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AMENDED IN COMMITTEE 
FILE NO. 130084 1012112013 OkOINANCE NO. 

1 [Planning Code, Zoning Map - Establishing the Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood 
Commercia_I District]- - · 

2 

3 Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the Excelsior Outer Mission Street 

4 Neighborhood Commercial District (NCO) along Mission Street between Alemany 

5 Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line; repealing the Excelsior 

6 Alcoho! Restricted Use District and adding controls on liquor establishments to the 

7 new NCO; amending various sections to make conforming and other technical 

8 changes; amending the Zoning Map to rezone specified properties to the new NCO; and 

9 making environmental findings, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and 

10 the eight priority policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

NOTE:· Unchanged Code text and uncodified text are in plain Arial font. 
Additions to Codes are in single-underline italics Times New Roman font. 
Deletions to Codes are in strikethrough italics Times New Romanf(m:t. 
Board amendment additions are in double-underlined Arial font. · 
Board amendment deletions are in strikethrough /\rial font. . 
Asterisks (* * * *) indicate the omission of unchanged Code 
subsections or parts of tables. 

16 Be it ordained by the People of the City and County of Sari Francisco: 

· 17 Section 1. Findings. 

18 (a) The Planning Department has determined that the actions contemplated in this 

1 g· ordinanpe comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (California Public Resources 

20 Code Sections 21000 et seq.). Said determination is on file with the Clerk of the Board of 

21 Supervisors.in File No. 130084 and is incorporated herein by reference. 

22 (b) On April 18, 2013, the Planning Commission, in Resolution No. 18846, adopted 

23 findings that the actions contemplated in this ordinance are consistent, on balance, with the 

24 City's General Plan and eight priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. The Board 

25 
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adopts these findings as its own. A copy of said Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the 

Board of Supervisors in Flle No. 130084, and is incorporated herein by reference. 

(c) This Board finds that these Planning Code amendments are consistent with the 

General Plan and with the priority policies of Planning Code Section 101.1. for the reasons set 

forth in Planning Commission Resolution No. 18846, and the Board hereby incorporates such 

reasons herein by reference. 

Section 2. The Planning Code is hereby amended by adding Section 745.1, to read as 

follows: 

SEC. 745.1. EXCELSIOR OUTER MISSION STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL 

DISTRICT. 

The Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District is located along 

Mission Street be"tWeen Alemany Boulevard.and the San Francisco-San Mateo county line. Outer 

Mission Street is mixed use, combining street-fronting retail businesses on the ground floor and 

housing on upper floors. The range 'of comparison goods and services offered is varied and often 

includes specialty retail stores, restaurants. and neighborhood-serving offices. The area is transit-
. . 

oriented and the commercial uses serve residents of the area as well as residents and visitors from 

adjacent ana other neighborhoods. 

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. Housing development in new buildings is encouraged above the 

second story. Existing residential units are protected by limitations on demolitions and upper-story 

.conversions. Parking for residential and commercial uses is not required. Buildings range in height, 

with height limits generally allowing up to four stories. Lots vary in size, generally small- or medium-

sized with some very large parcels. 
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SEC 745. EXCELSIOR OUTER MISSION STREET NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL I 
I 

DISTRICT ZONING CONTROL TABLE 

I 'Bxcelsior Outer Mission Street 

11 

,.. 

I~ Zonin!! Catef!orv §References Controls 
I I BU/I.DING STANDARDS 

f 745.10 . Ffeirzht and Bulk Limit QQ 102.12 105 106 Generallv 40-X· see Zoninrz 
I 

l 250 - 252 260 261.1 Mav. Heirzht Sculvtim! on 

! 263.20. 270 271 4.llevs: § 261.1 Additional 5 ! 
l 
! ceet in heif!ht allowed for I 
I 
i 

' Ground Floor Active Uses in 

11 40-X and 50-X heirzht -

ji 

ll districts· Q 263.20 

IJ 745.11 TJot Si7e fPer Develovmentl Q.Q 790.56 121.1 P uv to 9.999 sa. ft.· C 10.000 
i 
! «n. ft. & above 
i 

l 745.12 Rear Yard 88130. 134 136 Reauired at the second storv 

11 
. iand above: § 134( a)(] )( C) 

II 745.13a Street Frontaze § 145.1 Reauired 
I 

j 745.13b Street Frontaze. Ground Floor § 145.4 RemLired 
I 
I 

Commercial ' I 
I 

'745.14 Awnim! 8136.l(a) ·p 
=-

11745.15 Canovv § 136.l(b) e 
·I 

11745;16 Marauee § 136.J(c) e 
11745.17 Streetscave and Pedestrian § 138.1 Renuired 
JI 

'lmvrovements II 
25 ,, 
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COMMERCIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STANDARDS AND USES 
' 

745.20 Floor Area Ratio 

745.21 Use Size fNon-Residentiall 

i 
I 

745.22 Off-Street Par"kinf!. 

Commercial/Institutional 
I 

l 
I 

ll 745.23 Off-Street Freif!ht Loadim! 

II 
I 
' 

l 745.24 Outdoor Activitv Area 

' 

11745.25 Drive-Ur> Facilitv 
\ 
i 745.26 Walk-Uo Facilitv 
i 
i 

lj 745.27 Hours of 0-oeration 
I 
I 
! 

; 745.30 General Advertisim! Sif!n 

i I . 

Business Sif!n ,1 745.31 
ii 
ii 
I! I! 
1\ 745.32 Other Si 12ns 
11 
ii 
ii 

Ii 
I 

\ 
! 

I j Supervisor Avalos I BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

II 

. SS 102.9. 102.11 123 .3.6to1 § 124 ( a)(b) 

$ 790.130 § 121.2 P uv to 5. 999 sa. ft.· C 6 000 sa. 

11. &above 

~§ 145.1 150. 151.l "N"one reauired. Limits set forth 

153 -.157 159-160 in Section 151.1. 

fMd 

$§ISO. 153 -155. Generallv. none reauired if 

' I 1204.5 152 16J(b) f!ross floor area is less than 

IO 000 sa. ft I 
§§ 790.70 145.2(a) P if located in front: C if locatec. I 

. elsewhere 

5 790.30 

QQ 790.140. 145.2(b) 

§ 790.48 

. §§ 262 602 - 604 

608. 609 

58262. 602 -604 

607.J(f)3. 608 609 

QQ 262. 602 - 604. 

607.l(c) (d) fa) 608 

609 

97 

P if recessed 3 ft. · C if not 

'recessed 

p 6 a.m. - 2 a.m. 

C 2 a.m. - 6 a.m. 

e. 

e 
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II 
II 
I' 745.38 

11745.39 
11 
' 

Zoninf! Catef!orv 

Residential Conversion 

Residential Demolition 

I Retail Sales and Services 

11745.40 Other Retail Sales and Services 

" 11 . fNot Listed Belowl lj 
r, 
!' !I 745.41 71.m:. 
I 
·I 745.43 Limited-Restaurant 
f 
l 

jl 745.44 Restaurant 
fl 
ii UauorStore 11745.45 
! 

! 745.46 Movie Theater 
t 

. I 745.47 A.dultEntertainment 

11745.48 Other Entertainment 

11745.49 Pinancial Service 

I/ 745.50 Limited Financial service 
lj . 

Medical Service 1745.51 
I 
l 

! 745.52 Personal Service 
I 
! 745.53 · Business or Professional Service 

;745.54 'iMassaf!e Establishment 

Ii 
11 
•I 
'1 
I 
1745.55 Tourist Hotel 
j 
I 
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Q References 

Q 790.118 

Q 790.84. 317 

Q 790.86 317 

Q 790.102 

Q 790.22 

Q 790.90 

Q 790.91 

Q 790.55 

Q 790.64 

Q 790.36 

Q 790.38 

Q 790.110 

Q 790.112 

Q 790.114 

Q 790.116 

Q 790.108 

. Q 790.60. Q 1900 

'fl ealth Code 

Q 790.46 

98 

Outer Mission Street 

Controls bv Storv 

l§!.. ~ 

£ £ 

{;_ £ 

eJi. P# 
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e. ~ 
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!p !p 
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p E. ~ 
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I 

745.56 

745.57 

745.58 

! 745.59 

745.60 

745.61 

745.62 

745.63 

745.64 

745.65 

745.66 

l4.utomobile ParkinP' QQ 790.8. 156 158.1 

160 

Automobile Gas Station 5 790.14 

Automotive service Station 5 790.17 

Automotive Revair Q 790.15 

l4.utomotive Wash Q 790.18 

4.utomobile Sale or Rental 5 790.12 
.. 

4.nimal Hosvital Q 790.6. 

Ambulance Service 5 790.2 

Mortuarv 5 790.62 

TradeShov 5 790.124 

Stora2e 5 790.117 
l ' f 

Frintze Financial Services Q 790.111 I 745.68 
~3. l 

I 
14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

l 
5 790.123 1745.69 Tobacco Paravhernalia 

I Establishments 
I 
I 
I 

745.69B Amusement Game Arcade Q 790.4 

'Mechanical Amusement 

I 'Devices) 
! 

,t 
N eir!hborhood AI!riculture 5102.35(a) ll 745.69C 

j) 745.69D Lar2e-Scale UrbanA2riculture Q 102.35(b) 

I I. Institutions and Non-Retail Sales a~ Services - . 
I . 

1745.70 4.dminis;ative Service 5 790.106 
f 

I 745.80 Hosvital or Medical Center 5 790.44 
I 

I 745.81 Other Institutions. Lar2e 5 790.50 
.1 

i 
I 
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I I 745.82 Other Institutions. Small 

745.83 Public Use 

745.84 Medical Cannabis Disvensarv 

I RRSIDENTIAL STANDARDS AND USES 

I 
745.90 Residential Use I 

I 
I 
I 

! 
i 

I 
I 
I 
I 
l 745.91 Residential Densitv. Dwellinf! 
I 
I Units I 
l 

745.92 Residential Densitv. Grouv 

I ffousinf! 

I 745.93 Usable Oven Svace !Per 

Residential Unit 7 
I 

745.94 · Off-Street Parldnf!. Residential 

745.95 Communitv Residential Parldnf! 
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Q 790.51 

Q 790.80 

Q 790.141 

Q 790.88 

Q_Q 207 207.1. 

790.88(a) 

QQ 207.1 208, 

790.88(b} 

QQ 135. 136 

Q§ 145.1. 150 151.1 

153--157 159-160 

166. 167 204.5 

Q 790.10. 145.1 166 

100 

p e. e. =-

c c c ,.._ ,.._ 

~££ ,... P# 
b" =-- ,... P# 

b" =--

P excevi p e. 
f;..fQr. 

fnm!:_ 

gg§_ 

listed in 

HU 

C4l 

Generallv. 1 unit ver 600 sa. ft. 

1otarea 

Generallv. 1 bedroom ver 210 

.rw. ft. lot area 

Generallv. either 80 sa. ft. if 

vrivate. or 100 sa. ft. if 

common§ 135(d) 

P uv to one car for each unit· 

NP above 

£ I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
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1 SPECIFIC PROVISIONS FOR THE EXCELSIOR OUTER MISSION STREET 

2 NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIALDISTRICT 

4 

5 

6 

7 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

. 20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

li7 Code 
I 1 • Ii ection 

I 
i 

1\ 
11 

Controls 

790.55 790.102 a 790.102 b FF-SALE U UOR ESTABLISHMENTS 

oundaries: Excelsior Outer Mission Street 

ei hborhood Commercial District. 

(a) New Liquor Store uses-with Type 20 or 

T e 21 ABC licenses are not ennitted in the district· 

(b) Liquor Store uses may relocate within the 

istrict with conditional use authori ation. 

(c) General Grocery, Specialty Grocery, and 

or Store uses with o -sale alcohol licenses shall 

I Li or establishments shall rovide outsid 

" I! 

II in a manner su cient to illuminate street a.lid I j· 
Ii riate ! 
\11 I o maintain securi without disturbin . area I ;t__ ___ ..__ ____ __;_ ___ -E:::::::::::::::=::::::::::::=::::::::::::::::::::::::::=::::===:::=::::::=::__ _ __J 

1' 
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·1 
I 

I 
I 

I 

11 
1 

I 
! 
I 

J1 ,I 
!I 
11 

' I 
11 
l 
I 

I 
I 

./ 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
IQ 745.68 Q 249.35 

I 
! 

I 
i 
I 
J 

i 
I 
i 

! 
! . 
1 
! 
1 

i 
I 
I 

! 
i 
i 

\ 
i 

1 

Is 745.84 ! . 'R"ealth Code 5 3308 

10 790.141 
I 
I 
' 
i 
I 

l Supervisor Avalos 
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I 

residences· 

(2) Advertisements in windows and clear doors 

are not vennitted and no more than 25 vercent of the 

sauare foota1ze of the windows and clear doors of 

liauor estahlishments shall bear sifmaze of anv sort. 

and all sif!nmze shall be vlaced and maintained in a 

manner that ensures that law enforcement versonnel 

11.ave a clear and unobstructed view of the interior of 

the vremises includine the area in which the cash 

rerdsters are maintained from the exterior vublic 

sidewalk or entrance to the vremises. 

PRINGE FINANCIAL SERVICE RESTRICTED 

USE DISTRICT (FFSRUD) 

Boundaries: The FFSRUD and its~ mile buffer 

includes. but is ·not limited to vroverties within the 

Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neiehborhood 

Commercial District. 

Controls: Within the FFSRUD and its~ mile buffer. 

frimze financial services are NP vursuant to Section 

249.35. Outside the FFSR UD and its ~ mile buffer. 

mnf!e financial services are P subiect to the 

restrictions set forth in Section 249.35( c )( 3 ). 

MEDICAL CANNABIS DISPENSARIES 

Boundaries: Excelsior Outer Mission Street 

Neif!hb"orhood Commercial District 

102 
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12 
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14 
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16 

17 

18 
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20 

21 

22 

Controls: 

(a) A Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) 

wever. that an amendments to re ulations 

o an MCD to another MCD 

ide shall a l in 

the Excelsior Outer Mission NCD and will su ersede 

he conditional use re uirement contained in this 

ection 745. 

(b) In addition to the requirements of Planning 

Code Section 303 the Plannin Commission shall 

lication and authori e the conditional 

resented are such to establish that: 

1 the MCD will brin measurable communi 

ission Street Nei hborhood Commercial District 

cient to address 

I 
I 

I 

I 
23 ·1 the communi or the Conditional 

24 

25 I 1\L-~~~L-~~~~~~~-1=======:::::::::===================--~___J.1 
1 
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liaison to deal e with current and 

(c) In addition to the above criteria, in regard 

to a Conditional Use authori .ation a the 

oncentrations o MCDs within the District. 

(d) A Medical Cannabis Dispensary mqy only 

o erate between the hours o 8 am and 10 m. 

(e) A Medical Cannabis Dispensary mqy 

to ersons with disabilities as re uired under the .1 

Cali omia Buildin Code. 

Section 3. The Planning Code is hereby amended by deleting Section 785, as follows: 

SEC. 785. EXCELSIOR ALCOHOL RESTRICTED USE DISTRICT. 

(El) Findings. There are ctn unusMally large l'lbHnber of esta!alish:1ne.''fts dispensing alcohelic 
. . 

berverages, including beer a:nd wine, for off site cens'Mmptien iri the area foct.lted generally on },fission 

Streetfr-em Silver A. venue to the Daly City herder. The edstence of this nie.ny off sale alceholic 

includirtg few for the s6ffety of children, elderly residents, a:nd visiters to the area. The prebkms Ellse 

contribute to thp deterioratiort of the neigh.borhood snd concomitant devalDtation ofproperty and 
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I · · u- z l r 11 · ~ · ·iy ":alucs tmd tfUality eflife The l'l'Mmber of esteblzshmcnts sc mg a~oao zc destructton 0 comm:bl:l'tZ v'J .• 

j beverages fer off site consUTn.p_tion and, tJ:-e associated problenw discow,rngc more desireble end needed 

I cowr,1nercial uses in the area. 

