>nt 'f'outr. •e<t"" ... S pre-,.,vf'll n no enuy for 
an,.one under 21 

Ons.,te s.ecunty 24n 

Ptcid<J t• are thtfd track'!'d and u aced 1n 
compl anc:e w,th ,u,te standoJrd";, 

• In 1~ )"P'ars not II single v,olat,on of 5tate or 101,.:al 

regutat1ons 

· Ons1te s«ur,ty 24'7 

Plod.1ctc;. are tes.tt"d uacked ,lnd t•a~ed ,n 
comphance w,th state standards 

In \S yea,s not a s1n91e v,o t1on of stah 0, 1oc.al 
1egulat1ons 
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HEALTH & SAFETY 
Founded• • Medic .. 1 c llifoct~ W"N•nQ pat,ents 

....,,th HJV•A10S. Canc.•r, PTSO and ottw• deb l,tating 
cond,t,ons 

String•nt 'Vouth •cc~s pr~ntlon no •nuy for 
an~unc:M,21 

• Product~ are te-stt'd trac.~ and tract'd ,n 
compl,ance with state stand.trds 

• In 1S)'f'ars not a s,ng~ v,olation of state or local 
re9u~t 0f'IS 

2935



· W~ have robust community investm ent 
programs aL ev9ry location 

· Weare good neighbors- mmsparent. 
accoumable and assessable to our community 
ava1lab~ 24n to address and concerns 

· We hire locally. 90% of S"Caff are local hires 
and SO% arc q ualified social equity hires 

· To shop at MMD is to bet welcomed into our 
home and received like family 

, Founded as a M ed,cal coUect,..,. serving pat,enu 
with l-t1V +At0S. Cance r, PTSD find o t he r deb1l1t.;ting 
cond1tt0n$ 

· St ringent You th access prevention no ~ntry for 
an)'One under 2.1 

· Onsite security 24f7 

· Products ~re tested , tracked and traced in 
compliance with stat e standa.rds 

. In JS years not a s;ingle violat ion of state o r local 
regulations 
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• We h.i,ve robust community investment 
programs at every location 

· We are g ood neighb ors- t ransparent, 
a.ccount;:ible and asse-ssable to our community 
avl'lilable 24/7 to ciddre$S. s,nd concerns 

. We hire locally- 90% of staff are loc..i,I hires 
and 50% are qual if ied social equity h ires 

, Tos.hop at M MD is to bewekomed into our 
home and received like family 

Founded as a Medical collect ive seNing ~tients 
w ith HIV•AIDS, Cancer, PTSD and other debili tating 
cond itions 

, Stringent Youth access prevention no entry for 
anyon e u nder 21 

· Onsite security 24(7 

· Products 3re test ed. tracked and tr<1ced in 
compliance with st,1t~ standards 

· In 1S ye;Jrs not a sin g le violat ion of st:ate m IQcal 
regulations 

Signature: 

2937



COMMUNITY 
. We have robust community investmen t 
p rograms at every location 

· Weare good neighbor!.· t ransparent, 
accountable and assessable to our comm unrty 
available 24/7 to <'lddress. and concerns 

· We h ire locally- 90% of staff ore local h ires 
and SO% a re qual ified socia! equity h i,es 

· To shop at MMD is t o be welcomed into our 
home and received !iko family 

· Founded as a Medical coUective serving patients 
w ith H!V+AIDS, Cancer. PTSO and ot her debilitating 
conditions 

· Stringent You th access prevention no en try for 
anyone under 21 

. O n site security 24n 

· Products.a1e tested, tracked and tra"::cd i•"I 
compliance with state standard$ 

· In 15 years not o single vio!otion o f state 01 local 
regulatio ns 
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. We have 1obust community investment 
program~ at ev~1y loc:<1tion 

. We are good neighbors· transparenL 
accountable ,:ind assessable to our community 
available 24n to add re$" and concern s 

. We hire locally- 90% of staff a.re local h ires 
and 50% .ire qualified social equity hires 

· To shop al MMD is to b e welcomed irito our 
h ome and received like family 

. Fo\.Jnded a~ a MedtCal collective sarving p at ients 
w i th H IV+AIDS. Cancer. PTSD .:md other debilitating 

conditions 

· Stringent Youth access p revent ion no ent ry for 
anyone under 2l 

. Onsite secur ity 24/7 

· Products are tested, tracked and traclia'd in 
compliance w ith state standards 

. ln 15 years not a single viol.at ion of state o r local 

regulations 
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1 
· We have robust comm.unity investment 
p rograms at every location 

· Weare good nelghbon•· u anspa1ent, 
account,:1ble .and assessable to our community 
available 24/7 to address and concerns 

. We hire locally- 90% of staff are local h ires 
,:md 50% are qualified social oquity hires 

. To shop at MMD is to be welcomed into our 
home and (cceived like fam ily 

. l=ou nded as a Medical collect ive serving patients 
with H!V+AIDS, Cancer, PTSD an d other d"bilitat ing 
conditions 

. St ringent Youth .tccess prevent ion no e ntry for 
anyone unde, 21 

- Onsite secu1 ity 24(1 

. P roducts are te s ted, tracked and t ra ced in 
cornplianc<" w ith state st andard s 

, In l S years not ;;i single violation of state o r local 
regula tions 

' 
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RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 

Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 
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RE: Support for· Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 

San Francisco, CA 94112 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 
Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 
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RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

-
My Name i~ \{1{ NlJvY\,l v 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 
Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 
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RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

My Name is Jordi /11.011/l.C,, . \ 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mis~,gn 

Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

~AA11C C/ 
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RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 
Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

~ 
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RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 

Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

~ /\ / 
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RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

My Name is R_oJti \ ~O 'lZ.n bi 0 
' 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 

Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

2947



RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

My Name is £LE;(/!/: F A lv& Eli? ; 
I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 
Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 

2948



I 

RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 

Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 
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RE: Support for Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

My Name is &'7,wr/ 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 
Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 
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RE: Support for Ca nnabis Retai l 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

MyNameis AlBt2ed ?,e,,\~ . 
'\{.-~'c_~Ss ~~(\_S:~ , 

I support the condit ional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 

Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood . It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a 10-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add we ll-paying jobs to our loca l economy. Finally, this is a truly loca l social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you ~ nsideration, 

A'fK-e-J~ t~ 
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RE: Support fo1- Cannabis Retail 

4835 Mission Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

My Name is Car IDS 

I support the conditional use authorization for cannabis retail at 4835 Mission 
Street. 

This social Equity cannabis project will benefit our neighborhood. It will 

provide equitable access for our neighborhood and not require elderly and 

disabled medical cannabis patients to travel long distances to obtain the products 

they need. The closest dispensaries are a IO-minute walk to the north or a 15-

minute walk to the south. The location at 4835 Mission will provide safe, local 

access for the neighborhood. This project will enhance neighborhood safety by 

adding security cameras and live security that will monitor the area for loitering, 

litter, and public consumption. The 3 blocks closest to the site have many vacant 

commercial spaces. This project will help to revitalize this commercial corridor 

and add well-paying jobs to our local economy. Finally, this is a truly local social 

equity project, Perry Jones was raised in the Mission district and currently lives 

less than 2 miles from the site. Perry was passionate about finding a compliant 

space in the area that he considers home. He has a long history of giving back to 

his community. I believe this retail cannabis business will be a benefit to our 

neighborhood and enthusiastically give my support. 

Thank you for your consideration, 
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Conditional Use Authorization Appeal 
4835 Mission Street 

DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 

RE: 

HEARING DATE: 
PROJECT SPONSOR: 

APPELLANTS: 

INTRODUCTION 

December 2, 2022 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
Rich Hillis, Planning Director - Planning Department (628) 652-7600 
Ryan Balba, Case Planner - Planning Department (628) 652-7331 
Board File No. 221141, Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA 2021-011352PRJ 
Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization for 4835 Mission Street 
December 13, 2022 
Steve Ashbel, Mission Advisory Co., 13425 Ventura Blvd. Suite 300 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 
Olinda Meza Vega, P.O. Box 885081, San Francisco, CA 94188 

This memorandum and the attached documents are a response to the letters of appeal to the Board of 
Supervisors ("Board") regarding the Planning Commission's ("Commission") approval of the application 
for Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Department Case Number 2021-011352CUA pursuant 
to Planning Code Sections: 

• 202.2: Location and Operating Conditions; 
• 303: Conditional Use Authorization; and 
• 720: Excelsior Outer Mission Neighborhood Commercial District. 

This memorandum addresses the appeal to the Board, filed on October 31, 2022, by Olinda Meza Vega. 

The decision before the Board is whether to uphold, overturn, or amend the Planning Commission's 
approval of an application for Conditional Use Authorization to allow the proposed Project at the subject 
property. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The Project would establish a Cannabis Retail Use measuring approximately 1,300 square feet in a vacant 
commercial space within a two-story, mixed-use building located at 4835 Mission Street, APN 6272/021 
("Project Site"). The Project does not include a request for on-site smoking or vaporizing. No changes to 
the building exterior or envelope are proposed. New business signage will be applied for under a separate 
permit. 

www.sfplanning.org 
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SITE DESCRIPTION & PRESENT USE 
The Project is in the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD on an approximately 1,300 square foot rectangular 
parcel fronting Mission Street on the southeast side between Russia and France A venues. The site is 
developed with a two-story building containing one commercial space at the ground floor and two 
residential units above. The commercial space was last occupied by a cellphone shop. 

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD 
The project site is located on a neighborhood commercial corridor surrounded by mixed-use buildings. The 
two directly adjacent properties are mixed-use buildings with ground floor commercial spaces. 
Surrounding the commercial corridor is a residential neighborhood made up primarily of single-family 
homes. Balboa High School is two blocks, or approximately 825' away. 

BACKGROUND 
• On November 5, 2021, the Project Sponsor filed the Application with the Department. 
• On September 29, 2022, the Commission considered the Application and voted unanimously to 

approve the Project. 

CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENTS 
Planning Code Section 303 establishes criteria for the Commission to consider when reviewing all 
applications for Conditional Use approval. To approve the project, the Commission must find that these 
criteria have been met: 

1. That the proposed use or feature, at the size and intensity contemplated and at the proposed 
location, will provide a development that 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 
general 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: 

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

b. 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; 

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 

3. That such use or feature as proposed will comply with the applicable provisions of this Code and 
will not adversely affect the General Plan. 

4. That such use or feature as proposed will provide development that is in conformity with the stated 
purpose of the applicable Use District. 

In addition, Planning Code Section 303(w) outlines additional findings for the Commission when 

SAN FRANCISCO 2 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
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reviewing proposals for new Cannabis Retail establishments. 

1. The Commission shall consider "the geographic distribution of Cannabis Retail Uses throughout 
the City, the concentration of Cannabis Retail and Medical Cannabis Dispensary Uses within the 
general proximity of the proposed Cannabis Retail Use, the balance of other goods and services 
available within the general proximity of the proposed Cannabis Retail Use, any increase in 
youth access and exposure to cannabis at nearby facilities that primarily serve youth, and any 
proposed measures to counterbalance any such increase." 

APPELLANT ISSUES AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT RESPONSES 

ISSUE 1: There has been a violation of the Sunshine Ordinance's public notice requirements. 

RESPONSE 1: The September 29 Planning Commission hearing for the Project was properly noticed per 
the City's public notice requirements. 

Administrative Code Section 67.7-1 states that any public notice that is mailed, posted, or published by a 
City department, board, agency, or commission to residents residing within a specific area to inform those 
residents of a matter that may impact their property or that neighborhood area, shall be brief, concise and 
written in plain, easily understood English. The Planning Code additionally establishes a minimum 
noticing period and mailing radius for notices. The Project's notice met these requirements and was 
properly noticed per the City's language access rules, including mailed, posted, and newspaper 
advertisements. 

ISSUE 2: The proposed project is within proximity of Balboa High School. Further, at the hearing one 
commissioner suggested that the Board of Supervisors should revisit the 600-foot buffer zone. 

RESPONSE 2: The Planning Code establishes a 600-foot buffer between Cannabis Retail locations and 
schools and the project is in complaint with that requirement. 

Planning Code Section 202.2(a)(5)(B) states that a new Cannabis Retail Use shall not be located within a 
600-foot radius containing an existing public or private School. The Project is not located within a 600-foot 
radius containing any school as defined by the Planning Code, including Balboa High School which is 
approximately 825 feet away as a crow flies. Individual statements from commissioners are not actions by 
the Commission as a whole. The Commission found that the Project meets all the required findings and 
unanimously voted to approve the project. 

ISSUE 3: There is an oversaturation of similar businesses in the area. 

RESPONSE 3: The Planning Commission found that the project is appropriately distanced from other 
cannabis storefronts and does not contribute to clustering. 

Along the Mission Street corridor, there are 3 existing Medical Cannabis Dispensaries. Since legalization of 
adult use cannabis in late 2017, only two Cannabis Retail applications have been approved along this 

SAN FRANCISCO 3 
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corridor. Neither location has received an issued building permit for the change of use to Cannabis Retail. 
Planning Code Section 202.2(a)(5)(B) states that a new Cannabis Retail Use shall not be located within a 
600-foot radius of a parcel for which a valid permit from the City's Office of Cannabis for a Cannabis 
Retailer or a Medicinal Cannabis Retailer has been issued. The Project meets this requirement, as the closest 
Cannabis Retailer is located approximately 997 feet away as a crow flies at 4687 Mission. 

SUMMARY RESPONSE 
The Appellant claims that there has been a violation of the Sunshine Ordinance, specifically regarding 
public noticing requirements. The Project was properly noticed, as required by the Administrative Code 
and the Planning Code. The Appellant also expressed concerns with the Project's proximity to Balboa High 
School; however, staffs analysis showed and the Commission agreed that the site is not within the 600-foot 
buffer of the school, as required by the Planning Code. The Commission found the Project to meet all 
necessary requirements. The Appellant's final issue is that the Project would contribute to an 
oversaturation of similar businesses. The Commission found that the project meets the Planning Code's 
buffering provisions, and that it contributes to a more balanced geographic distribution of Cannabis 
Retailers in the City. 

CONCLUSION 
For the reasons stated in this document, in the attached Resolution, and in the Planning Department case 
file, the Planning Department recommends that the Board uphold the Planning Commission's decision in 
approving the Conditional Use authorization for the Project. 
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Planning Commission Motion no. 21178 
HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 29, 2022

 

Record No.: 2021-011352CUA
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street 
Zoning: Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD Zoning District 
 40-X Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot: 6272/021  
Project Sponsor: Steve Ashbel of Mission Advisory Co. 
 13425 Ventura Blvd. Suite 300 
 Sherman Oaks, CA 91423 
Property Owner: Tony W. Lau & Hua Yang 
 848 Edinburgh St San Francisco, CA 94122 
Staff Contact: Ryan Balba – (628) 652-7331 
 Ryan.Balba@sfgov.org
 
 
ADOPTING FINDINGS RELATING TO THE APPROVAL OF CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION PURSUANT TO 
SECTIONS 202.2, 303, AND 720 OF THE PLANNING CODE TO ALLOW A CANNABIS RETAIL USE MEASURING 
APPROXIMATELY 1,300 SQUARE FEET, WITH NO ON-SITE SMOKING OR VAPORIZING OF CANNABIS PRODUCTS, IN 
AN EXISTING TWO-STORY MIXED USE BUILDING AT 4835 MISSION STREET (ASSESSOR’S BLOCK 6272 LOT 021) 
WITHIN THE EXCELSIOR OUTER MISSION STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT (NCD) ZONING
DISTRICT, AND A 40-X HEIGHT AND BULK DISTRICT, AND ADOPTING FINDINGS UNDER THE CALIFORNIA 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT.

PREAMBLE 

On November 8, 2021, Steve Ashbel of Mission Advisory Co. (hereinafter "Project Sponsor") filed Application No. 
2021-011352CUA (hereinafter “Application”) with the Planning Department (hereinafter “Department”) for a 
Conditional Use Authorization to establish a Cannabis Retail use (hereinafter “Project”) at 4835 Mission Street, 
Block 6272 Lot 021 (hereinafter “Project Site”). 
 
The Project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) under a Class 1 categorical 
exemption. 
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On September 29, 2022, the Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled 
meeting on Conditional Use Authorization Application No. 2021-011352CUA. 

The Planning Department Commission Secretary is the Custodian of Records; the File for Record No. 2021-
011352CUA is located at 49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, California. 
 
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 applicant, Department staff, and other 
interested parties. 
 
MOVED, that the Commission hereby authorizes the Conditional Use Authorization as requested in Application No. 
2021-011352CUA, subject to the conditions contained in “EXHIBIT 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. Project Description. The Project would establish a Cannabis Retail Use measuring approximately 1,300 
square feet in a vacant commercial space within a two-story, mixed-use building. The Project does not 
include a request for authorization of on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products. No changes to 
the building exterior or envelope are proposed. New business signage will be applied for under a separate 
permit. 

3. Site Description and Present Use. The Project is located on an approximately 1,300 square foot 
rectangular parcel fronting Mission Street on the southeast side between Russia and France Avenues. The 
site is developed with a two-story building containing one commercial space at the ground floor and two 
residential units above. The commercial space was last occupied by a cellphone shop. 

4. Surrounding Properties and Neighborhood. The surrounding neighborhood is dominantly comprised 
of single-family homes. However, there are many commercial buildings as well as mixed-use residential 
buildings along the immediate corridor. The two directly adjacent properties are mixed-use buildings with 
ground floor commercial spaces.  

5. Public Outreach and Comments. The Sponsor conducted outreach under the Office of Cannabis Good 
Neighbor Policy, which includes providing a mailed notice of the Project to all property owners and 
occupants within 300-feet of the site and conducting outreach meetings. The Department has received 45 
letters of support and 13 letters of opposition for the application. 

6. Planning Code Compliance. The Commission finds that the Project is consistent with the relevant 
provisions of the Planning Code in the following manner: 
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A. Use. The establishment of a Cannabis Retail use in the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD Zoning 
District requires a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Planning Code Section 720.

 
The Project Sponsor is requesting a Conditional Use Authorization to establish a Cannabis Retail use in 
the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD Zoning District.

B. Use Size. Within the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD Zoning District, the Planning Code principally 
permits Retail Sales and Service Uses (including Cannabis Retail) at up to 5,999 sq ft per lot.  

The Project would provide a 1,300 sq ft Cannabis Retail use which is compliant with this requirement. 

C. 600-Foot Buffer Rule: Planning Code Section 202.2(a)(5)(B) states that the parcel containing the 
Cannabis Retail Use shall not be located within a 600-foot radius of a parcel containing an existing 
public or private School or within a 600-foot radius of a parcel for which a valid permit from the City’s 
Office of Cannabis for a Cannabis Retailer or a Medicinal Cannabis Retailer has been issued. There 
shall be no minimum radius from a Cannabis Retail Use to an existing day care center or youth center 
unless a State licensing authority specifies a minimum radius. 

The subject parcel is not located within a 600-foot radius of a parcel containing an existing private or 
public school or within a 600-foot radius of a parcel for which a valid permit from the City’s Office of 
Cannabis for a Cannabis Retailer or a Medicinal Cannabis Retailer has been issued. 

D. Hours of Operation. The Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD Zoning District limits hours of operation 
for commercial uses to between 6am and 2am. State law limits hours of operation for Cannabis 
Retailers to between 6am and 10pm. 
 
The Project is required under State law to cease operation between 10pm and 6am. 

E. Street Frontage in Mixed Use Districts. Section 145.1 of the Planning Code requires that within 
Neighborhood Commercial Districts space for active uses shall be provided within the first 25 feet of 
building depth on the ground floor and 15 feet on floors above from any facade facing a street at least 
30 feet in width. In addition, the floors of street-fronting interior spaces housing non-residential active 
uses and lobbies shall be as close as possible to the level of the adjacent sidewalk at the principal 
entrance to these spaces. Frontages with active uses that must be fenestrated with transparent 
windows and doorways for no less than 60 percent of the street frontage at the ground level and allow 
visibility to the inside of the building. The use of dark or mirrored glass shall not count towards the 
required transparent area. Any decorative railings or grillwork, other than wire mesh, which is placed 
in front of or behind ground floor windows, shall be at least 75 percent open to perpendicular view. 
Rolling or sliding security gates shall consist of open grillwork rather than solid material, so as to 
provide visual interest to pedestrians when the gates are closed, and to permit light to pass through 
mostly unobstructed. Gates, when both open and folded or rolled as well as the gate mechanism, 
shall be recessed within, or laid flush with, the building facade. 

The subject commercial space complies with this requirement and shall be maintained in compliance 
with this Section. No significant modification to the front façade is proposed, and the interior changes 
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do not impact compliance with this Section.

7. Conditional Use Findings. Planning Code Section 303 establishes criteria for the Planning Commission 
to consider when reviewing applications for Conditional Use authorization. On balance, the project 
complies 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. 
 
The Project provides a use that is necessary and desirable, and compatible with the surrounding 
neighborhood and community, in that it activates an existing commercial space at the same size of the 
existing space, bringing additional goods and services to the local area. By activating a currently vacant 
commercial space, the Project will provide jobs and street level activation to the neighborhood. The 
proposed business places ID check and waiting areas at the front of the businesses, limiting the visibility 
of cannabis products and sales from the street while maintaining street level activation. In doing so, it is 
contextually appropriate and compatible with the surrounding neighborhood and community. 

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:  

(1) Nature of proposed site, including its size and shape, and the proposed size, shape and 
arrangement of structures;  

The height and visible bulk of the existing building will remain the same. The Project will not 
alter the existing appearance or character of the project vicinity. 

(2) 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;  

The Planning Code does not require parking or loading for any uses, and the site is very well 
served by transit services. 

(3) The safeguards afforded to prevent noxious or offensive emissions such as noise, glare, dust 
and odor; 

The Project proposes a Cannabis Retail use which does not include an on-site smoking or 
vaporizing space, and this approval is conditioned to prohibit smoking or vaporizing of 
cannabis products. As such, there are safeguards to prevent noxious or offensive emission from 
the site. 

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

The Project site has no parking, open spaces, or loading area, and there will be no addition of 
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parking spaces, loading facilities, open space or service areas. All Project signage, lighting and 
projections will be consistent with the controls of the Planning Code. 

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

D. That the use as proposed would provide development that is in conformity with the purpose of the 
applicable Zoning District.  

The Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District is intended to provide convenience 
goods and services to the surrounding neighborhoods as well as limited comparison-shopping goods 
for a wider market. By providing a new neighborhood serving retail activity within an existing, unutilized 
space, the Project furthers the stated purpose of the Zoning District. 

8. Additional Conditional Use Findings for Cannabis Retail. Planning Code Section 303(w) outlines 
additional findings for the Commission when reviewing proposals for new Cannabis Retail 
establishments. The Commission shall consider “the geographic distribution of Cannabis Retail Uses 
throughout the City, the concentration of Cannabis Retail and Medical Cannabis Dispensary Uses within 
the general proximity of the proposed Cannabis Retail Use, the balance of other goods and services 
available within the general proximity of the proposed Cannabis Retail Use, any increase in youth access 
and exposure to cannabis at nearby facilities that primarily serve youth, and any proposed measures to 
counterbalance any such increase.” 

In the December 2019 report titled “Cannabis in San Francisco: A Review Following Adult Use Legalization,” 
the City Controller’s Office identified the Mission and South of Market Neighborhoods as more concentrated 
with Cannabis Retail uses in comparison to the balance of San Francisco. The report recommended no 
numeric or geographic limits to existing or in-process cannabis business permits and recommended that 
potential future legislation to address the imbalance be applied to new applicants rather than the existing 
applicant pipeline. The proposed Project would add a new Cannabis Retail outlet to the Excelsior Outer 
Mission neighborhood, creating a more balanced geographic distribution of these uses. 
 
Within the general proximity of 4835 Mission Street, there is one other Cannabis Retailer located within 1,000 
feet of the site, located at 4687 Mission Street (dba Green Field, approximately 997’ from 4835 Mission). That 
location was approved via Conditional Use Authorization as Cannabis Retail which is a conditionally 
permitted use of the property and no Discretionary Review applications were received during the noticing 
period or at the Hearing. 
 
Within the general proximity of 4835 Mission Street, there is a mix of residential and small commercial uses. 
Cannabis Retail is one of the few businesses that is continuing to expand during the pandemic induced 
economic crisis (though many existing sites, particularly existing Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, are closing 
permanently). By creating a new retail use, the Project can serve to support the development of other retail 
and service uses in the general vicinity. 
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A key facility in the surrounding neighborhood that serves youth is the Mission Child Care Consortium, which 
is within 600 feet from the proposed facility. Other facilities such as Little Tigers Day Care, Ana Paula Day 
Care, Balboa High School, Excelsior Playground, James Denman Middle School, San Miguel Early Education 
School, and Leadership High School are all at least 600 feet from the proposed facility. Cannabis facilities are 
highly regulated, and it is more likely that youth would gain easy access to cannabis products through the 
unregulated market, which remains a large and dominant force in the market of San Francisco (partially due 
to the ease of cultivating cannabis products within a home and partially due to the slow rate of permitting 
of licensed locations in the City). By providing a regulated, legal market within the neighborhood, the 
proposed business would further discourage unregulated sales, making youth access to cannabis products 
more restricted. 

 
9. General Plan Compliance. The Project is, on balance, consistent with the following Objectives and 

Policies of the General Plan: 

COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT 

Objectives and Policies 
 
OBJECTIVE 2 
MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL STRUCTURE 
FOR THE CITY. 
 
Policy 2.1:
Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the city. 

OBJECTIVE 3: 
PROVIDE EXPANDED EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR CITY RESIDENTS, PARTICULARLY THE 
UNEMPLOYED AND ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED. 
 
Policy 3.1:
Promote the attraction, retention and expansion of commercial and industrial firms which provide 
employment improvement opportunities for unskilled and semi-skilled workers. 

Policy 3.2:
Promote measures designed to increase the number of San Francisco jobs held by San Francisco 
residents. 

OBJECTIVE 4 
IMPROVE THE VIABILITY OF EXISTING INDUSTRY IN THE CITY AND THE ATTRACTIVENESS OF 
THE CITY AS A LOCATION FOR NEW INDUSTRY. 
 
Policy 4.8:
Provide for the adequate security of employees and property. 
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OBJECTIVE 6 
MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN VIABLE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AREAS EASILY 
ACCESSIBLE TO CITY RESIDENTS. 

Policy 6.2 
Promote economically vital neighborhood commercial districts which foster small business enterprises 
and entrepreneurship, and which are responsive to economic and technological innovation in the market 
place and society.   
 
The Cannabis industry provides great potential for the City in that it is a rapidly expanding industry, with very 
highly developed equity ownership, hiring, and procurement requirements, that employs blue-collar workers 
with wages and benefits typically far higher than other types of retail services. The City Controller’s Office 
December 2019 report titled, “Cannabis in San Francisco: A Review Following Adult Use Legalization,” found 
that crime rates, particularly property crimes, generally decreased in the areas immediately surrounding 
Cannabis storefronts and dispensaries, compared to an overall increase Citywide. The uses are extremely 
regulated both at the State and local level, and following any Planning Department approval of a site, 
additional outreach still occurs to develop a Good Neighbor Policy, Security Plans (with review by SFPD), and 
Odor Mitigation Plans. By activating existing retail spaces in the City (which suffer from high vacancy rates), 
employing many blue-collar workers, furthering the City’s equity goals, and providing alternative medicines 
that are recognized as helping many residents suffering through pain, Cannabis Retail projects further many 
of the goals of the City’s General Plan and area plans. 

 
10. 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 complies 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.

The Project site will provide a new retail tenant and new use for the neighborhood. The addition of 
this business will enhance foot traffic to the benefit neighboring businesses. Cannabis is one of the 
fastest growing job categories in the country and one of the few retail uses that is burgeoning even 
in the face of e-commerce. 

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

No housing is impacted by the Project. The building exterior is maintained, preserving neighborhood 
character. 

C. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced,  
 
The Project has no effect on housing and does not convert housing to a non-residential use. 

D. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or 
neighborhood parking.  
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The Project site is extremely well-served by transit.  It is presumable that the employees would 
commute by transit thereby mitigating possible effects on street parking. Providing access to 
cannabis products broadly in the City reduces the need for medical or adult use customers to transit 
across neighborhoods to purchase products 

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

There is no commercial office development associated with the proposed project and there would 
be no displacement of any existing industrial or service businesses in the area.  

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

Any construction associated with the Project will be designed and will be constructed to conform to 
the structural and seismic safety requirements of the Building Code. This proposal will not impact 
the property’s ability to withstand an earthquake. 

G. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserved. 

No impact to the Historic Resource status is caused by the Project, which proposes only minor 
exterior alterations. 

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

The project will have no negative impact on existing parks and open spaces.  The Project does not 
have an impact on open spaces.  

11. 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.  

12. The Commission hereby finds that approval of the Conditional Use Authorization would promote the 
health, safety and welfare of the City.   
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DECISION

That based upon the Record, the submissions by the Applicant, the staff of the Department and other interested 
parties, the oral testimony presented to this Commission at the public hearings, and all other written materials 
submitted by all parties, the Commission hereby APPROVES Conditional Use Authorization Application No. 
2021-011352CUA subject to the following conditions attached hereto as “EXHIBIT A” in general conformance with 
plans on file, dated October 15, 2021, and stamped “EXHIBIT B”, which is incorporated herein by reference as 
though fully set forth.

APPEAL AND EFFECTIVE DATE OF MOTION: Any aggrieved person may appeal this Conditional Use Authorization 
to the Board of Supervisors within thirty (30) days after the date of this Motion. 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 contact the Board 
of Supervisors at (415) 554-5184, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102.

Protest of Fee or Exaction: You may protest any fee or exaction subject to Government Code Section 66000 that is 
imposed as a condition of approval by following the procedures set forth in Government Code Section 66020. The 
protest must satisfy the requirements of Government Code Section 66020(a) and must be filed within 90 days of 
the date of the first approval or conditional approval of the development referencing the challenged fee or 
exaction. For purposes of Government Code Section 66020, the date of imposition of the fee shall be the date of 
the earliest discretionary approval by the City of the subject development.  
 
If the City has not previously given Notice of an earlier discretionary approval of the project, the Planning 
Commission’s adoption of this Motion, Resolution, Discretionary Review Action or the Zoning Administrator’s 
Variance Decision Letter constitutes the approval or conditional approval of the development and the City hereby 
gives NOTICE that the 90-day protest period under Government Code Section 66020 has begun. If the City has 
already given Notice that the 90-day approval period has begun for the subject development, then this document 
does not re-commence the 90-day approval period. 
 
I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Motion on September 29, 2022. 
 