(17) Esteblishment ef the Ex~elsier Aleekel Restricted Use District. In order to pFeser..·e the 

r:esidelitie.Z eluxrocter: a:-'lfi the neighborhood serving comme:cial uses of the EJ;rea, the &eelsiorAkohol 

Restric~cd Use District (Excelsior A.lcolwl R"UD) is hereby esttlblished for the blocks and lotsfronting 

I Oeth ,,;e,,, efAfiffltm Stree~jffmo SilV<FAW'1<1'f: te tire Dely City benler, es. set forth en Sectimwl Met» 

l1j SU 11 andSU12 of the ZoningMaP-s efthe City and County ofSe:n Franezsco. I . . 

l (c) Dejiniaens. The f-0lbowing definitions shall apply 'Io this Sectimi 7-85: 

! . · l G rt . D . rtr e t o-f ) (1) ''.ABQLicense" shall mecm a liquor lice1we zssuedhy tac ~a7JOmzaepa~4''J 
i 

f A..Zcolwlic Benrage Control. 

, I · (2) "Liquor esffiblislwnent" shall niefZl't 8r1'PJ enterprise selling &lcoholic be=vaages, as 

1

1 

i defined in Cslifernia Business snd Prof~siens Co6:c Sections 23004 and 23025, purSbf;e:nt te an 24BC 
I . . . 
l . 

Ji License. · 
l\ 

I 
(3) "Prohibited liquor es'tl:ihlishment" shall meEIR any esteblis.TtmCTLt selling EJ;lcoholic 

be·ieFe.ges lccwfully existing prior to the cffec#re date 'e;£this ordi1f61J'l;ce and licensed by the StsJe of 

e, z .. ~ernie. -for the fflle 0 -r a.lcohelic beyere.ges J-for off site consfH'l'LptioR ("off sEJ;le "), so long as othen·,iisc 
8; 1J J'J . ' . 

le;veful. It shsll include an esffiblishment that is defined in Section 790.55 efthis Code. 

'! (d) CentFels. 

££. • ti l 1 (1) .71le ne=w lif!Uor esi6lblishme1its selling e.koholic bcvcreges for 0r szte consMnip en 
I . 
i I shell be pcrrnitted in the &ff:elsior l' .. lcohol RUD. · . . . 

'I . . d l "b" \ · . (2) The prohibition ef ef! sale liqotor estsblishments shell not be znterpre~ to pro.1z zt 
l 
I 

J the fallo·wing: 

l\ 
I" I! 
1\ 
I' 

(A) Temporary ~ses, as described in Pkmning Code Seetien 205. l or 205.!; or 
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J l BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 12 

10/30/2013 
I! 

!l 105 



1 

2 

3 

II 
I 
I 

·+ r ti .{: 51; e 1<: (B) Establishment efan eff sale lif[b!or establ~shm.ent ~an a.pp ice onJorh 

liquor establishrnent is onfile with the Ce.lifernie Department ofAleoholic Be;;erage Control prior to 

the ~ffeetive date of this ordinanee establishing the Excelsior Alcohol RUD; or 

4 ·! 

5 ii 
'· 6 l' 

(3) Coniimumen e,f Exisffng Prohibited Liq?:ter Esteblishments. In_ the &cclsioF 

A.lcohol RUD, e:nyprohibited liquor estehliskmcntmsy eontinue in aecordanec rvith P1£mliing Code 

7 

8 

9· 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I 

I 
!r 

Seetion through 186.2. suhjectto thefelloy;i~gproilisions:. 

(i1) A prohibited lif[Uor establishment lmvfully e:risting and selling akoholic 

beverages as lice:1ised by the State of California prior to the effec#;:e date of this lcgis~ation; or 

subsequent legislation prohibiting tlw.t type of!:iqbf;or est&blislmicnt, se leng {JS otherwise lawful may 

. f+- . B . d eontinuc to ·operate only Mndcr the folfo·wing conditions, as provided by Ca fJOfflUiusiness r5l:l"'l 

Profe-ssions Code &ction 23790: 

(i) Except as provided in &t:bsection (B) below, the premises shell retain 

the saww type of retail liq'blor license 1~ithin a lice:J'lSe classification; B1'i:d 

(ii) E:>ffJ~pt flS pre;;ided in SMbsectien (B) beZew, the liquor estahlisliment 
:1 
i' shall be op~ratcd eontinuously, viitho'dt substantial: changes i1i mode or cheracter ef operstion. 
1,: 

(B) A breek in continuous.sen;ice shall not be interpreted to inchule the 

I, fellewing, prtnided fhat; fE<Cf!pt as intJkatetJ Belew, the !ee61#en ef the esteb/ishfflent '1ees ne• ehenge, 

l l t"'ie square -Footage used for the sale of alcoholic beverages does not increese, and_ the type ofABC ii' J J . 

1 
j License does not e}u:mgc: 

! (i) 8 change in 01v1'tership of a prohibited liq'bf;Or esteblislmient or en 

£ ADCL" . ow1ier to owner transfe'J· Bj B1'i: rl.D ~zcense. 

. £ . . . l "b "t d (ii) 8 temporsry ckJsMre foF restoretion or repeir 0 an existing prolH i~e 

ii . d fi . t ! l litjUOY establishment on the same let after total or partiel destruction or d:amageue to J re, no ' 

j j insun·ection, toxic sccident, or act of God; 

l 
I 
j 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

f 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I 

(iii) temporary closure of CE!'t existing prohibited liquor establishment for 

re&sons other than toteJ or partial des:tructien er timnage due tofire, riot, insun·ectien, toxic accident, 

er act of God for not more then thirty dfI'jS for repair, renow;,tion, or remodeling; or 

(iv) rdocfl:tion of B:l'L existing prohibited liquor estabUshm.ent fri the 

Excelsierl'..lcohol RUD to another loOO:tion ·,W.thin the SfH'l'l:e Excelsior Alcohol RUD with conditional 

btse authomationfFom the Pla.rming Confl'lii55ion, pro~ided that the or.igine.lprewLises shall not be 

occupied by 6l prohibited liquqr establis.'lti:m,ent unless by anethaprehibitcd li.ptor establishnient that is 

) , 6rlse relecatingfFem '1'P'ithin the ExcelsiertUcohel RUD. 

11 . . 

I Section 4. The Planning Code is hereby amended by revising Sections 201, 207.4, 

!,. 249.35, 263.20, 607.1, 702. J and 702.3, to read as follows: 

! SEC. 201. CLASSES OF USE DIS)RICTS. 
! 

i 
1 
divide~~n::;~ t;0::n:~l:::su:: ::::visions of this Code, the City is hereby 

**** 

Named Neighborhood Commercial Districts 

. (Defined in Sec. 702.1) 

Broadway Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

714.1) 

Castro Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

715.1) 

Inner Clement Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined 

I Supervisor Avalos 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 14 I 

10/30!20131 

107 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

ii 
l! 

ll 
l 
l 

in Sec. 716.1} 

I Outer Clement Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined 

I . i in Sec. 717.1) 

I 
I 
I Upper Fillmore Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined 
I 

I 
I 

in Sec. 718.1) .. 

Ii 
I! 
II 
fj 

!I 
•[j 

ii 
ii 
11 Ii 
11 
•I 
ii 

ii 
I! 
I' 

il 
.1 

Haight Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

71 Q.1) 

Inner Sunset Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

730.1) 

Upper Market Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined 

in Sec. 721.1) 

North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 
.. 

722.1) ' . 

Ii 
11 

f/ 
11 

Pacific Avenue Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in 

Sec. 732.1) 

. I 
i 

I 
11 
I 

Polk Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

723-.1) 

l 
I Sacramento Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in 
l 
l Sec. 724.1) 

i 
:j 
lj 
1, 
ii 

Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

725.1) 
I' 

11 
Ii 
)I 

j Supervisor Avalos . 
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11 
f1 

I . I 
1 11 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

a I 
9 i 

10 
11 

11 I! · 
I; 

12 II 
· 13 II 
14 11 

\; 

15 11, 

16 
t 

17 l 
18 11 

19 I\ 

20 I 
21 · I 
22 [ 

Ii 
· 23 \I 

1· 
1! 

24 11 
,I 

·25 I\ 
11 
!1 ' 

24th Street-Noe Valley Neighborhood Commercial District 

(Defined in Sec. 728.1) 

West Portal Avenue Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined 

in Sec. 729.1) 

Noriega Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

739.1) 

Irving Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

740.1) 

Taraval Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

741.1) 

Judah.Street Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 

742.1) 

Regional Commercial District (Defined in Sec. 7 44) 
' 

Excelsior Outer Mission Neighborhood Commercial District (Defined in 

Sec. 745.1~ 

' 

**** 

Neighborhood Commercial Restricted Use Districts and 

Subdistricts (Defined in Sec. 781) 

T araval Street Restaurant Subdistrict (Defined in Sec. 781 .1) 

Geary Boulevard Formula Retail Pet Supply Store and Formula 

I[ 
\ i Supervisor Avalos 
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1 

2 
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5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 I 

25 I 
I 

Retail Eating and D·rinking S_ubdistrict (Defined in Sec. 781.4) 

Miss\on Street Formula Retail Restaurant Subdistrict (Defined in 

Sec. 781.5} 

North Beach Financial Seivice, Limited Financial Seivice, and 

Business or Professional Seivice Subdistrict (Defined in Sec. 

781.6) 

Chestnut Street Financial Subdistrict (Defined in Sec. 781.7) 

Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use District (Defined in Sec. 

781.8) 

Haight Street Alcohol Special Use District (Defined in Sec. 781.9) 

17th and Rhode Island Street Grocery Store Special Use District 

(Defined in Sec. 781.10) 

Third Street Alcohol Restricted Use District (Defined in Sec. 782) 

Divisadero Street Alcohol Restricted Use District (Defined in Sec. 

783} 

Lower Haight Street Alcohol Restricted Use District (Defined in . 

Sec. 784) 

&eel5ier24Jeehe~ Rem=ieted 'l:he f)ieffiet- (f)ejined in See. 78.§..) 

Lower Haight Street Tobacco Paraphernalia Restricted Use 

District (Defined in Sec. 786) 

Fringe Financial Seivice Restricted Use District (Defined in Sec. 

: Supervisor Avalos 
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!l 
I 

249.35) 

**** 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8' 

9 

In addition to the classes of use districts in the above table, the following terms shall apply: 

"R District11 shall mean any RH-1(0), RH-1, RH-1(8), RH-2, RH-3, RM.;1, RM-2 RM-4, 

10 

11 . 
! 
I 

I 
12 ;I 

RM-3, RM-4, RTO, RTO-M, RC-1, RC-2, RC-3, or RC-4 District; 

"M District" shall mean any M-1 or M-2 District; 

"PDR District" shall mean any PDR-1-B, PDR-1-D, PDR-1-G or PDR-2 District; 

"RH Dist~ict" shall mean any RH-1(D), RH-1, RH-1(S), RH-2, or RH-3 District; 

"RM Districf' shall mean any RM-1, RM-2, RM-3, or RM-4 District; 

"RTO District" shall mean any RTO or RTO-M District; 

"C-3 District" shall mean any C-3-0, C-3-R, C-3-G, or C-3-S District. For the purposes 13 : 
' 

: : . II :: ~=:~ :::;:d AP:::::::::is~;e~:::::;~: :ai::i:~ :;~~:: :,c~::::nsgouth 
ii 
I/ 

16 \1 Map; 
I} 

· "NCT District" shall mean any district listed in Section 702.1 (b), including any NCT-1, 17 I\ 

~ 8 \[ NCT-2, NCT-3, and any Neighborhood Commercial Transit District identified by street or area 

19 
\1 name; and . 

20 
1\ "Mixed U~e District" shall mean all Chinatown Mixed use, South of Market Mixed Use, 

\\ Eastern Neighborhood Mixed use! and Downtown Residential Districts. . . 21 

22 \\ SEC. 207.4. DENSITY OF DWELLING UNITS IN NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL 

23 \! DISTRICTS. . · . · 
i! 

24 ! 1 The density of dwelling units in Neighborhood Commercial Districts shall be as stated 
! 

25 ) in the following subsections: 

!1 
·1 Supervisor Avalos 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

'I 

I 

(a) The rules for calculation of dwelli.ng unit densities set forth in Section 207~ 1 of this 

Code shall apply in Neighborhood Commercial Districts, except that any remaining fraction 

, of Y2 or more of the minimum amount of lot area per dwelling unit shall be adjusted upward to 
i 

1 I the next higher whole number of dwelling units. . · 

! f · The dwelling unit density in Neighborhood Commercial Districts shall be at a density 
:I . . 
i ~ 
i ! ratio not exceeding the number of dwelling units permitted in the nearest Residential District, ,, 
~ I 
1, I 1 provided that the maximum density ratio shall in no case be less than the amount set forth in 
i 

8 ! the zoning controlfollet<dng table for the district. The distance to each Residential District shall 
f . . 

9 ! I be measured from the midpoint of the front lot line or from a point directly across the ~treet 
if -

1 O I therefrom, whichever permits the greater density. 
I 

! 
11 : ' IALf.;../-)!f:!;fl"'ff!t 

II ii 1--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----1 12 

11-----
IJ 

II 11 ~!:eT-r>Ae-1:5-ef 1. ---~~~~~~~~~~~~~~"'"-"'"! 

11~-M:reet 
17 I 

13 

14 

15 

16 

' 1--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~---1 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 1-------------------------------------------------------,;--
I Supervisor Avalos 
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I 

1 I 

: I' 

: I 
6 I 
7 

ii -------------------------------------------------------------------.--fl 8 11 (b) The dwelling unit density for dwellings specifically designed for and occupied by 

g j I senior citizens or physiea.Uy .1wndicapped persons with physical disabilities shall be at a density 

1 0 I ratio not exceeding twice the .number of dwelling units permitted by the .limits set forth in 
i 

11 ) Subsection (a). 

12 ( (c) The dwelling unit density in the RGD District and NCT Districts, as listed in Section 
I 

13 I 702.1 (b}, shall not be limited by lot area, but by the applicable requirements and limitations 

14 
1!··· 

elsewhere in this Code, including but not limited to height, bulk, setbacks, open space, 

15 I 1 exposure, and unit mix, as well as by applicable design guidelines, applicable elemen!S and 

16 . I 1 area plans of the General. Plan, and design review by the Planning Department. 

17 l SEC. 249.35. FRINGE FINANCIAL SERVICE RESTRICTED USE DISTRICT. 

18 II (a) Findings. There are an unusually large number of establishments providing fringe 

19 .

1

1. financial services, including check cashing and payday lending, In the neighborhoods included 

20 in the Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use District, the North of Market Residential 

21 j Special Use District, the Divisadero Street Alcohol Restricted Use District, ·the Thi.rd Street 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Alcohol Restricted Use District, a:nd the Haight Street Alcohol Restricted Use Subdistrict tt1tti: 

1 r the propesed ~elsier iJcehel Restricted Use District. The unchecked proliferation of these · 

I businesses has the potential to displace other financial service providers, including charter 

\ banks, which offer a much broader range of fir:tancial services, as well as other desired 

I Supervisor Avalos 
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'I 

11 

1 commercial development in the City, which provides a broad range of neighborhood 

2 _ I commercial goods and seNices. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

_17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I · (b) Establishment of the Fringe Financial Service Restricted Use District. In order 

I to preserve the residential character and the neighborhood-serving commercial uses of the 

! j following defined areas, a noncontiguous Fringe Financial SeNice Restricted Use District 
I . 
l (Fringe Financial Service RUD) is hereby established for the following properties: · 
l 

!1 (1) Properties in the Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use District, as · 

II described in Section 781.8 of this Code and as designated on Zoning Maps Numbers SUD? 

II and SUOS of the Zoning Map of the City and County of San Francisco; 

11 . (2) Properties in the North of Market ·Residential Special Use District, as 

11 
1,,!.