 
 
Jonas P. Ionin 
Commission Secretary 
 
AYES:   Moore, Braun, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Ruiz, Tanner 

NAYS:  None 

ABSENT: None 

ADOPTED: September 29, 2022  
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EXHIBIT A
Authorization

This authorization is for a conditional use to allow a Cannabis Retail Use located at 4835 Mission Street, Block
6272, and Lot 021, pursuant to Planning Code Sections 202.2, 303, and 720, within the Excelsior Outer Mission 
Street NCD Zoning District, and a 40-X Height and Bulk District; in general conformance with plans, dated October 
15, 2021, and stamped “EXHIBIT B” included in the docket for Record No. 2021-011352CUA and subject to 
conditions of approval reviewed and approved by the Commission on September 29, 2022 under Motion No. 
21178. This authorization and the conditions contained herein run with the property and not with a particular 
Project Sponsor, business, or operator. 

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 September 29, 2022 under 
Motion No. 21178. 
 

Printing of Conditions of Approval on Plans 

The conditions of approval under the 'Exhibit A' of this Planning Commission Motion No. 21178 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 building permit. “Project 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.  
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Conditions of Approval, Compliance, 
Monitoring, and Reporting 

Performance

1. Validity. The authorization and right vested by virtue of this action is valid for three (3) years from the effective 
date of the Motion. The Department of Building Inspection shall have issued a Building Permit or Site Permit 
to construct the project and/or commence the approved use within this three-year period. 

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

2. Expiration and Renewal. Should a Building or Site Permit be sought after the three (3) year period has lapsed, 
the project sponsor must seek a renewal of this Authorization by filing an application for an amendment to 
the original Authorization or a new application for Authorization. Should the project sponsor decline to so file, 
and decline to withdraw the permit application, the Commission shall conduct a public hearing in order to 
consider the revocation of the Authorization. Should the Commission not revoke the Authorization following 
the closure of the public hearing, the Commission shall determine the extension of time for the continued 
validity of the Authorization.  

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

3. Diligent Pursuit. 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. 
Failure to do so shall be grounds for the Commission to consider revoking the approval if more than three (3) 
years have passed since this Authorization was approved. 

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

4. Extension. All time limits in the preceding three paragraphs may be extended at the discretion of the Zoning 
Administrator where implementation of the project is delayed by a public agency, an appeal or a legal 
challenge and only by the length of time for which such public agency, appeal or challenge has caused delay. 

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

5. Conformity with Current Law. No application for Building Permit, Site Permit, or other entitlement shall be 
approved unless it complies with all applicable provisions of City Codes in effect at the time of such approval. 
 
For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-
planning.org 
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6. Additional Project Authorization. The Project Sponsor shall obtain operating licenses from the City’s Office of 
Cannabis and the State of California prior to commencing any cannabis sales or other activities per Planning 
Code Section 202.2(a)(5). 

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

Design – Compliance at Plan Stage

7. Transparency and Fenestration.  Pursuant to Planning Code Section 145.1, the site shall be maintained with
transparent windows and doorways for no less than 60 percent of the street frontage at the ground level and 
allow visibility to the inside of the building. The use of dark or mirrored glass shall not count towards the 
required transparent area. Any decorative railings or grillwork, other than wire mesh, which is placed in front 
of or behind ground floor windows, shall be at least 75 percent open to perpendicular view. Rolling or sliding 
security gates shall consist of open grillwork rather than solid material, so as to provide visual interest to 
pedestrians when the gates are closed, and to permit light to pass through mostly unobstructed. Gates, when 
both open and folded or rolled as well as the gate mechanism, shall be recessed within, or laid flush with, the 
building facade. 

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

8. Garbage, Composting and Recycling Storage. Space for the collection and storage of garbage, composting, 
and recycling shall be provided within enclosed areas on the property and clearly labeled and illustrated on 
the building permit plans. Space for the collection and storage of recyclable and compostable materials that 
meets the size, location, accessibility and other standards specified by the San Francisco Recycling Program 
shall be provided at the ground level of the buildings.  

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-
planning.org 

9. Signage. Signs and awnings shall be subject to review and approval by Planning Department. 

For information about compliance, contact the Case Planner, Planning Department at 415-558-6378, www.sf-
planning.org 
 

Monitoring - After Entitlement 

10. 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, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-
planning.org 
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11. 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

Operation

12. Sidewalk Maintenance. The Project Sponsor shall maintain the main entrance to the building and all 
sidewalks abutting the subject property in a clean and sanitary condition in compliance with the Department 
of Public Works Streets and Sidewalk Maintenance Standards. 

For information about compliance, contact Bureau of Street Use and Mapping, Department of Public Works, 415-
695-2017, http://sfdpw.org

13. Community Liaison. Prior to issuance of a building permit 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 
and all registered neighborhood groups for the area with written notice of the name, business address, and 
telephone number of the community liaison. Should the contact information change, the Zoning 
Administrator and registered neighborhood groups 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

14. On-Site Consumption. On-site consumption of packaged or prepared cannabis products is permitted as an 
accessory use to this Cannabis Retail use. On-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products is not permitted.  

 

For information about compliance, contact Code Enforcement, Planning Department at 415-575-6863, www.sf-
planning.org 
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CMIP7223-S 
2.0MP VF IR Dome Network Camera 

Key features 

• 2 mega pixel (1920 x 1080) high resolution 

• Full HD1080p real -time video 

• 2.8-12mm varifocal lens 

• Video Content Analytics(VCA) 

• Region of lnterest(ROI) 

• IR LEDs: up to 1 OOft(about 30ml 

• DWDR & 3D DNR & BLC 

• 3-Axis 

• Onboard storage (up to 64GB) 

• Audio 1/0 , Alarm 1/0 

• IP66 

• Vandal-proof 

Dimensions 

ra 

Shutter time 

Lens 

Lens mount 

1/25s - 1/100,000s 

2.8-12mm @f1.4,Angle ofview: 113° -33.8 ° 

"" Day & night ICR 

ROI Yes, up to4 configurable areas 

Digital noise reduction 30 DNR 

Wide dynamic range £ tal WDR 

Backlight compensation Yes, zone optional 

Angle adjustment Pan: o· - 355 ' , Tilt: o· - 75 ' , Rotation:0° - 355 ' 

Video compression H.264 / MJPEG 

H.264 compression profile Main profile 

Sit rate 32 Kbps - 16 Mbps 

Audio com pression G.711/G.726/MP2L2 

Audio bit rate 

Dua1Stream 

MaK. image resolution 

Frame rate 

Image settings 

64Kbps(G.71 1 l / 16Kbps(G.726)/ 32-128Kbps{MP2L2) 

Yes 

1920X1080 

60Hz: 30fps (1920X 1080) 
SOHz:25fRs (1920X1080) 

Saturation, bright ness, contrast adjustable through dient software or web browser 

Network storage NAS 

Alarm trigger 

Protocols 

System compatibility 

General functionalities 

Motion detection, Tampering alarm, Network disconnect, IP address 
confkt, Storage full , Storage error 

TCP/IP,ICMP,KTTP,HTTPS,FTP,DHCP,DNS,DDNS,RTP,RTSP,RTCP,PPPoE,NTP,UPnP, 
SMTP ,SNMP,IGMP ,802.1 X.QoS,IPv6,Bonjour 

ONVIF, PSIA, CGI, ISAPl 

User Authentication, Watermark 

Communication interface 1 RJ45 10M / lOOM ethernet port 

On-board storage 

Audio lnpuUOutput 

Alarm lnpuUOutput 

l Operating conditions 

Power supply 

Power consumption 

Built-i n Micro SD/SDHC/SDXC card slot, up to 64 GS 

1/1 

1/1 

-22 • F - 140 • F(-30 • C- 60 • C ), humidity 95% or less (non-condensing) ) 

DC 12V ± 10%, PoE(802.3a0 

Max.5.SW 

Impact protection 1EC6006S-2-75Eh, SOJ; EN50102, up to IK10 

Ingress protection level IP66 

IR range Up to lOOft(About 30ml 

Di mensions <DSS x 3.9'( <D 140.0 x 99.9mm) 

Weight 2.21bs(1000g) 

Parameter 
Construction 
Dimension 
Weight 

Wall Mount Bracketwith junction Box) 
Aluminum Alloy 
<1>136•243•290mm (5.4"•9.6"x 11 .4 ' ) 
1490g (3.31bs) 

NOTE: SECURITY CAMERA IS MOUNTED TO FACADE WITH (4) SMALL 
SCREWS. NO DAMAGE TO THE FACADE SHALL RESULT UPON REMOVAL. 

~PENCIL BOX 
~ ARCHITECTS, INC. 
237 CLARA STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107 
WWW.PENCILBOXARCHITECTS.COM 
TELEPHONE: 415.699.5953 

SECURITY CAMERA SPECIFICATION 
4835 MISSION ST CANNABIS RETAIL 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94112 
CUA-10 

10/15/2021 
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: "olinda vega"; "steve@mmdshops.com"; "Sarah.D@mmdshops.com"; "mishka@mmdshops.com";

"conorj@otterbrands.com"; "sam@collaray.com"
Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); Anderson, Katharine (DPW); Blackwell, William (DPW); Tse,

Bernie (DPW); Huff, Nicolas (DPW); Schneider, Ian (DPW); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Navarrete,
Joy (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron
(CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Wong, Jason (DPW); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Jimenez, Sylvia
(CPC); Rosenberg, Julie (BOA); Longaway, Alec (BOA); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela
(BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: APPELLANT SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 4835 Mission
Street Project - Appeal Hearing December 13, 2022

Date: Friday, December 2, 2022 8:59:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of supplemental information from the Appellant,
Olinda Vega, for the appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of the proposed project of 4835
Mission Street.
 
                 Appellant Supplemental Information - December 2, 2022
 
 
The hearing for this matter is scheduled for 3:00 p.m. special order before the Board on
December 13, 2022.
 

I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
                Board of Supervisors File No. 221141
 
Jocelyn Wong
Legislative Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163
jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org  |  www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please
ask and I can answer your questions in real time.
 

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

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
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California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: olinda vega
To: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Cc: Lew, Lisa (BOS)
Subject: Additional information for the Board members - 4835 Mission St. file No 221141
Date: Friday, December 2, 2022 12:49:26 AM
Attachments: President Tanner’s Statement from Planning Commission Hearing of 09.docx

No More MJ in the Excelsior .docx

 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

Please see attachments: 
1. District 11 Cannabis map 
2. President Tanner's  Statement from Planning Commission Hearing of 09/29/2022
3. No More MJ in the Excelsior 
4. BOS's Mission 
5. Pictures of Commissioner's Hearing - President Tanner's Statement 
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President Tanner’s Statement from Planning Commission Hearing of 09/29/2022 
Re: 4835 Mission St. Conditional Use request 
 
“Um, I continue to say, you’ve heard me say this before commissioners: I do think 
the 600 foot buffer is too close, but that is a policy that the city has set, that the 
Board Supervisors has set. If any member of the Board is listening, I hope that will 
be revisited. Whether or not 600 feet is too close, I think to me this map, that we’re 
looking at, demonstrates that it is and I do have concerns around saturation in of of 
cannabis dispensaries, um, throughout the city… and, Phew, when I first joined this 
commission it was a really dark time in our city it was the end beginning of the 
pandemic and all we had here at this commission were cannabis dispensaries that 
was the only thing that was kinda coming forward at that time, during the pandemic, 
and who knows what the future holds, maybe we’ll be yet again ,um, in the future as 
the economy continues to be sputtering ….So, I wanna appreciate the folks that are 
concerned about the concentration of cannabis dispensaries in the neighborhood, it 
is a concern that I share… “ 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

I’m writing to voice deep concern as a parent of two middle school children 
about another proposed marijuana dispensary in the Excelsior District where my 
family and I reside.  

I’m not opposed to dispensaries. I’m opposed to installing 6 of them in the 
Excelsior District, where there are several schools, day care centers, parks, and 

major public transportation lines. Our district already has more than enough. 
We don’t don’t need another.  

The Excelsior is a hub for students and children who attend schools and youth 

spaces located in the area, including Balboa High, James Denman middle 
school, June Jordan High, SF Community middle school, the YMCA, the Excelsior 

Library, Leadership High School, and more than 2 dozen child care centers. 
Small children and students in our community will be exposed on a regular basis 
to this normalized acceptance of recreational drug use. 

More affluent neighborhoods in San Francisco – as well as wealthier Bay Area 
municipalities -- have considered these implications and in turn have restricted 

the number of dispensaries in their communities. I urge SF Planning to consider 
why it is acceptable in the Excelsior? 

Peter Bratt 
Excelsior District Resident 
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Download Attachment
Available until Jan 1, 2023

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

From: Olinda Vega
To: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Cc: Lew, Lisa (BOS)
Subject: Additional Information for the Board members-4835 Mission St. File No 221141
Date: Friday, December 2, 2022 1:09:30 AM

 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

Please see attached video: President Tanner’s Statement from Planning Commission Hearing
of 09/29/2022

Click to Download
IMG_4122.MOV

0 bytes

Sent from my iPhone
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: "olinda vega"; "steve@mmdshops.com"; "Sarah.D@mmdshops.com"; "mishka@mmdshops.com";

"conorj@otterbrands.com"; "sam@collaray.com"
Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); Anderson, Katharine (DPW); Blackwell, William (DPW); Tse,

Bernie (DPW); Huff, Nicolas (DPW); Wong, Jason (DPW); Schneider, Ian (DPW); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain,
Devyani (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Sider,
Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Rosenberg, Julie
(BOA); Longaway, Alec (BOA); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa
(BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: PROJECT SPONSOR and PUBLIC WORKS RESPONSES: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 4835
Mission Street Project - Appeal Hearing December 13, 2022

Date: Thursday, December 1, 2022 4:23:37 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of responses from the Project Sponsor and the
Department of Public Works for the appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of the proposed project
of 4835 Mission Street.
 
                  Project Sponsor Response - November 23, 2022
                   Public Works Response - December 1, 2022
 
 
The hearing for this matter is scheduled for 3:00 p.m. special order before the Board on
December 13, 2022.
 

I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
                Board of Supervisors File No. 221141
 
Best regards,
 
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working
remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
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committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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December 1, 2022 

Ms. Angela Calvillo 

Clerk of the Board 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

City Hall – Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

 

RE:        Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA 

4835 Mission Street – Conditional Use Authorization Appeal 

APN 6272 LOT 021  

 

Dear Ms. Calvillo: 

 

This letter is in response to November 23, 2022 letter from Samuel Ray of Colla & Ray, LLP, 

the law firm representing Mission Advisory Co. (“Sponsor”), the project sponsor in the above 

Conditional Use Authorization Appeal (“CUA Appeal”).  In that letter, the Sponsor challenges 

the validity of the signatures on the CUA Appeal, and the Department’s conclusion that the 

signatures on the appeal satisfy the 20% requirement of Planning Code section 308.1.  

Sponsor requests that the Office of the City and County Surveyor confirm the validity of 

certain signatures, and its calculation of the percentage of property within a 300 foot radius 

of the proposed project represented by those signatures.   

 

The Department of Public Works (“Public Works” or the “Department”) provides the following 

information in response to the Sponsor’s concerns.   

 

Identification of Owners and Verified Tenants 

 

First, the Department was able to able to verify the identities of owners and the number of 

units contained in each property within the 300 foot radius through the Assessor Recorder’s 

property records and property Tax Rolls, respectively.  Second,  Planning Code section 

308.1(b)(5) provides that “Verified Tenants” are tenants who declare under penalty of perjury 

that they meet the requirements set forth in Planning code section 308.1.  Public Works may, 

but is not required to, request proof of verified tenancy at the time of receipt of a Notice of 

Appeal.  Because each signing tenant provided the required declaration under penalty of 
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perjury, Public Works did not require further proof of tenancy for this Notice of Appeal.  The 

references in the exhibits provided by the Sponsor to “unverified tenants” do not indicate that 

the tenants who signed the notice fail to meet the definition of “Verified Tenant” under the 

Planning Code.  Rather, the references were intended to indicate that Public Works did not 

separately require documentation in support of tenant status from these individuals.  In the 

future, the Department and the Clerk of the Board’s Office will strive to use different 

terminology to avoid confusion. 

 

 

In summary, Public Works followed the guidelines set forth under Planning Code section 

308.1(b)(5), and counted only signatures meeting the definitions of owners or Verified 

Tenants as set forth in the code.  

 

 

Calculation of the 20% Threshold 

 

The Sponsor also argues that the Department has improperly calculated the percentage of 

property represented by the signatures on the Notice of Appeal.  This assertion is also 

incorrect.  The Department addresses each of the contentions of the Sponsor relating to its 

calculation methodology below. 

 

 

 

(1) Sponsor’s Comment:  “Out of those 38 properties, one property – 579 London Street 

(APN: 6273/017B) – is outside the 300-foot radius.” 

Response: This confirms that Public Works did note that the referenced property was 

outside the 300-foot radius and did not include it in the original calculation. 

 

(2) Sponsor’s Comment:  “A single tenant of 4828 Mission Street signed the Notice of 

Appeal. However, 4828 Mission Street is a four-unit building.” 

Response: 4828 Mission Street (APN: 6959-032) is not a four-unit building but rather a 

five-unit building per the Assessor Recorder’s Property Tax Rolls. Per the original 

calculations, the Notice of Appeal was signed by one Verified Tenant; therefore 20% of 

the total square footage was calculated into the total percentage. 

 

(3) Sponsor’s Comment:  “One property owner of 522 Paris Street signed the Notice of 

Appeal. However, this property actually has two owners on title.” 

Response: 522 Paris Street (APN: 6273-001B) was not counted due to the fact that the 

signee was not a verified owner. 

 

(4) Sponsor’s Comment:  “In fact, Section 308.1 empowers DPW to require that tenant 

signatories provide proof of residency … “ 
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Response: Sponsor misstates the requirements of Planning Code Section 308.1(b)(5), 

which provides:  

“a ‘Verified Tenant’ is a residential or commercial tenant of a property 

who declares, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of California, 

that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate unit on 

the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. [….] A Verified 

Tenant who signs an appeal pursuant to this Section may be required by Public 

Works to provide such proof of tenancy.” 

(Emphasis added.) 

 

Per the Planning Code, there is no requirement for Public Works to pursue proof of 

tenancy where, as here, all tenant signatures are provided under penalty of perjury. 

 

Following the requirements of Planning Code section 308.1, as amended, Public Works has 

confirmed that the verified owner signatures and the signatures of Verified Tenants (as that 

term is defined in section 308.1(b)(5)) total 27.18% of the property within the 300 foot radius 

of the project site, and no further verification is required. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

 

Katharine Anderson  

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

From: Anderson, Katharine (DPW)
To: Wong, Jason (DPW)
Subject: FW: File No. 221141/Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA/4835 Mission Street – Request for Review of

Conditional Use Authorization Notice of Appeal
Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 8:02:32 AM
Attachments: 2022-11-23 LTR to BOS re 4835 Mission Street – Conditional Use Authorization Appeal.pdf

 
 
 
Katharine S. Anderson, PLS

City and County Surveyor, City and County of San Francisco
 
    Bureau of Street Use & Mapping |  San Francisco Public Works  |  City and County of San Francisco 

    49 South Van Ness Avenue, 9th Floor  |  San Francisco, CA 94103  |  (628) 271-2132
 
 

From: Samuel Ray <sam@collaray.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 3:35 PM
To: Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Anderson, Katharine (DPW)
<katharine.anderson@sfdpw.org>; Huff, Nicolas (DPW) <nicolas.huff@sfdpw.org>
Cc: Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <Sylvia.Jimenez@sfgov.org>; JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)
<Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org>; PEARSON, ANNE (CAT) <Anne.Pearson@sfcityatty.org>; Ionin,
Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Balba, Ryan (CPC) <ryan.balba@sfgov.org>; ChanStaff (BOS)
<ChanStaff@sfgov.org>; DorseyStaff (BOS) <DorseyStaff@sfgov.org>; MandelmanStaff, [BOS]
<mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org>; Mar, Gordon (BOS) <gordon.mar@sfgov.org>; MelgarStaff (BOS)
<MelgarStaff@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>; Preston, Dean (BOS)
<dean.preston@sfgov.org>; Ronen, Hillary <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
<ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Stefani, Catherine (BOS) <catherine.stefani@sfgov.org>; Walton, Shamann
(BOS) <shamann.walton@sfgov.org>
Subject: File No. 221141/Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA/4835 Mission Street – Request for
Review of Conditional Use Authorization Notice of Appeal
 

 

Good Afternoon Ms. Cavillo - Clerk of the Board of Supervisors:
 
I represent Mission Advisory Co., with respect to its conditional use authorization to convert
the property located at 4835 Mission Street to retail cannabis use under Planning Case No.
2021-011352CUA, which was recently approved by the San Francisco Planning
Commission.  As you may know, the Board of Supervisors has received a Notice of Appeal
of said Conditional Use Authorization from Olinda Meza Vega, a nearby resident
("Appellant"). 
 
The purpose of the attached correspondence is to contest the validity of the Notice of
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(415) 579-1414 COLLARAY.COMLAW OFFICES


1561 POWELL STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133


 


November 23, 2022 
 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall – Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
angela.calvillo@sfgov.org 
 
Nicholas Huff, PE, Bureau Manager 
Katharine Anderson, City & County Surveyor 
Department of Public Works 
Bureau of Street Use & Mapping 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, 3rd Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
nicholas.huff@sfdpw.org 
katharine.anderson@sfdpw.org 
 
Sent Via Email and Hand Delivery. 
 
Re: File No. 221141/Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA/4835 Mission Street – Conditional Use 
Authorization Appeal – Request for Verification of Validity of Notice Appeal.  
 
Dear Clerk of the Board of Supervisors: 


 This law firm represents Mission Advisory Co., the project applicant (the “Applicant”) for 
conditional use authorization to convert the property located at 4835 Mission Street (the “Property”) to 
retail cannabis use under Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA (the “Project”). The Project was 
unanimously approved by the Planning Commission on September 29, 2022. This Project is a verified 
equity owned dispensary, which meets all the requirements of San Francisco Police Code Article 16 and 
fulfils the City and County of San Francisco’s equity goals. 


 On October 31, 2022, the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors received a Notice of Appeal of the 
Project and assigned this matter File No. 221141. The relevant portion of the Notice of Appeal is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A. On November 8, 2022, the Department of Public Works (“DPW”) sent the Clerk of 
the Board a letter verifying the Notice of Appeal (“DPW Verification Letter”). A copy of the DPW 
Verification Letter is attached hereto as Exhibit B. On November 9, 2022, the Clerk of the Board sent a 
letter to the Appellant accepting the Notice of Appeal (“Clerk of Board Letter”). A copy of the Clerk of the 
Board Letter is attached hereto as Exhibit C.  


The purpose of this letter is to contest the validity of the Notice of Appeal on the basis that it does 
not meet the requirements of San Francisco Planning Code Section 308.1. This Applicant is a small business 
and an equity-owned dispensary. This Project has met all the requirements imposed by the City and County 
of San Francisco in order to receive approval from the Planning Commission and Office of Cannabis. In 
addition, the Applicant has done considerable community outreach, including neighborhood meetings and 
canvassing. In short, despite the arduous process of opening a dispensary in San Francisco, this Applicant 
has done this project the correct way by respecting all the processes and procedural hurdles imposed by the 
City. Therefore, the prospect of having to go before yet another government body, after already receiving 
unanimous approval from the Planning Commission, is daunting as it interjects uncertainly at the end of 







what has already been a long journey. As the Applicant has respected due process throughout this Project, 
they only requests that they are affordable the same due process in consideration of this Notice of Appeal.  


As such, the Applicant requests that the City review the Notice of Appeal to ensure it meets the 
requirements of Planning Code Section 308.1. Upon review, the City will find that the Notice of Appeal 
does not meet the signature requirement. As detailed below, Section 308.1 requires that a notice of appeal 
be subscribed to by “the owners or Verified Tenants of at least 20% of the property affected by the 
Conditional Use[.]” (Planning Code §308.1(b).) Here, the Notice of Appeal is subscribed to by less than 
20% of the verified tenants/owners of the affected properties, as such this Notice of Appeal should not have 
been accepted.  


I. Summary of Section 308.1 


 On or about September 16, 2022, the Board of Supervisors amended Planning Code Section 308.1 
to allow “Verified Tenants”, in addition to property owners, to subscribe to appeals for the purpose of 
reaching the required 20% threshold of affected properties. (See File No. 220130; Planning Code §308.1.) 
This amendment became effective on October 17, 2022. For your reference, a true and correct copy of 
Planning Code Section 308.1 is attached hereto as Exhibit D.  


Section 308.1 now states, in relevant part, that a notice of appeal shall be subscribed by, inter alia, 
“the owners or Verified Tenants of at least 20% of the property affected by the . . .  Conditional Use.” 
(Planning Code §308.1(b).) For the purpose of appeals of a conditional use authorization, Section 308.1 
defines “property affected” as “all property within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries of the property for 
which Conditional Use has been approved by the Planning Commission, excluding the property for which 
the approval has been given.” (Planning Code §308.1(b)(2).) Section 308.1 defines a “Verified Tenant” as 
“a residential or commercial tenant of a property who declares, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the 
State of California, that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate unit on the property 
pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days.” (Planning Code §308.1(b)(5).) Verified Tenants are 
required to “maintain proof of tenancy,” which can be requested by DPW to verify tenancy. (Ibid.)  


As some tenants only occupy a portion of an affected property and some owners only own a fraction 
of a building, Section 308.1 provides instructions for calculating the number of properties affected with 
signatures subscribing to the petition: 


- Section 308.1(b)(4) states that, [i]f a property is held in joint ownership, “the signatures of the 
joint owners shall be calculated as representing affected property in direct proportion to the 
amount of total ownership of that property attributed to the joint owner or owners subscribing 
to the notice of appeal.” Further, if an owner has “exclusive rights to a portion of the property, 
the proportion of the total ownership attributable to that owner shall be calculated in terms of 
a ratio of the floor area and land area in which that owner has exclusive, joint, and common 
rights to the total floor area and land area of that property.” 


- Section 308.1(b)(6) states that, “[w]here a property contains more than one rental unit, the 
signatures of Verified Tenants shall be calculated as representing the percentage of affected 
property in the same proportion of the number of rental units on the property represented by 
the Verified Tenants subscribing to the appeal to the total number of rental units in that 
property.” Further, “if more than one Verified Tenant occupying a single rental unit subscribes 
to the appeal, that unit will only be given the weight of a single unit in the property.”  







- Section 308.1(b)(7) states that, “[i]f an owner of 100% of a tenant-occupied property and one 
or more Verified Tenants of the same property subscribe to the appeal, the land area of the 
affected property shall be given the same weight as the land area of an affected property owned 
by a single owner in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by 
signatures to the appeal.” 


Therefore, Section 308.1 requires that the City not only count the number of affected properties 
represented by signatures, but also properly weigh each of those signatures in accordance with the 
percentage of the property that each signatory owns or rents.  


II. Application of San Francisco Planning Code Section 308.1 to this Notice of Appeal 


Here, there are 153 affected properties (properties within 300 feet of exterior boundaries of the 
Property). As such, in order to reach the 20% threshold of affected properties, either owners or Verified 
Tenants of 31 affected properties must subscribe to the Notice of Appeal. The Notice of Appeal has 64 
signatures, which represent 38 different properties. Out of those 38 properties, one property – 579 London 
Street (APN: 6273/017B) – is outside the 300-foot radius. Further, in accordance with the method for 
calculating the 20% threshold of property described above (see Planning Code §308.1(b)(1)-(7)), many of 
the affected properties are multi-unit buildings and the signatories represent only a fraction of the units 
within said property. Finally, some of the affected properties are multi-owner properties, and the signatories 
only represent a percentage of the property’s ownership. As such, in determining if the 20% threshold is 
met, those signatures must be weighted appropriately.  


Here are two examples from this Notice of Appeal of how signatures should be weighted in 
accordance with Section 308.1: 


1. A single tenant of 4828 Mission Street signed the Notice of Appeal. However, 4828 Mission 
Street is a four-unit building. Per Section 308.1(b)(6), “[w]here a property contains more 
than one rental unit, the signatures of Verified Tenants shall be calculated as representing 
the percentage of affected property in the same proportion of the number of rental units 
on the property represented by the Verified Tenants subscribing to the appeal to the total 
number of rental units in that property.” (Emphasis Added.) As such, this tenant’s signature 
should only be attributed to 1/4 of the affected property. In other words, for the purposes of 
determining whether the 20% threshold has been met (31 properties), this signature should be 
counted as .25, as opposed an entire property. 


2. One property owner of 522 Paris Street signed the Notice of Appeal. However, this property 
actually has two owners on title. Per Section 308.1(b)(4), if a property is held in joint 
ownership, “the signatures of the joint owners shall be calculated as representing affected 
property in direct proportion to the amount of total ownership of that property attributed to the 
joint owner or owners subscribing to the notice of appeal.” As such, this owner’s signature 
should only be attributed to 1/2 of the affected property. In other words, for the purposes of 
determining whether the 20% threshold has been met, this signature should be counted as .5, 
not the entire property. 


Accounting for the above considerations, the City will find that less than 20% of the affected 
properties have subscribed to this Notice of Appeal. Further, many of the signature are from “tenants.” In 
order to be considered, Section 308.1 specifically requires that the tenants be “Verified Tenants” as defined 







by Section 308.1(b)(5). In fact, Section 308.1 empowers DPW to require that tenant signatories provide 
proof of residency in the form of an executed lease agreement, tax records, DMV records, and/or utility 
bills. Here, DPW never requested tenant verification. Notably, in the Verification Letter, DPW specifically 
states that “[w]e were not able to verify tenant’s signatures” and stated that the tenants are “unverified 
tenants.” (See Exh. B [emphasis added].) Further, the Letter from the Clerk of the Board specifically states 
that Notice of Appeal contain signatures from “verified property owners and unverified tenants.” (See 
Exh. C [emphasis added].) However, Section 308.1 specifically requires that the tenants be “Verified 
Tenants” in order to be counted. Therefore, DPW should request proof of residency from the tenant 
signatories or, in the alternative, not count the signatures of “unverified tenants” towards the 20% threshold. 


As previously stated, the approval of this Project has been a long road for the Applicant. In fact, 
despite being held to the strict letter of the law, the Applicant has surpassed every single legal and 
procedural hurdle. Therefore, the prospect of having this Project reviewed by another government body 
after receiving unanimous approval from the Planning Commission is concerning as it could have huge 
implications on the future of this business. As such, before accepting this Notice of Appeal, the Applicant 
respectfully requests that the City review this Notice of Appeal to ensure that it is subscribed to by 20% of 
the affected properties as required by Section 308.1.  


 
Very Truly Yours, 
 
/s/ Samuel Ray 


 
Samuel Ray 
Colla & Ray LLP 
Attorneys for Mission Advisory Co. 
 


cc:  Supervisor/Board President Shamann Walton 
Supervisor Ahsha Safai 
Supervisor Connie Chan 
Supervisor Catherine Stefani 
Supervisor Aaron Peskin 
Supervisor Gordon Mar 
Supervisor Dean Preston 
Supervisor Matt Dorsey 
Supervisor Myrna Melgar 
Supervisor Rafael Mandelman 
Supervisor Hillary Ronen 
Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission 
Sylvia Jimenez, Planning Department 
Ryan Balba, Planning Department 


 
 







	
	
	
	
	
	


 
EXHIBIT A 







RECE IVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 


SA:,! FRANCISCO 


2022 OCT 3 I PH 3: I 8 


NOTICE TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF APPEAL BY ___ /) ....... ____ _ 
FROM ACTION OF THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 


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


The property is located at ___ Lf_8_s_r-__ _._n_~~-'---:S _t'i>_, __ ~_+ ___ 5_~ __ <l_ ·. 


S e?\--c""' L 0- 1-'r 1 )._ cf)2-2-
oate of City Planning Commission Action 


(Attach a Copy of Planning Commission's Decision) 


0 e, .\--o ~ .e)- ~ l , 'L.¢2, L_ 
Appeal Filing Dat'e · 


1\/~e Planning Commission disapproved in w 
property, Case No. fl/ 


e or in part an application for reclassification of 


ication for establishment, 4-The Planning Commission disapproved in whole or in part an a 
abolition or modification of a set-back line, Case No. _ __,;V'---bL'I""""'---------


/rhe Planning Commission approved in whole or in _e_art an application for conditional use 
authorization, Case No. 2-<P?... ( ~ ct>t r 3 :> 2-(._ u.,+:. 


,,,,./ ~ he Planning Commission disapproved i~ole or in part an application for conditional use f :uthorization, Case No. Y . 


V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process5 
August 2011 







Statement of Appeal: 


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


Pka.~e. see ~.i\ l-oV~ of ~\.V\vCv3 GoMV\I\ l'vS( o v'\ 


w .. ufiVV\ ~·~~ ~ ,:~ l-v~ fw.. ~ ~·~ vl, 11\3 . 


Name 1 


p. o 0Jo·1' ~ ~ fJo ~\ S~U,\ q~I ~~ 5&0 0Ji11~ i-+ SF /A q YUL 
Address Address 


· Telephone Number Telephone Number 


,/"--·~ 


/ l I 
( :··1} J 1 ,.J 
\ ~::~~.J/'?)z l!J f [~-·-· 
'"-··· .Signature of Appellant or 


Authorized Agent 


V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process6 
August 2011 







,.. RECElVEO 
d0ARO OF SUPER VISORS 


SAN FRANCISCO .. 


2022 OCT 31 PH 3: I 8 


8 Y __ .... 41! ____ '""""_ ~ J Planning Commission Case 
No. 202. 1-011 - "2-(M__f\ 


The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


.----s=t.-re_e..,..t--=-A...,.dd-=-re-ss-,-.--.-----..-....---..... 0.-w-n-e-r o- r--.-----.P..-r..-in..,..te---r-.N,.....a_m_e _ __,,---=o...,.rig-.i,_na ..... l""""S"""'ig-n-a.,..tu-re----, / 
property owned or Verified Tenant / 


rent 


1. OvJV\oV 
2. 


3. 


4. 


6. 


7. 


8. 


9. 


11 . 


12. 


20. 


(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 


/' 







')OARD §~~]~f D 
I fi~2 b.·f J,.... 


sAu FRANcll'6W0R.s 


2022 OCT 31 PM 3: 18 Planning Commission Case 
No. .l-0 2. I - 0 1 l 3S 2 CIA.A 


The undersigned dec~at ereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amen m r conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below. hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


13. ' 


15. 


· 16. 


' 17. 


18. 


19. 


treet Address, 
property owned or 


rent 


Assessor's wner or 
Block & Verified Tenant 


Lot 


I I 


rinted Name ngtnal Signature 


(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 


, °'t 







f~ECEIVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 


SAN FRANCISCO 


2022 OCT'3 I PM 3: 18 


BY ____ _...fi...__ ____ __ 
2 


Planning Commission Case 
No. 0)., I - 0 1 I 35' 2. C...t,< A 


The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of petjury, under the Jaws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


Assessors wneror 
Block & Verified Tenant 


Printe Name Original ignature 


Lot 


1·t/811 
2· 'lil 
3. 


4. 


5. 


8. 


9. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 







RECEiYED 
dOARO Of SUPERVISORS 


SA FRMtCISCO 


2022 OCT 31 PM 3: I 8 Planning Commission Case 
No. 2.,02.1-0113.1- 'l.C!A,A 


The underajb'ned declac/J.-it ti.Ji)' eFe hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or cond itional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the property within the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or conditiona l 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 . 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjU1y, under 117e laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. ' 


10. 


11 . 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


Street A ress, 
property owned or 


rent 


Assessor's wner or 
Block & Verified Tenant 


Lot 


rioted Name ignature 


(Al l information provided is subject to public d isc losure ; personal information will not be redacted .) 







RECEIVED 
30/.l.RD OF SUPERVI SORc: 


SAN FRANCISCO 


2022 OCT 31 PM 3: I 8 
)I 


, ,.. , 
1 3 


,. Planning Commission Case 
No. --""" 2.- , - o I ,;;- i. llJlA 


The undersigri)ll'declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed ameMment or cond itiona l use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the property within the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or conditional use, or with in 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 . 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


Street Address, Assessor's Owner or Printed Name Original Signature 
property owned or Block & Verified Tenant 


rent Lot 
-


1.4l/b7 ;Vlff'~ Jr(}~ rL £,.1z,/t)1.i1- fJ LJ N "cf!- ftL- ·,:.:,e.e:Do ·o:e::u-1 f_~ R~i.~ { . cfLSt:~ ~ · 


2· ~--i1hb-Jt c;1 6;l.:13IO'J.Cfi- fJ IAf /1/ ,c:,f? \!11 Al V ti 2/.!A-AIG yt;)~~ r~ 
· ;, • - ' IV I v 


3. /; i- 7 v/otJ 9 - ~ ;-\\ "" ,,/ I S\.\ ' -~ ,., .l, ,1:;\'J~"" i ,\\\A Jee--...,, .... , ... ·--- -::,. 


4 . I \ \) 0 
5. 


6. 


7. 


8. 


9. 


10. 


11 . 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


(All information provided is subject to public d isclosure ; persona l information will not be redacted.) 







	
	
	
	
	
	


 
EXHIBIT B 







SAN FRANCISCO


PUBLIC
WORKS


Nicolas Huff, PE, Bureau Manager Bureau of Street-Use & Mapping


nicolas.huff@sfdpw.org T. 628.271.2000 49 South Van Ness Ave. 3rd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103


November 8, 2022


Ms. Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall- Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102


RE: Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA
4835 Mission Street Conditional Use Authorization Appeal
APN 6272 LOT 021


Dear Ms. Calvillo:


This letter is in response to your November 2, 2022, request for the Office of the City and
County Surveyor to review for verification of signatures with respect to the above referenced
appeal. We were able to able to verify the owners through the Assessor Recorder's property
records. We were not able to verify tenant's signatures. They did, however, declare under
penalty of perjury that they occupy the property.


Please be advised that per our calculations the appellants' signatures (verified owners and
unverified tenants), they represent 27.18% of the area, which is greater than 20% of the area
involved and therefore may be enough for an appeal.


Sincerely,


Katharine Anderson
City & County Surveyor


London N Breed Mayor I Carta Short Interm Director sfpott works org I @sfpublu works







	
	
	
	
	
	


 
EXHIBIT C 







BOARD of SUPERVISORS 


November 9, 2022 


Olinda Vega 
566 London Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 


City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 


Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 


Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 


TDD/fTY No. (415) 554-5227 


Subject: File No. 221141 -Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization 
4835 Mission Street Project 


Dear Ms. Vega: 


The appeal filing period for the Conditional Use approval for the proposed project at 
4835 Mission Street closed on October 31, 2022. 


The City and County Surveyor has informed the Board of Supervisors in a letter received 
November 8, 2022 (copy attached), that the signatures represented with your appeal filing 
on October 31, 2022, have been checked pursuant to the Planning Code, and represent 
more than 20% of the verified property owners and unverified tenants required, and are 
sufficient for an appeal. 


Pursuant to Planning Code, Section 308.1, a hearing date has been scheduled for 
Tuesday, December 13, 2022, at 3:00 p.m., at the Board of Supervisors meeting. 


Please provide to the Clerk's Office by noon: 


20 days prior to the hearing: 
Wednesday, November 23, 2022 


11 days prior to the hearing: 
Friday,December2,2022 


names and addresses of interested parties 
to be notified of the hearing, in spreadsheet 
format; and 


any documentation which you may want 
available to the Board members prior to the 
hearing. 


For the above, the Clerk's office requests electronic files be sent to 
bos.legislation@sfgov.org . 







4835 Mission Street Project 
Conditional Use Appeal 
Hearing Date: December 13, 2022 Page2 


If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Legislative Clerks, Lisa Lew, at 
(415) 554-7718, Jocelyn Wong, at (415) 554-7702, or Arthur Khoo, at (415) 554-4447. 


Very truly yours, 


' 
~---~CAa .. A 


Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 


jw:ak:11:ams 


c: Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Katharine Anderson, Public Works 
William Blackwell, Public Works 
Bernie Tse, Public Works 
Nicolas Huff, Public Works 
Jason Wong, Public Works 
Ian Schneider, Public Works 
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department 
Devyani Jain, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 
Corey Teague, Planning Department 
Tina Tam, Planning Department 
AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Dan Sider, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Elizabeth Watty, Planning Department 
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission 
Ryan Balba, Planning Department 
Julie Rosenberg, Board of Appeals 
Alec Long away, Board of Appeals 







	
	
	
	
	
	


 
EXHIBIT D 







11/23/22, 1:29 PM https://export.amlegal.com/api/export-requests/82cda568-adb6-422d-af13-bf4ea9e6c5e2/download/
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SEC. 308.1. APPEALS: AMENDMENTS TO THE PLANNING CODE AND
CONDITIONAL USES.


   (a)   Right of Appeal. The action of the Planning Commission, in disapproving in whole or in part an amendment
to the Planning Code initiated by application as described in Section 302 and Sections 306 through 306.5, or in
approving or disapproving in whole or in part an application for Conditional Use authorization as described in
Sections 303 and 304 and Sections 306 through 306.5, shall be transmitted to the Office of the Clerk of the Board
in final and signed form within 20 business days of Commission’s action to approve or disapprove in whole or part
the application, and subject to appeal to the Board of Supervisors in accordance with this Section 308.1. An action
of the Commission so appealed from shall not become effective unless and until approved by the Board of
Supervisors in accordance with this Section 308.1.


   (b)   Notice of Appeal. Any appeal under this Section 308.1 shall be taken by filing written notice of appeal with
the Board of Supervisors no earlier than ten business days after the date of action by the Planning Commission, and
no later than within 30 days after the date of action by the Planning Commission. The appeal shall be filed with the
Office of the Clerk of the Board in a manner prescribed by the Clerk of the Board and in accordance with the
Planning Fee Schedule. The notice of appeal shall be subscribed by either (i) the owners or Verified Tenants of at
least 20% of the property affected by the proposed amendment or Conditional Use or (ii) five members of the
Board of Supervisors. The signature on the appeal of members of the Board shall not be deemed to be any
indication of their position on the merits of the appeal but rather shall indicate only that they believe there is
sufficient public interest and concern in the matter to warrant a hearing by the Board of Supervisors. Upon receipt
of a notice of appeal, the Office of the Clerk of the Board shall transmit the notice of appeal and subscribed
signatures to Public Works within five business days for its determination of the 20% threshold of the property
referenced above. For the purposes of this Section 308.1, the property affected, and the determination of the 20%
threshold, shall be calculated by Public Works within five business days from when the Office of the Clerk of the
Board requests a determination on the 20% threshold of the property referenced, as follows:


      (1)   When a proposed amendment or Conditional Use has been disapproved by the Planning Commission, the
property affected shall be deemed to be all property within the area that is the subject of the application for
amendment or Conditional Use, and within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries of the property that is the subject of
the application;


      (2)   When a proposed Conditional Use has been approved by the Planning Commission, the property affected
shall be deemed to be all property within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries of the property for which the
Conditional Use has been approved by the Planning Commission, excluding the property for which the approval
has been given;


      (3)   In either of the above cases, when any property is owned by the City and County of San Francisco, the
United States Government or the State of California, or any department or agency thereof, or by any special
district, and is located within 300 feet of the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or Con-
ditional Use, such property shall be excluded in determining the property affected unless such owner shall itself be
a subscriber of the notice of appeal; and


      (4)   Wherever a property is held in joint ownership, the signatures of joint owners shall be calculated as
representing affected property in direct proportion to the amount of the total ownership of that property attributable
to the joint owner or owners subscribing to the notice of appeal. For the purposes of this calculation, the term “joint
ownership” shall include joint tenancies, interests in common, community property, partnerships, stock
cooperatives, condominiums, community apartments and planned unit developments. Where each owner has
exclusive rights to a portion of the property, the proportion of the total ownership attributable to that owner shall be
calculated in terms of a ratio of the floor area and land area in which that owner has exclusive, joint, and common
rights to the total floor area and land area of that property. Under these calculations, the land area of an affected
property in joint ownership shall be given the same weight as the land area of an affected property not in joint
ownership, in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by signatures to the notice of
appeal.
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      (5)   For purposes of this Section 308.1, a “Verified Tenant” is a residential or commercial tenant of a property
who declares, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of California, that the tenant occupies the entire
property or at least one separate unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. Each
Verified Tenant who signs an appeal pursuant to this Section 308.1 must maintain proof of tenancy including either
an executed lease reflecting a term of more than 32 days, or at least one of the following forms of records reflecting
that the tenant has occupied the property for more than 32 consecutive days as of the date of signature: (a) state or
federal income tax records, (b) department of motor vehicle records including license, registration or California
identification, or (c) utility bills. A Verified Tenant who signs an appeal pursuant to this Section may be required by
Public Works to provide such proof of tenancy. A “Verified Tenant” shall not include occupants of property who
rent the property for less than 32 consecutive days, or for Tourist or Transient Use, or as a Short-Term Residential
Rental, as those terms are defined in Section 41A.4 of the Administrative Code, but shall include tenants of all
Unauthorized Units in the property.


      (6)   Where a property contains more than one rental unit, the signatures of Verified Tenants shall be calculated
as representing the percentage of affected property in the same proportion of the number of rental units on the
property represented by the Verified Tenants subscribing to the appeal to the total number of rental units in that
property. Only one Verified Tenant for each residential or commercial rental unit shall be counted for each such
unit; if more than one Verified Tenant occupying a single rental unit subscribes to the appeal, that unit will only be
given the weight of a single unit in the property. Under these calculations, an affected property rented by multiple
Verified Tenants shall be given the same weight as an affected property owned by a single owner or occupied by a
single tenant, in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by signatures to the notice of
appeal.


      (7)   If an owner of 100% of a tenant-occupied property and one or more Verified Tenants of the same property
subscribe to the appeal, the land area of the affected property shall be given the same weight as the land area of an
affected property owned by a single owner in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by
signatures to the appeal. If a joint owner of land held in joint ownership property and one or more Verified Tenants
of the same property subscribe to the appeal, the total land area of the affected property shall be calculated by
adding the land areas calculated pursuant to subsections (3) through (6), above, and may total, but not exceed 100%
of the land area of the property in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by signatures to
the appeal.


   (c)   Hearing. Upon the filing of such written notice of appeal so subscribed, the Board of Supervisors or the
Clerk thereof shall set a time and place for hearing such appeal, which shal1
may be not less than 21 nor more than
45 days after such filing. If there is not a Board meeting scheduled during that time, the Clerk may schedule the
hearing at the next regularly scheduled Board meeting more than 50 days after the filing. The hearing may be held
no more than 60 days from the date of filing, unless the parties consent to a later date as provided in subsection (f)
below.


   (d)   Decision. The Board of Supervisors shall hear and decide the appeal within 90 days of the filing of the
written notice of appeal, unless the parties consent to a later date as provided in subsection (f) below. The Board’s
decision on the appeal is final upon adjournment of the meeting at which the hearing was held and at which the
Board votes to approve or deny such appeal. Failure of the Board of Supervisors to act within such time limit shall
be deemed to constitute approval by the Board of the action of the Planning Commission.


   (e)   Findings. The Board of Supervisors shall adopt findings supporting its decision to uphold or deny an appeal
under this Section 308.1 within 60 days after making its decision on the appeal. Notwithstanding the foregoing
sentence, failure of the Board to approve findings within the time specified will not affect the finality of the
Board’s decision on the appeal.


   (f)   Continuances. Any continuance of the time periods specified in this section 308.1 shall require a written
request from the party or parties seeking continuance in such form as may be provided by the Clerk of the Board
for the Board of Supervisors’ consideration.


   (g)   Votes Required. In acting upon an appeal of a Planning Commission determination on a request for
reclassification by an interested party, the Board of Supervisors may disapprove the action of the Planning
Commission only by a vote of not less than 2/3 of all members of the Board. In acting upon any other appeal of a
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Planning Commission determination on a Planning Code amendment, the Board of Supervisors may disapprove the
action of the Planning Commission by a majority vote of the Board. In both cases, in the event that one or more of
the full membership of the Board is disqualified or excused from voting because of an interest prohibited by
general law or the San Francisco Charter, any such disapproval shall be by a vote of all members of the Board that
are not disqualified or excused; provided, however, that in the event that a quorum of all members of the Board is
disqualified or excused from voting because of an interest prohibited by general law or the Charter, the action of
the Planning Commission shall be deemed approved. In the event the Board disapproves the action of the
Commission when the Commission has disapproved in whole or in part a proposed amendment, the Board shall,
not later than its next regularly scheduled meeting, adopt the proposed ordinance. In the event the Board
disapproves the action of the Commission when the Commission has disapproved in whole or in part a proposed
conditional use, the Board shall prescribe in its motion such conditions as are in its opinion necessary to secure the
objectives of this Code, in accordance with Section 303(d).


(Amended by Ord. 443-78, App. 10/6/78; Ord. 69-87, App. 3/13/87; Ord. 321-96, App. 8/8/96; Ord. 121-01, File No. 010271, App. 6/1/2001; Ord.
277-03, File No. 031497, App. 12/12/2003; Ord. 129-17, File No. 170203, App. 6/30/2017, Eff. 7/30/2017; Ord. 202-18, File No. 180557, App.
8/10/2018, Eff. 9/10/2018; Ord. 191-22, File No. 220130, App. 9/16/2022, Eff. 10/17/2022)


AMENDMENT HISTORY


Divisions (a) and (b)-(b)(4) amended; Ord. 129-17, Eff. 7/30/2017. Division (a) amended; Ord. 202-18, Eff. 9/10/2018.Divisions (a), (b), (b)(4)
amended; divisions (b)(5)-(7), (e), and (f) added; division (c) amended as divisions (c) and (d); former division (d) redesignated as division (g); Ord.
191-22, Eff. 10/17/2022.


CODIFICATION NOTE


1.   So in Ord. 191-22.


Editor’s Note:


   See also: Interpretations related to this Section.



http://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0129-17.pdf

http://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0202-18.pdf

https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0191-22.pdf

http://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0129-17.pdf

http://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0202-18.pdf

https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0191-22.pdf

https://sfbos.org/sites/default/files/o0191-22.pdf









Appeal on the basis that it does not comply with the requirements of San Francisco
Planning Code Section 308.1. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions. We look forward to your response.
 
Best,
 
Sam
--
Samuel Ray
Colla & Ray LLP
1561 Powell Street
San Francisco, CA 94133
o: (415) 579-1414
d: (415) 579-1413
collaray.com

NOTICE: My office hours are 1:00 – 4:30 pm PST Monday – Friday. The best way to contact me is via
text or email and I will respond to you at my earliest convenience. If you require immediate
attention, please call the office at (415) 579-1414 . Thank you for your cooperation.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This communication and its contents may contain
confidential and/or legally privileged information.  It is solely for the use of the intended
recipient(s).  Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may
violate applicable laws, including the Electronic Communications Privacy Act.  If you are not
the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of
the communication.

3001

tel:(415)%20579-1414
tel:(415)%20579-1412
https://url.avanan.click/v2/___http:/collaray.com/___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo0ZDEzZGRhYTFiNTI5NzQ3NTg3YmY5NWZlNGNkYmQxMjo2OjQ3YzU6MTgwNDVkMDE3ZjQzYjUxNWZjY2U4NDgwZmRlMzg5NzM3OWVhZDU3ODk2MjIxNWYzNWVkMmNiZGIwOTdkOTJlMzpoOlQ


(415) 579-1414 COLLARAY.COMLAW OFFICES

1561 POWELL STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133

 

November 23, 2022 
 
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall – Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
angela.calvillo@sfgov.org 
 
Nicholas Huff, PE, Bureau Manager 
Katharine Anderson, City & County Surveyor 
Department of Public Works 
Bureau of Street Use & Mapping 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, 3rd Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
nicholas.huff@sfdpw.org 
katharine.anderson@sfdpw.org 
 
Sent Via Email and Hand Delivery. 
 
Re: File No. 221141/Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA/4835 Mission Street – Conditional Use 
Authorization Appeal – Request for Verification of Validity of Notice Appeal.  
 
Dear Clerk of the Board of Supervisors: 

 This law firm represents Mission Advisory Co., the project applicant (the “Applicant”) for 
conditional use authorization to convert the property located at 4835 Mission Street (the “Property”) to 
retail cannabis use under Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA (the “Project”). The Project was 
unanimously approved by the Planning Commission on September 29, 2022. This Project is a verified 
equity owned dispensary, which meets all the requirements of San Francisco Police Code Article 16 and 
fulfils the City and County of San Francisco’s equity goals. 

 On October 31, 2022, the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors received a Notice of Appeal of the 
Project and assigned this matter File No. 221141. The relevant portion of the Notice of Appeal is attached 
hereto as Exhibit A. On November 8, 2022, the Department of Public Works (“DPW”) sent the Clerk of 
the Board a letter verifying the Notice of Appeal (“DPW Verification Letter”). A copy of the DPW 
Verification Letter is attached hereto as Exhibit B. On November 9, 2022, the Clerk of the Board sent a 
letter to the Appellant accepting the Notice of Appeal (“Clerk of Board Letter”). A copy of the Clerk of the 
Board Letter is attached hereto as Exhibit C.  

The purpose of this letter is to contest the validity of the Notice of Appeal on the basis that it does 
not meet the requirements of San Francisco Planning Code Section 308.1. This Applicant is a small business 
and an equity-owned dispensary. This Project has met all the requirements imposed by the City and County 
of San Francisco in order to receive approval from the Planning Commission and Office of Cannabis. In 
addition, the Applicant has done considerable community outreach, including neighborhood meetings and 
canvassing. In short, despite the arduous process of opening a dispensary in San Francisco, this Applicant 
has done this project the correct way by respecting all the processes and procedural hurdles imposed by the 
City. Therefore, the prospect of having to go before yet another government body, after already receiving 
unanimous approval from the Planning Commission, is daunting as it interjects uncertainly at the end of 
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what has already been a long journey. As the Applicant has respected due process throughout this Project, 
they only requests that they are affordable the same due process in consideration of this Notice of Appeal.  

As such, the Applicant requests that the City review the Notice of Appeal to ensure it meets the 
requirements of Planning Code Section 308.1. Upon review, the City will find that the Notice of Appeal 
does not meet the signature requirement. As detailed below, Section 308.1 requires that a notice of appeal 
be subscribed to by “the owners or Verified Tenants of at least 20% of the property affected by the 
Conditional Use[.]” (Planning Code §308.1(b).) Here, the Notice of Appeal is subscribed to by less than 
20% of the verified tenants/owners of the affected properties, as such this Notice of Appeal should not have 
been accepted.  

I. Summary of Section 308.1 

 On or about September 16, 2022, the Board of Supervisors amended Planning Code Section 308.1 
to allow “Verified Tenants”, in addition to property owners, to subscribe to appeals for the purpose of 
reaching the required 20% threshold of affected properties. (See File No. 220130; Planning Code §308.1.) 
This amendment became effective on October 17, 2022. For your reference, a true and correct copy of 
Planning Code Section 308.1 is attached hereto as Exhibit D.  

Section 308.1 now states, in relevant part, that a notice of appeal shall be subscribed by, inter alia, 
“the owners or Verified Tenants of at least 20% of the property affected by the . . .  Conditional Use.” 
(Planning Code §308.1(b).) For the purpose of appeals of a conditional use authorization, Section 308.1 
defines “property affected” as “all property within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries of the property for 
which Conditional Use has been approved by the Planning Commission, excluding the property for which 
the approval has been given.” (Planning Code §308.1(b)(2).) Section 308.1 defines a “Verified Tenant” as 
“a residential or commercial tenant of a property who declares, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the 
State of California, that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate unit on the property 
pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days.” (Planning Code §308.1(b)(5).) Verified Tenants are 
required to “maintain proof of tenancy,” which can be requested by DPW to verify tenancy. (Ibid.)  

As some tenants only occupy a portion of an affected property and some owners only own a fraction 
of a building, Section 308.1 provides instructions for calculating the number of properties affected with 
signatures subscribing to the petition: 

- Section 308.1(b)(4) states that, [i]f a property is held in joint ownership, “the signatures of the 
joint owners shall be calculated as representing affected property in direct proportion to the 
amount of total ownership of that property attributed to the joint owner or owners subscribing 
to the notice of appeal.” Further, if an owner has “exclusive rights to a portion of the property, 
the proportion of the total ownership attributable to that owner shall be calculated in terms of 
a ratio of the floor area and land area in which that owner has exclusive, joint, and common 
rights to the total floor area and land area of that property.” 

- Section 308.1(b)(6) states that, “[w]here a property contains more than one rental unit, the 
signatures of Verified Tenants shall be calculated as representing the percentage of affected 
property in the same proportion of the number of rental units on the property represented by 
the Verified Tenants subscribing to the appeal to the total number of rental units in that 
property.” Further, “if more than one Verified Tenant occupying a single rental unit subscribes 
to the appeal, that unit will only be given the weight of a single unit in the property.”  
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- Section 308.1(b)(7) states that, “[i]f an owner of 100% of a tenant-occupied property and one 
or more Verified Tenants of the same property subscribe to the appeal, the land area of the 
affected property shall be given the same weight as the land area of an affected property owned 
by a single owner in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by 
signatures to the appeal.” 

Therefore, Section 308.1 requires that the City not only count the number of affected properties 
represented by signatures, but also properly weigh each of those signatures in accordance with the 
percentage of the property that each signatory owns or rents.  

II. Application of San Francisco Planning Code Section 308.1 to this Notice of Appeal 

Here, there are 153 affected properties (properties within 300 feet of exterior boundaries of the 
Property). As such, in order to reach the 20% threshold of affected properties, either owners or Verified 
Tenants of 31 affected properties must subscribe to the Notice of Appeal. The Notice of Appeal has 64 
signatures, which represent 38 different properties. Out of those 38 properties, one property – 579 London 
Street (APN: 6273/017B) – is outside the 300-foot radius. Further, in accordance with the method for 
calculating the 20% threshold of property described above (see Planning Code §308.1(b)(1)-(7)), many of 
the affected properties are multi-unit buildings and the signatories represent only a fraction of the units 
within said property. Finally, some of the affected properties are multi-owner properties, and the signatories 
only represent a percentage of the property’s ownership. As such, in determining if the 20% threshold is 
met, those signatures must be weighted appropriately.  

Here are two examples from this Notice of Appeal of how signatures should be weighted in 
accordance with Section 308.1: 

1. A single tenant of 4828 Mission Street signed the Notice of Appeal. However, 4828 Mission 
Street is a four-unit building. Per Section 308.1(b)(6), “[w]here a property contains more 
than one rental unit, the signatures of Verified Tenants shall be calculated as representing 
the percentage of affected property in the same proportion of the number of rental units 
on the property represented by the Verified Tenants subscribing to the appeal to the total 
number of rental units in that property.” (Emphasis Added.) As such, this tenant’s signature 
should only be attributed to 1/4 of the affected property. In other words, for the purposes of 
determining whether the 20% threshold has been met (31 properties), this signature should be 
counted as .25, as opposed an entire property. 

2. One property owner of 522 Paris Street signed the Notice of Appeal. However, this property 
actually has two owners on title. Per Section 308.1(b)(4), if a property is held in joint 
ownership, “the signatures of the joint owners shall be calculated as representing affected 
property in direct proportion to the amount of total ownership of that property attributed to the 
joint owner or owners subscribing to the notice of appeal.” As such, this owner’s signature 
should only be attributed to 1/2 of the affected property. In other words, for the purposes of 
determining whether the 20% threshold has been met, this signature should be counted as .5, 
not the entire property. 

Accounting for the above considerations, the City will find that less than 20% of the affected 
properties have subscribed to this Notice of Appeal. Further, many of the signature are from “tenants.” In 
order to be considered, Section 308.1 specifically requires that the tenants be “Verified Tenants” as defined 
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by Section 308.1(b)(5). In fact, Section 308.1 empowers DPW to require that tenant signatories provide 
proof of residency in the form of an executed lease agreement, tax records, DMV records, and/or utility 
bills. Here, DPW never requested tenant verification. Notably, in the Verification Letter, DPW specifically 
states that “[w]e were not able to verify tenant’s signatures” and stated that the tenants are “unverified 
tenants.” (See Exh. B [emphasis added].) Further, the Letter from the Clerk of the Board specifically states 
that Notice of Appeal contain signatures from “verified property owners and unverified tenants.” (See 
Exh. C [emphasis added].) However, Section 308.1 specifically requires that the tenants be “Verified 
Tenants” in order to be counted. Therefore, DPW should request proof of residency from the tenant 
signatories or, in the alternative, not count the signatures of “unverified tenants” towards the 20% threshold. 

As previously stated, the approval of this Project has been a long road for the Applicant. In fact, 
despite being held to the strict letter of the law, the Applicant has surpassed every single legal and 
procedural hurdle. Therefore, the prospect of having this Project reviewed by another government body 
after receiving unanimous approval from the Planning Commission is concerning as it could have huge 
implications on the future of this business. As such, before accepting this Notice of Appeal, the Applicant 
respectfully requests that the City review this Notice of Appeal to ensure that it is subscribed to by 20% of 
the affected properties as required by Section 308.1.  