1 

described in Section 249.5 of this Code and as designated on ?oning Maps Numbers SU01 

and SU02; 

ii 
l / (3) Properties in the Divisadero Street Alcohol Restricted Use District, as ,, 
1 described in Section 783 of this Code and as designated on Zoning Maps Numbers SU02 and 

I SU07 of the Zoning Map of the City and County of San Francisco and the Excelsior Outer 

I Mission Street Neighborhood Commer~ial District, as described in Section 745 of this Code and as 

!

I -
1 

designated on Zoning Map ZN08 of the Zon~ngMap of the City and County of San Francisco; 
I 

(4) Properties in the Third Street Alcohol Restricted Use District, as described_ in 

Section 782 of this Code and as designated on Zoning Map Number SU1 O of the Zoning Map 

of the City and County of San Francisco; and 
i 

j (5) Properties in the Haight Street Alcohol Restricted Use S~bdistrict, as 

i described in Section 781.9 of this Code and as designated on Zoning Maps Numbers SU06 
I . 

! and SU07 of the Zoning Map of the City and County of San Francisc~ ! . . . 
(6) Pr-opcrties in the proposed ExcdsiorAlcohol Restricted Use .District, 11>·hich. ~ncludcd 

Assessor's Blocks and Lotsfronting on both sides ofA!issien Streetfrom SilverA:venuc to the Daly City 

Iii, Supervisor Avalos 
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ll 

1 

2 

3 

4 

: I 
7 li 
8 ll 

I: 
9 !l 

:~ 11 
r 12 I 

I 

:: I 
15 

&m FFancisco bo'ffl.er ru set forth in Specietl Use District A1aps SUll &nd SU12 of the Zoning Map ef 

the City e.nd Cobtnty of&in FTGfJ'l;cisco. Inclusion of thesepraperties in the Fringe Fioo1r:tcia.l Service 

RUD sh,ell surviYe GB'fJ sunset proYisions of tlie proposed Excelsior Alco.~ol Restricted Use District. 

**** 

SEC. 263.20. SPECIAL HEIGHT EXCEPTION: ADDITIONAL FIVE FEET HEIGHT FOR 

ACTIVE GROUND FLOOR USES IN CERTAIN DISTRICTS. 

(a) Intent. In order to encourage generous ground floor ceiHng heights for commercial 

and other active uses, encourage additional light and air into ground floor spaces, allow for 

walk-up ground floor residential uses to be raised slightly from sidewalk level for privacy and 

usability of front s~oops, and create better building frontage on the public street, up to an 

additional 51 of height is allowed· along major streets in NCT districts, or in specific districts 

listed below, for buildings that feature either higher ground floor ceilings for non-residential 
. \ 

uses or ground floor residential units (that have direct walk-up access from the sidewalk) 

raised up from sidewalk level. 

-(b) Applicability. The special height exception described in this section shall only 
. . 

16 1 apply to projects that meet all of the following criteria: 

17 I (1) project is located in a 30-X, 40-X or 50-X Height and Bulk District as l . . . I designated on the Zoning Map; · _ 

19 · {2) project is located in one of the following districts: 
\ . 

20 l (A) in an NCT district as designated on the Zoning Map; 

18 

21 (B) in the 24~ Street- Noe Valley, Castro Street, Upper Market Street, 

22 Inner Clement Street and Outer Clement Street NCDs; Excelsior Outer Mission Street, Irving 

23 · Street. Judah Street, Noriega Street, Taraval Street NCDs; 

24 (C) on e ... \7C 2 or NC 3 designated pBrcelfroming Mission Street, from Siher 

25 tbenue to the Daly City border; 

\ Supe~isor Avalos 
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I' 

II 

1 {Q ff)j on a NC-2 designated parcel on Balboa Street between 2nd 

2 Avenue and 8th Avenue, and between 32nd Avenue and 39th Avenue; 

3 
I 

il2l fEt on a NC-1 designated parcel within the boundaries of Sargent 

4 I Street to Orizaba Avenue to Lobos Street to Plymouth Avenue to Farallones Street to San 

5 l, Jose Avenue to Alemany Boulevard to 19th Avenue to Randolph Street to Monticello Street 

6 II and back to Sargent_Street;"' 

7 11 ill fA on a NC-3 designated parcel fronting on Geary Boulevard from 

8 I Masonic Avenue to 28th Avenue, except for parcels on the north side of Geary Boulevard 

g , between Palm Avenue and Parker Avenue; or I 
1 O 11 . !F) fGf on a Parcel zoned NC-1 e_r NC 2 with " .. ,,.,.,,,,.,,;,,; 1tS• "" the gffl""'1 I 
11 I I fleer on Noriega Irving, Taraval, or Judah Stree~ west of 19th Avenue;:. I 

!J 
! 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

(ll) on a parcel wncd l'lG I or ATC 2 with a convncrcie.Z D1;Se on the groundfloor 

on In·ing Str-eet ·west of 19th A:P'cnuc; 

(I) o:i a parcel zoned ~\TC. I er l'/C 2 with a comn1:Crcial use on the grouMfloor 

j on TarGW6ll Street west Of 19th AP'enue; 

I 
I 

(J) on a parcel zened }fG I or l 1/C 2 with a comniercial USC on the groundfloor 

on Judah Street ·west of 19th AP'e-mte; 

. (3) project features ground floor commercial space or other active use as 

defined by Section 145.1 (b)(2) with clear ceiling heights in excess of ten feet from sidewalk 

grade, or in the case of residential uses, such walk-up residential units are raised up from 

sidewalk level; 

(4) said ground floor commercial space, active use, or walk-up residential use is 

1 primarily oriented along a right-of-way wider than 40 feet; 

(5) said ground floor commercial space or active use occupies at least 50% of 

25 . I the project's ground floor ·area; and 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

JI 

I 
I . (6) except for projects located in NCT districts, the project sponsor has 

conclusively demonstrated that the additional 51 increment allowed through Section 263.20 

would not add new shadow to any public open spaces. 

(c) One additional foot of height, up to a total of five feet, shall be permitted above the 

! designated ·height lim'.t for each additional foot of ground floor clear ceiling height in excess of 

'! 1 O feet from sidewalk grade, or in. the case of residential units, for each foot the unit is .raised 

. above sidewalk grade. · · 

\ {Diagram not shown but not to be deleted.) 

! SEC. 607.1. NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIALANDRESIDENTIAL-COMMERCIAL 

I I DISTRICTS. 

l **** 
( 

'I (f) Business Signs. Business signs, as defined in Section 602.3 shall be permitted in 
12 t,1 

· 1. 3 
11 

all Neighborhood Commercial and Residential-Commercial Districts subject to the limits set forth 
11 :: I below. 

( 1 ) NC-1 and NCT-1 Districts. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

(A) Window Signs. The total area of all window signs, as ·defined in 

Section 602.1 (b), shall not exceed 1/3 the area of the window on or in which t~e signs are 
' -! locat~d. Such signs may be nonilluminated, indirectly illuminated, or direct!~ illuminated. 
! . 

! (B) Wall Signs. The area of all wall signs shall not exceed one square 
I . . 

! foot per square foot of street frontage occupied by the business measured along the wall to 
! . . . 

11 which the signs are attached, or ~O square feet for each street frontage, whichever is less. 
II \ l The height of any wall sign shall not exceed 15 feet or the height of the wall to which it is 

1' attached. Such signs may be non illuminated or indirectly illuminated; or during business 
i 
! hours, may be directly illuminated. 
I . 

( 
\f p . 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

(C) Projecting Signs. The number of projecting signs shall not exceed 

one per business. The area of such sign, as defined in Section 602.1 (a), shall not exceed.24 

square feet. The height of such sign shall not exceed 15 feet ~r the height of the wall to which 

it is attached. No part of the sign shall project more than 75 percent of the horizontal distance 

5 . from the street property line to the curbline, or six feet six inches, whichever is less. The sign 

6 tj may be nonilluminated or indirectly illuminat~d, or during business hours, may be directly 

l ! illuminated. · . . · I . . 
8 _ \I . . (D) Signs on. Awnings. Sign copy may be located on permitted awnings 

1 l in lieu of wall signs and projecting signs. The area of such sign copy as defined in Section 
I. . 

1 · 602.1 (c) shall not exceed 20 square feet. Such sign copy may be nonilluminated or indirectly 

7 

9 

10 

1 · 

11 

12 

I illuminated. 
i 
i 
I 

(2) RC, NC-2, NCT-2, NC-$, Broadway, Castro Str!!et, Inner Clement Street, I 
13 

14 

Outer Clement Street, Upper Fillmore Street, Inner Sunset, Irving Street. Haight Street, 

'Hayes-Gough, Judah Str~et, Upper Market Street, Excelsror Outer Mission Street, Noriega 

15 Street, North Beach; Ocean Avenue, Pacific Avenue, Polk Street, Sacramento Street, 

16 SoMa, Taraval Street, Union Street, Valencia Street, 24th Street - !v'lission, 24th Street -

17 Noe Valley, West Portal Avenue, Glen Park, RCD, and Folsom Street Neighborhood 

18· 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25. 

Commercial Districts. 

(A) Window Signs~ The total area of all window signs~ as defined in 

Section 602.1 (b), shall not exceed 1/3 the area of the window on or in which the signs are 

1 located. Such signs may be nonilluminated, indirectly illuminated, or directly illuminated. 

I 
I (B) Wall Signs. The area of all wall signs shall not exceed two square 

j feet per foot of street frontage occupied by the. use measured along the wall to which the 
I 
!I signs are attached, or 100 square feet for each street frontage, whichever is less. The height 

1 
of any wall sign shall not exceed 24 feet, or the height of the wall to which it is attached, or the 
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1 height of the lowest of any residential windowsill on the wall to which the sign is attached, 

2 whichever is lower. Such signs may be nonilluminated, indirectly, or directly illuminated. 

3 (C) Projecting Signs. The number of projecting signs shall not exceed 

4 one per business. The area of such sign, as defined in Section 602.1 (a), shall not exceed 24 

5 square feet. The height of such sign shall not exceed 24 feet, or the height of the wall to which 

6 it is attached, or the height of the lowest of any residential windowsill on the wall to which the I 
7 sign is attached, whichever is lower. No part of the sign shall project more than 75 percent of 

8 the horizontal distance from the street property line to the curbline, or six feet six inches, 

9 j whichever is less. Such signs may be nonilluminated or indirectly illuminated; or during 

1 O 1 ! business hours, may be directly illuminated. 
! 

11 
\ 

(D) Signs on Awnings and Marq~ees. Sign copy may be located on 

12 ! j permitted awnings or marquees in lieu of projecting signs. The area of such sign copy as 

13 J' defined in Section 602.1 (c) shall not exceed 30 square feet. Such sign copy may be 

14 \ nonilluminated or indi_rectly illuminated; except that sign copy on marquees for movie theaters 

15 I . or places of entertainment may be directly illuminated puring business hours. 
JI 

16 q (E) Freestanding Signs and Sign Towers. With the exception of 
lo 

17 i I automotive gas and ~ervice stations, which are regulated under Paragraph 607.1 (f)(4), one 
!! . 
1, . 

18 1·1' freestanding sign or sign tower per lo~ shall be permitted Jn lieu of a projecting sign, if the · 

19 I\ building or buildings are recessed from·the street property line. The existence of a 

20 \ \ freestanding business sign shall preclude the erection of a freestanding identifying sign on the 
ii 

21 \\ same lot. The area of such freestanding sign or sign tower, as defined in Section 602.1 (a), 
Ii . ·. . . . 

22 \ l shall not exceed 20 square feet nor shall the height of the sign exceed 24 feet. No part of the 
I . . 
I 

23 j sign shall project more than 75 percent of the horizontal distance from the street property line 
' 

24 l to the curbline, or six feet, whichever is less. Such signs may be nonilluminated or indirectly 

\ illuminated; or during business hours, may be directly illuminated. 

1

1
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3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

I 
I 

(A) Window Signs. The total area of all window signs, as defined in 

Section 602.1 (b), shall not exceed 1/3 the area of the window on or in which the signs are 

located. Such signs may be nonilluminated, indirectly illuminated; or directly illuminated. 

(8) Wall Signs. The area of all wall signs shall not exceed three square 

feet per foot of street frontage occupied.by the use measured along the wall to which the 

I signs are attached, or 150 square feet for each street frontage, whichever is less. The height 

9 · 11 of any wall sign shall not exceed 24 feet, or the height of the wall to.which it is attached, or the 

!I height of the lowest of any residential windowsill on the wall to which the sign is attached, 
f! . . . 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

.19 

20 

21 

22. 

23 

24 

25 

Ii whichever is lower. Such signs may bE? nonilluminated, indirectly, or directly illuminated. 
:j 
it (C) Projecting Signs. The number of projecting signs shall not exceed 
l 

j one per business. The area of such sign, as defined in Section 602.1 (a), shall not exceed 32 · 

\ · square feet. The height of the sign shall not exceed 24 feet, or the height of the wall to which it 

ll is attached, or the height of the _lowest of _any residential windowsill on the wall to which the 

, ! sign is attached, whichever is lower. No part of the sign shall project more than 75 percent of 

!! the horizontal di.stance from the street property line to the curbline, or six feet six inches, 
I . 
j whichever is less. Such signs may be nonillumi~ated, indirectly, or directly illuminated. 

I (D) Sign Copy on Awnings and Marquees. Sign copy may be located 
I . 
/' . 

i on permitted awnings or marquees in lieu of projecting signs. The area of such sign copy, as 
I . . . 
i 

i defined in Section 602.1 (c), shall i:iot exceed40 square feet. Such sign copy may be · 

11 nonilluminated or in.direcHy illuminated; except that sign copy on marquees for .mOvie theaters 

! i or places of entertainment may be directly illuminated during business hours. 

(E) Freestanding Signs and Sign Towers. With the exception of 

\
1 
automotive gas and service stations, which are regulated under Paragraph 607.1 (f)(4) of this 

1 Supervisor Avalos 
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1 Code, one freestanding sign or sign tower per lot shall be permitted in lieu of a projecting sign 

2 if the building or buildings are recessed from the street property line. The existence of a 

3 freestanding business sign shall preclude the erection of a freestanding identifying sign on the 

· 4 I same lot. _The area of such freestanding _sign or sign tow~r, as defined in Section 602.1 (a), 

5 
1 
· shall not exceed 30 square feet nor shall the he)ght of the sign exceed 24 feet. No part of the 

6 sign shall project more than 75 percent of the horizontal distance from the street property line 

7 to the curbline, or six feet, whichever is less. Such signs may be nonilluminated or indirectly 

8 l illuminated, or during business hours, may be directly illuminated. 

9 
I I . (4) Special Standards for Automotive Gas and Service Stations. For 

\I automotive gas and service stations in Neighborhood Commercial Districts, only the following 

II signs are permitted, subject to the standards in this Paragraph (f}(4) and to all other standards j 

II in this Section 607.1. I 

10 

11 

12 

. 13 ll (A} ·A maximum of two oil company signs, which shall not extend mere- I 
14 l, thmi 10 feet above the roofline if attached to a building, or exceed the maximum height 

15 permitted for freestanding signs in the same district if freestanding. The area of any such sign 

16 

·17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

1. 
ii 
l \ ~hall not exceed 180 square feet, and along each ~treet frontage, all parts of such a ~ign or 

-J 1 signs that are within ·1 O feet of the street property line shall not exceed 80 square feet in area. 

II No such sign shiill project more than five feet beyond any street property llnei. The areas of 

I\ .other permanent and temporary signs as covered in Subparagraph (B) below shall not be 

i included in the calculation of the areas $pacified in this Subparagraph. 

l (8) Other permanent. and temporary business signs, not to exceed 30 

\. square feet in area f ~r each such Sign or a total of 1 ~O square feet for all ~u~h sign~ on the 

I\ premises. No such sign shall extend above the r~oflme 1f attached to a ~u1ldmg, or tn any case 
ij 

l j project beyond any street property line or building setback line. 

I * * * * . 
j 
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ll 
I• 

11 
,1 

1 !\ SEC. 702.1. NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL USE DISTRICTS. 

2 (a) The following districts are established for the purpose of implementing the. 