 
Very Truly Yours, 
 
/s/ Samuel Ray 

 
Samuel Ray 
Colla & Ray LLP 
Attorneys for Mission Advisory Co. 
 

cc:  Supervisor/Board President Shamann Walton 
Supervisor Ahsha Safai 
Supervisor Connie Chan 
Supervisor Catherine Stefani 
Supervisor Aaron Peskin 
Supervisor Gordon Mar 
Supervisor Dean Preston 
Supervisor Matt Dorsey 
Supervisor Myrna Melgar 
Supervisor Rafael Mandelman 
Supervisor Hillary Ronen 
Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Jonas Ionin, Planning Commission 
Sylvia Jimenez, Planning Department 
Ryan Balba, Planning Department 
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RECE IVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

SAN FRAN CISCO 

2022 OCT 3 I PH 3: I 8 

NOTICE TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF APPEAL BY ___ j)--'------
FROM ACTION OF THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 

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

The property is located at ___ Lf_s>_s_r-__ ~(\_1:-::i_:s_to-_, __ ~_+ ___ s_~ __ u{-_ .. 

s ef~C""' L 0- ?_ ff 
1 

:2--(/)?_2._ 
Date of City Planning Commission Action 

(Attach a Copy of Planning Commission's Decision) 

0 c .\--o ~ er :S l , 1-<!>2-2.._ 
Appeal Filing Dat'e 

Iv ~ e Planning Commission disapproved in w 
property, Case No. fl/ 

e or in part an application for reclassification of 

ication for establishment, 4-The Planning Commission disapproved in whole or in part an a 
abolition or modification of a set-back line, Case No. ---';V--l,L"l-===---------

/rhe Planning Commission approved in whole or in _e_art an application for conditional use 
authorization, Case No. '2..-({>'2.. ( ~ c/>t r 3 :> 2-(._ u.,+. 

N f fJ,he Planning Commission disapproved i~ole or in part an application for conditional use T ~uthorization, Case No. /1-' . 

V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process5 
August 2011 
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Statement of Appeal: 

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

Pka.~e. see ~.i\ l-oV~ of ~\.V\vCv3 GoMV\I\ l'vS( o v'\ 

w .. ufiVV\ ~·~~ ~ ,:~ l-v~ fw.. ~ ~·~ vl, 11\3 . 

Name 1 

p. o 0Jo·1' ~ ~ fJo ~\ S~U,\ q~I ~~ 5&0 0Ji11~ i-+ SF /A q YUL 
Address Address 

· Telephone Number Telephone Number 

,/"--·~ 

/ l I 
( :··1} J 1 ,.J 
\ ~::~~.J/'?)z l!J f [~-·-· 
'"-··· .Signature of Appellant or 

Authorized Agent 

V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process6 
August 2011 
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.... REC~/VEO 
d0ARO OF SUPERVISOR~~ 

SAN FRANCISCO . 

2022 OCT 31 PM 3: I 8 

B Y __ ...,.'-l!______ ~ 1 Planning Commission Case 
No. 202.1- 0 II :>-'- '2 WJ\ 

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

I/ 

.----s=t,-re_e..,..t.._A--.d-.dre-ss-,-r--;----.--r---:.ao.-w-n-e-r -or--,-----.P_...r ...... in..,..te-..N"a_m_e--.---=o--.ri-.gi.-n-.al""'S...-ig-n-a..,...tu-re----, / 
property owned or Verified Tenant 

rent 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11 . 

12. 

15 

16. 

20. 

(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted .) 
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Planning Commission Case 
No . .2-02.I - 0 ll 3Sl. CIA.A 

The undersigned dec~at ereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amen m r cond itional use (that Is, owners or "Verified Tenants· of 
the 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. 

· verified Tenants'' that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjwy, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

Assessor's wner or ame 
Block & Verified Tenant 

Lot 

6. 

- 7. 

(All information provided is subject to public d isclosure ; persona l information w ill not be redacted.) 
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RECEIVED 
BO.ARO OF SUPERVISORS 

SA J FRANCISCO 

2022 OCT 3 I PM 3: I 8 

BY--~-A----~-- 2 Planning Commission Case 
No. 0).,/ -0I/ 35'2. vlA A 

The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

Street Address, 
property owned or 

rent 

Assessors wneror 
Block & Verified Tenant 

Lot 

Printe ame 

(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 
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RECEIVE D 
J OARO OF SUPERVISORS 

SA FRA tCISCO 

2022 OCT 31 PM 3: I 8 Planning Commission Case 
No. 2.,02.. t -01 I 3,1- 'l. CIA.A 

The undersitJYieci declac./Jat II.ii)' eFe l'lereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or cond itional use (that is , owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the property within the area that is the subject of the appl ication 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below. hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. · 

ssessor's wner or ame rig nal Signature 
Block & Verified Tenant 

Lot 

2. 

3. 

4. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11 . 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

(All information provided is subject to public d isclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 
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RECE IVED 
.., QARO OF SUPERVI SORc: 

SAN FRANCISCO 

2022 OCT 31 PM 3: I 8 
)I 

, ,., , 1 3 ,. Planning Commission Case 
No. -"-"" 2.. , - o I ~- i. l lJlA 

The undersigr@<f declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed ameHOment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 

"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 

street Address, Assessor's Owner or Printed Name Original Signature 
property owned or Block & Verified Tenant 

rent Lot 

1. 4~b 7 Jl,11??'~,J [i}~ 1'2- ~7 .1 z,/()1S-I () 1,J Ncf- )k ·r-i'?-e:: ))o ·o:i:;u.1 R.11:>A J\ q~ l ei { · &J. c~ e--1 

2· ~--i1J.rndrnt ~1 6:1-7~/ow-r- /() /A{ fl/ c [? Vi I Al V ?I 2/1 )r !JG 1&t~~nf}:-D 
/ ',. ::t . .....~ /;nv/ofJ9 

• - '- I V 

~ ~ \\\ ""' / V 

3. ''EN~"\ '3,\\\1\ -":, s ·\ ... h,\,._ ·--:. . .)ce. 
4. I \ \J 0 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11 . 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; persona l information will not be redacted.) 
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Nicolas Huff, PE, Bureau Manager Bureau of Street-Use & Mapping 

nicolas.huff@sfdpw.org T. 628.271.2000 49 South Van Ness Ave. 3rd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103 

November 8, 2022 

Ms. Angela Calvillo 

Clerk of the Board 

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

City Hall - Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

RE: Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA 

4835 Mission Street - Conditional Use Authorization Appeal 

APN 6272 LOT 021 

Dear Ms. Calvillo: 

This letter is in response to your November 2, 2022, request for the Office of the City and 

County Surveyor to review for verification of signatures with respect to the above referenced 

appeal. We were able to able to verify the owners through the Assessor Recorder's property 

records. We were not able to verify tenant's signatures. They did, however, declare under 

penalty of perjury that they occupy the property. 

Please be advised that per our calculations the appellants' signatures (verified owners and 

unverified tenants}, they represent 27.18% of the area, which is greater than 20% of the area 

involved and therefore may be enough for an appeal. 

Sincerely, 

Katharine Anderson 

City & County Surveyor 

l nc1 • U1t u •._t tyor 1 C r1,1 ho. t Ir h r rn [) rt tc.' ".fpuul,.. • , u rq I ft,,ubl ./'. 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

November 9, 2022 

Olinda Vega 
566 London Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/fTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Subject: File No. 221141 -Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization 
4835 Mission Street Project 

Dear Ms. Vega: 

The appeal filing period for the Conditional Use approval for the proposed project at 
4835 Mission Street closed on October 31, 2022. 

The City and County Surveyor has informed the Board of Supervisors in a letter received 
November 8, 2022 (copy attached), that the signatures represented with your appeal filing 
on October 31, 2022, have been checked pursuant to the Planning Code, and represent 
more than 20% of the verified property owners and unverified tenants required , and are 
sufficient for an appeal. 

Pursuant to Planning Code, Section 308.1, a hearing date has been scheduled for 
Tuesday, December 13, 2022, at 3:00 p.m., at the Board of Supervisors meeting. 

Please provide to the Clerk's Office by noon: 

20 days prior to the hearing: 
Wednesday, November 23, 2022 

11 days prior to the hearing: 
Friday, December 2, 2022 

names and addresses of interested parties 
to be notified of the hearing, in spreadsheet 
format; and 

any documentation which you may want 
available to the Board members prior to the 
hearing. 

For the above, the Clerk's office requests electronic files be sent to 
bos.legislation@sfgov.org . 
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4835 Mission Street Project 
Conditional Use Appeal 
Hearing Date: December 13, 2022 Page2 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Legislative Clerks, Lisa Lew, at 
(415) 554-7718, Jocelyn Wong, at (415) 554-7702, or Arthur Khoo, at (415) 554-4447. 

Very truly yours, 

' ~---~~.,A 
Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 

jw:ak:11:ams 

c: Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Katharine Anderson, Public Works 
William Blackwell, Public Works 
Bernie Tse, Public Works 
Nicolas Huff, Public Works 
Jason Wong, Public Works 
Ian Schneider, Public Works 
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department 
Devyani Jain, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 
Corey Teague, Planning Department 
Tina Tam, Planning Department 
AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Dan Sider, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Elizabeth Watty, Planning Department 
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission 
Ryan Balba, Planning Department 
Julie Rosenberg, Board of Appeals 
Alec Long away, Board of Appeals 
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11/23/22, 1:29 PM https://export.amlegal.com/api/export-requests/82cda568-adb6-422d-af13-bf4ea9e6c5e2/download/

https://export.amlegal.com/api/export-requests/82cda568-adb6-422d-af13-bf4ea9e6c5e2/download/ 1/3

SEC. 308.1. APPEALS: AMENDMENTS TO THE PLANNING CODE AND
CONDITIONAL USES.

   (a)   Right of Appeal. The action of the Planning Commission, in disapproving in whole or in part an amendment
to the Planning Code initiated by application as described in Section 302 and Sections 306 through 306.5, or in
approving or disapproving in whole or in part an application for Conditional Use authorization as described in
Sections 303 and 304 and Sections 306 through 306.5, shall be transmitted to the Office of the Clerk of the Board
in final and signed form within 20 business days of Commission’s action to approve or disapprove in whole or part
the application, and subject to appeal to the Board of Supervisors in accordance with this Section 308.1. An action
of the Commission so appealed from shall not become effective unless and until approved by the Board of
Supervisors in accordance with this Section 308.1.

   (b)   Notice of Appeal. Any appeal under this Section 308.1 shall be taken by filing written notice of appeal with
the Board of Supervisors no earlier than ten business days after the date of action by the Planning Commission, and
no later than within 30 days after the date of action by the Planning Commission. The appeal shall be filed with the
Office of the Clerk of the Board in a manner prescribed by the Clerk of the Board and in accordance with the
Planning Fee Schedule. The notice of appeal shall be subscribed by either (i) the owners or Verified Tenants of at
least 20% of the property affected by the proposed amendment or Conditional Use or (ii) five members of the
Board of Supervisors. The signature on the appeal of members of the Board shall not be deemed to be any
indication of their position on the merits of the appeal but rather shall indicate only that they believe there is
sufficient public interest and concern in the matter to warrant a hearing by the Board of Supervisors. Upon receipt
of a notice of appeal, the Office of the Clerk of the Board shall transmit the notice of appeal and subscribed
signatures to Public Works within five business days for its determination of the 20% threshold of the property
referenced above. For the purposes of this Section 308.1, the property affected, and the determination of the 20%
threshold, shall be calculated by Public Works within five business days from when the Office of the Clerk of the
Board requests a determination on the 20% threshold of the property referenced, as follows:

      (1)   When a proposed amendment or Conditional Use has been disapproved by the Planning Commission, the
property affected shall be deemed to be all property within the area that is the subject of the application for
amendment or Conditional Use, and within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries of the property that is the subject of
the application;

      (2)   When a proposed Conditional Use has been approved by the Planning Commission, the property affected
shall be deemed to be all property within 300 feet of all exterior boundaries of the property for which the
Conditional Use has been approved by the Planning Commission, excluding the property for which the approval
has been given;

      (3)   In either of the above cases, when any property is owned by the City and County of San Francisco, the
United States Government or the State of California, or any department or agency thereof, or by any special
district, and is located within 300 feet of the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or Con-
ditional Use, such property shall be excluded in determining the property affected unless such owner shall itself be
a subscriber of the notice of appeal; and

      (4)   Wherever a property is held in joint ownership, the signatures of joint owners shall be calculated as
representing affected property in direct proportion to the amount of the total ownership of that property attributable
to the joint owner or owners subscribing to the notice of appeal. For the purposes of this calculation, the term “joint
ownership” shall include joint tenancies, interests in common, community property, partnerships, stock
cooperatives, condominiums, community apartments and planned unit developments. Where each owner has
exclusive rights to a portion of the property, the proportion of the total ownership attributable to that owner shall be
calculated in terms of a ratio of the floor area and land area in which that owner has exclusive, joint, and common
rights to the total floor area and land area of that property. Under these calculations, the land area of an affected
property in joint ownership shall be given the same weight as the land area of an affected property not in joint
ownership, in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by signatures to the notice of
appeal.
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      (5)   For purposes of this Section 308.1, a “Verified Tenant” is a residential or commercial tenant of a property
who declares, under penalty of perjury of the laws of the State of California, that the tenant occupies the entire
property or at least one separate unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. Each
Verified Tenant who signs an appeal pursuant to this Section 308.1 must maintain proof of tenancy including either
an executed lease reflecting a term of more than 32 days, or at least one of the following forms of records reflecting
that the tenant has occupied the property for more than 32 consecutive days as of the date of signature: (a) state or
federal income tax records, (b) department of motor vehicle records including license, registration or California
identification, or (c) utility bills. A Verified Tenant who signs an appeal pursuant to this Section may be required by
Public Works to provide such proof of tenancy. A “Verified Tenant” shall not include occupants of property who
rent the property for less than 32 consecutive days, or for Tourist or Transient Use, or as a Short-Term Residential
Rental, as those terms are defined in Section 41A.4 of the Administrative Code, but shall include tenants of all
Unauthorized Units in the property.

      (6)   Where a property contains more than one rental unit, the signatures of Verified Tenants shall be calculated
as representing the percentage of affected property in the same proportion of the number of rental units on the
property represented by the Verified Tenants subscribing to the appeal to the total number of rental units in that
property. Only one Verified Tenant for each residential or commercial rental unit shall be counted for each such
unit; if more than one Verified Tenant occupying a single rental unit subscribes to the appeal, that unit will only be
given the weight of a single unit in the property. Under these calculations, an affected property rented by multiple
Verified Tenants shall be given the same weight as an affected property owned by a single owner or occupied by a
single tenant, in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by signatures to the notice of
appeal.

      (7)   If an owner of 100% of a tenant-occupied property and one or more Verified Tenants of the same property
subscribe to the appeal, the land area of the affected property shall be given the same weight as the land area of an
affected property owned by a single owner in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by
signatures to the appeal. If a joint owner of land held in joint ownership property and one or more Verified Tenants
of the same property subscribe to the appeal, the total land area of the affected property shall be calculated by
adding the land areas calculated pursuant to subsections (3) through (6), above, and may total, but not exceed 100%
of the land area of the property in determining whether 20% of the property affected is represented by signatures to
the appeal.

   (c)   Hearing. Upon the filing of such written notice of appeal so subscribed, the Board of Supervisors or the
Clerk thereof shall set a time and place for hearing such appeal, which shal1
may be not less than 21 nor more than
45 days after such filing. If there is not a Board meeting scheduled during that time, the Clerk may schedule the
hearing at the next regularly scheduled Board meeting more than 50 days after the filing. The hearing may be held
no more than 60 days from the date of filing, unless the parties consent to a later date as provided in subsection (f)
below.

   (d)   Decision. The Board of Supervisors shall hear and decide the appeal within 90 days of the filing of the
written notice of appeal, unless the parties consent to a later date as provided in subsection (f) below. The Board’s
decision on the appeal is final upon adjournment of the meeting at which the hearing was held and at which the
Board votes to approve or deny such appeal. Failure of the Board of Supervisors to act within such time limit shall
be deemed to constitute approval by the Board of the action of the Planning Commission.

   (e)   Findings. The Board of Supervisors shall adopt findings supporting its decision to uphold or deny an appeal
under this Section 308.1 within 60 days after making its decision on the appeal. Notwithstanding the foregoing
sentence, failure of the Board to approve findings within the time specified will not affect the finality of the
Board’s decision on the appeal.

   (f)   Continuances. Any continuance of the time periods specified in this section 308.1 shall require a written
request from the party or parties seeking continuance in such form as may be provided by the Clerk of the Board
for the Board of Supervisors’ consideration.

   (g)   Votes Required. In acting upon an appeal of a Planning Commission determination on a request for
reclassification by an interested party, the Board of Supervisors may disapprove the action of the Planning
Commission only by a vote of not less than 2/3 of all members of the Board. In acting upon any other appeal of a
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Planning Commission determination on a Planning Code amendment, the Board of Supervisors may disapprove the
action of the Planning Commission by a majority vote of the Board. In both cases, in the event that one or more of
the full membership of the Board is disqualified or excused from voting because of an interest prohibited by
general law or the San Francisco Charter, any such disapproval shall be by a vote of all members of the Board that
are not disqualified or excused; provided, however, that in the event that a quorum of all members of the Board is
disqualified or excused from voting because of an interest prohibited by general law or the Charter, the action of
the Planning Commission shall be deemed approved. In the event the Board disapproves the action of the
Commission when the Commission has disapproved in whole or in part a proposed amendment, the Board shall,
not later than its next regularly scheduled meeting, adopt the proposed ordinance. In the event the Board
disapproves the action of the Commission when the Commission has disapproved in whole or in part a proposed
conditional use, the Board shall prescribe in its motion such conditions as are in its opinion necessary to secure the
objectives of this Code, in accordance with Section 303(d).

(Amended by Ord. 443-78, App. 10/6/78; Ord. 69-87, App. 3/13/87; Ord. 321-96, App. 8/8/96; Ord. 121-01, File No. 010271, App. 6/1/2001; Ord.
277-03, File No. 031497, App. 12/12/2003; Ord. 129-17, File No. 170203, App. 6/30/2017, Eff. 7/30/2017; Ord. 202-18, File No. 180557, App.
8/10/2018, Eff. 9/10/2018; Ord. 191-22, File No. 220130, App. 9/16/2022, Eff. 10/17/2022)

AMENDMENT HISTORY

Divisions (a) and (b)-(b)(4) amended; Ord. 129-17, Eff. 7/30/2017. Division (a) amended; Ord. 202-18, Eff. 9/10/2018.Divisions (a), (b), (b)(4)
amended; divisions (b)(5)-(7), (e), and (f) added; division (c) amended as divisions (c) and (d); former division (d) redesignated as division (g); Ord.
191-22, Eff. 10/17/2022.

CODIFICATION NOTE

1.   So in Ord. 191-22.

Editor’s Note:

   See also: Interpretations related to this Section.
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Zhou Huan Yu
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Wednesday, January 18, 2023 3:59:39 PM

 

Dear Board Of Supervisors:
 
I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the
proposed dispensary opening at 4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health and
safety concerns that would be impacted negatively should such an entity open in an area
that is already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that are
already associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts
during armed robberies and the like).
 
There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the
closest one is 997 feet away at 4687 north of the proposed site. Additionally,
there is another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission approximately one and a half
blocks to the south.
 
Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need
anymore. The existing buffer zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer
zones in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares, preschools, primary schools,
elementary, high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be
protected as they once were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is
paramount. Interestingly, the rules have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier
for cannabis dispensaries to enter neighborhoods.
 
We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present
dispensaries in the Excelsior can be exempt.
Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as
is your mission.

Thank you.

3023

mailto:ascy318@hotmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org


From: Pav Heng
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Tuesday, January 17, 2023 11:25:24 PM

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

Dear Board Of Supervisors,

My name is Pav Heng. I have lived in Excelsoir for 17 years; I have owned a coffee shop, known as Glaze Donuts,
in Excelsior for 16 years; and I own a few commercial properties in Excelsior, one of which is actually located right
next to the proposed location on 4835 Mission street.

As a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood, I am voicing my objection to the proposed dispensary opening at 4835
Mission St. I believe that there are many health and safety concerns that would be impacted negatively should such
an entity open in an area that is already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that are
already associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts during armed robberies and
the like).

There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest one is 997 feet away at
4687 Mission Street, north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994
Mission approximately one and a half blocks to the south.

Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need anymore. The existing buffer
zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares,
preschools, primary schools, elementary, high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be
protected as they once were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter neighborhoods.
We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had. Present dispensaries in the
Excelsior can be exempt.

More importantly, this proposed location on 4835 Mission St is extremely close to Balboa High School, only two to
three minutes walk away. This proposed cannabis retail is right next to subway restaurant on 4841 Mission St and
Hawaiian Drive Inn on 4827 Mission St, where many many high school students come to hang out and buy their
food. High school students must not be directly exposed to cannabis, a substance that can affect teenagers’ brain
development, memory impair, significant IQ dropping…etc.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and acting accordingly is your mission.

Sincerely,
Pav Heng

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

From: zhi hong
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Monday, January 16, 2023 5:52:36 PM
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Emeteria Martinez
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: No Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St
Date: Monday, January 16, 2023 5:46:30 PM

 

Dear Board of Supervisors, 

I’m the owner of la Loma # 6 located 4788 Mission St. and I am voicing my objection to the
proposed dispensary opening at 4835 Mission St. I believe that opening the store will bring
drug addiction in our neighborhood and there will be more homeless, robberies and car brake
ins.

Another thing that I want to mention is that why is so easy for the cannabis to get their
application to be approved. 

I myself had applied for an extension to sell more items at my store but the health department
denied it. 

It’s not fair that the  cannabis store has it easy and myself who sells produce has it more
difficult .

Aside from that, no one from the Cannabis store contacted me yet to introduce his/herself or
notified me about the opening of the sore.

Our district has more than enough Cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need
anymore. Our district it’s getting saturated with these Cannabis Stores 3 are already operating
and 2 more were approved recently. 

No more Cannabis stores in District 11

Respectfully, 

La Loma # 6 
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Ramona Ramirez
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: No more Marihuana Stores in the Excélsior District
Date: Saturday, January 14, 2023 2:02:09 PM

 

Estimado junta de Supervisores, 

Soy miembro del vecindario de Excélsior y expresó mi objeción a la apertura de la tienda de
Marihuana propuesto en 4835 Mission St. 

I usted to have a Nutrición store on 8 Niagara Ave. San Francisco, 94112. After 10 year in
bussiness, our store was affected  when the the 2nd Cannabis stores opened on 5258 mission
St. I lost many of my clients due to this store. There were many brake in on my clients cars,
roberies and there were no enough párking for my clients. The marihuana store took all the
parking. 
Two years ago we moved closer to 4800 block but we found out that there is a marihuana store
opening. I am afraid that I will loose my clients again and be out of bussiness. 
I Need my bussiness to support my family. Supervisores please no more Cannabis store in the
Excélsior. 

Nuestro distrito tiene más que suficientes dispensario y no requiere más. 

Gracias. 
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From: Minda S.
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Thursday, December 8, 2022 8:23:01 AM

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

Effectively: Community Members of whom object to issuance of a permit to open for business at proposed location.

Dear Board Of Supervisors:

I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the proposed dispensary opening at
4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health and safety concerns that would be impacted negatively should
such an entity open in an area that is already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that
are already associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts during armed robberies
and the like).

There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest one is 997 feet away at
4687 Mission,  north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission
approximately one and a half blocks to the south.

Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need anymore. The existing buffer
zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares,
preschools, primary schools, elementary, high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be
protected as they once were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter neighborhoods.

We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present dispensaries in the
Excelsior can be exempt.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as is your mission.

Thank you
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Brian Foust
330 Capistrano Ave
San Francisco, Ca 94112
415.615.2418
fousty@gmail.com

Jan 3rd, 2023

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

Dear Mr. Safai,

I am writing to you concerning the recent proposed project for a Cannabis
Dispensary at 4835 Mission St in the Excelsior. (Project # 2021-0111352APL.) It
is of concern to me that yet another cannabis dispensary would be located in
our neighborhood. There are already three cannabis dispensaries located
along the Mission St Corridor in our neighborhood, we do not need another. If
it is not too late, I ask that you not allow this project to move forward and
promote a more diverse use of ground floor retail in our neighborhood.

Sincerely,

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

From: Billy Joe
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal for File No. 221141 (Use of Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary)
Date: Monday, December 12, 2022 11:47:31 PM

 

Hi Board of Supervisors,

I have been fortunate enough to grow up and still live in the very same home that my parents
raised me in. Having attended Luther Burbank, Burton High School and CCSF I have seen the
ups and downs of this neighborhood. Now, I have my own kid and I hope to raise him in the
very same home my parents raise me.
I believe this neighborhood has too many dispensaries already.  There is a stretch that is less
than a mile (Mission & Niagara to Mission & Persia) that already has 4 dispensaries that are
either already there or have already been approved. 
What benefit will it be to the neighborhood if we add another dispensary?
I do not disagree with the business itself but I do not believe this particular location is a right
fit.

Thanks for your time.

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

From: Kwok Hung Gee
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Saturday, December 10, 2022 10:20:33 AM

 

Effectively: Community Members of whom object to issuance of a permit to open for business
at proposed location.
 

Dear Board Of Supervisors:
 
I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the proposed
dispensary opening at 4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health and safety
concerns that would be impacted negatively should such an entity open in an area that is
already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that are already
associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts during armed
robberies and the like).
 
There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest
one is 997 feet away at 4687 Mission,  north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is
another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission approximately one and a half blocks to the
south.
 
Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need
anymore. The existing buffer zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones
in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares, preschools, primary schools, elementary,
high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be protected as they once
were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter
neighborhoods. 
 
We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present
dispensaries in the Excelsior can be exempt.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as is your
mission.

Thank you
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From: gupawhappy@gmail.com
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Friday, December 9, 2022 2:33:31 PM

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

Effectively: Community Members of whom object to issuance of a permit to open for business at proposed location.

Dear Board Of Supervisors:

I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the proposed dispensary opening at
4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health and safety concerns that would be impacted negatively should
such an entity open in an area that is already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that
are already associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts during armed robberies
and the like).

There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest one is 997 feet away at
4687 Mission,  north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission
approximately one and a half blocks to the south.

Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need anymore. The existing buffer
zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares,
preschools, primary schools, elementary, high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be
protected as they once were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter neighborhoods.

We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present dispensaries in the
Excelsior can be exempt.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as is your mission.

Thank you.
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From: Robert Louie
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Dispensary
Date: Friday, December 9, 2022 2:25:56 PM

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

Sent from my iPhone
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From: tony c
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Friday, December 9, 2022 1:46:54 PM

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

Subject:  Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.

Effectively: Community Members of whom object to issuance of a permit to open for business at proposed location.

Dear Board Of Supervisors:

I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the proposed dispensary opening at
4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health and safety concerns that would be impacted negatively should
such an entity open in an area that is already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that
are already associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts during armed robberies
and the like).

There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest one is 997 feet away at
4687 Mission,  north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission
approximately one and a half blocks to the south.

Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need anymore. The existing buffer
zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares,
preschools, primary schools, elementary, high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be
protected as they once were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter neighborhoods.

We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present dispensaries in the
Excelsior can be exempt.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as is your mission.

Thank you

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

From: ninja
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary - 4835 Mission Street
Date: Friday, December 9, 2022 9:53:30 AM

 

Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary -  4835 Mission Street

To the Board of Supervisors,
I was recently made aware that a cannabis dispensary was possibly setting up shop at 4835
Mission St. I currently stay not too far from the area on London St. and I  am writing with my
concerns regarding another of this type of business being established. 

There are currently more than 4 dispensaries within district 11. Many of the residents (myself
included) are worried on how this could negatively impact the community with the effects on
health and possibly influx of crime and traffic. Keep in mind that Balboa High and other
schools are also in close proximity. 

I am all for small businesses coming into the area but I would prefer to see less of this in areas
that could affect our children when there should be more space for them free from such
influence and with their safety in mind. Please review the matter and let us reinstate a cap on
how many of these businesses can be established. The community has a voice and many are in
opposition to the proliferation of these dispensaries in our district.

Sincerely, 
Aldwin Ablang 
(a concerned citizen and resident)

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

From: ms ma
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal #221141 - 4835 Mission Cannabis Retail Use
Date: Friday, December 9, 2022 1:38:40 AM

 

(resubmitted with attachment)

Dear Board of Supervisors,
 
We, the undersigned, strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to
establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San
Francisco, CA 94112. There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to
this location, all along Mission Street.  Additionally, recent approvals for Cannabis Retail
were granted for locations at 5801 Mission Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just 2 blocks
away!  There are other applications pending in the pipeline, such as the one at 4994 Mission
Street.  We object to this saturation of selling of cannabis in our neighborhood!
 
We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for San
Francisco are important and needed.  However, this clustering of cannabis stores in our
neighborhood creates disproportionate detrimental land use impacts on our district and
residents.  We already deal with open cannabis usage and are impacted by undesirable odors,
loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores.  Elderly and other
vulnerable residents have to contend with second-hand smoke and other unhealthy impacts
from open cannabis users.  We are certain all members of  Board of Supervisors would
similarly not want to have to live with these undesirable conditions from such a concentration
of cannabis retail in their own neighborhood. 
 
We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and in our
neighborhood.  As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and
have been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission
and Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco already experience many incidences of such
criminal activities. The local Walgreens and other stores have closed down due to the constant
thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our
neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis.
 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the
subject property.  There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores to be at least
1,000 feet away from schools.  That has been reduced to 600 feet, which is just less than 2
blocks in distance and clearly not enough to adequately protect our children and youth.  Three
elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500
feet, and Balboa High School is just two short blocks away with open campus lunch. 
Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 100 to 200 feet away from the premise where
youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 
How can this be adequate protection to minimize cannabis access and exposure to our
impressionable youth?
 
There are many in the community who are fearful of having so many cannabis stores in our
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neighborhood.  Many do not speak English well, or at all, and are fearful of voicing their
concerns and objections due to possible retributions.  There are many families with young
children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a healthy and
safe community!  We are disproportionately and negatively impacted by the concentrated
numbers of already existing cannabis stores.  There is need to reinstate the prior SF Board of
Supervisors Ordinance to limit the number of cannabis retail in our district to 3 stores.  There
are more than enough existing stores in this area and plentiful online cannabis offerings to
provide for the needs of those who want and medically need this product.  We are also tax
paying citizens and, similar to the members of the Board of Supervisors and other residents
throughout San Francisco, we just want to live in our homes and neighborhood without fear
for our personal and community safety!  We implore the Board of Supervisors and other local
representatives to carry out their mission to do what is right by and for the citizens in this
district and to keep us safe!
 
We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access
and exposure to cannabis.  We again strongly object to the conditional
authorization and to this project.  Also, we strongly object to any further
approvals for any more cannabis stores in our district.  The Board of
Supervisors must carry out their mission to make the right and responsible
decision to deny any further cannabis retail business applications and protect
all residents of this district!
 
Please see attached Objection signatures.
Thank you for your attention to this issue! 
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This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.