3 Commerce and Industry element and other elements of the General Pl~rn, according to the 

4 l objective and policies stated therein. Description and Purpose Statements outline the main 

!I functions of each Neighborhood Commercial (NC) District in the Zoning Plan for San 
11 

5 

6 1· Francisco, supplementing the statements of purpose contained in Section 101 of this Code. 

7 ! The description and purpose statements and land use controls applicable to each of 

I, the general and individual area districts are set forth in this Code for each district class. The 
1
\ boundaries of the various Neighborhood Commercial Districts are shown on the Zoning Map 

8 

9 
i . 

1 O , j referred to in Sections 105 and 106 of this Code, subject to the provisions of that Section. 
if . 

:: !I 
ii 
I• 

I] 13 

l' 14 1! 
1s I 
16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

\ 

r 
; 
i 

I 
l 
I 
! 
\ 
i 

**** 

Named Neighborhood Commercial Districts 

Broadway Neighborhood Commercial District 

Castro Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Inner Clement Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Outer Clement Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Upper Fillmore Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Haight Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Upper Market Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

North Beach Neighborhood Commercial District 

Polk Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Sacramento Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Union Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

24th Street-Noe Valley· Neighborhood Commercial District 

West Portal Avenue Neighborhood Commercial District 

Section 
Number 

§ 714 

§ 715 

§ 716 

§ 717 

§ 718 

§ 719 

§ 721 

§722 

§723 

§ 724 

§ 725 

§ 728 

§ 729 

I 
I 
I 

I 
! 

I 
l 
i 
; 

l 

I 
I 
I 
l 
i . 
i 
i 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

II 
If 

l" 

' 
i1 
!J 
11 

Inner Sunset Neighborhood Commercial District 

'Glen Park Neighborhood Commercial Tran~it Distric~ 
Noriega Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Irving Street Neighborhood Commerqial District 

Taraval Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Judah Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

!Folsom Street.Neighborhood Commercial Transit Distric~ 
. . 

Regional Commercial District 

Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District · 

Neighborhood Commercial Restricted Use Subdistricts 

Taraval Street Restaurant Subdistrict 
I, 

24 . \l 

25 :I Geary Boulevard Formula Retail Pet Supply Store and Formula 
lj 
'1 . 

I\ Supervisor Avalos 
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§ 730 

§ 738.1 

§739.1 

§740.1 

§741.1 

§742.1 

1§ 743.11 _ 

§ 744.1. 

§ 745.l 

Section 

Number 

§ 781.1 

§ 781.4 
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ll 
I 

1 1 

23 

24 

25 

L 
\\ 

Retail Eating and Drinking Subdistrict 

Mission Street Formula Retail Restaurant Subdistrict § 781.5 

North Beach Financial Service, Limited Financial Service, and § 781.6 

Business or Professional Service Subdistrict 

Chestnut Street Financial § 781.7 

Haight Street Alcohol Restricted Use District § 781.9 

Divisadero Street Alcohol Restricted Use District § 783 

Lower Haight Street Alcohol Restricted Use District § 784 

E:eeekieF z"Jeehei SpeeieJ Yee Dieme't ~ 

Fringe Financial Seriice Restricted Use District § 249.35 

Mission Alcohol Restricted Use District §249.60 

(formerly 

781.8) 

Third Street Alcohol Restricted Use District §249.62 

(formerly 

782) 

Section 5. Sheets ZNOB of the Zoning Map of the City and County of San Francisco is 

hereby amended, as follows: 

Supervisor Avalos 
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'I I 
I 

1 Use District to be Use District 

2 Description of Property Superseded Hereby Approved 

3 

I 
All parcels zoned NC-3 NC-3 Excelsior Outer Missiqn Street 

4 on Blocks 3147, 3148, 3206, Neighborhood Commercial I 
5 I 3207,3208A,5893,6013, District ! 
6 l 6014,6083,6084,6272, I 

I 

7 I 6346, 6347, 6408, 6409, 

8 I 6410, 6411, 6412, 6463, I 
I 

9 ! 6796, 6797, 6798, 6799, 6800, 

10 
! 

6954,6955,6956,6957,6959, l! 
11 

11 
6968,6969, 7029A, 7030, 

12 All parcels zoned NC-2 on NC-2 Excelsior Outer Mission Street f 
I 

Blocks 5868,"5869, 5892, 13 I Neighborhood Commercial 
I 

14 I 5893,6462,6461,6468,6468A, District l 
15 I 6469, 6470,_ 6471, 6472, 6473, 

16 64 7 4, 6802, 6803, 6804, 7031, 

17 7043, 7044A,7066, 7098, 7099, 

18 7109, 7109A, 7142, 7143, 7144, 

19 7145, and 7160 

20 All parcels zoned NC-1 on NC-1 Excelsior Outer Mission Street 

21 I Blocks 6404, 6405, 6413, Neighborhood Commercial 
f 

22 l 6414, 6446, and 6482 District 

23 . 11 Block 641 3, Lot 002; Block RH-1 Excelsior Outer Mission Street 

24 
1· 

7030, Lots 022A, 035, and 036; Neighborhood Commercial 

25 Block 6969, Lot 005G District 

j Supervisor Avalos 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

I! 
11 

11 

I · Section 6. Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective 30 days after 

! enactment. Enact~ent occurs when the Mayor signs the ordinance, the Mayor returns the 

j 1 ordinance unsigned or does not sign the ordinance within ten days of receiving ·it, or the Board 
1 

of Supervisors overrides the Mayor's veto of the ·ordinance. 

s- I 
s· ! Section 7. Scope of Ordinance. In enacting this ordinance, the Board of Supervisors 

7 · 1 intends to amend only those words. phrases, paragraphs, subsections," sections 1 articles;· 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14. 

15 

16 

I numbers, punctuation marks, charts, diagrams, or any other constituent parts of the Municipal 

l l Code that are explicitly shown in this ordinance as additions, deletions, Board -amendment . 

! ! additions, and Board amendment deletions in accordance with the "Note" that appears under 
i; 1 ,, 

ii the official title of the ordinance 
\l . 
i I ,. 

f j 
I[ 
I APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
l DENNIS . HERRERA, City Attorney 
! 

I' By: , ~.?/£ /2- &~ 
~LJDlTH A. BOYAJIAN 
l..._Y€PUty City Attorney 

17 . ! 
1a· 

I n:\legana\as2013\ 1300263\00881201.doc 

I 
19 I 

20 l 
. ; 

; 

21 l 
! 

22. l. 

23 

24 

25 
I 
I 

l 
! 

i 
I 
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FILE NO. 130084 

REVISED LEGISLATIVE DIGEST 
(10/21/2013, Amended in Committee) 

[Planning Code, Zoning Map - Establishing the Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood 
Commercial District] · 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish the Excelsior Outer Mission Street 
Neighborhood Commercial District (NCO) along Mission Street between Alemany 
Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line; repealing the Excelsior 
Alcohol Restricted Use District and adding contro.ls on liquor establishments to the 
new NCO; amending various sections to make conforming and other technical 
changes; amending the Zoning Map to rezone specified properties tO the new NCO; and 
making environmental findings, and findings of consistency· with the General Plan, and 
the eight priority policies of Planning Code~ Section 101.1. 

Existing Law 

Article 7 of the Planning Code establishes a number of named districts in various San 
Francisco neighborhoods that have special controls. The Zoning Map maps these areas. 

Amendments to Current Law 

The Planning Code and Zoning Map are amended to add the new Excelsior Outer Mission 
Street Neighborhood Commercial District (NCO). The Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District 
is repealed and its controls on liquor establishments are included. in the NCD. Conforming 
changes have been made to various other Code sections. 

New Liquor Store uses with Type 20 or Type 21 ABC licenses are not permitted in the new 
NCO, however any use within the NCO with an existing Type 20 or Type 21 ABC license may 
obtain a new license, if required by the ABC, after it has been closed temporarily for repair, 
renovation, remodeling, or reconstruction. A Medical Cannabis Dispensary (MCD) seeking to 
relocate within 500 feet of another MCO may be allowed as a conditional use but any future . 
amendments or regulations applicable to MCD.s Citywide shall apply and will supersede the 
conditional use requirement. An MCD may be located above the ground floor only if it is 
accessible to persons with disabilities. 

Background Information 

The area included within the Excelsior Outer Mission Street NCO is mixed use, combining 
street-fronting retail businesses on the ground floor and housing on upper floors. The range of 
comparison goods and services offered is varied and often includes specialty retail stores, · 
restaurants, and neighborhood-serving offices. The area is transit-oriented and the 
commercial uses serve residents of the area as well as residents and visitors from adjacent 
and other neighborhoods. The purpose of this legislation is to establish specific controls 
tailored to the needs of the area. 

n:\legana\as2013\1300263\00822625.doc 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco ·94102-4689 
Tel No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD!fTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ed Reiskin, Director, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Greg Suhr, Chief, Police· Department 
John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department 
Regina Dick-Endrizzi, Director, Small Business Commission . 
Kriztina Palone, Director, Neighborhood Services 

FROM: Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land .Use and Economic Development Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: February 5, 2013 

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Economic Development Committee has 
received the following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Avalos on January 
29, 2013. This matter is being referred to your department for informational purposes. 

File: 130084 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code, by adding a new section, to establish the 
Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District along Mission Street between 
Alemany Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line; repealing the 
Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District and adding controls.on liquor establishments to 
the new Neighborhood Commercial District; amending various sections to make 
conforming and other technical changes; amending the Zoning Map to rezone specified 
properties to· the new Neighborhood Commercial District; and making environmental 
findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency with the 
General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

If you do wish to submit any additional reports or documentation to be included as part 
of the file, please send those to me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,_San Francisco, CA 94102. 

Nr11 -1 ~~'"~£/ .91Vi~"tfi~.J 
Kate Breen, Municipal Transportation Agency CEeA Ji.,q-iir-. frDt D{r-Y 

2 
"\ 

Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency S J 

. . ~&Ji 1/zsjJj 

c: 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Certificate of Determination 
EXCLUSION/EXEMPTION FROM ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

Case No.: 
Project Title: 

Zoning: 

.Height-Bulk: 

2013.0281£ . 

Board File No. 130084 (Establishing the Outer J:-'1ission Street 
Neighborhood Commercial District) 
NC-1 (Neighborhood Commercial Cluster), NC-2_(Neighborhood 
Commercial,.Small-Scale), NC-3 (Neighborhood Commercial, Moderate
Scale), and RH-1 (Residential, House Districts, _One-FamHy) 
Various 

BlockJLot/ Lot Size: Various 
Project Sponsor · Supervisor Avalos, District 11, San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Staff Contact Joy Navarrete - (415) 575-9040 

Joy .N a\rarrete@sfgov.org 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The proposed project is an ordinance that would amend San Francisco Planning Code by adding Section 
745.1, establishing the Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Di~trict (Outer Mission Street 
NCO) on parcels along Mission Street between Alemany Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo 
county line; repealing the Section 785, Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District and adding controls on 
liquor establishments to the pew NCO. The ordinance would also amend Sections 249.35, 26320, 607.1_, 
and 702.1 to make conforming and other technical changes. Zoning Map Sheet ZNOB would be changed 
to reflect the rezoning of parcels to the Outer Mission Street NCD. 

[Continued on following page.] 

EXEMPT STATUS: 
General Rule Exclusion (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15061(b)(3)) 

REMARKS: 
Please see next page. 

DETERMINATION: 
I do hereby certify that the above determination has been made pursuant to State and Local 

.l'~._I_~-

Sarah B.Jon~ 
Acting Environmental Review Officer 

cc: Aaron Starr, San Francisco Planning Dept; 
Superviso·r Avalos Virna Byrd, M.D.F 

www.sfplanning.org 
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1650 Mission St 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
415.558-6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION (CONTINUED): 

The proposed ordinance would replace general zoning· districts with a named NCO (Outer Mission 

Street NCO). Named NCOs allow zoning controls to be tailored to the needs of a particular 

neighborhood without affecting zoning districts in other parts.of the City. 

Section 745.1, the Outer. Mission Street NCO, would allow generally the same permitted uses and 
development standards as the NC-2 which is the current zoning designation for parcels within the · 
proposed new special use district. The primary ·change would be to include the provision allowing an 
additional 5-foot height increase under certain circumstances as specified in Planning Code 263.20. 
Section 26320 provides a 5-foot height exception for active ground floor uses in Neighborhood 
Co~mercial Transit (NCT) Districts, the Inner Clement, Outer Oement, Irving Street, Judah Street,· 
Upper Ma_i:ket Street, Noriega Street, and Taraval Street NCDs, and certain NC-1, NC-2 and NC-3 
parcels. In addition, the 5-foot height exception has been proposed for Divisadero, Glen Park and 
Fisherman's VVharf areas. The 5-foot special height exception is applicable to properties that contain. 
ground-floor comrn.ercial, other active, or residential uses, where the ground-floor commercial space· or 
active use occupies at least 50 percent of_ the project's ground floor area, and where the p~oject sponsor 
has conclusively demonstrated that the additional 5-foot increment would not add new .shadow to any 
public open space. Furthermore, Planning Code Section 263.20 specifies that 1 additional foot of height, 
up tci a total of 5 feet, is permitted above the designated height limit for ea& additional foot of ground 
floor clear ceiling.height in excess of 10 feet from sidewalk grade, or in the case of residential units, for 
each foot the unit is raised above sidewalk grade. ·. 

The 5-foot exception provided by Planning Code Section 26320 is not sufficient to add another story but 
provides an incentive for developers to create lively ground-floor commercial spaces along NCO 
corridors. Older buildings along commercial streets in the 30-X, 40-X, and 50-X height districts are 
generally three or four stories with each story having a minimum of 12-foot clear ceiling height:S, with 
spaces that are directly accessed from the street .The older residential buildings in these districts often 
have ground-floor units that are elevated several feet ·above the sidewalk level and include stoops to 
provide direct access i:o individual units. Newer buildings along commercial streets in the 30-X, 40-X 
and 50-X height districts, however, tend to have three, four or five 10-foot stories, and the residential 
buildirigs often contain a single ground-floor entrance lo.bby providing access to multiple dwelling units. 
These 1.:mildings generally lack visual interest and human scale and don't contribute to publklife on the 
street The intention of the 5-foot height exception is to encourage developers to incorporate the design 
elements of the older types of buildings into neVI'. commercial and residential development projects to 
offer more attractive uses that will better activate the public realm. 

Figure 1 identifies t:he parcels proposed for the 5-foot height increase as part of the new Outer Mission 
Street NCO under proposed Board of Supervisors Ordinance No.130084. 

REMARKS: 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) State Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3) establishes the 
general rule that CEQA applies only to projects that have the potential to cause a significant effect on the 
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environment. Where it can be seen with certainty that there is no possibility thatthe activity in question 
may have a significant effect on the environment, the activity is not subjecf to CEQA. 

Land Use. The proposed project would rezone parcels on Mission Street b~tween Alemany Boulevard 
and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line currently, zoned NC-3, and several zoned NC-1, RM-3, 
RM-4, and RH-3, to Outer Mission Street NCD. ~arcels within the new ~CD that are also in the 40-X and 
50-X height and bulk district could be developed with projects up to 5 feet taller than other non-NCD 
p~operties in that height and bulk designation, as long a.s taller ground-floor retail space is included in 
the building design. All of the parcels are within the 40-X and·50-X height and bulk district. 

The existing land use in the area covered by this legislation is generally ground-floor commercial uses 
with residential use on the upper floors, as well as ~ulti-unit residential buildings. Most parcels are 
developed with a range of one- to eighteen-story buildings, though the majority of buildings are two~ to 
four-stories in height. All parcels affected by this legislation that would be eligible for the additional 5-
foot height are within an area where the existing building~ generally range from one- to four-story in 
height and with a commercial use on the ground floor with residential use on the upper floors. 

Housing development is encouraged in new buildings above the ground floorin all NCDs. Future 
commercial growth is directed to the ground floor in order to promote more continuous and active retail 
frontage. The residential density would generally remain the same as the NC-3 district currently permits 
the same. I unit per 600 square feet as the proposed Outer Mission Street NCD would. The residentially
zoned par~els would retain their current density in instances where it permits a higher density than 1. 
per 600 square .feet. Therefore, there would n·ot be any decrease in potential housing as a result of this 
rezoning. 

A project could have a significant effect on land use if it would physically divide an established 
community; conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal 
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect; or have a substantial adverse impact on the existing character of the vicinity. 

The proposed project would allow for slightly taller buildings to be constructed in the proposed Outer 
Mission Street NCD. However, this height would be consistent with other existing buildings. in ~s area. 
The permitted land uses in this NCD would be similar _to the existing NC;-3 desi~ation for the 
properties. Therefore, this rezoning would not be considered to cause a substantial adverse impact on 
the existing character of the NCD. Furthermore, the proposed project would not physically disrupt or 
divide an established community, or conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation that has been 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. For these reasons, the 
·proposed project would not result in a significint effect on land use . 

.Visual Quality and Urban Design. The proposed project would increase maximum permitted building 
heights along the· Outer Mission Street NCD. These parceis are located on Mission Street behveen 
Alemany Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line. The proposed height exception 
would be minor, up to 5 feet, and would occur witl:in a highly developed urban envirorunent. The 5-foot 
height exception is not so great as to allow another story to be added to an existing building. The parcels 
that are subject to the proposed height increase are mostly adjacent to residential districts, zoned RM-3 
(Low-Density Mixed Residential) and RM-4 (Residential House, One-Family}, and all which are · 
design~ted 40•X and 50-X. The development of individual NCD parcels to a height 5 feet above existing 
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height allowances could be noticeable to immediate neighbors; however, in the dense urban character of 
development within and surrounding the NCDs, this minor increase in height would have 
correspondingly minor visual impacts. 

In reviewing visual quality and urban design under CEQA generally, consideration of the existing 
context is required, and evaluation must be based on the impact on the existing environment. That some 
people may not .find a ·given development project attractive does not mean that it creates a significant 
aesthetic environmental impact; projects must be judged in the context of the existing conditions. For the 
proposed heigh_t exception, the context is urban right-of-way that is already developed. Given the 
.context and the minor allowable increas~ of up to 5 feet and the incremental nature of such development 
along an NCD, the proposed height exception would be consistent· with the existing, developed 
environment, and its visual effects would not be unusual and would not create adverse aesthetic impacts 
on the environm.ent. Furthermore, it would not be likely to result in a substantial, demonstrable negative 
aesthetic effect, or obstruct or degrade scenic views or vistas now observed from public areas. Thus, the 
proposed project would result in Jess-than-significant impacts on_ visual _quality and urban design. _ 

In addition, the increased height allowed by the proposed legislation would not directly or indirectly 
contribute to the generation of any obtrusive light or glare. For all the above reasons, proposed 
legislation would not result in a significant adverse effect on public views or aesthetics. 

Historic Resources. The proposed special height exception could result in increased building heights 
within a potential historical district or affect known historical resources. The allowable increase in 
height, however, would be minor _(up to 5 feet) and. in and of itself would not result in !'I material 
impairment to a historic district or historic building. Projects taking advantage of the height exception 
could involve the reuse and remodeling of existing historical buildings, but such a minor height increase 
could be accomplished maintaining the general scale, design, and materials of the historical resources, 
thereby maintaining their historic context Any development proposal taking advantage of the height 
exception would be subject to further review for a determination of whether the project wouJd result in 
potential impacts to· the environment, including historic resources. The proposed legislation therefore 
would not result in a significant effect on historical resources. 

Noise and Air Quality. The proposed special height exception of up to 5 feet would potentially result in 
an incremental increase in construction activities or greater intensity of use at future development 
project sites, in that such development projects that would occur regardless of the proposed legislation 
could be up to 5 feet taller. Thus, the resulting increase in operational or construction noise would be 
minimal, and noise and air quality impacts would be Jess tha_n significant. 

Shadow. Planning Code Section 263.20(b)(6) ·specifies_ that the 5-foot special height exception is 
applicable to properties where the project sponsor has conclusively demonstrated that the additional 
5-foot increment would not add new shadow to any public open space. For this reason, the proposed 
legislatio~ wouJ.d not result in a significant impact with regard to shadow. 

Light and Air. The S~foot special height exception could result in slightly taller development projects 
that could potentially change or reduce that amount of light and air available to adjacent buildings. Any 
such changes could be undesirable for those individuals affected. Given tht: minor increase in heigh_t that 
would be permitted, it is anticipated that any changes in light and air _would also be minor and would 
not affect a substantial number of people. Thus, the potential impact of the proposed legislation on light 
and air would not be significant. · 
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Wind. The proposed legislation would allow a minor ~-foot increase in height for future development 
projects. The parcels affecte_d by this legislation which would be eligible for an additional five-foot 
height increase are within the ·40-feet and 50-feet height district; thus, the maximum resulting building 
height would be 45 feet or 55 feet, respectively. In general, buildings up to 55 feet in height do not result 

I • 

in wind speeds that would exceed the hazard criterion of 26 miles per hour for a single hour of the year 
· as established in the Planning Code Section 148. For this reason, the proposed legislation would not 

result in a significant impact with regard to wind. 

Cumulative Impacts. The proposed 5-foot height excepti9n could pptentially result in a minimal 
increase in construction activities and greater intensity of use at individual future development project 
sites, in that such development projects that would occur regardless of the prop:osed legislation could be 
up to 5 feet taller. This increase in activities and intensity of use would not be considered significant. 
Thus, _cumulative impacts would be less _than ~ignificant. · 

Neighborhood Concerns. A "Notification of Project Receiving Environmental Review" was mailed on 
March 28, 2013, to potentially interested neighborhood groups. No comments were received. . 

Conclusion. CEQA Guidelines Section 1506l(b)(3) provides an exemption from envirorunental review 
where it can be seen with cert~inty that the proposed project would not have a significant impact on the 
environmep.~. As noted above, there are no unusual circumstances surrounding the current proposal that. 
would suggest a reasonable possibility of a significant effect. Since the proposed project would have no 
significant environmental effects, it is appropriately exempt from environmental review under the 
General Rule Exclusion (CEQA Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3). 

Attachment Figure 1 - Map showing Parcels within the proposed Outer Mission Street NCD 
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Figure 1 Map showing ~e Proposed Outer Mission Street NCD 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

April 19, 2013 

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk 
Honorable Supervisor Avalos 
Board of Supervisors 
City and County of San Francisco 
City Hall, Room 244 

. 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Re: T~ansmittal of Planning Deparbnent Case Number 2013.0281TZ: 
Establish the Outer :Mission NCD 
Board File No. 130084 
Planning Commission Recommendation: Approval with Modifications 

Dear Ms. Calvillo and Supervisor Avalos, 

On April 18, 2013, the Planning Commission conducted a duly noticed public hearing at regularly 
scheduled meetings to consider the proposed Ordinance that would establish the Outer Mission 
Street Neighborhood Commercial District introduced by Supervisor. Scott A yalos. At the hearing, 
the Planning Commission recommended approval with modifications. 

The proposed modifications include: . 

1. Under the list of NC-1 parcels included in ~e proposed NCD change 5405 to 6405. 

2. Move Blocks 6802 and 6803 from the list of NC-3 parcels included in the proposed NCD 
to the list ofNC-2 parcels included in the proposed NCD. 

3. Add The Outer Mission Street NCD to the list of Zoning Districts in Section 20L 

4. Modify Section 263.20 per the changes outlined in Exhibit F, 

5. Remove the Excelsior Alcohol SUD from table 702.3 

6. Require Conditional Use authorization for Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within. 500' of 
an existing Medication Cannabis Dispensary instead of prohibiting them outright. 

On _April 10, 2013, The Department determined that the proposal ordinance would result in no 
physical impact on the environment. The Project was· determined to b.e exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") under the General Rule ·Exclusion (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3)) as described in the determination contained in the Planning 
Department files for this Project. , 

Supervisor, please advise the City Attorney at your earliest convenience if you wish to incorporate 
the changes recommended by the Commissions. 

Please find attached documents relating to the actions of both Commissions. If you have ·any 
questions or require further information please do not hesitate to contact me. 

www.sfplanning.org 
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1650 Mission St 
Suite 400 
San Francisco, 
GA 94103-2479 

Reception: • 
415.558.6378 

Fax: 
415.558.6409 

Planning 
Information: 
415.558.6377 



Transmital Materials 

7~~~-·~· 
AnMarieRodgf- · 
Manager of Legislative Affarrs 

cc: 
· Judith A Boyajain, Deputy City Attorney 
Jeremy Pollock, Aide to Supervisor Avalos_ 
.Alisa Miller, Office of the Clerk of the Board 

Attachments 
Planning Commission Resolution 
Planning Department F;xecutive Summary\ 
ExhlbitF 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

1650 Mission St 
Su'rte400 

Planning Commission 
Resolution No. 18846 

HEARING DATE: APRIL 18, 2013 

San Francisco.· 
CA a4103·2479 

Project Name: 
Case Number: 
Initiated by: 
Staff Contact: 

ReViewed by: 

Establish the Outer Mission Street NCD 
2013.0281TZ [Board File No. 130084] 
Supervisor Avalos/ Introduced January 29, 2013 
Aaron Starr, Legislative Affairs 
aaroTI..starr@sfgov.ori 415-558-6362 
AriMarie Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs 
anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395 

Reception: 
415.558.5378 

Fax.: 
415.55R~640Q 

Plannirt{j 
ln!ormatioo: 
415.558.6377 

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT A PROPOSED ORDINANCE 
WITH MODIFICATIONS THATWOULD AMEND THE SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE BY 
ADDING A NEW SECTION TO ESTABLISH THE OUTER MISSION STREET NEIGHBORHOOD 
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT ALONG MISSION STREET BETWEEN ALEMANY BOULEVARD AND 
THE SAN FRANCISCO-SAN MATEO COUNTY LINE; REPEAL .THE EXCELSIOR ALCOHOL 
RESTRICTED USE DISTRICT AND ADD CONTROLS ON LIQUOR ESTABLISHMENTS TO THE 

. NEW NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICT; AMEND. VARIOUS SECTIONS TO MAKE 
CONFORMING AND OTHER TECHNICAL CHANGES; AMEND THE ZONING MAP TO REZONE 
SPECIFIED PROPERTIES TO THE NEW NEIGHBORHOOD CO:MMERCIAL DISTRICT; AND 
MAKE ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS, PLANNING CODE, SECTION 302, FINDINGS, AND 
FINDINGS OF CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN AND THE PRIORITY POLICIES OF 
PLANNING CODE, SECTION 101.1. 

PREAMBLE 

Whereas, on January 29, 2013, Supervisor Avalos introduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of 
Supervisors (here4tafter "Board") File Number 13-0084 which would amend the San Francisco Planning 
Code by adding a new section to establish· the Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District 
along Mission Street between Alemany Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line; repeal 
the EXcelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District and add controls on liquor establishments to the new 
Neighborhood Commercial District; amen~ various sections to make conforming and other technical 
changes; amend the Zoning Map to rezone specified properties to the new Neighborhood ·Commercial 
District; and make environmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, Ell'.d findings of 
consistency with the General Plan and the Priority Policies of Planrung Code, Section 101.1. 
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Resolution No. 18846 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

CASE NO. 2013.0281TZ 
Outer Mission Street NCDs 

Whereas, on April 18, 2013, the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter "Commission") 

conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed 
Ordinance; and 

Whereas, on April 10, 2013, the Project was determined to be exempt from the California Environmental 
Quality Act ("CEQA") under the General Rule Exclusion (CEQA Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3)) as 
described in the determination contained in the Planning Department files for this Project; and 

Whereas, 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; and 

Whereas, all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Department, as the custodian of 

records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco; and 

Whereas, the Commission has reviewed tli.e proposed Ordinance; and 

MOVED, that the CorTirnission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors recommends approval 
of the proposed Ordinance with nwdifications and adopts the .attached Draft Resolution to that effect. 

The proposed modiflcations include: 

1. Under the list of NC-1 parcels included in the pr9posed NCD change 5405 to 6405. 

2. Move Blocks 680i and 6803 from the list of NC-3 parcels included in the proposed NCD to the 
list of NC-2 parcels included in the proposed NCD. 

3. · Add The O~ter Mission Street NCD to the list of Zoning Districts in Section 201 

4. Modify Section 263.20 per the changes outlined in Exhibit F 

5. Remove the Excelsior Alcohol SUD from table 702.3 

6. Requiie Conditional Use Authorization for Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 500' of an 
existing Medication Cannabis Dispensary instead of prohibiting them outright. 

Pending ordinances which should be accommodated in this draft ordinance: This note is being 
provided as a courtesy to the City Attorney and the Clerk of the Board to help identify other· Ordinances 
which may present conflicting amendments as the legislative process proceeds. 

1. Sections 26320 BF 120774 Permitting a Height Bonus in C?Stro Street and 24th Street NCDs 

2. Sections 151.1, 702.1 BF Pending Western SoMa Plan 

3. Sections 151.1, 263.20, 702.1, 702.3,_703.3 BF Pending Code Correctioris Ordinance 2012 

4. Sections 151.1, 263.20, 744.1, 607.1BF120796 Divisadero Street NCD 

SAN fFIA.'JCJSCn 
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Resolution No. 18846 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

FINDINGS 

CASE NO. 2013.0281TZ 
Outer Mission Street NCDs 

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

• Individually named neighborhoo~ commercial districts help to preserve and enhance the 
character of a neighborhood and a E!ense of identity. 

• Creating a new named NCD for this area will allow for the Alcohol and Fringe Financial 
Restricted Use Districts to be removed from the Planning Code, exchanging cumbersome 
overlays with more targeted controls. 

• Removing parking minimums and instituting parking maxllp.ums is consistent with the City's 
Transit First policy, the General Plan and will help increase the supply of housing in the Cit)r. 

• The modest increase in density will .help add to the City's housing stock and encourage the 

creation of more affordable housing units. 

• Because of existing restrictions there are only so many areas of the City that allow: Medical 
Cannabis Dispensaries (MCDs). Prohibiting new MCDs from being established within 500' of an 
existing MCD would further limit the number of available locations within the City. Further, the 
Commission does not want to set a precedent with this legislation that could be used in other 
Neighborhood Commercial Districts. Requiring Conditional Use authorization for MCDs that 
seek to locate within 500' of an existing MCD will help address th~ clustering issues for this 
neighborhood, while not further limiting available locations. 

1. General Plan Compliance. The p·roposed Ordinance is consistent with the following Objectives and 
Policies of the General Plan: 

I. COMMERCE & INDUSTRY ELEMENT 

THE COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN SETS FORTH 
OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES THAT ADDRESS THE BROAD RA:NGE OF ECONOMIC 
ACTIVITIES, FACILTI1ES, AND SUP;f'PORT SYSTEMS THAT CONSTITUE SAN FRANCISCO'S 
EMPLOYMENT AND SERVICE BASE. 

OBJECTIVE4 
IMPROVE THE VIABILITY OF EXISTING INDUSTRY IN THE CITY AND . THE 
ATTRACTIVENESS bF THE CITY AS A LOCAUON FOR NEW INDUSTRY. 

Policy 6.2 
Promote economically vital neighborhood commercial· districts which foster smaU business 
enterprises ~d entrepreneurship and which are responsive to economic and technological 
innovation in the marketplace and society. 
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Resolution No .. 18846 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

CASE.NO. 2013.0281TZ 
Outer Mission Street NCDs 

The proposed legislation would create an individually named Neighborhood Commercial District on 

Mission Street, which would help to preserve and enhance the character of a neighborhood and create a 

sense of identity. The proposed changes will also allow this neighborhood to more easily respond to 

economic and technological innovation in the marketplace and society. 

Policy 6.6 
Adopt specific zoning di-?tricts, which conform to. a generalized neighborhood commercial land 
use and density plan. 

As amended, the proposed NCD confonns to the generalized neighborhood commercial land use and density· 

plan published in the General Plan . 