From: Katiela Guido
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Date: Thursday, December 8, 2022 4:59:04 PM

 

TO:
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

Subject:  Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission
St.
 

Effectively: Community Members of whom object to issuance of a permit to open for business
at proposed location.
 

Dear Board Of Supervisors:
 
I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the proposed
dispensary opening at 4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health
and safety concerns that would be impacted negatively should such an entity open in an area
that is already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that are
already associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts
during armed robberies and the like).
 
There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest
one is 997 feet away at 4687 Mission,  north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is
another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission approximately one and a half blocks to the
south.
 
Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need
anymore. The existing buffer zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones
in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares, preschools, primary schools, elementary,
high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be protected as they once
were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter
neighborhoods. 
 
We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present
dispensaries in the Excelsior can be exempt.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as is your
mission.

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

From: Charmian Desales-Ablang
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: File no. 221141: Comments
Date: Thursday, December 8, 2022 3:54:22 PM
Attachments: BOS_Appeal to Cannabis Dispensary 4835.docx

 

Please see attached. thanks
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Angela Calvillo

Clerk of the Board, City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco, California



Dear Board of Supervisors: 

I am a member of the Excelsior District neighborhood and a proud member at that. I grew up in this District for the last 35 years. I went to Epiphany Elementary school from first to eight grade. I attend Corpus Christi church every Sunday. I walk my 84 year old Dad around our block for exercise and take him shopping at the little storefronts in the Mission. My son is active with the San Francisco Boys and Girls Club after school sports program. All activities centered in the Excelsior District.

I am completely against the proposed marijuana dispensary business set to open at 4835 Mission Street. There are many reasons as to why I am opposed to this business operating in my neighborhood but my number one concern is crime and a strong second would be safety. As a parent of a nine year old boy, I feel that a marijuana dispensary will attract crime, if not unsafe activities. The marijuana dispensary has proven to be an income generating business and will be an excellent target for violent robberies. With the current lenient approach on criminal activity in San Francisco, particularly the Excelsior district, a marijuana dispensary will only worsen the current state of our neighborhood. We are already faced with a heightened increase of crime in the neighborhood such as assaults, random shootings but theft and burglary have certainly topped this list. A dispensary is an easy invitation for theft, burglary. Not only will potential robberies occur against the business itself, customers will also be targeted for money or marijuana possession. This environment will certainly pose a risk to young families, all children and vulnerable members of our community (i.e. Senior community and the disabled). Lastly, there have been reports that operators of marijuana dispensaries have been associated with illegal activity. Activities such as money laundering, sale of illegal weapons and business dealings with organized gangs have been known to be associated with marijuana dispensaries. I believe that these facts will be detrimental to all citizens of the Excelsior community which not only applies to the residents but to the business owners, who have helped the community flourish. Keep in mind that the proposed location (4835 Mission Street) of this marijuana dispensary is within a few blocks from schools. Balboa High School is about 1 block away from this location and I often see children walking, hanging out in the area after school. Most are in the surrounding eateries (El Farolito, Taqueria Guadalajara, Aloha Hawaiian BBQ, Superstar Filipino restaurant, BNB Wings and Things). The proposed site of the marijuana dispensary is next to Subway Sandwich. Elementary schools such as Monroe Elementary, Cleveland Elementary, Epiphany Elementary schools) are also within 3-5 blocks from this location. Young people are an easy prey for marijuana and may likely drive some to impaired judgments that can lead to criminal activities, unsafe situations and addiction, at worst. I say that we “nip it in the bud” and prevent these businesses from opening before it becomes a big problem for our community.

Upon my research, I have discovered that there are currently five dispensaries operating here in District 11. In fact, the closest dispensary is 997 feet away at 4687 Mission street, north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is another dispensary at 4994 Mission street approximately one and half blocks to the south. Do we really need another dispensary? No. District 11 has more than enough dispensaries and does not need anymore. To recap what I had just mentioned, crime is at an all time high in the Excelsior district and to add another business with a high potential for criminal dealings and activity will only worsen the conditions we are currently facing in the neighborhood.

Finally, one of the worse consequences for running a marijuana dispensary in the Excelsior is the likelihood that traffic will increase at an already high traffic, congested area. Aside from the traffic, many illegally double park and/or block driveways due to the lack of parking spots. This causes havoc among residents, frustrated drivers and business owners. It also becomes a safety issue for pedestrians who cross the streets, especially during rush hour that starts at 4PM. 

I ask that the San Francisco Board of Supervisors strongly consider my objection to the proposed dispensary opening at 4835 Mission Street. I’d like to keep this neighborhood safe and free from potential crime and trouble in the future for the sake of our children and the Excelsior district community as a whole.



Thank you.



Charmian Desales-Ablang















Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board, City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, California 
 

Dear Board of Supervisors:  

I am a member of the Excelsior District neighborhood and a proud member at that. I grew up in this 
District for the last 35 years. I went to Epiphany Elementary school from first to eight grade. I attend 
Corpus Christi church every Sunday. I walk my 84 year old Dad around our block for exercise and take 
him shopping at the little storefronts in the Mission. My son is active with the San Francisco Boys and 
Girls Club after school sports program. All activities centered in the Excelsior District. 

I am completely against the proposed marijuana dispensary business set to open at 4835 Mission Street. 
There are many reasons as to why I am opposed to this business operating in my neighborhood but my 
number one concern is crime and a strong second would be safety. As a parent of a nine year old boy, I 
feel that a marijuana dispensary will attract crime, if not unsafe activities. The marijuana dispensary has 
proven to be an income generating business and will be an excellent target for violent robberies. With 
the current lenient approach on criminal activity in San Francisco, particularly the Excelsior district, a 
marijuana dispensary will only worsen the current state of our neighborhood. We are already faced with 
a heightened increase of crime in the neighborhood such as assaults, random shootings but theft and 
burglary have certainly topped this list. A dispensary is an easy invitation for theft, burglary. Not only will 
potential robberies occur against the business itself, customers will also be targeted for money or 
marijuana possession. This environment will certainly pose a risk to young families, all children and 
vulnerable members of our community (i.e. Senior community and the disabled). Lastly, there have been 
reports that operators of marijuana dispensaries have been associated with illegal activity. Activities 
such as money laundering, sale of illegal weapons and business dealings with organized gangs have been 
known to be associated with marijuana dispensaries. I believe that these facts will be detrimental to all 
citizens of the Excelsior community which not only applies to the residents but to the business owners, 
who have helped the community flourish. Keep in mind that the proposed location (4835 Mission Street) 
of this marijuana dispensary is within a few blocks from schools. Balboa High School is about 1 block 
away from this location and I often see children walking, hanging out in the area after school. Most are 
in the surrounding eateries (El Farolito, Taqueria Guadalajara, Aloha Hawaiian BBQ, Superstar Filipino 
restaurant, BNB Wings and Things). The proposed site of the marijuana dispensary is next to Subway 
Sandwich. Elementary schools such as Monroe Elementary, Cleveland Elementary, Epiphany Elementary 
schools) are also within 3-5 blocks from this location. Young people are an easy prey for marijuana and 
may likely drive some to impaired judgments that can lead to criminal activities, unsafe situations and 
addiction, at worst. I say that we “nip it in the bud” and prevent these businesses from opening before it 
becomes a big problem for our community. 

Upon my research, I have discovered that there are currently five dispensaries operating here in District 
11. In fact, the closest dispensary is 997 feet away at 4687 Mission street, north of the proposed site. 
Additionally, there is another dispensary at 4994 Mission street approximately one and half blocks to 
the south. Do we really need another dispensary? No. District 11 has more than enough dispensaries 
and does not need anymore. To recap what I had just mentioned, crime is at an all time high in the 
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Excelsior district and to add another business with a high potential for criminal dealings and activity will 
only worsen the conditions we are currently facing in the neighborhood. 

Finally, one of the worse consequences for running a marijuana dispensary in the Excelsior is the 
likelihood that traffic will increase at an already high traffic, congested area. Aside from the traffic, many 
illegally double park and/or block driveways due to the lack of parking spots. This causes havoc among 
residents, frustrated drivers and business owners. It also becomes a safety issue for pedestrians who 
cross the streets, especially during rush hour that starts at 4PM.  

I ask that the San Francisco Board of Supervisors strongly consider my objection to the proposed 
dispensary opening at 4835 Mission Street. I’d like to keep this neighborhood safe and free from 
potential crime and trouble in the future for the sake of our children and the Excelsior district 
community as a whole. 

 

Thank you. 

 

Charmian Desales-Ablang 
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From: Neonita Dela Rosa
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of conditional use authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission Street
Date: Thursday, December 8, 2022 1:59:09 PM

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

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

From: Mei Mei Zhu
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Thursday, December 8, 2022 7:22:59 AM

 

Effectively: Community Members of whom object to issuance of a permit to open for business
at proposed location.
 

Dear Board Of Supervisors:
 
I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the proposed
dispensary opening at 4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health and safety
concerns that would be impacted negatively should such an entity open in an area that is
already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that are already
associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts during armed
robberies and the like).
 
There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest
one is 997 feet away at 4687 Mission,  north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is
another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission approximately one and a half blocks to the
south.
 
Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need
anymore. The existing buffer zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones
in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares, preschools, primary schools, elementary,
high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be protected as they once
were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter
neighborhoods. 
 
We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present
dispensaries in the Excelsior can be exempt.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as is your
mission.

Thank you very much! 

God bless you! 

3049

mailto:mzhcafe@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org


From: Sharon Shea
To: Board of Supervisors (BOS)
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization of Cannabis Dispensary at 4835 Mission St.
Date: Thursday, December 8, 2022 6:12:01 AM

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

Dear Board Of Supervisors:

I am a member of the Excelsior Neighborhood and am voicing my objection to the proposed dispensary opening at
4835 Mission St. I believe that there are many health and safety concerns that would be impacted negatively should
such an entity open in an area that is already oversaturated with similar businesses. We are in fear of the crimes that
are already associated with such businesses (car break ins, murder for hire plots, shootouts during armed robberies
and the like).

There are 5 dispensaries already approved here in the district 11. In point of fact the closest one is 997 feet away at
4687 Mission,  north of the proposed site. Additionally, there is another dispensary in the pipeline at 4994 Mission
approximately one and a half blocks to the south.

Our district has more than enough cannabis dispensaries and does not require nor need anymore. The existing buffer
zone distance needs to be greater than 600 feet. The buffer zones in San Francisco were once 1000 feet. Daycares,
preschools, primary schools, elementary, high schools, parks, and any community center catering to kids must be
protected as they once were until the rules were changed. Our children’s safety is paramount. Interestingly, the rules
have changed bit by bit to make it easier and easier for cannabis dispensaries to enter neighborhoods.

We need to reinstate the cap of 3 dispensaries in the Excelsior that we once had, present dispensaries in the
Excelsior can be exempt.

Please listen to the concerns of the majority of the neighborhood and act accordingly as is your mission.

Thank you.
Sharon Shea
415.317.3198
London Street between Russia and France

Sent from my iPhone
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: "olinda vega"; "steve@mmdshops.com"; "Sarah.D@mmdshops.com"; "mishka@mmdshops.com";

"conorj@otterbrands.com"; "sam@collaray.com"
Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); Anderson, Katharine (DPW); Blackwell, William (DPW); Tse,

Bernie (DPW); Huff, Nicolas (DPW); Wong, Jason (DPW); Schneider, Ian (DPW); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain,
Devyani (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Sider,
Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Rosenberg, Julie
(BOA); Longaway, Alec (BOA); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa
(BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: HEARING NOTICE - Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 4835 Mission Street Project - Appeal
Hearing December 13, 2022

Date: Friday, December 2, 2022 8:25:00 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Greetings,

The Office of the Clerk of the Board has scheduled for a hearing for Special Order before the Board
of Supervisors on December 13, 2022, at 3:00 p.m.  Please find the following link to the hearing
notice for the matter:

               Public Hearing Notice - December 2, 2022

 

I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:

                Board of Supervisors File No. 221141

 

Best Regards,

Jocelyn Wong
Legislative Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163
jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org  |  www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please
ask and I can answer your questions in real time.
 

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

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
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public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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City Hall 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 
Sent via Email and/or U.S. Postal Service 

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 appeal and said public hearing 
will be held as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard in 
person or remotely. 

Members of the public attending this hearing in-person may be required to wear masks and 
adhere to certain procedures, please visit https://sfbos.org/in person meeting guidelines 
for the current guidelines. 

Date: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 

Time: 3:00 p.m. 

Location: IN-PERSON MEETING INFORMATION 

Subject: 

Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 

REMOTE ACCESS 
Watch: www.sfgovtv.org 
Watch: SF Cable Channel 26, 28, 78 or 99 (depending on your 
provider) once the meeting starts, the telephone number and 
Meeting ID will be displayed on the screen. 

Public Comment Call-In: https://sfbos.org/remote-meeting-call 

File No. 221141. Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the 
approval of a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Sections 202.2, 
303, and 720 of the Planning Code, for a proposed project at 4835 
Mission Street, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 6272, Lot No. 021, identified 
in Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA, issued by the Planning 
Commission by Motion No. 21178, dated September 29, 2022, to 
establish an approximately 1,300 square-foot Cannabis Retail use within 
the ground floor commercial space of the existing two-story mixed-use 
building, with no on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products within 
the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCO (Neighborhood Commercial 

DATED - MAILED - EMAILED - POSTED: December 2, 2022 
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Hearing Notice - Conditional Use Appeal 
4835 Mission Street 
Hearing Date: December 13, 2022 
Page2 

District) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. (District 11) 
(Appellant: Olinda Meza Vega) (Filed October 31, 2022) 

In accordance with Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable to attend 
the hearing on this matter may submit written comments prior to the time the hearing begins. 
These comments will be made as part of the official public record in this matter and shall be 
brought to the attention of the Board of Supervisors. Written comments should be addressed 
to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244, 
San Francisco, CA, 94102 or sent via email (board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org). Information 
relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board or the Board of 
Supervisors' Legislative Research Center (https://sfbos. org/leg islative-research-center-lrc ). 
Agenda information relating to this matter will be available for public review on 
Friday, December 9, 2022. 

For any questions about this hearing, please contact one of the Legislative Clerks: 

Lisa Lew (lisa.lew@sfgov.org - (415) 554-7718) 
Jocelyn Wong (jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org - (415) 554-7702) 
Arthur Khoo (arthur.khoo@sfgov.org - (415) 554-4447) 

Please Note: The Department is open for business, but employees are working from home. 
Please allow ~4 hours for us to return your call or email. 

f Angela Calvi o 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 
City and County of San Francisco 

jw:11:ak:ams 

DATED - MAILED - EMAILED - POSTED: December 2, 2022 3054



BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

PROOF OF MAILING 

Legislative File No. 221141 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Description of Items: Hearing - Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization Approval - 4835 
Mission Street - 376 Notices Mailed 

I, Jocelyn Wong , an employee of the City and 
County of San Francisco, mailed the above described document(s) by depositing the 
sealed items with the United States Postal Service (USPS) with the postage fully 
prepaid as follows: 

Date: December 1, 2022 

Time: 4:30 p.m. 

USPS Location: Repro Pick-up Box in the Clerk of the Board's Office (Rm 244) 

Mailbox/Mailslot Pick-Up Times (if applicable): N/A ----- ----------

Signature: ------a;J---jf-fjV ______________ _ 
Instructions: Upon completion, original must be filed in the above referenced file. 

3055



From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: Liu, Bella (CPC); Yeung, Tony (CPC)
Cc: BOS-Operations; BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Subject: CHECK PICKUP: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 4835 Mission Street Project - Appeal Hearing

December 13, 2022
Date: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 4:08:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Appeal Check Pickup.doc

Hi Bella,
 
The check for the appeal filing fee for the Conditional Use Authorization appeal of the proposed
4835 Mission Street project, is ready to be picked up at the Clerk’s Office. Our office is opened
Monday through Friday from 8:00am to 5:00pm. A fee waiver was not filed with this project. Kindly
sign the attached Appeal Check Pickup form once the filing fee is picked up.
 
Thank you.
 
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working
remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

 

From: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 3:51 PM
To: 'olinda vega' <olivegam@yahoo.com>
Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT) <Anne.Pearson@sfcityatty.org>; JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT)
<Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org>; Anderson, Katharine (DPW) <katharine.anderson@sfdpw.org>;
Blackwell, William (DPW) <William.Blackwell@sfdpw.org>; Tse, Bernie (DPW)
<bernie.tse@sfdpw.org>; Huff, Nicolas (DPW) <nicolas.huff@sfdpw.org>; Wong, Jason (DPW)
<jason.c.wong1@sfdpw.org>; Schneider, Ian (DPW) <ian.schneider@sfdpw.org>; Gibson, Lisa (CPC)
<lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Jain, Devyani (CPC) <devyani.jain@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy (CPC)
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                                                                                                                                                     City Hall


                                                                                                                        1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244


           BOARD of SUPERVISORS
                                                                            San Francisco 94102-4689


                                                                                                                                              Tel. No. (415) 554-5184


                                                                                                                                              Fax No. (415) 554-5163


                                                                                                                                        TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227




November 9, 2022

File Nos. 221141-221144

Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA

Received from the Board of Supervisors Clerk’s Office one check, one in the amount of Six Hundred Ninety Eight Dollars ($698) the filing fee paid by Olinda L. Meza Vega for the appeal of the Conditional Use Authorization for the proposed 4835 Mission Street project:


Planning Department By:


___________________________________


Print Name


___________________________________


Signature and Date

_1037780967.doc
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�























<joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Tam, Tina (CPC)
<tina.tam@sfgov.org>; Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC) <anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC)
<dan.sider@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC) <aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; Watty, Elizabeth (CPC)
<elizabeth.watty@sfgov.org>; Ionin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Balba, Ryan (CPC)
<ryan.balba@sfgov.org>; Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>; Longaway, Alec (BOA)
<alec.longaway@sfgov.org>; BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; BOS-Legislative Aides
<bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Somera, Alisa
(BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>; Mchugh, Eileen (BOS) <eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org>; BOS
Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>
Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 4835 Mission Street Project - Appeal
Hearing December 13, 2022
 
Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board has scheduled for a remote hearing Special Order before the
Board of Supervisors on December 13, 2022, at 3:00 p.m.  Please find linked below an appeal letter
regarding the proposed 4835 Mission Street project, as well as direct links to the Public Work’s
determination letter, and an informational letter from the Clerk of the Board.
 
                Appeal Letter - October 31, 2022
                Public Work’s Letter - November 8, 2022
                Clerk of the Board Letter - November 9, 2022
 
I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
                Board of Supervisors File No. 221141
 
Best regards,
 
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working
remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
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committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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/ 
BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

November 9, 2022 

File Nos. 221141-221144 
Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Received from the Board of Supervisors Clerk's Office one check, 
one in the amount of Six Hundred Ninety Eight Dollars ($698) the 
filing fee paid by Olinda L. Meza Vega for the appeal of the 
Conditional Use Authorization for the proposed 4835 Mission 
Street project: 

Planning Department By: 
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: "olinda vega"
Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); Anderson, Katharine (DPW); Blackwell, William (DPW); Tse,

Bernie (DPW); Huff, Nicolas (DPW); Wong, Jason (DPW); Schneider, Ian (DPW); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain,
Devyani (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Sider,
Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty, Elizabeth (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Rosenberg, Julie
(BOA); Longaway, Alec (BOA); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa
(BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 4835 Mission Street Project - Appeal Hearing December 13,
2022

Date: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 3:50:00 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Greetings,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board has scheduled for a remote hearing Special Order before the
Board of Supervisors on December 13, 2022, at 3:00 p.m.  Please find linked below an appeal letter
regarding the proposed 4835 Mission Street project, as well as direct links to the Public Work’s
determination letter, and an informational letter from the Clerk of the Board.
 
                Appeal Letter - October 31, 2022
                Public Work’s Letter - November 8, 2022
                Clerk of the Board Letter - November 9, 2022
 
I invite you to review the entire matters on our Legislative Research Center by following the link
below:
 
                Board of Supervisors File No. 221141
 
Best regards,
 
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working
remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
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public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

November 9, 2022 

Olinda Vega 
566 London Street 
San Francisco, CA 94112 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 

Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 

Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 

TDD/fTY No. (415) 554-5227 

Subject: File No. 221141 -Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization 
4835 Mission Street Project 

Dear Ms. Vega: 

The appeal filing period for the Conditional Use approval for the proposed project at 
4835 Mission Street closed on October 31, 2022. 

The City and County Surveyor has informed the Board of Supervisors in a letter received 
November 8, 2022 (copy attached), that the signatures represented with your appeal filing 
on October 31, 2022, have been checked pursuant to the Planning Code, and represent 
more than 20% of the verified property owners and unverified tenants required, and are 
sufficient for an appeal. 

Pursuant to Planning Code, Section 308.1, a hearing date has been scheduled for 
Tuesday, December 13, 2022, at 3:00 p.m., at the Board of Supervisors meeting. 

Please provide to the Clerk's Office by noon: 

20 days prior to the hearing: 
Wednesday, November 23, 2022 

11 days prior to the hearing: 
Friday,December2,2022 

names and addresses of interested parties 
to be notified of the hearing, in spreadsheet 
format; and 

any documentation which you may want 
available to the Board members prior to the 
hearing. 

For the above, the Clerk's office requests electronic files be sent to 
bos.legislation@sfgov.org . 
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4835 Mission Street Project 
Conditional Use Appeal 
Hearing Date: December 13, 2022 Page2 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Legislative Clerks, Lisa Lew, at 
(415) 554-7718, Jocelyn Wong, at (415) 554-7702, or Arthur Khoo, at (415) 554-4447. 

Very truly yours, 

' 
~---~CAa .. A 

Angela Calvillo 
Clerk of the Board 

jw:ak:11:ams 

c: Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Katharine Anderson, Public Works 
William Blackwell, Public Works 
Bernie Tse, Public Works 
Nicolas Huff, Public Works 
Jason Wong, Public Works 
Ian Schneider, Public Works 
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department 
Devyani Jain, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 
Corey Teague, Planning Department 
Tina Tam, Planning Department 
AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Dan Sider, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Elizabeth Watty, Planning Department 
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission 
Ryan Balba, Planning Department 
Julie Rosenberg, Board of Appeals 
Alec Long away, Board of Appeals 
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SAN FRANCISCO

PUBLIC
WORKS

Nicolas Huff, PE, Bureau Manager Bureau of Street-Use & Mapping

nicolas.huff@sfdpw.org T. 628.271.2000 49 South Van Ness Ave. 3rd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103

November 8, 2022

Ms. Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall- Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA
4835 Mission Street Conditional Use Authorization Appeal
APN 6272 LOT 021

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

This letter is in response to your November 2, 2022, request for the Office of the City and
County Surveyor to review for verification of signatures with respect to the above referenced
appeal. We were able to able to verify the owners through the Assessor Recorder's property
records. We were not able to verify tenant's signatures. They did, however, declare under
penalty of perjury that they occupy the property.

Please be advised that per our calculations the appellants' signatures (verified owners and
unverified tenants), they represent 27.18% of the area, which is greater than 20% of the area
involved and therefore may be enough for an appeal.

Sincerely,

Katharine Anderson
City & County Surveyor

London N Breed Mayor I Carta Short Interm Director sfpott works org I @sfpublu works
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
To: Anderson, Katharine (DPW)
Cc: Blackwell, William (DPW); Tse, Bernie (DPW); Huff, Nicolas (DPW); Wong, Jason (DPW); Schneider, Ian (DPW);

PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC);
Teague, Corey (CPC); Tam, Tina (CPC); Rodgers, AnMarie (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); Watty,
Elizabeth (CPC); Ionin, Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Rosenberg, Julie (BOA); Longaway, Alec (BOA); BOS-
Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS
Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed Project at 4835 Mission Street - Verification of Signatures
Date: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 1:36:33 PM
Attachments: Appeal Ltr 103122.pdf

image001.png
COB Ltr 110122 Det Req.pdf

Dear Ms. Anderson,
 
The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal of the Conditional Use Authorization for
the proposed project at 4835 Mission Street. The appeal was filed Olinda Vega on October 31, 2022.
 
Please find attached the appeal filing packet with signatures, and a letter requesting verification of
signatures submitted with the appeal filing.
 
Kindly review for verification of signatures and submit your determination no later than 5:00 p.m. on
November 8, 2022. Thank you.
 
Kind regards,
 
Lisa Lew
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org
 
(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and I can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working
remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.

    Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form

The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.
 
Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted.  Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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RECE IVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 


SA:,! FRANCISCO 


2022 OCT 3 I PH 3: I 8 


NOTICE TO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF APPEAL BY ___ /) ....... ____ _ 
FROM ACTION OF THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 


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


The property is located at ___ Lf_8_s_r-__ _._n_~~-'---:S _t'i>_, __ ~_+ ___ 5_~ __ <l_ ·. 


S e?\--c""' L 0- 1-'r 1 )._ cf)2-2-
oate of City Planning Commission Action 


(Attach a Copy of Planning Commission's Decision) 


0 e, .\--o ~ .e)- ~ l , 'L.¢2, L_ 
Appeal Filing Dat'e · 


1\/~e Planning Commission disapproved in w 
property, Case No. fl/ 


e or in part an application for reclassification of 


ication for establishment, 4-The Planning Commission disapproved in whole or in part an a 
abolition or modification of a set-back line, Case No. _ __,;V'---bL'I""""'---------


/rhe Planning Commission approved in whole or in _e_art an application for conditional use 
authorization, Case No. 2-<P?... ( ~ ct>t r 3 :> 2-(._ u.,+:. 


,,,,./ ~ he Planning Commission disapproved i~ole or in part an application for conditional use f :uthorization, Case No. Y . 


V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process5 
August 2011 







Statement of Appeal: 


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


Pka.~e. see ~.i\ l-oV~ of ~\.V\vCv3 GoMV\I\ l'vS( o v'\ 


w .. ufiVV\ ~·~~ ~ ,:~ l-v~ fw.. ~ ~·~ vl, 11\3 . 


Name 1 


p. o 0Jo·1' ~ ~ fJo ~\ S~U,\ q~I ~~ 5&0 0Ji11~ i-+ SF /A q YUL 
Address Address 


· Telephone Number Telephone Number 


,/"--·~ 


/ l I 
( :··1} J 1 ,.J 
\ ~::~~.J/'?)z l!J f [~-·-· 
'"-··· .Signature of Appellant or 


Authorized Agent 


V:\Clerk's Office\Appeals lnformation\Condition Use Appeal Process6 
August 2011 







,.. RECElVEO 
d0ARO OF SUPER VISORS 


SAN FRANCISCO .. 


2022 OCT 31 PH 3: I 8 


8 Y __ .... 41! ____ '""""_ ~ J Planning Commission Case 
No. 202. 1-011 - "2-(M__f\ 


The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


.----s=t.-re_e..,..t--=-A...,.dd-=-re-ss-,-.--.-----..-....---..... 0.-w-n-e-r o- r--.-----.P..-r..-in..,..te---r-.N,.....a_m_e _ __,,---=o...,.rig-.i,_na ..... l""""S"""'ig-n-a.,..tu-re----, / 
property owned or Verified Tenant / 


rent 


1. OvJV\oV 
2. 


3. 


4. 


6. 


7. 


8. 


9. 


11 . 


12. 


20. 


(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 


/' 







')OARD §~~]~f D 
I fi~2 b.·f J,.... 


sAu FRANcll'6W0R.s 


2022 OCT 31 PM 3: 18 Planning Commission Case 
No. .l-0 2. I - 0 1 l 3S 2 CIA.A 


The undersigned dec~at ereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amen m r conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below. hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


13. ' 


15. 


· 16. 


' 17. 


18. 


19. 


treet Address, 
property owned or 


rent 


Assessor's wner or 
Block & Verified Tenant 


Lot 


I I 


rinted Name ngtnal Signature 


(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 
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Planning Commission Case 
No. 0)., I - 0 1 I 35' 2. C...t,< A 


The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the 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. 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of petjury, under the Jaws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


Assessors wneror 
Block & Verified Tenant 


Printe Name Original ignature 


Lot 


1·t/811 
2· 'lil 
3. 


4. 


5. 


8. 


9. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


(All information provided is subject to public disclosure; personal information will not be redacted.) 
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The underajb'ned declac/J.-it ti.Ji)' eFe hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed amendment or cond itional use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the property within the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or conditiona l 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 . 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjU1y, under 117e laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. ' 


10. 


11 . 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


Street A ress, 
property owned or 


rent 


Assessor's wner or 
Block & Verified Tenant 


Lot 


rioted Name ignature 


(Al l information provided is subject to public d isc losure ; personal information will not be redacted .) 
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,. Planning Commission Case 
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The undersigri)ll'declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners or "Verified 
Tenants" of property affected by the proposed ameMment or cond itiona l use (that is, owners or "Verified Tenants" of 
the property within the area that is the subject of the application for amendment or conditional use, or with in 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 . 


"Verified Tenants" that sign below, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of 
California that the foregoing is true and correct, and that the tenant occupies the entire property or at least one separate 
unit on the property pursuant to a lease with a term exceeding 32 days. 


Street Address, Assessor's Owner or Printed Name Original Signature 
property owned or Block & Verified Tenant 


rent Lot 
-
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4 . I \ \) 0 
5. 


6. 


7. 


8. 


9. 


10. 


11 . 


12. 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


20. 


(All information provided is subject to public d isclosure ; persona l information will not be redacted.) 







October 31, 2022 


San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl # 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 


Olinda Vega 
566 London St. 
San Francisco, CA 94112 


,,,0 ,, . RECEiVED 
D ,!\RO .OF SUPEHVJsow·· 


SAN fRAriC /SCO ~ 


2022 OCT 3 I PH 3: I a 
BY_ ff -


Re: Appeal of Approval of Conditional Use of 4835 Mission Record# 2021-
011352CUA 


Dear Board of Supervisors, 


I recently sent in an email request to different members of the BOS to make this 
appeal themselves, as I have received no response from the BOS I am moving 
forward to make an appeal myself as today is the deadline to do such. 


Regarding the recent approval of the SF Planning Commission decision to approve 
the above cannabis dispensary on September 29, 2022, I was able to attend the 
hearing and speak momentarily before I was shut down. I believe there are a few 
issues at play that should be addressed regarding the hearing and the matter itself. 


I am a single mother that lives within the 300 foot radius of the proposed site hence 
my appeal is not only for myself and my own son but also the students of Balboa 
High School. English is not my primary language and communicating with SFGOV 
has been challenging and frustrating. 


I, along with a couple of concerned neighbors have been trying for weeks to get a 
mailing list from the planning department of people notified of the hearing living 
within a 300 foot radius of the address in question. I received such a list October 25, 
2022 around 10:30 pm, due to an inquiry with a Sylvia Jimenez at nearly 9:30 pm. 
We have been contacting her for weeks with this request. It appears that when we 
yet once again made the request and also directed that same request to the BOS and 
specifically Ahsha Safai that the request was sent within an hour, which we found 
that to be very interesting. I am concerned as to why the SF Planning Department 
would not have sent the list earlier. 