. II. HOUSNG ELEMENT 

THE HOUSING ELEMENT IS INTENDED TO PROVIDE THE POLICY BACKGROUND FOR 
HOUSING. PROGRAMS AND DECISIONS; . AND TO PROVIDE BROAD DIRECTION 

TOW ARDS MEETING THE CITY'S HOUSING GOALS. AS WITH OTHER ELEMENTS OF. THE 

GENERAL PLAN, IT PROVIDES THE POLICY FRAMEWORK FOR FUTURE PLANNING 

DECISIONS, AND INDICATES THE NEXT STEPS THE OTY PLANS TO TAKE TO 

Ilv.[pLEMENT THE HOUSING ELEMENT'S OBJECTNES AND POLICIES . 

. OBJECTIVE 1 

IDENTIFY AND MAKE AVAuABLE FOR DEVELOPMENT ADEQUATE SITES TO MEET 
THE CITY'S HOUSING NEEDS, ESPECIALLY PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING. 

Policy 1.10 
Support new housing projects, especially affordable housing, where households can easily rely 
on public'transportation, walking and bicycling for the majority of daily trips. 

The proposed Ordinance will increase the development potential for lots currently zoned NC-1, NC-2 and 
RH.-1; these lots are located along or adjacent to a major transit corridor, Mission Street.· That coupled 

with their close proximity to a neighborhood commercial shopping district will allow future residents to 

easily rely on public transportation, walldng and bicycling for the majority of daily trips. 

OBJECTIVE 7. 
SECURE FUNDING AND RESOURCES FOR PERMANENTLY AFFORDABLE HOUSING, 
INCLUDING INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS THAT ARE NOT SOLELY RELIANT ON 
TRADIDONAL MECHANISMS OR CAPITAL. 

Policy 7.5 
Encourage the production of affordable houslng through process and zoning accommodations, 
and prioritize affordable housing in the review a.:1d approval processes. . 

The proposed, Ordinance will provide zoning accommodation by remove the minimum paring requirements 
for dwelling units, which encourages the production of affordable housing. 
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Resolution No. 18846 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

OB~CTIVEU 

CASE NO. 2013.0281TZ 
Outer Mission Street NCDs 

SUPPORT AND RESPECT THE DIVERSE AND DISTINCT CHARACTER OE SAN 
FRANCISCO'S NEIGHBORHOODS. 

Policy 11.3 
Ensure growth is accommodated without substantially and adversely impacting existing 
residential neighborhood character. 

Thi proposed Ordinance will allow for a moderate increase in dwelling unit density along a major transit 
corridor. This moderate increase wizi have a de. ininimis impact on surrou:zding residential district's 
neighborhood character. 

OBJECTIVE 12 
BALANCE HOUSING GROWTH WITH ADEQUA:rE INFRASTRUCTURE THAT SERVES 
THE CITY'S GROWING POPULATION. 

Policy 12.1 
Encourage new housing that relies on transit use and environ,rnentally sustainable patterns_ of 
movement· 

By removing minimum parking reqt;.irements and moderately increasing the allowable density on some 
parcels, the proposed Ordnance will encourage new housing along a major transit route; creating housing 
that relies on transit use and environmentally sustainable patterns of movement . 

. OBJECTIVE 13 
PRIORITIZE SUSTAINA~LE DEVELOPMENT IN PLANNING.FOR AND CONSTRUCTING 
NEW HOUSING. 

Policy 13.1 
Support "smart" regional growth that locates new housing close to job-? and transit 

Policy 13.3 
Promote sustainable land use patterns that integrate housing with transportation in order to 
increase transit, pedestrian, and bicycle mode share. 

The proposed Ordinance wi1l increase the housing density. along a major transit route and within a 
Neighborhood Commercial District "/;ringing housing close to jobs in the commercial corrid;, and transit. 

2. The p:r;oposed replacement project is consistent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth 
in Section 101.1 in that 
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R~solution No. 18846 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

CASE NO. 2013.0281TZ 
Outer Mission Street NCDs 

A) The existing neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future 

opportunities for resident employment in and ow;nership of such businesses will be 

enhanced: 

The proposed Ordinance does not propose significant changes to the controls in ·the subject 
Neighborhood Commercial Districts. However, creating named NCDs will allow the district to 
respond more easz7y to emerging issues that may impact opportunities for resident employment in 
and ownership of neighborhood-serving retaz1 uses. 

B). The existing housing and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected in 
order t~ preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods: 

The proposed legislation would create individually named Neighborhood. Commercial Districts on 
Mission Street, which help to preserve and enhance the character of the neighbor/wad. 

C) The City's supply of affordable housing will be preserve_d and enhanced: 

The proposed Ordinance will have no adverse effect on the City's supply of affordable housing. 
Removing the minimum parking controls 7.l}ill encourage more affordable housing in the proposed 
namedNCD. 

D/ The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit ,service or overburden our streets or 

neighborhood parking: 

The proposed Ordinance will have no significant impact on commuter traffic impeding MUNI 
transit service or overburdening the streets or neighborhood pa:rlcing. 

E) · A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our industrial and service · 
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development. And future 
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced: 

The proposed Ordinance would not adversely affect the industrial or service sectors or future 
opportunities for resident employment or ownership in these sectors. 

F) The Gty will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss 
of life in an earthquake. 

Preparedness against injury and loss of life in an earthquake is unaffected by the proposed 
Ordinance. Any new construction or alteration associated with a use would be aecuted in 
compliance with all applicable construction and safety measures. 

G) That landmark and historic buildings will be preserved: 

S!<tl FRARCISCO 

Landmarlcs and historic buildings would be unaffected by the proposed Ordinance. Should a 
proposed use be located within a landmark or historic building, such site would be evaluated under 
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Resolution No. 18846 . 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

CASE NO. 2013.0281TZ 
Outer Mission Street NCDs 

typical. Planning Code provisions and comprehensive Planning Department policies. 

H) Parks and open spac~ and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from 
development 

The City's parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas would be unaffected by the 
proposed Ordinance. It is not anticipated that pennits would be such that sunlight access, to 
public or private property, would be adversely impacted. 

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the for~going Resolution ori April 18, 2013. 

Jonas P Ionin 

Acting Corrunission Seqetary 

AYES: Cornrnission~s Borden, Fong, Hillis, Moore, and Wu 

NAYS: Commissioner Antonini. and Sugaya 

ABSENT: none. 

ADOPTED: April 18, 2013 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

Executive Summary 
1650 Mlsslon St. 
Suite400 
San Francisco. 
CA 94103-2479 

Reception: 
Zoning Map and Planning Code Text Change 

HEARING DATE: APRIL 18, 2013 . 415.558.6378 

Project Name: 
Case Number: 
Initiated by: 
Steff Contact: 

Reviewed by: 

Recommendation: 

Establish the Outer Mission Street NCD 
2013.0281TZ [Board File No. 130084] 
Supervisor Avalos/ Introduced January 29, 2013 
Aaron Starr, Legislative Affairs 
aaron.starr@sfgov.org, 415-558-6362 

AnMarie Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs 
anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395 

Recommend Approval with Modifications 

PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT 

The proposed Ordinance would amend the San Francisco .Planning Code by adding a new section to 
establish the Outer Mission Stree~ Neighborhood Commercial District along Mission Street between 
Alemany Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line; repeal the Excelsior Alcohol Restricted 
Use District and add controls on liquor establishments to the new Neighborhood Commercial District; 
amend various sections to make conforming and other technical changes; amend the Zoning Map to 
rezone specified properties to the new Neighborhood Commercial District; and make environmental 
findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency 'With the General Plan and the 
Priority Policies of Planning Code, Section 101). 

The Way It ls Now: 

Fax; 

4'15.55lL6409 

Planning 
lntmmation: 
41s.ssa.63n 

• Properties along Mission Street between Alemany Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo 
County line are zoned Neighborhood Commercial.,. Smal.l-Scale (NC-2) and Neighborhood Commercial., 
Moderate Scale (NC-3). Properties around the intersection of Geneva Avenue and Naples Street 
are zoned Neighborlwod Commercial, Ouster (NC-1). Properties between Alemany Boulevard and 
Mission Street on Geneva Avenue and the property at the comer of Rolph and Naples are zoned· 
RH-1. (See Exhibit C for a map of existing zoning.) 

• The Excelsior Alcohol Restri.cted Use District (RUD) includes properties that front on Mission 
Street from Silver Avenue to the San Francisco-San Mateo County line. The RUD prohibits new 
liquor establishments selling alcoholic beverages for off-site consumption. · 

• RH-1, NC-1, N<:::-2 and NC-3 Districts' have mirii.mum parking requirements that are outlined in 
Planning Code Section 151. 

• There are no special restrictions on Medical Cannabis Dispensaries (MCDs) in this area of the 
City. 

• The Alcohol RUD is within the Fringe Financial Services RUD, which prohibits Fringe Financial 
Services (aka check cashing or pay day loan businesses) within Y4 ot' a mile of the district. 
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Executive Summary 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

Case #2013.0281TZ 
Outer Mission Street NCD 

• The Planning Code currently permits a five foot height bonus for properties zoned 40-X and 50-X 
in the NC-3 District along Mission.Street from Silver Avenue to the SF-SM County boarder.· 

The Way It Would Be: 
. The proposed legislation would: 

• Create a new named Neighborhood Commercial District along Mi?sion Street between Alemany 
Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line with size and use controls similar to NC-
3 controls. The proposed district would also. include properties zoned NC-3 on Ocean A venue 
between Alemany Blvd. and Mission St., and.on Geneva between Mission and Alemany Blvd. 
Properties currently zoned NC-1 at the intersection of Geneva Avenue and Naples Stre'et, four 
properties zoned ~-1 on Geneva between.Mission and Alemany and one property zoned RH-1 
on the comer of Rolph and Naples would also be included in the proposed NCD. (See Exhibit D 
for map of proposed zoning.). 

• Institute maximum parking controls within the Outer Mission Street NCD, as. outlined under 
Section 151.1. Parking would be capped at one parking space per dwelling unit.. Commercial 

. uses would have the standard parking maximums outlined in Planning Code Section 151:1 

• Remove _the Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District, but preserve the prohibition on new liquor 
stores in the proposed NCD. Grocery stores would be permitted to" have off-sale alcohol 
licenses. 

• Maintain the prohibition on Fringe Financial Services in the proposed NCD. 

• Provide a five foot height bonus for prop~rties zoned 40-X and, 50-X for the entire district. 

• Institute a 500 foot buffer between MCDs. 

ISSUES AND CONSIDERATIONS 

General NC and Named Neighborhood Commercial Districts 

NC-1 Districts are intended to serve as local neighborhood shopping districts, providing convenience 
retail goods and services for the immediately surrounding neighborhoods primarily during daytime 
hours. NC-1 Districts are characterized by their location in residential neighborhoods, often these 
districts consist of a small cluster of ground floor commercial uses in an otherwise residential area of the 
City. The commercial intensity of these diStricts varies. Many of these districts have the lowest intensity 
of commercial development in the City, generally consisting of small clusters with three or more 
commercial establishments, commonly grouped around a corner; and in some cases short 1.irlear 
commercial strips with low-scale, interspersed mixed-use (residential-commercial) development. 

NC-2 Districts are intended to serve as the City's Small-Scale Neighborhood Commercial District. These . 
districts· are linear shopping streets that provide convenience goods and services to the surrounding. · 
neighborhoods as well as limited comparison shopping goods for a wider market. The range of goods 
and services offered is varied and often includes specialty retail stores, restaurants, and neighborhood
serving offices. NC-2 Districts are commonly located along both collector and arterial streets which have 
transit routes. These districts range in size from two or three .blocks to many blocks, although the 
cornmerc_:i.al development in longer districts may be interspersed with housing or other land uses. 

NC-3 Districts are intended in :pJ.ost cases to offer a wide variety of comparison and specialty goods and· 
services to a population greater than the immediate neighborhood, additionally providing convenience 
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Executive Summary . 
Hearing Date: April 18, 2013 

Case #2013.0281TZ 
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goods and services to the surrounding neighborhoods. NC-3 Districts are linear districts located along 
heavily trafficked thoroughfares which also serve as major transit routes._ NC-3 Districts include sm;ne of 
the longest linear commercia:1 streets in the City, some of which have continuous retail development for 
many blocks. Large-scale lots and buildings and wide streets distinguish the districts from smaller-scaled 
commercial streets, although the districts may inclu.de small as well as moderately scaled lots. Buildings 
typically range in.height from two to four stories with occasional taller structures. 

Named Commercial Districts are generally of the same scale and intensity as NC-2 Districts; however this· 
proposed NCD has controls similar to NC-3 Districts. There are currently 27 named NCDs in the City. 
Some of the oldest named NCDs in the City include the Broadway, Castro, Upper Fillmore, Haight and 
Inner and Outer Clement NCDs, and there is a trend to create more individually named NCDs 
throughout the City. These types of districts allow for more tailored controls and li.elp to protect or 
enhance unique characteristics associated with a _neighborhood. Changes that are made to a named 
commercial district only apply to that district, whereas changes made to NC-1, NC-2 and NC-3 Districts 
apply citywide. For example, if a named NCD wants to control the number of nail salons because of a 
perceived overconcentration, then the controls for that named NCD can be changed to prohibit or require 
Conditional Use authorization for Personal Service uses. Conversely, if a neighborhood wants to 
encourage a type of use, the controls for that named N_CD can be changed so that use is principally 
permitted. · 

Alcohol Restricted Use District and Fringe Financial Services Restricted Use Districts 

The Excelsior Alcohol RUD and the Fringe Financial Services RUD were added to this stretch of Mission 
Street because_ of community concern over an over-concentration of liquor· stores and check cashing 
stores. B~cause this area was zoned as a g_eneral zoning district, NC-2 and NC-3, Liquor Stores and 
Fringe Financial Services could not be prohibited outright without changing the zoning for all NC-2 and 
NC-3 Districts throughout the City. If this stretch of Mission Street has its own named NCD, the RUDs 
are no longer needed to control for the over proliferation of these two uses. 

NCO Height Controls 

San Francisco's commercial height districts tend to"be base ten numbers such as 40, 50, etc. These base ten 
districts may lead to buildings that are similar in height to the neighboring buildings but that are lesser in 
human comfort than buildings of similar scale built prior to the City's height limits. This is due to the 
desire to maxllnize the number of stories in new projects. Recent community planning efforts have 
highlighted s~me fail!ngs of these base 10 height districts. The 2008 Market & Octavia1 and Eastern 
Neighborhoods2 Plans recognize that the base ten height limits in neighborhood commercial districts 
often encoµ.~age inferior architecture. For this reason, both of these ·plans sought to encourage more 
active and attractive ground floor space by giving a five foot p.eight bonus to buildings which meet the . 
definition of "active ground floor" use. This five foot increase must be used for adding more space to the 

ground floor. 

1 Ord. 72-08, File No, 071157, App. 4/3/2008. 

2 Ord. 297-08, 298-08, 299-08 and 300-08, App. 12/19/2008. 
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. In 2008, Supervisor Sandoval sponsored a similar text amendment that extended this height increase 
outside of established plan areas to provide for a maximum five foot special height exception for active 
ground floor uses in the NC-2 and NC-3 designated parcels fronting portions of Mission Street3• Another 
amendment introduced by Supervisor Avalos in 2009 that now allows a maximum five foot height 
increase in certain NC-1 parcels in District 114• Most recently, Geary Boulevard, Inner Dement, Outer 
Clement~ the new Outer Sunset NCDs, 24th-Noe Street NCD and NC-2 zoned portions of Balboa Street 
were added to the list of zoriing districts that allow the 5' height bonus. 

. . 

The proposed Ortjinance would not allow·an additional floor to new projects. A 40-X and 50-X height 
limit can accommodate a. maximum of four and five floors, respectively. Since the additional five foot 
height can only be used on the ground floor, the height limit still can only accommodate the same 
number of floors. 

Density 

The proposed Outer :Mission Street NCD will have the .same density controls as those in NC-3 District. 
RH:-1, NC-1 and NC-2 zoning districts all have lower densities than NC-3 district RH-1 density is 
basically one dwelling Unit per· lot, while NC-1 and NC-2 districts allow 1 dwelling unit per 800 sq: ft. of 
lot area. NC-3 Districts permit 1 dwelling unit per 600 sq. ft. of lot area. On a typical 2,500 sq. ft. lot a 
property that was previously zoned NC-1 or NC-2 would have been permitted to have 3 dwelling :units; 

under the proposed zoning these properties would be permitted to have 4 dwelling units. The 
surrounding area of the proposed NCD has a v.ery low density. Most of the lots are zoned RH-1 (single
farnily) and RH-2 (two-family). Further, Mission Street is a major transit corridor and the General Plan 
calls for adding housing near transit (Housing Element, Policy 13.1), and encouraging housing that relies 

. on tran5it use (Housing Element, Pplicy.12.1). 

MCDs 

Based on the Potential MCD Locatio~ Map prepared by the Planning Department in 2010, there ar.e three 
areas within the proposed NCD that contain potential sites for MCDs5; around Mission Street between· 
Alemany Boulevard and Silver Avenue toward the north of the proposed NCD, around the intersection 
of Mission Street and Geneva Avenue in the middle of the proposed NCD, and around the intersection of 
:Mission and Sickles Avenue at the south end of the proposed NCD. (See exhibit E for map.) Already 
there are three MCDs in the proposed NCD, one toward the north end of the proposed NCD at 4218 
:Mission Street, and two in the middle of the proposed NCD at 5234 Mission St, and 5258 Mission St. A 
500' buffer would potentially limit the establishment of additional MCDs in the proposed NCD toward 

. its southern end. · · · · 

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION 

The proposed Ordinance is before .the Commission so that it may recommend adoption, rejection, or 
adoption with modifications to the Board of Supervisors. 

3 Ord. 321-08, File no. 08ll00, App. 12/19/2008. 

4 Ord. 5-JO, File No. 090319, App. 1/22/201.0 

5 The MCD map prepared by the Planning Department shows a!-'eas that are (1) zoned to allow new MCDs and (2) 
not loeated within 1000' of a School The map does not indicate uses which further restrict MCD locations including 
(1) community facilities, (2) recreation buildings and (3) substance abuse treatment centers. 
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The Department recommends that the Commission recommend approval with modification of the 
proposed Ordinance and adopt the attached Draft Resolution to that effecl T):ie proposed modifications 
include: 

1. Under the list of NC-1 parcels included in the proposed NCD change 5405 to 6405. 

2. Move Blocks 6802 and 6803 from the list of NC-3 parcels included~ the.proposed NCD to the 
list of NC-2 parcels included in the proposed NCD. 

3. Add The Outer Mission Street NCD to the list of Zoning Districts in Section 201 

4. Modify Section 263.20 per the changes outlined in Exhibit F 

5 .. · Remove the Excelsior Alcohol SUD from table 702.3 

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION. 

The Department supports creating an. individually named neighborhood commercial district for .the 
Outer Mission Neighborhood becaus~ named NCDs help to preserve and enhance the character of a 
neighborhood and they also help create a sense of identity. Alcohol restrictions and fringe financial 
restrictions have been implemented in this neighborhood in response to an over proliferation of both in 
the area. Creating a new named NCD for this area will allow these restricted use districts to be removed 
from the Planning Code, exchanging cumbersome. overlays with more targeted controls. 

Parking Maximums 

The Department supports the removal of the parking minimums because it is consistent with the City's 
Transit First policy, the General Plan and because it will help increase the supply of housing in the City. 
A recent study done by Michael Manville at UCLA found that there is a strong correlation between the 
elimination. of parking mandates and increase housing supply6• The study found .that when parking 
requirements are removed, developers provide more housing and less parking. and also that developers 
provide different _types of housing~ housing in older buildings, in previously disinvested areas, and 
housing marketed toward rion-driver:s. Minimum parking requirements result in more space being 
dedicated to parking than is really needed; height limits, setback requirements, open space requirements 
and other development regulations leave less space for actual housing units._ Further, ~ecause of the 
active street frontage requirements in the Planning Code, parking in newer buildings is typically 
provided underground, and underground parking spaces are expensive costing 
between $30,000 and $50,000 each or more. Developers recqup those costs by including it in the cost of 
housing. 

Increase Density 

The Department also supports the modest increase in density that will occur for properties not currently 
zoned NC-3 because it will help add to the City's housing stocl< and encourage the creation of more 
affordable·housing units. The neighborhoods surrounding the proposed NCD have an extremely low · 
density, with the majority of properties zoned RH-1 (single-family) or RH-2 (two-family). Compared to 
this type of low-density housing. multifamily housing consumes less material per unit to build, uses less 
land, is more energy efficient, and requires less utility infrastructure. Whlle increasing supply does not 

6 http://www.its.ucla.edu/research/rpubs/manville_aro_dec_2010.pdf 
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·guarantee affordal;>ility for everyone or even that prices will see a net drop, more housing supply· will 
drive prices lower than they would have been absent that increased supply, and that helps affordability 
across the board. Further, increasing the density along :Mission Street, a major transit corridor, places the 
density in the most appropriate location and helps to bring more activity and vitality to the commercial 
corridor. 

MCD Restrictions 

The Departme~t supports the 500 foot buffer for MCbs in the proposed NCD because if will help prevent 
clustering of MCDs in the neighborhood while not prohibiting them outright. As with all land uses, an 
over concentration of any one use erodes the vibrancy and economic diversity of a·neighborhood MCOs 
are unique in that there are only so many areas of the City where they are allowed to locate, and this 
neighborhood has three areas of a significant size that allow MCDs. As detailed above, three MCDs have 
already mqved into the neighborhood. The proposed 500 foot buffer will help ensure that there isn't an 
over concentration of MCDs, but still allow for this vital service to be located within other areas of the 

· proposed NCO. 

Discontiguous District 

The proposed NCD includes an existing NC-1 district that is located less than a% mile from the main 
potion of the proposed· NCO. \f\'.hile this portion of the NCD is discontiguous with the rest of the district, 
the Department supports its inclusion because it is so close to the main portion of the proposed NCO, 
sharing similar land use concerns such as the over proliferation of liquor stores and fringe financial 
stores. MCOs are not permitted in this area already because of its close proximity to a school. Further, as 
mentioned above the dens~ty increase is a modest increase and will help add- to the City's housing stock 
and encourage the creation of more affordable housing units. 

Recommendations 1-2 

These recorrurtendatjons are intended to fix minor errors in the Ordinance. They have been vetted with 
the Supervisor Avalos' s office and do not change the intended boundaries of the proposed district. 

Recommendations·3-5 

These recommendation are clerical in nature and do not affect the proposed District. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

The proposal ordinance would result in no physical impact ~n the environment.. The Project was 
determined to be exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") under the General 

Rule Exclusion (CEQA Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3)) as described in the determination contained in the 

Planning Department files for this Project. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

As of the date of this report, the Planning Department has received a few inquiries about the proposed 
NCO, but no statements of support or opposition. · 

RECOMMENDATION:. 

:SAtJ fl!ANGISCO . 
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Exhibit F 

(a) Intent In order to encourage generous ground floor ceiling heights for commercial and other active uses, 

encourage additional light and air into ground floor spaces, allow for walk-up ground floor residential uses to be 

raised slightly from sidewalk level for privacy and usability of front stoops, and create better building frontage on 

the pubf!c street, up to an additional 5' of height is allowed along major streets in NCT districts, or in specific 

districts fisted below, for buildings that feature either higher ground floor ceilings for non-residential uses or ground 

floor residential units (that have direct walk-up access from the sidewalk) raised up from sidewalk level. 

(b) Applicability. The special heightexception described io this section shall only apply to projects that meet 

all 6f the following criteria: 

(1) project is located in a 30-X, 40-X or 50-X Height and Bulk District as designated _on the Zoning Map; 

(2) project is located in one of the following Districts: 

. ' 

(A) in an NCT district as designated on the Zoning· Map; 

(B) in the Upper Market Street, Inner Clement Street, Outer Clement Street, Irving Street. Taraval Street, 
Noriega Street, Judah Street.· 24th Street- Noe Valley, Dtvisadero Street. Outer Mission Street. and Fillmore Street NCDs; 

(C) en a }lG 2 er l>lC 3 designstedpal'ce!frentingMissie:i Street, frem Silver A"';CROIC te fhe Daly City eerder; 

---. \1+CJJHY on a NC-2 designated parcel on Balboa Street between 2nd Avenue and 8th Avenue, and between 
32nd Avenue and 39th Avenue; 

{Ef {Ql on a NC-1 designated parcel within the boundaries of Sargent Street to Orizaba Avenue to 
Lobos Street to Plymouth Avenue to Farallones Street to San Jose Avenue to Alemany Boulevard to 19th Avenue 
to Randolph Street to" M onticeflo Street and ba.ck to Sa~gent Street; or 

. (Ff@. on a NC-3 designated parcel fronting on Geary Boulevard from Masonic Avenue to 28th 
Avenue, except for parcels on the north side of Geary Boulevard ~etween Palm Avenue and Parker Avenue; 

{G} {E)_ on a parcel zoned NC-1 er l·lG 2 wifh e cemmereial lise en the greoin~fleer on Noriega, Irving, 
Taraval. or Judah Streets west of 19th Avenue; 

(HJ _en apareel zeneri .VG I er .VG 2 ~i·ith a cemmercial liSe en the greundjleer en Inilig Street west ef I 9th 
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(I) on SfJBJ'Ccl zenerLVC I er ,VG 2"with s commercial use en the greMn~jleer en Tsravsl Street ;~·est off 9th 

A~en'blc; 

(J) on spsrcel zenedl'lC I er NC 2 withs commercial 1'1Se e:~ _the gre1'1ndfleer en .ktdsh Street west of 19th 

(3) project features ground floor commercial space or other active use as defined by Section 14.5.1 (b )(2) 
with clear ceiling heights in excess of ten feet from sidewalk grade, or in the case of residential uses, such walk-up 
residential units are raised up from sidewalk level; · 

(4) said ground floor commercial space, active use, or walk-up residential use is primarily oriented along a 
right-of-way wider than 40 feet; 

(5) said ground floor commercial space or active use occupies at least 50% of the project's ground floor 
area; and 

(6) except for projects located in NCT districts, the project sponsor has conclusively demonstrated that the 
additional 5' increment allowed through Section 263.20 would not add new shadow to any public open spaces. 

(c) One additional foot of height, up to a total of five feet, shall be permitted above the designated height limit 
for each additional foot of ground floor clear ceiling height in excess of 10 feet from sidewalk grade, or in the case 
of residential units, for each foot the unit is raised above sidewal~ grade. · 
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THOMAS J. CAHILL HALL OF JUSTICE 

850 BRYANT STREET 

.SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94103-4603 

EDWIN M. LEE 
MAYOR 

GREGORY P. SUHR 
CHIEF OF POLICE 

February 20, 2013 

Ms. Alisa Miller, Clerk 
Land Use & Economic Development Committee 
Board of Supervi~ors 
City Hall, Room 244 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4694 

Dear Ms. Miller: 

RE: File No. 130084 - Update Planning. Zoning Map - Establishing Outer Mission Street 
Neighborhood Commercial District 
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In reviewing the proposed legislation, the Police Department's primary concern is that the ordinance· 
seeks to make permanent the Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District's restrictions on off..:site liquor 
sales locations. 

While the SPFD fully supports that idea, the language in the new and old ordinance is slightly different. 
The new ordinance reads, "New Liquor Store uses are not permitted in the district" (Page 10 of revised as 
of 2/7 /13 version). The older version (Page 28 of revised as of 217 /13 version) read, ''No new liquor 
establishments selling alcoholic beverages for off-site consumption shall be permitted in the Excelsior 
Alcohol RUD. 11 This seemed far more specific. 

Staff recommends the section read, ''New Type 20 and Type 21 ABC Licenses are not permitted in the 
District. 11 This would prevent any new business that sells alcoholic beverages for off-site consumption 
from entering the area. 
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Staff from our Ingleside District Station spoke to representatives of the larger community organizations in 
the area about the proposed legislation. Their specific concerns were regarding the restrictions proposed 
on Medical Cannabis Dispensaries (MCD). They felt MCDs should be more than 500 feet apart from each 
other, be further away from schools than the current 1,000 feet, and have fewer operating hours. 

The SFPD is in agreement that there are issues regarding the allowable space between MCDs. The current 
requirement of 500 feet is roughly one city block. The SFPD would prefer it to be 1,000 feet apart to 
avoid having two dispensaries within the same block not only due to the nature of the business, but also 
because of the amount of loitering and double-parking of vehicles around these locations. 

If we can be of further assistance, please feel free to contact my office. 

t£'cf 

Sincerely, 

~\).~Q 
GlfE6fJl{vp.sUBR ' 
Chief of Police 
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SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION 

OFFICE OF SMALL BUSINESS 

April 17, 2013 

Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
Board of Supervisors 
City Hall room 244 
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4694 

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

EDWIN M. LEE, MAYOR 

File No. 130084 [Planning Code, Zoning Map - Establishing Outer Mission Street Neighborhood 
Commercial District] 

Smali Business Commission Recommendation: Approval with modification 

· Dear Ms. Calvillo: 

On March 11, 2013 the Small Business Commission (SBC) voted 7-0 to recommend approval of BOS 
File No. 130084. 

The Commission recognizes that the Outer Mission Street commercial corridor has matured over the 
past decade and an appropriate next step in furthering the development of the corridor is introducing 
individualized zoning controls. The SBC has reviewed the proposed changes, and finds that this 
ordinance will benefit the commercial corridor and small businesses.along this part of Mission Street 

One of the most sigriificant changes ordinance makes is the abolishment of the Excelsior Alcohol 
Restricted Use District This district currently prohibits all off-sale liquor licenses. As controls are 
transitioned to the new Neighborhood Commercial District (NCD), language is being included to 
prohibit new liquor stores, while permitting off-sale alcohol at grocery stores and specialty grocery 
stores, under threshold limitations prescribed in the Planning Code. The Commission supports this 
policy decision by the Supervisor and recognizes that an outright ban of all off-sale liquor licenses does 
restrict desirable pusinesses, in this case grocery stores and specialty grocery stores from locating to the 
corridor. The SBC observes that there are additional processes that take place before off-sale liquor 
licenses are approved, including ABC approval and Board of Supervisor Public Necessity and 
Convenience authorization in areas of high license concentration and/or crime. 

All named NC districts have operating hour restrictions, which require a Conditional Use Authorization 
for operating hours generally between 2a.m. and 6a.m. The Commission finds that this provision helps 
protect public safety and assists in attracting and retaining desirable businesse.s in our commercial 
corridors. Therefore, the SBC recommends that section 745.27 ordinance be amended to adopt 
operating hour restrictions to require a CU between 2a.m. and 6a.m. 

The Commission, in recommending approval with modification, continues to support the creation of 
named NCD' s and backs ~fforts to further create identities in our commercial corridors. 

Moving forward, expect the SBC in future discussions on Alcohol Restricted Use Districts to note that 
some liquor stores may be desirable, including wine stores and boutique beer stores which may be 

SMALL BUSINESS ASSISTANCE CENTER/ SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION 
. 1 DR. CARL TON B. GOODLETI PLACE, ROOM 110 SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 

( 415) 554-6408 
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EDWIN M. LEE, MAYOR 

prohibited from being considered under RUD's, while stores that have created the need for these types 
. of restrictions will continue to operate without any competition or incentive to change business 

practices. In general, the Commission supports Conditional Use as a preferred option to control the 
creation o_fnew liquor uses. This allows, on a case by case basis, for new uses to be considered, when 
appropriate. 