I am concerned that there may have been a violation of the Sunshine Ordinance. 
Despite the public notices that were sent out and one sign posted at the site of 4835 
Mission (the particular site's sign had only English, and did not appear to be easily 
understood English). Regarding the mailed notices the non-English languages did 
not appear to be clear as to the matter at hand, and I recall the foreign languages 
only instructing to call in for more information but did not even suggest in the 
slightest that a Cannabis Dispensary was attempting to enter the neighborhood. 
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Nearly 80% (but closer to 78%), of the neighborhood is comprised of native Asian 
and Spanish speaking people. The notice was not plain easily understood English. 
This appears to be the opposite of transparent. I understand easily understood 
English is a core tenet of the Ordinance. In the SF Planning Commission's public 
notice I simply saw the word cannabis, I did not see the word marijuana. When I 
went to collect signatures many people did not know that cannabis is essentially 
very similar to marijuana, the latter apparently being more easily understood 
English. The difference to non-primary English speaking people is a significant one. 


The Planning Commissioners themselves appeared to have been resolute advocates 
for Cannabis rather than an impartial board (Commissioner Koppel went on to 
remark that Thailand was more accepting of Cannabis). The hearing was to decide 
upon an additional dispensary being added to the neighborhood but appeared to be 
hijacked into 2 sides: Cannabis Vs. No Cannabis. The majority of neighborhood 
understands and accepts the existing dispensaries but generally believe that 
additional such businesses would have a negative impact on the neighborhood. The 
Commission seemed to be more interested regarding supporters who came from 
outside the neighborhood, as is the big box business applicant Steve Ashbel of Los 
Angeles County. Another concern during the hearing was the communication 
system, for people calling in for comment, who spoke Chinese or Spanish, appeared 
to not be working clearly. This had the effect of the callers not being able to make 
their message clearly. In fact it appeared that the city's Spanish Translator left early 
making it so that the Commission had to call on one of the supporters to translate 
for a caller. Another person attending the hearing informed me that the impromptu 
translator's translation was not accurate. I suggest that it was improper to continue 
in such a manner and was prejudicial. 


There appears to be a concern regarding the 600-foot rule and the local high school 
approximately 800 and 16 odd feet away. Yes, the schools proximity now meets the 
newer lowered distance requirement, however the school has an off campus lunch 
period. The primary destination for the students is 2 storefronts away at the 
Hawaiian restaurant, followed by a Taqueria on either side of Mission St. 
(approximately 66 and 102 feet away respectively), the primary location being 
nearly 33 feet from the proposed dispensary. Commissioner Tanner herself stated 
her concern that the distance of the buffer zone may need to be revisited and 
suggested that the BOS revisit that very point. Additionally, the primary Muni bus 
stop for students leaving is 100 feet away where they can easily witness Cannabis 
Patrons going in and out as well as when the students arrive to school. A gentleman 
who spoke at the hearing regarding the proposed dispensary stated that when he 
himself was a teen that he could simply pay an adult stranger to buy him alcohol, 
however one of the supporters stated that something similar would simply not 
happen with the dispensary, however there was no explanation offered as to how 
something similar would be avoided. I would wager that everybody on the BOS is 
educated enough to know that conceptually a teenager can still do something 
similar; having a proxy adult buy a particular desired substance. I opine that the 
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location of the primary off campus eating destinations should be included within the 
buffer zone and that the buffer zone of 1000ft be reinstated. 


City planner Michael Christensen stated that there were merely 4 comments of 
opposition when we appear to have at least 19 at the time of the hearing. 
Additionally, there were nearly 140 signatures of opposition on the petition that the 
Planning Commission took no apparent interest in taking into their record despite 
commenting that they appreciate that it took some work to produce such. Today, at 
this very point, we have over 200 signatures. 


A supporter of the proposed conditional use hearing, Sarah Dale of MMD, boasted of 
the extensive outreach that was performed in the neighborhood in regard to the 
project. As I recall, she spoke of extensive outreach, of knocking on doors well up to 
1000 feet of the proposed site. I received no such knocking on of doors as was 
suggested. I spoke to my surrounding neighbors and they were also unaware of any 
alleged contact. In fact, I reviewed my security system witch can record in excess 6 
months at a time, yet still I did not detect anyone attempting to contact me for such. 
I am dubious as to if the " extensive outreach" actually occurred. I am doubtful if 
Sarah Dale did in fact meet the intended requirements of the good neighbor policy. 


On 9/21/21 at the BOS hearing for 5801 Mission Cannabis Appeal supervisor Safaf 
acknowledged that crime increased related to cannabis and our district 
neighborhood having, then, three existing cannabis dispensaries was adequate. The 
approval for 5801 eventually made it through. Now, we are debating the 6th 


Cannabis site. It was brought up that historically San Francisco does have a cap 
system in place, i.e. liquor stores, yet for some reason cannabis is now able to not 
have a cap, which appears to be a precarious behavior. Then, Commissioner Fung 
recognized many of the associated problems with over saturation; it appears that 
over saturation is indeed happening right now. 


While I was collecting signatures I noticed something that resounded in me 
personally, and that is the fear of retaliation. I come from a Spanish speaking 
country with a history of human rights abuse. Many of the Spanish and Chinese 
speaking people I encountered appeared to hold a similar sentiment in regards to 
one's own government with a rich history in human rights abuse. The fear for many 
for many of these people has carried on to become part of their personality. I would 
liken it to PTSD. I have determined that the majority of people who did not sign our 
petition, despite the fact that they would prefer to, was due to fear of retaliation. 
Despite this, I believe those people should have a voice anyway, we exist, we pay 
taxes, we help our community continue to function due to our own participation in 
its economy. I am considering victims of human trafficking whom of which we pass 
laws to protect as many have gone down a path so far that it is extremely difficult 
for them to help themselves without support of the community. There is a similar 
mentality working here, our neighborhood wants protection, we need it, and we 
deserve it, our city government should recognize our need and act on it accordingly. 
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I believe that this transmission conveys and implies many concerns that suggest 
there were many flaws in the hearing of the planning commission. I will also include 
other relevant documents I urge the BOS to address this important matter for 
themselves. 


Thank you for your attention into this matter, 


Olinda Vega 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING COMMISSION 


Commission Ghamber~, Room 400 
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Good!ett Place 


San Francisco, CA 9~102-4689 


Thursday, September 29, 2022 
1 :00 p.m. 


Regular Meeting 
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Moore, Braun, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Ruiz, Tanner 


None COMMISSIONERS ABSENT: 


THE MEETING WAS CALLED TO ORDER BYVICE PRESIDENT MOORE AT 1 :05 PM 


STAFF IN ATTENDANCE: Aaron Starr, Miriam Chi on, Shelley Caltagirone, AnMarie Rodgers, Danielle Ngo, 
Monica Giacomucci, Michael Christensen, Trent Greenan, LizWatty - Director of Current Planning, Rich 
Hillis - Planning Director, Jonas P. lonin -Commission Secretary 


SPEAKER KEY: 
+ indicates a speaker in support of an item; 
- indicates a speaker in opposition to an item; and 
= indicates a neutral speaker or a speaker who did not indicate support or opposition. 


A. CONSIDERATION OF ITEMS PROPOSED FOR CONTINUANCE 


The Commission will consider a request for continuance to a later date. The Commission may 
choose to continue the item to the date proposed below, to continue the item to another date, or 
to hear the item on this calendar. 


B. COMMISSION MATTERS 


1. Consideration of Adoption: 
• Draft Minutes for August 25, 2022 







San Franci!rn Planning Commission Thursday. September 29. 2022 


SPEAKERS: 


ACTION: 
AYES: 


Speaker - 45 Bernard motion, due process not provided, roof deck 
Lindsay Huston - 45 Bernard, ex-parte communication, was not afforded 
due process 
Adopted 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 


• Draft Minutes for September 8. 2022 


SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 


None 
Adopted 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 


• Draft Minutes for September 15. 2022 


SPEAKERS: 


ACTION: 
AYES: 


Ozzie Rohm - Comments are not reflected adequately in minutes. 
Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Minutes - Capture what was said for the record 
Continued to October 6, 2022 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 


2. Commission Comments/Questions 


Meeting Minutes 


Vice President Moore: 
I would like to first welcome a full Commission again. Indeed, some of us have never met 
before but simultaneously I would like to welcome our new Commissioners, Commissioner 
Tanner and Commissioner Braun. It is great to be back here and it's almost being in a new 
room and a new experience. We're trying to make the best out of it. But before we get into 
Commission Comments, and I call on my other fellow Commissioners, please join me in the 
land acknowledgment that we read into the record every week. 


The Planning Commission acknowledges that we are on the unceded ancestral homeland 
of the Ramaytush Ohlone, who are the original inhabitants of the San Francisco Peninsula. 
As the indigenous stewards of this land and in accordance with their traditions, the 
Ramaytush Ohlone have never ceded, lost, nor forgotten their responsibilities as the 
caretakers of this place, as well as for all peoples who reside in their traditional territory. As 
guests, we recognize that we benefit from living and working on their traditional 
homeland. We wish to pay our respects by acknowledging the Ancestors, Elders, and 
Relatives of the Ramaytush Ohlone community and by affirming their sovereign rights as 
First Peoples. 


CommissionerTanner: 
I just want to say I'm glad to be back here. It's good to see everyone in person. Definitely 
missed being here with you all so just very very excited to be back and have a really great 
robust agenda today of matters to take up. One item that did come up during the hearing 
process at the Rules Committee was the discussion of the role between the Commission 
Secretary and the Commissioners. And I just wanted to, for the record, state that Mr. lonin 
and I did talk a little bit about that role and so, Supervisor Peskin had asked for that. So, we 
have had a conversation and I think it was really helpful for both of us. Just want to 
commend Mr. lonin for his really great work and service to the Commission and I think this 
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Meetin Minutes 


has been just wonderful to have you shepherd us through a very, very, very challenging 
and uncharted territory. And I know that you continue to serve us admirably and I want to 
thank you for your service to the Commission. 


Vice President Moore: 
Secretary lonin, I had a conversation and came onto a very good understanding that 
ultimately the subtlety of words matters and while we may have some ambiguity in our 
past motion making, we will pay attention that we all agree on every word that is being 
used in order to avoid confusion. We come with very different backgrounds, use language 
quite differently and that is for in a motion which is basic as semi-legal statement about a 
conclusion of this body, we need to be as precise as possible. And sometimes it involves 
using the advice from the City Attorney and specific expressions to avoid or to insert. All 
we need to pay attention to particular professional acronyms and words like architectural 
terms that are important to be properly used in our motions. We will try our best and I 
think we have a good understanding to cooperatively work together to bring that forward 
and avoid lengthy conversations which prolong, unnecessary prolong our meetings. I'm 
sure you would agree with what I said, Secretary lonin. I'd like to ask that we please 
schedule for next week's meeting the Election of Officers. We need to elect a President. 
And I'm not sure that includes reaffirming the role of the Vice President but we need to 
elect a new President. So, if you could schedule that perhaps for next week Secretary lonin, 
that would be appreciated. 


Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
Is there a consensus from the Commission? Okay, seeing no opposition, I will schedule the 
Election of Officers for next week's hearing. 


Vice President Moore: 
Thank you. 


Com missioner Diamond: 
I just wanted to explain the use of the head set in case any of you were wondering. I'm not 
listening to music on this side. I'm hearing impaired and I wear hearing aids and find the 
closed captioning to be delayed and not very useful and I want to make sure that I am 
hearing everything that everybody has to say. I found that on Zoom, the quality of the 
sound was so much better. And I'm working with the tech department and Mr. lonin to try 
to come up with a solution in the hearing chambers that allows me to hear every word. So, 
we are trying a head set clipped into a loudspeaker that allows the mies to be fed directly 
into my ears. And so far, it is a big improvement. I just wanted to provide you all with that 
explanation. 


Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
Thank you. Commissioner Diamond. If there are no other Commissioner comments, there 
is one more housekeeping item I wanted to address the Commission on. The Castro 
Theatre was scheduled to come before you next week. We've received a request to 
continue that item into December. And after conversations internally, we thought it might 
be prudent for us to sort of consolidate our resources and allow the public to make a single 
comment on one day. And so, what I'm asking is, would you be available for a joint hearing 
with the Historic Preservation Commission at 10 a.m. on December 8th? I polled the 
Historic Preservation Commissioners. We are able to assemble a quorum. They will actually 
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have back-to-back hearings on their regular day on Wednesday and then join us here on 
Thursday morning, December 8th at 10 a.m. We do expect a very, very large number of 
speakers on that matter. I think the indication through the number of e-mails we have 
been receiving associated with this project indicates strongly that a large number of 
people. So, to really prevent that members of the public to have to queue up twice in a row 
on 2 days, we thought we might see if we could accommodate them and hold a Joint 
Hearing on that matter? And then we would set a time specific for your remainder calendar 
after that. We might bleed over but at least we could do that. So, if we can get a quorum 
for 10 a.m., and if we all agree here to do that, we can get that going. And that way the 
public will know as well. 


Vice President Moore: 
Do you want to just nod for us to nod or do you want to ask anybody individually. 


Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
Well, I just, if anyone I think it'd be easier if someone said they can't make 10 a.m. on 
Thursday, December 3th, that would be easier. If not, I will assume that you all can. Okay, 
fantastic. Thank you for that, Commissioners. 


3. 2021-009977CRV - Remote Hearings - Consideration of action to allow teleconferenced 
meetings and adopting findings under California government code section 54953(e) to 
allow remote meetings during the COVID-19 emergency; continue remote meetings for 
the next 30 days; direct the Commission Secretary to schedu le a similar resolution [motion] 
at a commission meeting within 30 days. 


SPEAKERS: 
ACTION: 
AYES: 
RESOLUTION: 


Austin Yang - Response to comments and questions 
Adopted 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21174 


C. DEPARTMENT MATTERS 


4. Director's Announcements 


Rich Hillis, Planning Director: 
Good afternoon, Commissioners. No formal announcements but welcome Commissioner 
Braun, happy to have you with us. And welcome back Commissioner Tanner. 


5. Review of Past Events at the Board of Supervisors, Board of Appeals and Historic 
Preservation Commission 


Meeting Minutes 


Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs: 
Good afternoon, Commissioners. Welcome back everyone. It's unusual to see you all out 
here. So, this week's Land Use Committee was cancelled. However, last week they did hold 
one and you weren't here. 
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Land Use Last Week 
• 220643 Planning Code - Tenderloin Neon Special Sign District. Sponsors: Preston; 


Peskin and Melgar. Staff: V Flores 


First on last week's land use agenda was the Tenderloin Neon Sign District, sponsored by 
Supervisor Preston. Commissioners, you heard this item on August 25 and voted to 
recommend approval with modifications. Those modifications included: 


1. Strike Neon Sign provisions that are more restrictive than existing sign regulations. 


2. Allow legal, noncomplying Neon Signs to be physically removed from the building and 
returned for maintenance purposes. 


3. Amend the proposed Code language to change "blade signs" to "Projecting Signs". 


4. For Residential Hotels, clarify that: 1) these signs are considered Identifying Signs and 
2) Projecting. 


All your amendments were included in the revised version of this ordinance on September 
12th and the item was then continued one week to September 19th. On the September 
19th hearing the revised ordinance was heard again. This time there were no public 
com mentors and the item was forwarded to the Full Board as a committee report. 


• 220041 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Production, Distribution, and Repair Uses. 
Sponsor: Walton. Staff: Shaw 


Next was Supervisor Walton's ordinance that would remove the Industrial Protection Zone 
so that the underling PDR controls would govern the land use in that area. The ordinance 
would also Social Service and Philanthropic uses to exceed 5,000 sq. ft. Commissioners, 
you heard this item on March 24th of this year and voted to recommend approval with 
modification. That modification was to allow a grandparenting clause for Self-Storage 
Facilities. This amendment was added to the final ordinance at the Land Use Committee. 
During the hearing, there were no public commenters, and the item was forwarded to the 
Full Board with a positive recommendation. 


• 210866 Planning, Administrative, Subdivision Codes - Density Exception in Residential 
Districts. Sponsors: Mandelman; Melgar. Staff: Merlone 220997 Planning Code; Zoning 
Map - Rezoning Residential Districts] Sponsors: Mandelman; Haney 


Last but certainly not least, the Committee again considered Supervisor Mandelman's four­
plex ordinance. As you probably recall, the mayor vetoed the original ordinance that would 
have rezone all RH-1 districts to RH-2 and allow four units on interior lots and six units on 
corner lots. This density exception also came with limitations though. Applicants had to 
have owned the property for 5 years before they could take advantage of the density 
bonus. This is one reason why the mayor vetoed the ordinance, as it significantly limited 
the number of housings units the city would get out of the program. Also at issue was the 
rezoning from RH-1 to RH-2 to avoid SB9. While rezoning would technically allow the same 
number of units as SB9 without subdivision, it did not come with any process 
improvements. Projects maximizing density would still be subject to Planning Code 
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Section 317 and DR's, while projects under SB 9 would not. If you recall, Planning Staff and 
the Planning Commission recommended rezoning from RH-1 to RH-2 and included process 
improvements to avoid Section 317. The Board however did not take this 
recommendation. 


At Land Use, Supervisor Mandelman split his ordinance into two pieces, one to allow four­
plexes and one to allow the density bonus program, in the hope that this would allow the 
density bonus to receive a veto proof majority at the Board. 


The Committee added language to the ordinance's findings expressing concern about 
speculative development and discussed whether they should eliminate or reduce the 5-
year holding period. In the end the item was continued to October 3rd to allow further 
conversations on this point. 


Full Board This Week 
• 220643 Planning Code - Tenderloin Neon Special Sign District. Sponsors: Preston; 


Peskin and Melgar. Staff: V. Flores. PASSED SECOND READ 


• 220654 Planning Code - Landmark Designation - City Cemetery. Sponsors: Chan; 
Melgar, Peskin and Mar. Staff: Ferguson. PASSED SECOND READ 


• 220041 Planning Code, Zoning Map - Production, Distribution, and Repair Uses. 
Sponsor: Walton. Staff: Shaw. Passed First Read 


• 220905 Mayoral Reappointment, Planning Commission - Rachael Tanner. Sponsor: 
Mayor. Staff: N/ A. Adopted 220906 Mayoral Appointment, Planning Commission -
Derek Braun. Sponsor: Mayor. Staff: N/ A. Adopted 


Full Board Last Week 
• 220895 Interim Zoning Controls - Extending and Modifying Requirements for Large 


Residential Projects in RC, RM, and RTO Districts. Sponsors: Peskin; Chan. Adopted 


That concludes my report and I'm happy to take questions. 


Jonas P. lonin, Commission Secretary: 
The Board of Appeals met last night. JR Eppler attended his first hearing, replacing 
Commissioner Tina Chang on the Board. 


The Board heard one case of interest to the Planning Commission - an appeal to a 2019 
permit for 945-947 Minnesota Street. 


The permit is to replace damaged front stairs, windows, and exterior siding. The permit is 
to also infill the open area beneath an existing three-story rear extension and construct a 
new roof deck The property is a contributing structure in the Dog patch Landmark District. 


The appellant is the neighbor to the rear and his concerns are about legality of the existing 
three-story rear extension. He believes the extension needs to be torn down since there is 
no building permit found for it. 


Pa e 6of 12 







San Franci!rn Planning Commission Thursday, September 29, 2022 


The Discretionary Review and Rear Yard Variance requests for the project were heard on 
October 22, 2020. The Planning Commission voted to not take Discretionary Review and 
approved the project. The Zoning Administrator approved the Variance on December 2, 
2020. 


The neighbor/DR requestor/appellant subsequently appealed the Variance to the Board of 
Appeals. On January 27, 2021, the Board of Appeals voted to deny the appeal and uphold 
the ZA's issuance of the Variance. 


Since then, unpermitted work has taken place on the property. Joint site inspections 
between Planning and DBI revealed that the three-story rear extension has been illegally 
removed and rebuilt. DBI has issued a Stop Work Order for the property. 


At the appeal hearing last night, Board took the Department's recommendation and voted 
4-0 to grant the appeal and revoke the permit on the basis that the permit was improperly 
issued. 


The permit and plans contained inaccurate information. There is also evidence of 
excessive demolition as confirmed by the site inspections. 


Moving forward, the project will require a new Certificate of Appropriateness, a new Rear 
Yard Variance, and a new permit to capture all of the unpermitted work done and new 
work proposed on the property. 


Commissioners, I mentioned that the Historic Preservation Commission did not meet 
yesterday but we did not have a hearing on the 22nd and they did meet on September 21st 
so I will give you that briefing now. They adopted a resolution supporting the board of 
supervisor's resolution urging that the San Francisco Rec and Park develop and install and 
interpretative signage regarding the dark history at Sharp Park. They also adopted 
recommendations for approval for a number of legacy business registry applications -
Blazing Saddles Bike and Rental Tours on Hyde Street, the Mariposa Hunter's Point Yacht 
Club on Terry Francois Boulevard, the Larkins Brothers Tire Company on South Van Ness 
Avenue, Hotel Boheme on Columbus Avenue, Cafe La Boheme on 24th Street, Club Deluxe 
on Haight Street. And that concludes those updates and reports. 


D. GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT 


SPEAKERS: 


E. REGULAR CALENDAR 


Georgia Schuttish - Section 317 time line 
Ozzie Rohm - Consider an appointee from BOS for Commission President 
Sue Hestor - Difficulty with hearing and understanding comments 
Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Derek Braun - tenant rights and cultural equity 
Tes Welborn - Preserving rental housing stock 


The Commission Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; when applicable, followed 
by a presentation of the project sponsor team; followed by public comment. Please be advised 
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that the project sponsor team includes: the sponsor(s) or their designee, lawyers, architects, 
engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors. 


6. 


7. 


Meeting Minutes 


2020-0094600TH (M. CHION: (628) 652-7437) 
CENTERING PLANNING ON RACIAL AND SOCIAL EQUITY - Informational Presentation -
Staff will update the Commission on the Department's progress on the implementation of 
the June 11, 2020, Planning Commission's Equity Resolution. Staff will provide an overview 
of the key progress and deliverables from Fiscal Year 2021-2022, and an overview of the 
Department's current fiscal year equity priority projects and programs, several of which 
will be presented more in-depth at various Fall 2022 Planning Commission hearings. These 
projects include the 2022 Housing Element, Sunset Forward, and in-depth update of the 
status of the Racial & Social Equity Action Plan, Communication and Community 
Engagement Strateg ies, Cultural Districts, and the Tenderloin Community Action Plan. 
Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 


SPEAKERS: 


ACTION: 


= Rich Hillis - Introduction 
= Miriam Chion - Staff presentation 
+ Mary Travis-Allen - Equity Council 
+ William Ortiz-Cartagena - Equity Council 
- Ozzie Rohm -Measurable goals, affordable housing, rent control, tenants 
- Speaker - What gets built and for whom, thorough analysis, real changes 
- Janthal Labarinto - No substantive changes, community-based land use 
plans 


- Pria - Housing sustainability areas 
+ Lorraine Petty - State laws on housing 
- Keith - Scrutinize the housing element 
- Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Equity impact analysis 
+ Theresa Flandrick - Look at specific examples of Planning project 
Reviewed and Commented 


2019-016230CWP (5. CALTAGIRONE: (628) 652-7425) 
HOUSING ELEMENT - Informational Presentation - The Housing Element 2022 Update of 
the General Plan is San Francisco's first housing plan centered on racial and social equity. 
This plan will express the city's collective vision and values for the future of housing in San 
Francisco. It will also identify priorities for decision makers, guide resource allocation for 
housing programs and services, and define how and where the City should create new 
homes for San Franciscans, or those who wantto call this city home. This update is due late 
2022 and it will need to accommodate the creation of 82,000 units by 2031, a target set by 
State and Regional Agencies that has been tripled compared to the city's current targets. 
This hearing will allow SF Planning to share a brief update on the Housing Element review 
process with the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD). 
SF Planning plans to publish the next draft Housing Element packet to HCD in early 
October, which will include a 7-day public review period. 
Preliminary Recommendation: None- Informational 


SPEAKERS: = Shelley Caltagirone - Staff report 
- Georgia Schuttish - Constraints of lot sizes in San Francisco 
- Speaker - Si lencing community voices, rubberstamping market rate 
- Charlie Siamas - Put affordable first 
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ACTION: 
RECUSED: 


- Jake Price - Schedule in January not March, status quo is not equitable 
- Jessica - Schedule earlier to be in compliance 
- Tes Welborn - Where's affordable housing money and land banking? 
- Anastasia Yovanopoulos - Where's the money from, affordable housing 
first 
- Robert Fructhman - In dire straits, revise schedule for recertification 
- Zack Weisenberger - Put affordable first, commit to land use/resource 
plan 
= Scott - Let Commissioner Moore draft the next housing elementversion 
= Rich Hillis - Response to comments and questions 
= Austin Yang - Response to comments and questions 
Reviewed and Commented 
Braun, Ruiz 


8. 2018-004217GPA (D. NGO: (628) 652-7591) 
2022 SAFETY & RESILIENCE ELEMENT UPDATE - Consideration of Approval of 
Amendments to the San Francisco General Plan - Pursuant to San Francisco Charter 
Section 4.105, Planning Code Section 340(d) and Section 306.3, the Planning Commission 
will consider a resolution adopting amendments to the General Plan, including adopting 
the 2022 Safety & Resilience Element, making Planning Code Section 101.1 findings, and 
recommending that the Board of Supervisors adopt an Ordinance approving the 
amendments. On July 21, 2022, the Planning Commission passed Resolution No. 21147 to 
initiate amendments to the General Plan. If the Planning Commission adopts the 
amendments, the Commission will forward the proposal to the Board of Supervisors for 
consideration of adoption. 


9. 


Meeting Minutes 


Preliminary Recommendation: Approve 
(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 15, 2022) 


SPEAKERS: 


ACTION: 
AYES: 
RESOLUTION: 


= AnMarie Rodgers - Staff presentation 
= Danielle Ngo - Staff presentation 
+ Brian Strong - Resilience & Capital Planning 
+ Cindy Comerford - Department of Environment 
= Speaker - Functional recovery 
- Georgia Schuttish - Preserving smaller homes, demo calcs 
- Eileen Boken - Damage cost directly and indirectly by earthquake 
- Lorraine Petty - Confuse and dismayed with core intentions 
= Rich Hills - Response to comments and questions 
Adopted a Resolution Approving Amendments 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21175 


2016-010626CUA (E. SAMONSKY: (628) 652-7417) 
6227 3Ro STREET - east side between Hollister and Gilman Avenues; Lot 022 in Assessor's 
Block 4941 (District 10) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuantto P Ianni ng 
Code Sections 303, 317 and 712 to remove an unauthorized dwelling unit at the ground 
floor of a two-story single-family residence within a NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial, 
Moderate Scale) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes 
the Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
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(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 8, 2022) 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


SPEAKERS: 


ACTION: 
AYES: 
MOTION: 


= Monica Giacomucci- Staff report 
+ Miriam - Project sponsor report 
Approved with Conditions 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21176 


10. 2021 -011698CUA (E.SAMONSKY: (628)652-7417) 
424 TEXAS STREET - west side between 19th and 2Qth Streets; Lot 005 in Assessor's Block 
4066(District 10)-RequestforConditional Use Authorization pursuantto Planning Code 
Section 209.1, 303 and 317 to demolish a two-story, 1,625-square-foot single-family 
residence and construct a four-story, 3,638-square-foot residential building containing a 
dwelling unit and an accessory dwelling unit (ADU), ) within a RH-2 (Residential-House, 
Two Family) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the 
Approval Action for the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco 
Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 


11. 


Meeting Minutes 


(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 8, 2022) 
Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 


SPEAKERS: 


ACTION: 
AYES: 
MOTION: 


= Monica Giacomucci - Staff report 
+ Tom Tunney - Project sponsor presentation 
+ Beverly Tso - Design presentation 
- Karen - Impacts of the demolition to her house, loss of light 
- Darlene - Impact to young families, changing atmosphere 
+ Speaker - Helps families stay in the city 
+ Connor Johnston - Irony 
+ Ken Wong - Increase the housing stock and parking 
+ Andrew - Condition of building 
+Helen - No shadow impact 
+ Speaker - Minimal change 
+ Richard Benderwood - Will benefit to the new construction 
+ James Garner - Support families to live and stay in the community 
+ Speaker - Response to comments and questions 
Approved with Conditions 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21177 


2021 -011352CUA (R. BALBA: (628) 652-7331) 
4835 MISSION STREET - southeast side between Russia and France Street; Lot 021 in 
Assessor's Block 6272 (District 11 ) - Request for Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to 
Planning Code Sections 202.2, 303, and 720, to establish an approximately 1,300 square­
foot Cannabis Retail use within the ground floor commercial space of the existing two­
story mixed-use building, with no on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products 
within the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCD (Neighborhood Commercial District) Zoning 
District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for 
the project for the purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code 
Section 31 .04(h) . 
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Preliminary Recommendation: Approve with Conditions 
(Continued from a Regular hearing on September 15, 2022) 


SPEAKERS: 


ACTION: 
AYES: 
MOTION: 


= Michael Christensen - Staff report 
+ Perry Gabriel Jones - Project sponsor report 
+ Steve Ash be I - Project sponsor report 
+ Miguel Ynares - Help farmers, will provide extra security 
+ Angela White - Safer space and will create generational wealth 
- Speaker - List ofopposition signatures, residents not properly informed 
+ Sergio Guevarra - Support 
- Speaker - Was not aware, did not receive any notice 
- Speaker - Armed security, high volume of kids, Balboa High School 
- Speaker - Feels that neighborhood's voice is not heard 
+ Speaker - Kids are not allowed in the store, property value, safety 
- Francisco Dacosta - No proper outreach 
+ Corey Smith - Regulated and legal 
= Harry - Labeling should not be too attractive for kids 
- Speaker - Too many dispensaries in their neighborhood 
- Speaker - The neighborhood has a lot of young children 
+ Katherine - Controlled legalize store, decrease crimes, security 
- Speaker - Notice not available in Chinese and Spanish, 600 ft radius 
+ Speaker - Safe and protected, kids are not allowed to go to the store 
- Speaker - Some are unable to voice concerns due to language barrier 
Approved with Conditions 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
21178 


F. DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR 


The Commission Discretionary Review Hearing Procedures provide for presentations by staff; 
followed by the DR requestor team; followed by public comment opposed to the project; followed 
by the project sponsor team; followed by public comment in support of the project. Please be 
advised that the DR requestor and project sponsor teams include: the DR requestor and sponsor or 
their designee, lawyers, architects, engineers, expediters, and/or other advisors. 


12. 2021-005053DRP (D. WINSLOW: (628) 652-7335) 
1334 12TH AVENUE - east side between Judah and Irving Streets; Lot 038 in Assessor's 
Block 1766 (District 7) - Request for Discretionary Review of Building Permit 
2021.0506.9906 to construct a three-story rear horizontal addition to a three-story single­
family dwelling within a RH-2 (Residential House, Two-Family) Zoning District and 40-X 
Height and Bulk District. This action constitutes the Approval Action for the project for the 
purposes of CEQA, pursuant to San Francisco Administrative Code Section 31.04(h). 
Preliminary Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve as Modified 


SPEAKERS: 


Meeting Minutes 


= Trent Greenan - Staff report 
- Nancy Wong - DR presentation 
- John Wong - DR presentation 
+ Eric Hall - Project sponsor presentation 
+ Speaker - Architect presentation 
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ACTION: 
AYES: 
ORA: 


ADJOURNMENT 7:01 PM 
ADOPTED OCTOBER 13, 2022 


Meetin Minutes 


- Speaker - Light 
= Liz Watty - Response to comments and questions 
No DR 
Braun, Ruiz, Diamond, Imperial, Koppel, Tanner, Moore 
797 


Thursday. September 29, 2022 
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cannabis retail use-4835 Mission street, SF, Record#: 2021 ~011352CUA 


Buck!!':::y, .Jeff (BOS) <jeff.buckley@sfgov.org> 2022£f:9J=:l29ElJThrJ12:9 CTl.f12:10) 
1111:{tj= )\ : yunyuz18@gmail.com<yunyuz18@grnail.com> 


Dear 


Thank you for contacting us about the proposed cannabis dispensary at 483b Mission Street. /1lthough 
Supervisor Safai cannot take a position on matters before the Planninq Commission because those iterns rnay 
be appealed to the Board of Supervisors, we value your input and wili keep your thoughts ir1 rnind at the 
appropriate time. 


This item will be considered today at the Planning Commission (see agenda We encourage you to 
contact the Plannir,g Cornrnission here. We have also forwarded your rnessH~!e to the Planninq Department 
staff to ensure it will be included in the record. 


Our office will continue to monitor this situation and will ensure that the voice of the community is included in 
all future discussions, Please keep in touch when we can be of assistance in the future, 


Sincerely, 


Office of Supervisor Ahslrn Safai 


Frnm: Yun yu Zhang < > 
Sent Saturday, Septernber 'l 7, 2022 3:25 PM 
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS) 
SubJect: cannabis retail use4835 Mission street, SF, f~ecord#: 202'1 ··011352CU/\, 


is Cfty ernail system. not open links or 
r,ources. 
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I 


Yun yu Zhang <yunyuz18@rirnail.corn> 
1Hzitt ,A : Ahsha,Safai(b)sfgov. orq 


Dear Ahsha Safai, 


I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the 
subject property located at 483!3 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (l~ecord number: 
,,,,,,, ., 1 ·1 ·n··'CUA) ,/U/ ! U i ,,i,)/ .1 , 


There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission 
Street. We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clustering creates a 
disproportionately detrimental land use impact on our district and residents. We already deal with existing 
cannabis stores. As has been often reported rnany businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 
crimes and have been subject to shooting, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer activities. 
The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We 
do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with 
sellin9 cannabis. 


Of particular concern, there are nurnerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject 
property. Three elernentary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare centt31 is down the street vvithin 
500 feet, and Balboa High Schoo! is two blocks away, less than ·1,000 feet in distance. Aclditionaily, there is 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 


There are niany farnilies with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to nnd deserve 
to live in a safe community. We raise concerns for our personal community safety and for youth access 
and exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to the project. 


I even tried to email the Commision Secretary the en,ail address (c,,r 1:; ()( : !) was 
blocked, that is not right. There are big objections about this issue. Our comrnunity heard about this. This 
needs to be cornrnunity hearing tor this cannabis retail use store, our community is concerned. 


Thank you very much, 


Have good day! 
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Gma1 ms ma <msma2345@gmail.com> 


OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-
011352CUA 


ms ma <msma2345@gmail.com> 27 September 2022 at 23:50 
To: commisions.secretary@sfgov.org, sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org, ahsha.safai@sfgov.org 


.-'< .- "'!=-~,,,,-- . .=. ~ - ""-"""" 


Dear Commission, 


We, the undersigned, strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis 
Retail space at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 
2021-011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all 
along Mission Street. Additionally, recent approvals for Cannabis Retail were granted for locations at 580 l 
Mission Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just 2 blocks away! There arc other applications pending in the 
pipeline. such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We object lo this saturation of' selling of cannabis in our 
neighborhood! 


We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for San Francisco arc important 
and needed. However, !his clustering of cannabis stores in our neighborhood creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and arc 
impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. Elderly 
and other vulnerable residents have to contend with second-hand smoke and other unhealthy impacts from 
open cannabis users. We arc certain members of the Planning Commission would similarly not want to have 
to live with these undesirable conditions from such a concentration of cannabis retail in their own 
neighborhood. 


We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and in our neighborhood. 
As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to 
shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue areas of San 
Francisco already experience many incidences of' such criminal activities. The local Walgrcens and other 
stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further 
worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 


Of particular concern, there arc numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject 
property. There \Vere previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores to be at least 1,000 feet away from 
schools. That has.been reduced to 600 feet, which is just less than 2 blocks in distance and clearly not 
enough to adequately protect our children and youth. Three elementary schools arc in a half mile radius, a 
childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa High School is two short blocks away. 
Additionally, there arc bus stops approximately I 00 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be 
exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. How can this be adequate 
protection to minimize cannabis access and exposure to our impressionable youth? 


There arc many in the community who arc fearful of having so many cannabis stores in our neighborhood. 
Many do not" speak English well, or at all, and are fearful of voicing their concerns and ol~jections due to 
possible retributions. There arc many fomilics with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who 
need to and deserve to live in a healthy and safe comrnLmity! We arc disproportionately and negatively 
impacted by the concentrated numbers of already existing cannabis stores. There is need to reinstate the 
prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to limit the number of cannabis retail in our district to 3 stores. 
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There arc more tlwi1 enough existing stores in this area and plentiful onlinc cannabis offerings to provide for 
the needs of tl1ose·who wani and medically need this product. We arc also tax paying citizens and, similar to 
the members of the Planning Commission and other residents throughout San Francisco, ,ve just want to live 
in our hon1es and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community safety! We implore the 
Planning Commission and other local representatives to do what is right by and for the citizens in this district 
and to keep us safe! 


\Ve raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. We again stro·ngly object to the conditional authorization and to this 
project. Also, we strongly object to any further approvals for anymore cannabis stores in 
our district. The Planning Commission must make the right and responsible decision to 
deny~ny further cannabis retail business. applications and protect all residents of this 
district! 


Please see attached 2 pages of Objection signatures. 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


'f"'~ OBJECTION SIGNATURES ~2 pages.pdf 
w 32K 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
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Cannabis Retail use~-- 4835 Mission Street, SF; Record#:2021 ··011352CUA 


M<:li Mei Zhu <rnzhcafe(olgrnail.corr1> 
Tu: Sylvia .. Jimene1@:,fqov.org 


Dem Sylvia. Jinw11c1, 


Sat, St>p n, 20n at 1?.IJCJ !'M 


I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at thEJ 
r;ubject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Reco1·d number: 
,,.~ 1/." _ ~-.,,J .... Cr, .. ,-., . ''(Y)] [') 1 ·J ') c7· '! 111 .) 


There are already three cannabis stores located in c1 half rr1ile radius to this location, all along Mission 
Street We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clusteri11g creates a 
clisproprxtiomrtely dc,11 i1ne11lal land use impact on our district and residents. We already deal with existinq 
ca:1ndbi~, f.,l.mcs. /\s ha~; been often reported rnany businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 
crimes and rwwi been subject to shooting, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer activities. 
nit' local WalqreenG and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and untrnfo environirit?nts. Wt:\ 


clo not want to further wors1::n the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with 
selling cannabis. 


Of particular concen1, there me nurnerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject 
propEirty. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcan'! center is down the :;1Jeet within i:;nu 
feet, and Balboa Hi9h School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, ther(:; i;; 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and frorn school. 


1 here are rnany families with young children, and disabled and t:>lderly residents who need to and deserve to 
live in a safe community. We raise concerns for our personal cornmunity safety and for youth ~1ccess and 
exposure to cannabis. I aqain strongly object to ttw conditional authorization and to tr1e projnct. 


Thank you for your ntit!ntion lo this issue! 


H1:ive a Blessed day i 


Resident ~.ieiqhborhood (We earn al)out our cornrnunity) 
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Mel Mei Zhu <rnzhcafe@grnail.corn> 
To: Ahsha.Safai@sf;1ov.org 


Sat, Sep 17, 2022 at 1 :05 PM 


I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the 
subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94·1 ·12 (f~ecord number: 
2021011352CLJA). 


There are alr(~ady three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all alon~J Mission 
Street. We object to the saturation of the sc~lling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clustering creates a 
disproportionately detrimental land use impact on our district and residents. We already deal with existin~J 
cannabis storer;. As has been often reported many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 
crimes and have been subject to shooting, break··ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer Dctivi\ies. 
The:i local 1/Valgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We 
do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can corne with 
selling cannabis. 


Of particular concern, thf:re are numerous schools and public playgrounds located c!ot,e to the subject 
pmperty. Three elernentmy schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 
foct, and Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than ·1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, therE~ is 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 


There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to 
live in a safe community. We raise concerns for our personal community safety ,rnd for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to the project. 


! even tried to email the Comrnision Secretary the email address (r.c11111 , ,. .1q, ·. d; :) was 
blocked, that is not right. There are big objections about this issue. Our community heard about this. This 
needs to be community hearing for this cannabis retail use store, our community is concerned. Please do 
your job, you are supposed to represent the citizens and residents. 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


Have a Blessed day ! 


Pesidential Neighborhood (We car<::: about our community) 







Cannabis Retail use~4835 Mission Street, SF, Record #: 202·1 ~011352CUA 


Kwok Hung Gee <kwokhun9003@gmail.com> 


l/:\z1l A: Ahsha.Safai(C11sf9ov.org 


Dear Assha Safai, 


2022if:.9 Fl ·17 FJ JtiJ 1\. (F tt-2:02) 


I Strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Hetail space at the 
subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 941 ·12 (Hecord number: Ii. ! fJ'>CUA). 


There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street 
We object to the saturation of the sel!in!J of cannabis in our neighborhood. This Clusterin9 creates a 
dii,proportionately detrimental land use irnpact on our district and residents. We already deal with existing 
cannabis stores. As has been often reported many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have crimes 
and have been subject to shooting, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior outer activities. The local 
Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want 
to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 


Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playqrounds located close to the subject 
property. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 
feet, and Balb0c3 High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there is 
cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 


There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and dese1 veto 
live in a safe community. We rni:,e concerns for our personal community safety and for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to the project. 


I even tried to email the Cornmision Secretary the email address , r c,) was 
blocked, that is not right There are big objections about this issue. Our community heard about this. This 
needs to be cornrnunity hearinq for this cannabis retail use store, our community is concerned. 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


f~esident 


Have a great day! 







From: 
Cc: 
S1.1bject: 
Date: 


CPC·Commisslons sec;retaQI 
feUdano. Josephine COP 
FW: OBJECTION TO: cannabis Retall use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 202l·Ol1352CUA 
Friday, 5eptember 09, 2022 2: 13:26 PM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Sufte 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 l www,sf.ptanoioq,org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 


From: ms ma <msma2345@gmail.com> 


Sent: Friday, September 9, 2022 1:14 PM 


To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <comrnJssions.secretary@sfgov.org> 


Cc: Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 


Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 


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


I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish i 


Retail space at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Fr 
94112 (Record No.: 2021-011352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this 
along Mission Street. We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis 
neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate detrimental land usi 
our dlstrict and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and 
by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cc 
As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crime: 
been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsio1 
and Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco already experience many inci1 
criminal activities. The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due t 
thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the con< 
neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds 
to the subject property. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, 
center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa High School is two blc 
less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there is a bus stop approximi 
away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they ~ 
board buses to and from school. 


There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly resi< 
need to and deserve to live in a safe community! We raise concerns for ou 
community safety and for youth access and exposure to cannabis. I again 
to the conditional authorization and to this project. 







From; 
Cc::: 
Subject: 
Date: 


ce:c-eomm!ssfoos SE:s;retar,: 
fe[ldano, JosephJne (CPCl 
FW: OBJECTION TO: cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021 ·011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8:06:14 AM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Yan Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, Snn Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7343 f www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property 1nfonnation Map 


·····Original Message-----
From: King Ma <sfpt379@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, September IO, 2022 10:21 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.sccrctary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 
<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Siifai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 202l-Ol l352CUA 


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


Dear Commission, 


1 strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 2021-011352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. We 
object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and are 
impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been 
often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, 
robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva A venue areas of San Francisco already experience 
many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant 
thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the 
crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject property. 
Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa 
High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 
100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board 
buses to and from school. 
There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


Sent from my iPhone 







._ ___ ._,_ ........ J 


From: 
Cc:: 
Subject: 
Date: 


CfC·CQrorolSJiloos Secretary 
Westhoff, Alex (~C:l; felldano. Josephine 1cpc) 
AN: oruecnoN TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4B35 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8;08:12 AM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7343 I www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 


-----Original Message----· 
From: Andy Leung <andeetbebest@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, September 11, 2022 9:22 PM 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-0l 1352CUA 


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


Dear Commission, 


I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 202l-Ol l352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. We 
object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and are 
impacted by tmdesirable odors, loitering, and traffic.congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been 
often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, 
robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva A venue areas of San Francisco already experience 
many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and stores have closed down due to the constant 
thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the 
crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject property. 
Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa 
High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 
100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board 
buses to and from school. 
There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


Sincerely, 
Andy 


Sent from my iPhone 







/11 


Fromt 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 


cpc:;CommJssJoos Secretary 
wesu,off. AJex (Q>C): ~lldilao Joseohlne {CPC\ 
FW: OBJEcnoN TO: Cannabis Retail use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, ll.ecord No.: 2021-011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8:08:50 AM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 ! www.sfo!annlng.org 
San Francisco property Information Mao 


From: !an Huang <antsfo168@gmail.com> 


Sent: Sunday, September 11, 2022 9:38 PM 


To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 


<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha {BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 


Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retall use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 


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


Dear Commission, 


I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retall space 


at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 2021-


011352CUA). 


There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission 


Street. We object to the saturation of the selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. This clustering 
creates disproportionate detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already 


deal with open cannabis usage and are impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic 


congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been often reported, many businesses selling 


cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The 


Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco already experience many 


incidences of such criminal activities. The local Wal greens and stores have closed down due to the 


constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our 


neighborhood with the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 


Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the 


subject property. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the 


street within 500 feet, and Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. 


Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 100 to 200 feet away from the premise where 


youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. 


There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and 


deserve to live in a safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and 


for youth access and exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization 







and to this Project. 


Thank You for You, attention to th Is Issue I Ian Huang 


Neighborhood Resident 


-·---







-
\ 


------


., 


From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 


cpc-commi:;stons Secretarv 
Westhoff A!ex rcpc1: Jimenez, sv1v1a CCPCl: Fe11c1ano, JoseohJne rceo 
FW: OBJECTION TO: c.annabis Reta/I use· 4635 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021·011352CUA 
Monday, September 12, 2022 8:15:51 AM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue. Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 J www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property lnfomtation Map 


-----Original Message-----
From: Yu Xian <irnyuhyeon_emoking@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, September 11. 2022 9:44 PM 
Subject: OBJECTJON TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 202J-Ol 1352CUA 


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


Dear Commission, 


I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No.: 2021-0l 1352CUA). 
There are already three cannabis stores within a half-mile radius of this location, all along Mission Street. We 
object to the saturation of the selling of ca1mabis in our neighborhood. This clustering creates disproportionate 
detrimental land use impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and arc 
impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. As has been 
often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins. 
robberies, and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco already experience 
many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and other stores have closed down due to constant 
thefls and unsafe environments. We do not want to worsen further the conditions in our neighborhood with the 
crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the subject property. 
Three elementary schools arc within a half-mile rlldius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and 
Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are bus stops 
approximately l 00 to 200 feet from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to 
board buses to and from school. 
There are mnny families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
safe community! We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. r again strongly object to the conditional authorization ond lo this project. 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


Sean 







Commission Affairs 
Snn Francisco Plnn.ning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400 San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7343 I www.sfplanni.ng~org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 


-Original Message---
From: Olinda Vega <olivegam@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 12, 2022 6:32 AM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Objection to cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission St San Francisco, CA. Record no 2021-011352CUA 


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


• • : : .t y 


Dear Commissions Secretary, 
.. ~ ' ~ 


{ ~ "" t " • ' .. . ' 


' ·>; 


I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a t°ann~bi§ r~tll.il~;~l:lce at 
0


4835 Mission 
St. San Francisco, CA 94112 - record no 202I-01 l3S2CUA. , : ! ; ! : : , , 
There are already 3 cannabis stores on mission st. We already deal with open CaJJ?a~!s; ~~ge in our neighborhood. I 
strongly opposed to this project for various reason: 


l. As I live next door to this address, the open cannabis usage giv~s me headaches and makes me nauseated. The 
opening of th.is store would aggravate my condition. >i 


2. The is a school, baJboa school, ,2 blocks from the subject property. ~lso, Jhere is 2 pre-schools ?.'.ithin i-3 blocks 
from the address. In order words, my kids would be exposed to cannabis aµd, woul~ ftvbab1y lead to early 
consumption. 
3. Our community would be more exposed to robberies, vandalism and ~e. , 


Our community deserves a healthy environmel'lf, our community deservf,~ a )1.ea!~.Y n.e.w generation and. our 
community deserves free crime environment. · 


Please consider my objection. 


Best, 


0Iivegam 


Sent from my i.Phooe 


, 







-
From: cpc-commtssJons Secretary 
Cc: Balba R'(i!ln tcpc); feJlciano, JosepbJoe CCPQ 
Subject: FW: Objection to Cannabis Retall use 4835 Mission Street record No. : 221·011352CUA 


Wednesday, 5eptember 1<1, 2022 8:17:52 AM Date: 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 l www.sfpJaoaJng.oro 
Sao Francisco property loformatfoa Map 


From: Pie Vancleef <picvancleef@yahoo.com> 


Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 7:27 AM 


To: CPC-Commlssions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 


<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Ahsha.Safai@sfgov.gor 


Subject: Objection to Cannabis Retail use 4835 Mission Street record No. : 221-011352CUA 


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


Dear Commission, 


I live on the block of the proposed site for the Cannabis store. I strongly request that you do 
not go forward in allowing such to be allowed on this block. To my knowledge there are 
already 4 within walking distance and there is one slated to be on Mission and Persia. I have 
noticed cannabis stores to greatly reduce the quality of life for residence. I believe San 
Francisco has record high car break in numbers. 


I am curious if anyone on the commission is truly familiar with the site other than on paper or 
an occasional drive by. There is already a huge proplem,that is not addressed, by way of traffic 
congestion. I cite this because my experience is that cannabis shops often have patron who I 
have witnessed often park illegally (double parking, and especially parking in the red zone at 
that location) and that of the actual sight. I have frequently seen city vehicles do the same, 
usually the type of pickup truck that accompanies a street sweeper truck and actual police cars. 
I have even done in to the taquerias to verify that they were there as patrons and not there on a 
service call. To be perfectly honest there is no remedy for city vehicles to do such as there is 
no accountability for such. So in theory, to add to this existing problem that the city does not 
care to acknowledge a Cannabis store proposed. lt's ironic it is almost as if someone is trying 
to think of a type of business to install that is the worst fit for a neighborhood. 


As for the neighborhood, there is a high school 2 blocks away. If anyone is actually familiar 
witht the neighborhood they know and realize that during the lunchbreak at the school this 
intersection of the proposed sight becomes flooded with kids. I invite the commission to come 
and witness it for themselves. I believe we all know how this works, people who can not buy 
cannabis for themselves have others buy it for them before they return to school. And where 
would such product be consumed? Not on Mission in full sight, but in the doorways of 


~----- --------_---=i 







-
residential homes in the surrounding neighborhood or possibly in some friends vehicle inviting 
impaired driving. I would imagine that people living in the homes would not even want to 
confront cannabis users doing such. I am sure tbere are laws and rules regarding where the 
products are to be used , But who would enforce such. The police do not appear to care and 
should one bring it to a police officers attention the police get a bruised ego and respond with 
hostility that they are being told what to do. I had this experience with a Officer Coverson star 
1680 who is being investigated by the Department of Police Accountability. However, due to 
my understanding of police misconduct, as is the case with sexual abuse, most instances are 
never reported and even when reported less than 2% of cases lead to sustained findings, and 
even with sustained findings the usual remedy it a slap on the wrist. Hence, there is no 
accountability with real teeth when an officer chooses not confront an issue, and frankly why 
would an officer want to make an issue in a neighbor where the officer has carte blanche to 
park in a red zone and enjoy a burrito. 


l personally don't care for the wafts of smoke that strike me as I walk with my 4 year old and I 
have to explain to him why people do such. 1 should not have to be subjected to this yet I have 
been. 


The neighbors 1 have spoken to do not care for a cannabis sight on the proposed block. If for 
some reason it is decided that one should be allowed I believe before approving of such further 
engagement and anaylsis with the neighborhood is needed. 


Pie VanClcef 







From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 


cec-commjssions secretary 
EeUcts,no. Josephine ccec;1 
FW: Objection to cannabis Retall at 4835 Mission Street, san Francisco. Record no 2021·011352CUA 
Wednesday, 5eptember 14, 2022 1:55:59 PM 
Scannable Document on Seo 14. 2022 qt 1 02 ~o PM.odf 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfolannjng.org 
San frandsco Property Information Map 


From: Olinda Vega <olivegam@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 1:25 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Cc: Balba, Ryan (CPC) <ryan.balba@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sy!via.jimenez@sfgov.org>; 


Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Objection to Cannabis Retafl at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco. Record no 2021-


011352CUA 


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


untrusted sources. 


Dear Commissions, 


We strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a cannabis retail store 


at 4835 Mission street in San Francisco. 
I had attached the signatures collected over the weekend by myself. The people who had signed are 
parents that are against having another cannabis store in our neighborhood. As parents we are 
worry about our children exposed to open cannabis usage. 


The opening of this store will only bring strangers, robberles, vandalism and crime to our 
neighborhood. 
As I mentioned before, open cannabis usage gives me headaches and nausea. I'm afraid that my 


health will be impacted. 


Please revised and consider consider our objection. 


Best, 


Orinda 







. 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S. F. 


Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: ConditionaJ Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 


Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021~011352CUA 
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OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail Use at 4835 Mission Street, S.F. 


Project Address: 4835 Mission Street, S.F., CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional ·use - Cannabis Retail Use 
Records N·o.: 2021-011352CUA 


.... f.t!:L8. .. r.::s.~.\l..~.sbn ... , .............. .. 


...... i~.Z1,kn~ ........ ~d(k:: ............. . 


... ~.\:.~~ ............................. . 


... f..a .. ~~.\:.o ....... : ..... b..~q.,;,.r;.~~Q ............... . 


... ~ .............................................. . 
·.~ .............................................. . 


/J1,.,,C ........................................... . ....... [.:::..~ ............ . 


~ ...................................................... .. ....... i:)ii"?,,z_"" ~~ 


7::-~··-·· 
... ::i?.~::.~:~l .... df(..~.-:1.1 • ... . ...... 


'ltn~ G ...................................... . ................................................... 







From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date; 


CPC-commissloos Secretary 
Barba, Ryan CCPC): Jimenez. Sylvia cceq: FeUctaoo, Joseohtne ccec) 
FW: OBJECTION TO: cannabis Retail use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record NO.: 2021·011352CUA 
Monday, September 19, 2022 8:10:lS AM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
4~ South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.552. 7343 I www.sfpJannJng.org 
San Ernocisco Property Information Mao 


From: z.u fang <zufang2015@yahoo.com> 


Sent: Sunday, September 18, 2022 6:45 PM 


To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 


<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safal@sfgov.org> 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-0ll352CUA 


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


To whom it may concern, 


Please find attached the details of our objections. 


Thank you. 







Please send OBJECTION e 
Jimenez. & 
3. District 11 Supervisor Ah 
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From: 
Cc:: 
Subject: 
Date: 


cpc-commlss!oos Secretary 
Ee/ldano, 1oseoh1ne <cpc1 
FW: OSJEcnON TO; Cannabis Retail use • 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No. 2021--011352CUA 
Monday, September 26, 2022 12:55:17 PM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfptannlng.org 
San Francisco Property Information Mao 


From: Lynne Yu <lynneyu@att.net> 


Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 12:11 PM 


To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 


<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 


Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No. 2021·011352CUA 


n This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from u~trusted 
U sources. 


Dear Commission, 


I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis 
Retail space at the subject property located at 4835 Mis$ion Street, San Francisco, 
CA 94112 (Record No, 2021-011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores 
located in a half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. Additionally, 
recent approvals for Cannabis Retail were granted for locations at 5801 Mission 
Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just less than 2 blocks away! There are other 
applications pending in the pipeline, such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We 
object to this saturation of selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. 


We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for 
San Francisco are important and needed. However, this clustering of cannabis stores 
in our neighborhood creates disproportionate detrimental land use impacts on our 
district and residents. We already deal with open cannabis usage and are impacted 
by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis 
stores. 


We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and 
in our neighborhood. As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis 
draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. 
The Excelsior Outer Mission and Geneva Avenue area of San Francisco already 
experience many incidences of such criminal activities. The local Walgreens and 
other stores have closed due to the constant thefts and unsafe environments. We do 







not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the crimes that can 
come with selling cannabis. 


Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and publrc playgrounds located 
close to the subject property. There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis 
stores to be at !east 1,000 feet away from schools. That has been reduced to 600 
feet, which is less than 2 blocks in distance! Three elementary schools are in a half 
mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 feet, and Balboa High 
School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there are 
bus stops approximately 100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be 
exposed to cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. How 
can this be adequate protection to minimize cannabis access and exposure to our 
impressionable youth? 


There are many in the community who are fearful of having so many cannabis stores 
in our neighborhood. Many do not speak English well, or at all, and are fearful of 
voicing their concerns and objections due to possible retributions. There are many 
families with young children and disabled and elderly residents who need to and 
deserve to live in a healthy and safe community! We are disproportionately and 
negatively impacted by the concentrated numbers of already existing cannabis 
stores. There is need to reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to 
limit the number of cannabis retail in each district to three stores. We are also tax 
paying citizens and like other residents throughout San Francisco, we just want to live 
in our homes and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community safety. 
We implore the Planning Commission and other local representatives to do what is 
right by and for the citizens in this district and to keep us safe! 


We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and 
exposure to cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to 
this project. Also, I strongly object to any further approvals for anymore cannabis 
retail busines·ses in our district! 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 
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t'rom: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Data: 


CPC-Commlss(ons Secretary 
feffdano, JoseohJne (CPCl 
FW: Too many cannabis dispensaries 
Monday, September 26, 2022 3:55:07 PM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7343 I www,sfolannmg,org 
San Ecaocisco Property Joformatlon Mao 


From: Aldo Ibarra <aldoibarra@rocketmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 3:13 PM 
To: Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) <sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; 


CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Too many Cannabis dispensaries 


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


Dear Commission, 


I strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space 
at the subject property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94112 (Record No. 2021-
011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores located in a half mile radius to this location, all 


along Mission Street. Additionally, recent approvals for Cannabis Retail were granted for locations at 
5801 Mission Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just less than 2 blocks away! There are other 
appllcations pending in the pipeline, such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We object to this 
saturation of selling of cannabis in our neighborhood. 


We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for San Francisco are 
important and needed. However, this clustering of cannabis stores tn our neighborhood creates 


disproportionate detrimental land use Impacts on our district and residents. We already deal with 
open cannabis usage and are impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused 


by existing cannabis stores. 


We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and in our 
neighborhood. As has been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have 


been subject to shootings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer Mission and 
Geneva Avenue area of San Francisco already experience many incidences of such criminal activities. 


The focal Walgreens and other stores have closed due to the constant thefts and unsafe 


environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions in our neighborhood with the 







crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 


Of particular concern, there are numerous schools and public playgrounds located close to the 
subject property. There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores to be at least 1,000 
feet away from schools. That has been reduced to 600 feet, which is less than 2 blocks in distance! 


Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down the street within 500 


feet, and Balboa High School is two blocks away, less than 1,000 feet in distance. Additionally, there 


are bus stops approximately 100 to 200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to 


cannabis as they get off or wait to board buses to and from school. How can this be adequate 


protection to minimize cannabis access and exposure to our impressionable youth? 


There are many in the community who are fearful of having so many cannabis stores in our 


neighborhood. Many do not speak English well, or at all, and are fearful ofvoicing their concerns and 


objections due to possible retributions. There are many families with young children and disabled 


and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a healthy and safe community! We are 


disproportionately and negatively impacted by the concentrated numbers of already existing 


cannabis stores. There is need to reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to limit the 


number of cannabis retail in each district to three stores. We are also tax paying citizens and like 


other residents throughout San Francisco, we just want to live in our homes and neighborhood 


without fear for our personal and community safety. We implore the Planning Commission and 


other local representatives to do what is right by and for the citizens in this district and to keep us 


safe! 


We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access and exposure to 
cannabis. I again strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. Also, I strongly 


object to any further approvals for anymore cannabis retail businesses in our district! 


Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 







j From: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 


CPC-Commfssjgns seqgtary 
Barba Ryan ccec1; Jimenez, SVIYfa ccec); Fetrcrano, Josephine cceci 
FW: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use· 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021·011352CUA 
Tuesday, September 27, 2022 11:41:30 AM 
objection signatures. pdf 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfpfannlng.org 
San Eraocisco Property Informatjon Map 


From: ms ma <msma234S@gmail.com> 


Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 9:23 AM 


To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 
<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> 
Subject: OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use - 4835 Mission Street, SF, Record No.: 2021-011352CUA 


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


(resend with Subject Line) 


Dear Commission. 


We, the undersigned, strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to , 
Cannabis Retail space at the subject prope11y located at 4835 Mission Street, San Franc 
94112 (Record No.: 2021•011352CUA). There are already three cannabis stores lo 
half mile radius to this location, all along Mission Street. Additionally, recent approval 
Cannabis Retail were granted for localions at 5801 Mission Street and al 4687 Mission 
2 blocks away! There ure other applications pending in the pipeline, such as the one al 
Mission Street. We object to this saturation of selling of cannabis in our ncigbborhooc 


We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax revenue for San F, 
important and needed. However, this clustering of cannabis storl!s in our neighborhooc 
dispropo11ionate detrimental lund use impacts on our district and residents. We already 
open cnn11abis usage and arc impacted by undesirable odors, loitering, and trarfic cong, 
caused by existing cannabis stores. Elderly and other vulnerable residents have to cont 
second-hand smoke and other unl1eallhy impucts from open ca1mabis users. We are ce1 
members of the Planning Commission would similarly not want 10 have to live with tht 
undesirable conditions from such a concentration of cannabis reLail in their own neighb 


We live under constnnt fear und slrcss from rising crime rates throughout the city and i1 
neighborhood. As hus been often reporteu. many businesses selling cannabis draw crin 
have been subject to shool ings, break-ins, robberies and assaults. The Excelsior Outer ~ 
Geneva Avenue areas of San Francisco .ilrcady experience many incidences of such cri 







activities. The local Wal greens and other stores hnve closed down due to lhc constant ti 
unsafe environments. We do not wnnt to further worsen 1hc conditions in our neighbor! 
the crimes that can come with selling cannabis. 


0 r pm1icular cone cm. there ore numerous schools ond public playgrounds located c!ost 
subject properly. There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores lo be 01 


feet nway from schools. Thnt has been reduced to 600 fc1:1, which is just less than 2 blc 
distance <111d clearly not enough to adequately protect our children and youth. Three elc 
schools an.: in a half mile radius, u chi!clcare center is down the street within 500 feet, u 
High School is just two short blocks away. Addilionally, there arc bus stops oppro:'<irm 
200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they get o 
boaJ'd buses to and from school. How can this be adequate protection to minimize canr 
and exposure 10 our imrrcssionable youth? 


There nrc many in the community who arc fearful of having so many cannabis stores in 
neighborhou<l. Many do not speak English well. or at all. nnd arc fearful of voicing the 
and objections due lo possible retributions. There nre many families with young childr, 
disabled and elderly residents who ncc<l to and deserve to live in a healthy and safe con 
We arc disproportionately and negatively impacted by the eonccnlrated numbers of aln 
existing cannabis stores. There is need lo reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors C 
!imil the number of con11abis retuil in our district Lo 3 stores. There arc more than enou 
stores in this area :ind plentiful on line cannabis offerings to provide for the needs of the 
want and medically need this prodl!cl. We arc also tax paying citizcl1S and, similnr lo ti 
of the Planning Commission and other residents throughout San Francisco. we just war 
our homes and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community satetyf We 
Planning Commission and oth~r local rnpresenlatives to do what is right by and for the 
this district and to kccr us safe! 


We raise concerns for our personal and community safety and for youth access 
exposure to cannabis. We again strongly object to the conditional authorizatior 
this project. Also, we strongly object to any further approvals for anymore canr 
stores in our district. The Planning Commission must make the right and respo 
decision to deny any further cannabis retail business applications and protect a 
of this district! 


Please see attached 9 pages of hundred of objection signatures. 
Thank you for your attention to this issue! 


.,. 
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From: 
Cc: 
SubJed: 
Date: 


cpc::C9mmlssloos Secreti)rv 
Balba, Ryan ccpc); felJciano. Josephine ccpc) 
FV.J; OaJECTlON FOR PROJECT AT 4635 MISSION ST. (2021·011352CUA) 
Wednesday, September 28, 2022 7:54:55 AM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Sutte 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7500 I www.sfc>lannlng.org 
San franc;sco property Information Map 


From: Billy Joe <billy888joe@gmail.com> 


Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 7:38 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 


Subject: Fwd: OBJECTION FOR PROJECT AT 4835 MISSION ST. (2021-011352CUA) 


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


---------- Forwarded message --------­
From: Billy Joe <billy888joe@gmaH com> 
Date: Tue, Sep 27, 2022 at 9:57 AM 
Subject: OBJECTION FOR PROJECT AT 4835 MISSION ST. (2021-011352CUA) 


To: <commjsions.secretary@sfgov.org>, <sylvia,ilmenez@sfgov.ore>, <ahsha safai@sfgov.org> 


Hi, 


My name is Billy Joe and I am a member of the community in the Excelsior. 


I would like to express my concerns for the proposed project on 48356 Mission St. 
I have included news articles below that show the correlation of crime and pot 
dispensaries. I know in the letter that was sent out the business said there would be armed 
security guards to protect the area. 
I do not want my toddler to walk and see guns throughout Mission St. because a lot of 
these dispensaries are hiring armed security to protect their business. 
This neighborhood is improving for the better but I think by adding another pot dispensary it 
will not help the community. 


There is a stretch of pot dispensaries on Mission St. from Mt. Vernon to Silver street that is 
getting out of hand. It seems like there is a 'dispensary at every block. With the approval of 
4994 Mission St./!ta!y (Basanova) and 4687 Mission St/Persia this is only adding to the 







issue. How many dispensaries are needed in a community? When is enough enough? 


Schools are located near this stretch of corridor: 
James Denman Middle School 
Balboa High School 
Child Day Care - 4750 Mission St. 


The proposed space is centrally located where kids will grab lunch or something to 
eat after school. It is located between Hawaiian Drive In, El Farolito and Subway. The 
last thing I want to see is another robbery where a shootout happens in a crowded 
area. 


Below are some articles that have shown the increase of robberies that occur at pot 
dispensaries. 


1 ) 
https:llsfstandard.com/business/cannabis-tax-dispensarjes-burglacies/ 
Among the businesses affected in San Francisco were Mission Organic at 5258 
Mission St., ConnectedSF at 5234 Mission St., The Green Cross at 4218 Mission St. 
and BASA Collective at 1326 Grove St. 
3 of those businesses are within blocks of the proposed project. 


2) 
https://www.sfexaminer.com/archives/bay-area-pot-shops-face-mob-robberies-get-
1ittle-help/aruc1e a81532dd-3b2a-5eb8-8a39-c4b6ab6a68d2.html 


r---
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Bay Area pot shops face 
mob robberies, get little 
help I Archives I 
sfexaminer.com - San 
Francisco Examiner 
The boarded-up storefront at The 
Green Cross cannabis dispensary 
following a November robbery attempt. 
Thieves have targeted the Excelsior 
Di~trict dispensary numerous times 
over the past year ... 


www.sfexaminer.com 


3) 
https:llwww.nbcbayarea.com/news/local/san-francisco/caught-on-camera-thteves­
ta rget-sa n-fran cisco-d ispensa ry/2 740732/ 







---


L---~- -· -


4) 


I . I 
Caught on Camera: 
Ib\eves Target San 
Francisco Dispensary 
On Nov. 16 at 5:37 a.m., video shows 
the first suspect exit the dispensary 
with a bag ln hand, then get into the 
suspected getaway car. 


www.nbcbayarea.com 


https :/twww.ktyu, comtnews/th jeves-make-off-with-cano abis-and-securjty-gu ards­
firearm-io-sf-dispensary-robbery 


---------


I 
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~J 
Thieves make off with 
cannabis and security 
guard's firearm in SE 
dispensary robbery -
KTYU FOX 2 


I 


I 
1 
l 
I 
\ 
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It's happened again. An organized 
group of robbers overwhelming 
security and stealing from a San 
Francisco business. This time \twas a 
cannabis dispensary. I. 
www.ktvu,com 


\. __ 
5) 


https:/Jmjbjzdaity,com/new-rash-of-califomia-cannabis-robberjes-threaten-survival-of­
some-busioessesl 


\ 


\ 


--- I 


New rash of California 
marijuana robberies 
threaten survival of 
businesses - MJBizDaily 
A spate of violerit robberies targeting 
marijuana businesses in the San 
Francisco Bay Area last month have 
thrown into question the survival of 


l 







I 


several small businesses, with the 
combined losses of those operators 


DJ.ibizdaily.com 


6) . . l d onbers-take-mHBons-
bttps://www.cannabisbusinesst1mes.com/art1cle arroe -r 
cannabis-mayhero-in-oa~landl 


! ... - - -~ -- ... --·- o-- ,,, __ 


Bay Area Cannabis 
Mayhem: 175 Shots 
Fired, Products Worth 
Millions Stolen - Cannabis 
Business Times 
J. Henry Alston Jr., co-founder and 
chief operating officer al James Henry 
SF. a Black-owned cannabis equity 
brand in California, called the events in 
Oakland "heartbreaking."Alston's 
company employs 14 people who have 


www cannabisbusioesstimes com 


1 


I 
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7) 
bttps :Uwww.sfcbronicie ,com/politics/articlelMerchaot~-worry-aboyt-SF-s-Exc~lsior-
122es904 ,php 
r ... M_ -- .... . - - ... __ ,. 
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Merchants worry aboui 
SE's Excelsior 
neighborhood going to 
pot - San Francisco 
Chronicle 
1 of 9 Vic Perkins, (left) a private 
security guard in front of the El Pollo 
Supremo restaurant along Mission St. 
near Geneva in San Francisco, Ca. as 
~een on Thurs. Sept. 28, 2017. SF 


ookies, a ... 


www.stQhrooicle,cQrn 
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From; 
To: 
Subject; 
Date: 


CPC·Ccmmjssjons Secretary • • MtSSIQN SECRETARY 
Lvncb, Laura ccpc); Banales Mao CCPCl. i;;:CTYmP:t.J!N~J..:CO..tML!1L:J,....."'"" ....... ---
FW; Request for Language Service 
Tuesday, September 27, 2022 2:39:18 PM 


Please see request for translation of the item below. Thank you. 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, Saa Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652.7600 J www.sfpJanning.org 
San Francisco Property Infonnation Map 


·-·-Original Message-----
From: ms ma <msma234S@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 12:33 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Request for Language Service 


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


Dear Commission, 


Might need language assistance interpreter for: Chinese (Cantonese)/Spanish: 
Record No. 2021-01 l352CUA-4385 Mission Street 


Thank you. 


·~ ----- . ..._ __ 







r 
IM<.,;_0/04,Jpg 


200 feet away from the premise where youths will be exposed to cannabis as they gel off or wait to board buses to 
and from school. How can this be adequate protection lo minimize cannabis access and exposure to our 
impressionable youth'? 
There arc many in the conununity who are fearful of having so many cannabis stores in our neighborhood. Many do 
not speak English well, or at al!, and are fearful of voicing their concerns and objections due to possible retributions. 
There are many families with young children, and disabled and elderly residents who need to and deserve to live in a 
healthy and safe community! We are disproportionately and negatively impacted by the concentrated numbers of 
already existing cannabis stores. There is need to reinstate the prior SF Board of Supervisors Ordinance to limit the 
number of cannabis retail in our district to 3 stores. There are more than enough existing stores in this area and 
plentiful onfine cannabis offerings to provide for the needs of those who want and medically need this product. We 
are also tax paying citizens and, similar to !he members of the Planning Commission and other residents throughout 
San Francisco, we just want to live in our homes and neighborhood without fear for our personal and community 
safety! We implore the Planning Commission and other local representatives to do what is right by and for the 
citizens in this district and to keep us sate! 
T raise concerns for our personal and community safety 1111d for youth access and exposure to cannabis. We again 
strongly object to the conditional authorization and to this project. Also, I strongly object to any further approvals 
for anymore cannabis stores in our district. The Planning Commission must make the right and responsible decision 
to deny any further cannabis retail business applications and protect all residents of this district! 
Thank you for your attentlon to this issue! 


Sent rrom my iPhone 







---
from: ,~-eomm1:;woos Sgqetarv 


Blliba Ryan 1cpc); Eelldano. JosepbJoe ccpc) 11 s ace at the subject 
Cc: 
Subject: 


FW: object to the condltlona\ authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Reta P 
property located at ~835 Mlsslon Street. San Francisco 


Date: Wednesday, 5eptember 28, 2022 7:57:22 AM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94\03 
Direct: 628.652.7600 l www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Infom1ation Map 


-----Original Message-----
From: Baoyi Zhu <tingduc@icloud.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 11:03 PM 
To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 
<sylvia.jimenez.@sfgov.org>; Safai, Ahsha (BOS) <ahsha.safai@sfgov.org> . 
Subject: object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subJect 
property located at 483S Mission Street, San Francisco 


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


Dear Commission, 
1, strongly object to the conditional authorization for the project to establish a Cannabis Retail space at the subject 
property located at 4835 Mission Street, San Francisco, CA 94 \ l 2. There are already three cannabis stores located 
in a half mite radius to this location, all a·long Mission Street. Additionally, recent approvals for Cannabis Retail 
were granted for locations at 580\ Mission Street and at 4687 Mission Street, just 2 blocks awayt There are other 
applications pending in the pipeline, such as the one at 4994 Mission Street. We object to this saturation of se\\ing of 
carmabis in ourneighborhood! 
We understand having businesses to create job opportunities and tax. revenue for San Francisco are important and 
needed. However, this clustering of cannabis stores in our neighborhood creates disproportionate detrimental \and 
use impacts on our district and residents. We already dea\ whh open cannabis usage and are impacted by undesirable 
odors, loitering, and traffic congestion caused by existing cannabis stores. E\derly and other vu\nerab\e residents 
have to contend with second-hand smoke and other unhealthy impacts from open cannabis users. We are certain 
members of the Planning Commission would similarly not want to have to \ive with these undesirable conditions 
from such a concentration of cannabis retail in their ow,1 neighborhood. 
We live under constant fear and stress from rising crime rates throughout the city and in our neighborhood. As has 
been often reported, many businesses selling cannabis draw crimes and have been subject to shootings, break-ins., 
robberies and assaults. 
The Excelsior Outer Mission and Getieva A venue areas of San Francisco a\ready eitperience many incidences of 
such criminal activities. The local Wa\greens and other stores have closed down due to the constant thefts and 
unsafe environments. We do not want to further worsen the conditions tn our neighborhood with the crimes that can 
come with selling cannabis. 
Of particular concern, there are numerous schoo\s and public playgrounds located close to the subject prnperty. 
There were previous regulations requiring for cannabis stores to be at least 1,000 feet away from schools. 'That has 
been reduced to 600 feet, which is just less than 2 blocks in distance and clearly not enough to adequately protect 
our children and youth. Three elementary schools are in a half mile radius, a childcare center is down. the street 
within 500 feet, and Balboa High Schoo\ is two blocks away. Additionally, there are bus stops approximately 100 to 


. ·- -- .... 
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CommlMJon Att•ln 
San fl(~ Pf•nntnr;; 
49 South Yan Nus. A\!'l!!:Ttue, $-1.ue 1400, S•n fn.lnc,ieo. ,c.., 9JI tOJ 
Dfr.a. 6:.!S,6SJ,7GOO J.....,. src,reoo:no CtQ 
Sao Ecoad:!m PmPrm 1nrnrn,,,:uon Mtia 


From, JacQu~T/ne Dela ~ou DDS <drJackiedeldroM@gme1l.com> 
Sent: Wedne>d.ly, September 28, 2022 U:42 AM 


To: CPC<omm1sston, Stttetary <eomrtH>M<ms.so<:rEtary@sfgov.org:, 
Subjert, Fwd: Oppo~ tha cannabis Dispensary 4835 Mission Strtet 


I Thc1 m,maqc I! hom Ollts.de the C,1)1 <tlMl \'ylltm. Do ""'"""" bnts or •n><hm•1>t1 fiom Ufi1r"'1od =cc,, 


To Whom n May Concern: 


I am afraid for my business and my pe-dllltrlc and adult and elderly patients. My patl~ni. will no 
roneer reel safe ccming here on this blod: lf you allow thf, c.1nnab1, d1$pensary. Look at Geneva, a n<I 
MiS.St0n where the oth..,. canrn,bls dispensary Is locatod Const.mt robbery, constant pallce, ronstanr 
harrasment or vr<:tims, and double parked and speeding cars. You wJI not !<!e cltildn,n walking lhat 
area anymore. 


I am the pcdt.attk: dentist located at 436 7 M~lon Street and we have a relationship with all the 


vendors h~re on this block. From rile furniture store to Taquelia Guadaf01,1 to Hawaiian Drive Inn, I 
!Jave been ,ending our parents and pediatric patlenu to get thelr drinks, snack!, and food becau.e 
thell' deserve • nelghbomood that knoWl each other, 
When the owners or rcmters of 483S Minion Street came 10 my office and mentioned that they 1vlfl 


have security guards patrof~ns this blo<:k 24/7, I bl!'Gtme scamd (o, my pediatric patients. 
Why would a security guard parrollina th~ blod: for the cannabis dispensary be necessary? 
Is It because I.his block Will no longer be safe? 15 ~ because there w,11 be multiple spe<idlng ca~ who 
wm double park getting their addiction fD<? 
Medial cannabis can be obi.lined from pharmaaas. Let's have~ pharmacy Instead of a recreatlol>lll 


drug store that's only ro, age 21 and owr, 
We hav,, a free ml?dleal clinic ne>t door and~ chfropr.ictic clinic In addition to this dental practitc. 
we do NOT nttd people Uttering chrs block w,th a security guard making sure our busines\es ar,i not 
being threatened by people wallcJng ro e•t 1helr recreat,onal dtl!JlS. 


t have patients wallnng from J•=s O..nman and Balbo., H,sh School and Sf Community School and 


the Consortium Oay Care. rhey do riot need co be tempted or co be curious ~bout the THC Gumm1es 
and candle, I.Iced with THC or even the fentavt candies on the nrvets 
PLEASE. KEEP THE YOUTH Of EXCELSIOR ANO THe HEALTHCARE S£RVl0:SAN0 OUA PtACEFUL 
NEIGHBORHOOD SAFE". 
There Is already 2 can11abl, rvtaUs south of U5 and l north of us. within w•ik•"ll d1stiln~ tllose 


streeu that mv patients avoid walklne to 


Jacqueline Dela Rosa, DOS 
Board Certitled Pediatric O~tist 


A.R Dental Care, Inc. 
Clinical Professor, IJCSF School of Dentistry 


https://mall.googre.com/ma11/u/O/#inbox?projector=1 111 







---
From: 
CC: 
Subject: 
Date: 


cpc-commtssrons Secratarv 
Ba\ba. Ryan rceci, Jimenez sy1v1a rcec.l; Feliciano Joseoh/ne rcec) 
FW: No cannabis store in our block and let"s keep It classy! 
Wednesday, September 28, 2022 1:11:21 PM 


Commission Affairs 
San Francisco Planning 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103 
Direct: 628.652. 7600 I www.sfplanning.org 
San Francisco Property Information Map 


From: Alnette Dela Rosa <alnettedds@yahoo.com> 


Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 1:04 PM 


To: CPC-Commissions Secretary <commissions.secretary@sfgov.org>; Jimenez, Sylvia (CPC) 


<sylvia.jimenez@sfgov.org>; ahsha.safai@sf.gov.org 
Subject: No Cannabis store in our block and let's keep it classy I 


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


To '\Vhom It May Concern, 


Please do everything in your power to prevent a cannabis store from opening on this block. This will create so 
many problems. This cannabis store will be a magnet for many bad things ( drugs, sex trafficking, porn, sex 
offenders, addicts and more crimes.) I already don't like having to keep cleaning up all the graffiti our business 
from those kids that have nothing better to do and I don't like having to keep calling the police to move the homeless 
that sleep in front ofmy business. r can already picture the future if this happens and it does not look good. There's 
already a cannabis store a few blocks away from here. We need to limit the number of cannabis store in this 
neighborhood. 


I am a mother and have two daughters 8.Syo and 11 yo and I work on this block. T bring my daughters to work 
and we like to walk down the street to get food or snacks or go to the park. I don't want them to be exposed to that 
bad environment. They will feel unsafe. Balboa high school students and Denman students and charter school 
students walk home and frequent this area for food or to take the bus and they don't need to be exposed or lured into 
doing bad things. There's a childcare center nearby. Please make it safe for my kids and the youth in this 
neighborhood. 


Please keep this area classy and professional. There's a denial office, chiropractor and medical office. What we 
need in this neighborhood is another phazmacy, restaurants or family and kid friendly places. 


Thank you, 


Alnette 
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From: Altredo Oela Rou <at}tmSl@g.mai: mm> 
Sent: Wec1'ne1,da¥, September 28. 1022 4:S6 PM 


To: Cr>C<.omrnln;ons. Sec:r~ry ,;c,ornm.isS<l()!ls s.tttet.ary@sfgov org> 


SubJocr: Oppo!~ the Cannabt1 .OilPensary 4S3S Ml'SSIOn Str~et 


I 111" n1fi'\~<1\J<" i\ horn ,1..rt-i.1d~ the ( ty Pn1,0 If\'.-.~ !'.:<: ~nr 't1~·r n~) t)r >.1tt.ichrnt,nts rmm cmrn.Mt'd 
so,.11, &< 


Te1 wh<.1m ;, nrny concern. 


l tun oppo,int: the canmibis dl,pcnsruy for the location at 48.JS Mi.:l.1ion Street. Thero are already 
two ocher cunnnbis r¢htilers within lull{ miJe. How mmiy nwre? Our community does not need this 
dispens.nry M it wiU have no benefit to the well being of our residents and children. 


When it will do is crestc:- more traffic and crime. h will take away money from OUf disenfranchised 
oanm1uni1y. 


Whor we nc.ed are- more sei1iw citizen cemers, hospilaJ facilities. and at-risk youth centers. 


Sinecrcly, 
Alfredo fllla Rosa 
Rc-siddlt of J 131 Geneva A, enue. San Francisco, CA 941 I 2 


I 
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fW. 0ppo,,t h ~ ~ 4J)S '41s*1n Snd.. ~; l'(l)I-OUlmtl.\: 4.QS M~ STRU1 
'Thurfd.ly, Sitpmtt>c» 29, 2ml 7:t6·S6 AM 


Commission Affairs 
s~, r,~•\(.•~<> P1 ,nn,"i; 
4 9 S~th v.,r, t-.ea A1,t-f'\U(l, S.v te 1400, S.an fr.lN•~o. C.A 9'4103 
o,"('<?· 1;2s o!>) 1600 1 - stn&tomoo °"' 
SM fwu:iw, PmMffV rarnf'DU:NOn Mao 


From: ~rah <sturner0287@tmatl.com> 


Sfflt: Wedne~ay. September :28, 2022 4;S7 PM 
To: CPC·Comm!ss.ions. Secreury <commissions s«ret.at')'@sfgO\' orfp• 
St.rbjec:t: OpP'(»e the C.annab ~ O;.:.cien~ry '18.35 M,~~IOn Street. Re,gardmg: 202 l-0l l3S2CUA: 483S 


MISSION STREET 


I Tt-"' mC'~S,,.>qt'~ from out~f' th<: (11;• <?1n,li S),tcm Do nct op('n Im\.,\ or ,Ht.>ehmil.-nl". rem u<1t-...,..~t-d 
«)l.;I Ct'i 


To whom 1t mav conc~rn. 


I con't .!Jg,ee wrth putting unn.ab1s s.l0<c in lh1'!. .area. 1 livc m this. ne,ghbothood. I do grocery 


shoppmg in rtt1! a,ea. My family lives ~re. Th,!, ne,ghoo,hood ,s alre.\dv disachrantage-d to ~g,ri 
w,th rots of m1nori11es. To pul a cannabrs store here wm take advantage of the ltm1ted ,esourc~s 
th4!'~ people Mve and make the commun!ly wou~. Th,ue- Is a gt.:td~ schools.. davcarc, and htgh 


!.chool ne.>rby .>nd th,~ will s~t a PoOt ~XclmpJe ,n tl'us .1,~, There w1IJ be more pe¢ple double 


p.2rlung as seen on the other 3 cannabis st:,re:s. u will make the uaffk: already wors.c There are 


.already 3 unnabls stores wiUun 0.5 mile cf Uus are.a and a fout1h onco 1s llOt needed in th~ 
commul\ttv we net"d ll pharmacy, teaming C("'ntet!., a,,:, senior ,e-nters. 


S.S,c1h Turn~, 


Ce-iJ 41 S988048A 


• 







99 of 1588 
cec:O:m::oh:W'n:I: scortao, 
Ba!M flYl:rl tc::e.a· nmr:oer swa (re:;i· fe/Jd•oo kuc:Pblni: iceci 
fW: O!,r,co:,t tho <:M1Nbls Dispensary 18JS M¢slorl str«t 
~. ~ 29, 2022 7:l0:'16AM 


Commlnlon Affairs 
S~n F!'llnCISCO Pl,mnmg 
~9 South Van Ness AV(?n!Jc, Suite 1400, San FrdJ'1CISCO, CA 94103 
Direct. 62S.6S2. 7600 I yyww sfplaoolog org 
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From: Alfredo De1a Rosa <delarosa@archstoneoralsurgery.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 28, 2022 5:00 PM 


To: CPC.Commissfons Secretary <:commissions.secretary@sfgov.org> 
Subject: Oppose the Cannabis Dispensary 483S Mission Street 


.... ___ .... 


This message 1s from ou1s1de the City ernai! sy:11em Do not open links 0t a11achments from unlruslcd 
sources. 


To whom it may concern, 


I am opposme the cannabis dispensary for the location at 4835 Mission Street. I am an oral surgeon 
at 4867 Mission Street. We don't need marijuana In this area. I provide ane$thesia to our patients 
and I have to routinely give 50% more anesthesia to our patients using marijuana 


Research has proven that marijuana use requires more anesthesia. 


It ls not safe for our patients. 


What we need are more senior citizen centers, hospital racilities, and at-risk youth centers. 


Sincerely, 


Alfredo Dela Rosa 
Oral surgeon at 4867 Mission Street 


Office ol Alfredo A. Dela Ros.a, Jr, DDS, MO. MBA 
A Profeulonal COrpo<lll,on 
6063 Mluloo Stn,et. Oa/y City. CJ\ 9401' 


Phono:(415)963-4121 Fax: (415) 963-4171 
Website: bJlps·l/wyl(yf arc:hstoneoraJsur11ery com 


P•rwonal Dal.I• Prtvaoy Acl ot 19U (PL 93-57Q) 


llu1 u•namlulon 1, tn1ondocl lo l>o con(t<lonU.l to U\<t Uldlvittaal(•) flfldl o, ""Illy to whom • .,.,,.,,..,. II mB) oontolll lo!twrna"°" or• 
ll'~ and/or ~nUlll tlllltlto, wh>ch may bo olrtljocl lo p,olealon U71der lho Pnvar:y N:1 ol f 874 and I.ho Holll(h '"""'""'"' 
Port11t>illly ond /\(QOUnUJbi!lly Ad (HJPAAJ of 1996 In 111o ......nl you IJl'O nol lhe ™ndod rottplonl o, Iha "IJ•nt of !ho tn1onded n,dp,en~ 
or )'OU oro unable to doliv,or I.hi• tonvm11uc,ii1,m lo tllo lnlCldod melplM~ do nol , .. d. copy. or uu 111J11nro.m1tlor\ con,.,,,ltd ..Ulvo 11>1• 
Cllrumlulon."' ·-• 1o be ron<!, co;,lod ot utllll:O<l In a,,y manrn,r, by ony olhor person(•) 81\ould nm 1R1ram111.,n bO <l>CIIM><l In o,ror 
Cf o,..., "o prob!~ wM tt., rmnamoulM, pk!,... r.oUty 1110 above ,,.,.,.,4 .. n<!or lmmadla!llly. 


httos://mail.aoonlA r.nm/m~il/i 1/0/#inhnll?nrn1 .. ,,1nr=1 







Objection Signatures on the day of the hearing September 29, 2022 


4835 Mission St 


Record No: 2021-011352CUA 


1 







*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retail use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Retail Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 


*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Retail Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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*OBJECTION TO: Cannabis Retai l use at 4835 Mission Street 
Project Address: 4835 Mission Street SF, CA 94112 
Case Type: Conditional Use-Cannabis Reta il Use 
Records No.: 2021-011352CUA 


*OBJECTION TO: Any Further Authorization to Cannabis Reta il Use in Excelsior 
Outer Mission District 11 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 


November 1, 2022 


Katharine Anderson 
City and County Surveyor, Public Works 
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 300 
San Francisco, CA 94103 


Planning Case No. 2021-011352CUA 


City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 


Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 


Tel. No. (415) 554-5184 
Fax No. (415) 554-5163 


TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227 


4835 Mission Street - Conditional Use Authorization Appeal 


Dear Ms. Anderson: 


The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal filed by Olinda Vega, from the decision of 
the Planning Commission on September 29, 2022, relating to an approval of a Conditional Use 
Authorization (Case No. 2021-011352CUA) to establish an approximately 1,300 square-foot Cannabis 
Retail use within the ground floor commercial space of the existing two-story mixed-use building, with 
no on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products within the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCO 
(Neighborhood Commercial District) Zoning District and 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposed 
project is located at: 


4835 Mission Street, Assessor's Parcel Block No. 6272, Lot No. 021 


By copy of this letter, the City and County Surveyor is requested to determine the sufficiency of the 
signatures, in regard to the percentage of the area represented by the appellant. Please submit 
your determination no later than 5:00 p.m. on November 8, 2022. 


c: 


Sincerely, 


~ .. ~ 
Calvillo 


Clerk of the Board 


11:ak:ams 


William Blackwell, Public Works 
Bernie Tse, Public Works 
Nicolas Huff, Public Works 
Jason Wong, Public Works 
Ian Schneider, Public Works 
Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney 
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney 
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department 
Devyani Jain, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Planning Department 


Corey Teague, Planning Department 
Tina Tam, Planning Department 
AnMarie Rodgers, Planning Department 
Dan Sider, Planning Department 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Elizabeth Watty, Planning Department 
Jonas lonin, Planning Commission 
Ryan Balba, Planning Department 
Julie Rosenberg, Board of Appeals 
Alec Longaway, Board of Appeals 
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Introduction Form 
(by a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor) 

 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): 
 
☐ 1. For reference to Committee (Ordinance, Resolution, Motion or Charter Amendment) 

☐ 2. Request for next printed agenda (For Adoption Without Committee Reference) 
  (Routine, non-controversial and/or commendatory matters only)  

☐ 3. Request for Hearing on a subject matter at Committee 

☐ 4. Request for Letter beginning with “Supervisor  inquiries…” 

☐ 5. City Attorney Request 

☐ 6. Call File No.  from Committee. 

☐ 7. Budget and Legislative Analyst Request (attached written Motion) 

☐ 8. Substitute Legislation File No.  

☐ 9. Reactivate File No.  

☐ 10. Topic submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the Board on  

The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following (please check all appropriate boxes): 

☐  Small Business Commission ☐  Youth Commission ☐  Ethics Commission 

☐  Planning Commission   ☐  Building Inspection Commission   ☐ Human Resources Department 

General Plan Referral sent to the Planning Department (proposed legislation subject to Charter 4.105 & Admin 2A.53): 

 ☐  Yes  ☐  No 

(Note: For Imperative Agenda items (a Resolution not on the printed agenda), use the Imperative Agenda Form.) 
Sponsor(s): 
 
Subject: 
 
 
Long Title or text listed: 

 

 

 

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: 

 

 

 

(Time Stamp or Meeting Date) 
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