Sincerely, 

Regina Dick-Endrizzi 
Director, Office of Small Business 

Cc: Supervisor Avalos 
Aaron Starr, Planning Department 
Jason Elliot, Mayor's Office 

SMALL BUSINESS ASSISTANCE CENTER/ SMALL BUSINESS COMMISSION 
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETI PLACE, ROOM 110 SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA94102-4681 

( 415) 554-6481 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Board of Supervisors ' 
Monday, November 04, 2013 5:27 PM 
Miller, Alisa 
File 130084 & 130734: Excelsior Action Group Letter of Support for Items 23 and 24 on 

· Novem.ber 5, 2013 Agenda · · 
EAG letterhead support for EOMNCD BOS.docx 

---------------·-------
From: angieminkin@comcast.net [mailto:angieminkin@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 6:34 AM 
To: Board of Supervisors; Chiu, David; Avalos, John; Breed, London; Campos, David; Cohen, Malia; Farrell, Mark; Kim, 
Jane; Mar, Eric (BOS); Tang, Katy; Wiener, Scott; Yee, Norman (BOS) 
Cc: Hsieh, Frances; Redondiez, Raquel; Pollock, Jeremy 
Subject: Excelsior Action Group Letter of Support for Items 23 and 24 on November 5, 2013 Agenda 

Dear Supervisors: 
Attached, please find a letter of support from the Excelsior Action Group for the Excelsior Outer 
Mission Neighborhood Commercial District, sponsored by Supervisor Avalos. This is Item 23 on the 
November 5, 2013 agenda. We fully support this important legislation, which will help us improve the 
quality of life and quality of businesses on the Outer Mission Commercial Corridor. We also support 
Item 24, Supervisor Avalos's legislation calling for a study by the Planning Commission on the impact 
of clustering of Medical Cannabis Dispensaries on our neighborhood. 

I hope you will support this important legislation. 

Sincerely, 
Angela Minkin, Chair 
Excelsior Action Group Advisory Board 
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Group 

35 San Juan Avenue I San Francisco CA 94:112 I Telephone 415.585.01.10 I Fax 415.SBS.01.70 I V.'Ytw.ct1r;-sf.arg 

November 4, 2013 

President David Chiu 
Supervisor John Avalos 
Supervisor London Breed 
Supervisor David Campos 
Supervisor- Malia Cohen 
Supervisor Mark Farrell 
Supervisor Jane Kim 
Supervisor Eric Mar 
Supervisor Katy Tang 
Supervisor Scott Wiener -
Supervisor Norman Yee 

Via e-mail 

Re: Support ofltems 23 and 24 on November 5, 2013 Agenda: 
(Item 23: Proposed legislation establishing the Excelsior Outer Mission 
Neighborhood Commercial District and Item 24: Planning Commission Review of 

-Medical Cannabis Dispensary Location Regl.,llations) 

Dear Supervisors: 

Supervisor Avalos has proposed legislation to create the Excelsior Outer Mission 
Neighborhood Commercial (NC) District. This important legislation would add Outer 
Mission Street to the two-dozen or so commercial streets which have a named NC 
district specific to their corridor. A named NC district allows a neighborhood to 
customize its commercial district controls to meet specific neighborhood needs 
without the need for overlapping Special Use Districts. 

"The Ex~elsior Action Group (EAG) fully supports this important legislation. EAG is a 
volunteer-driven, community based, nonprofit organization that leads and 
implements a variety of community projects. We have been in existence since 2002, 
when neighbors got together to address issues of blight, economic inequality, and 
disinvestment. Today, we continue to respond to our community's ideas, projects -
and energy around our neighborhood's economic viability and diversity. EAG has 
chosen to pursue its mission by providing support for local merchants and through 
our_ community development projects. 

We fully support this legislation, particularly the requirement to limit the location of 
Medical Cannabis Dispensaries (MCD). As proposed, a conditional use review would 
be required for MCDs applying to be located within 500 feet of an existing MCD, and 
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the hours of operation would be limited. We also understand that Supervisor Avalos 
may be proposing trailing legislation, which would require a conditional use review 
for MCDs applying to be located within 1000 feet of an existing MCD. While we· 
suspect that you will hear howls of protest from the MCD community, please . 
recognize that the residents and merchants who actually live, work, go to school, 
shop, and play in the neighborhood believe these common-sense restrictions are a 
crucial part of the legislation. While locating one MCD on a block may be acceptable, 
we have seen the quality oflife in our neighborhood suffer, as multiple MCDs take· 
over valuable commercial rental space and discourage other more family-or{ented 
businesses from moving in. We very much.need a variety of enterprises that serve 
the neighborhood needs on our commercial corridor. 

We also support Supervisor Avalos's call for studying the "green zone" and the 
impact of clustering on our neighborhood, by directing the Planning Commission to 
prepare and submit a report to the Board of Supervisors to evaluate the provisions 
of the Planning Code related to the location of MCDs. We hope that a moratorium 
will be called on permitting any further MCDs on the entire Outer Mission Corridor, 
until that study is completed. 

We are also very concerned about the proliferation of cyber cafes, which 
masquerade as providing business services but instead offer sweepstake, gambling · 
games. These entities create very negative environments for our young people and 
residents are afraid to go near them. Nearby merchants in the area suffer from the 
lack of business, and a downward spiral is created. While Supervisor Avalos is 
working diligently with community groups and law enforcement to address this 
issue, we want to raise your awareness of our concerns and emphasize the harmful 
impact these establishments have on our commercial corridor. The proposed NC 
district legislation _will at least allow the hours of these very problematic 
establishments to be limited. Again, EAG supports the proposed legislation, and we 
thank Supervisor Avalos for moving these proposals forward. 

Sincerely, 

Angela K Minkin 
Chair, Excelsior Action Group Advisory Board 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
)ent: 
fo: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Board of Supervisors 
Monday, November 04, 2013 5:41 PM 
BOS-Supervisors; Miller, Alisa . 
File's 130084 & 130734: Petition: 1000 Feet Between MDC's Please 
Lucky Dragon Change.erg Comments 11042103.pdf; Lucky Dragon Change.erg Petition 
11042013.pdf, Lucky Dragon Petition 11042103.pdf 

From: Patricia De Fonte [mailto:patricia_defonte@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 1:02 PM 
To: Rahaim, John; Avalos, John; Hsieh, Frances; Tavakoli, Shade; doug_vu@sfgov.org; Lee, Mayor; Board of 
Supervisors; Klein, Jordan; Torres, Joaquin; Rufo, Todd 
Cc: Ney Street Neighborhood Watch; angieminkin@comcast.net; sfommra@gmail.com; mousecollector@msn.c;:om 
Subject: Petition: 1000 Feet Between MDC's Please 

. Dear .Mr. Rahaim, Mr. Vu, Mayor Lee, Mr. Klein, Mr. Tavakoli, the Board of 
Supervisors, 

As you are aware, the residents and business owners in the Excelsior do no.t 
want more MCD's to open near the existing MCD. A petition was circulated 
related to the Lucky Dragon's application to open an MCD within 400 feet of 
the Green Cross MCD on the 4000 block of Mission Street. Copies of hand 
written petitions, the online petition, and comments to the online petition are 
i.ttached hereto. 

The full text of the petition can be seen here: 
http: //www.change.org/petitions /no-excelsiordam-support-anti-clustering
legislation 

. ' 

We hope that th~ Board of Supervisors will support the District 11 and 
Supervisor Avalos .by voting in favor of the anti-clustering legislation. We hope 
that the Planning Commission, regardless of the BOS decision, will deny the 
Lucky Dragon's application to open an MCD until it has competed its study of 
the· effect of MCD's on our Neyborhood, District 11 and other .areas in which 
clusters of MCD's are located. 

We need bike shops, d.eli's and bookstores that all of us can use - not more 
businesses that a~tract people from other parts of the city who then do not 
spend money on our commercial corridor and aren't part of the fabric of our 
family oriented corrimunity. 

Please don't let District 11 go up in smoke. 

Sincerly, 
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Patricia De Fonte 
Ney Street Neighborhood Watch - 130 members and growing 

Director John Rahaim, The San Francisco Planning Commission 
J ohn.rahaim@sfgov.org 
Supervisor John Avalos john.avalos@sfgov.org 
Shahde Tavakoli Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee Shade.Tavakoli@sfgov.org. 
Doug Vu, Planning Dept. ·Staff overseeing the Lucky Dragon MCD planned for 
4130 Mission Street, doug vu@sfgov.org 
Mayor Ed Lee, mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org 
Invest in Neighborhoods iordanJ<lein@sfgov.org, todd.rufo@sfgov . .org 
joagliin. torres@sfgov.org 
San Francisco Board. of Supervisors, board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org 
Ney Street Neighborhood Watch - 130 members strong and growing 
Outer Mission Merchants and Residents Association 
Excelsior Action Group 
Cayuga Improvement Association 
The Excelsior Collaborative 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 

To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 fe.et of existing MC Os, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clusteri.ng 

A la Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San.Francisco: no mas dispensarios de . 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un· MCD 320.pies de la Green Cross. 
MCD. 

No Excelsiordam! SupportAnti-Ciustering Legislation~ To the San Franeisco Planning Commission: NO MORE 
Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky Dragon's application to 
open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 

To the San Francisco Planning Gommission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A fa Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensarios de 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies. de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. . 

NAME 

G.u/4-f · 

-ADDRESS 

\ 2.0;. ~ r-c-~ I[ 11'tv- 4-?, l £.....-
(Ir £..{ 

gl) /\Al. i..€,c....1..t-'~. 
s r- -,:o. : ctv11-z_ 

SIGNATURE 

~-

No Excelsiordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation~ To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE 
Medical cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky Dragon's applicaticm to 
open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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· No -Excefsjordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 
To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dis-pensaries within 1ooa feet-of exisMng MCDs.,. -including the· Lucky . 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from. Green Cross MCD. 

Sopo.rte en leglslacl6.n anti-Clustering 

A la Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no rj;as dispensarios de 
-cannabis· medtca dentro de 1-000 pies de-MCD· extstentes, inciuida 1a 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Drago.n para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. 

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE-

No Excelsiordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Commission: 
NO-J\10RE. Medical Cai:Jnabis Dispensaries within I 000 feet of existing MCDs~ including. the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Gf%e~ Cross MCD. / 



N-o ExceJsJorda_m! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 
To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries wUhin · 1000 feet-of existiny MCDs.,. including. the- Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from ·Green Cross MCD. 

Soporteen legislaci6n anti-Cluster.ing 

A la Comisi6h de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensaries de 
-cannabi-s medica dentro de 1000 pies·.de-MCD·-exts-t-entes:,. mcfuict·a fa 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de Ia Green Cross 
MCD. 

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE 

• 'f r---
1-{c14- c;.vi.s C-.:.:\.\ !'1.:~: -.,.> 

u // ,7 ' "-·· 
~ ~:.t:.::/'~ --, 

·No E;){ce.1$iordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation: To the San.Francisco Planning Commissfon: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Disperu5aries within 1 ODO feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky · 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 
To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MC Os, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en l~gislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A la Comist6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensarios de 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. . 

NAME 

t -

'/ \ .J.4_ (_~ c._) (\ b \ l(:) 

ADDRESS 

. I 

./ 
J 

n D "1 t( s:r 

SIGNATURE 

. No Excelsiordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Commission: 
NO MDRE ·Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs) including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. · 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 
To the San Franci'sco Planning Commis~ion: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cros$ MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A la Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensarios de 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. 

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE 

t' 

( b~ Nt::- j(AN r;H /; :; <::, ~ 

·v~ 

No Excelsiordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries vv.itbin 1000 feet of existing MCDs; including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Sup·port·Anti•Clustering Legislation 

To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispens~ries within 1000-feet of existing MCD~, including the Lucky 

· Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet'.from Green Cross MCD. 

S'oporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A Ja Comisic)n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensarios de 
cann.abis medica dentro de 1 ooo pies de MCD existentes, incfuida la 

. . 

aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green 

Cross M"CD. 

7 S-l @c.f //7., . .;.'} t:'.'- t;.k. ~ 

. NAME I~ ADDRESS SIGNATURE 
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No Excelsiordam! Support Anti~Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries witlrin 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green CrossMCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

~,i'J1~titt::Aiii~-cl.U.s1Eu~ilJ;.9:~:kg~g1$latt~n 
To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 

Dragon1s application ~o open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A fa Comision·-de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensaries de 

cannabis medica dentro de 100() pies de MCD exist~ntes, incluida fa 
aplicaci6n def Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green 

Cross MCD. 

NAME 

, - -.... p U'"l'J1V\ .. , .. _,. _)'-. v - f 

ADDRESS 

LBJ~- 31 s rv~'-f _s 

l:i S ):,;t7/ (-, ; I' &'Y) °3 i ) fJfv sf 

SIGNATURE 
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No Excelsiordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Com1nission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within I 000 feet of existing MCDs, incluifuig the Lucky 
Dragon's applicatio~ to open a MCD 320 feet from Gref%~ross MCD. 
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,;; 

/ 
- ..J r No Excelsiordam! 

st1~i1fl1~slfis1~r1ntl!i:-~e~i'~:1_ati:o:ri-
To the San Francisco Planning Commission: ~O.MOR~ Medical_ Cannal:lis 

· Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MC-Os, including the Lucky . . . 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

s·oporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A la Comisi6n· de Urbanismo -de San Francisco: no mas dispensaries de 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicacion del Luc~ Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green 
Cross MCD~ >: 

NAME ADDRESS 

t 
-J'-17-- NP s-1 

st. 
I 

- r-a_± 

SIGNATURE 

No ExcelsiordamJ Support Anti-Clustering LegisLatlon: To the San Francisco Plamrlng Commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD_ 
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No Excelsiordam ! 

Support Anti-Clusteri~g Legislation 
To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti~Clustering 

A la Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensarios de 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del ·Lucky Dragon para abrirun MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. . 

NAME 

\ 

/ ·. 

t: cv- (~\._ ~ 

ADDRESS 

·L~ .. ~~ 
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-'/ y 
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No Excelsiordam! SupportAnti-Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti~Clustering Legislation 

To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A la Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensaries de. 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies. de- ia Green Cross 
MCD. 

NAME ADDRESS 

I 
]I Ci I I-;· <"C·J~ 

i { I /V t t.,f j'j . 
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No Excelsiordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation: To th.e San Francisco Planning Commission; 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's appHcatlon to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clu$tering Legislation 
To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis . 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, incf u~ing the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A Ja Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensaries de 
. cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 

aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
Meo.· 

NAME ADDRESS 

-o l N 
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01., . .. cY 

J '-/ l/ //lf (/. 

No Excelsiordam! SupportAnti.,Clustering Legislation: To the San Frandsco Planning Commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within iOOO feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 

To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MC Os, including the Lucky . 
Dragon's· application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

A la Comisi61i de Urbanisino de San Franci$co: no mas dispensarios de 
cannabis niedica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del. Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! SupportAnti~Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 foet of existing MCDs. including the Lucky 
Dragon1s· application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation . 
· To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannc;:1.bis 

Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Oragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering 

.. A la Comisi6n de Urbani"smo de San Francisco: no mas dispensarios de 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies, de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 3-20 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. 

.NAME _ADDRESS . ..- t _ SIGNATURE 
-~. 'Hr.Uc_, .; .r-1, 
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No Excelsiordam! Stipport Anti-Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis bispensaries within 1000 feet of eristing MCDs, :i.Ilcludingthe Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet.from Green Cross MCD. 
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No Excelsiordam! 

Support Anti-Clustering Legislation 

To the San Francisco Planning Commission: NO MORE Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragonrs application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cros_s MCD. 

Soporte en legislaci6n anti-Clustering . 

A la Comisi6n de Urbanismo de San Francisco: no mas dispensarios de 
cannabis medica dentro de 1000 pies de MCD existentes, incluida la 
aplicaci6n del Lucky Dragon para abrir un MCD 320 pies de la Green Cross 
MCD. 

NAME ADDRESS SIGNATURE· 

i..(Z.V\ ('{\ t~CI'\. s,:.. 
:.. (- . ~ '1"ft/1..-
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No Excelsiordam! Support Anti-Clustering Legislation: To the San Francisco Planning Commission: 
NO MORE Medical Cannabis Dispensaries within 1000 feet of existing MCDs, including the Lucky 
Dragon's application to open a MCD 320 feet from Green Cross MCD. 
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Miller, Alisa 

Board of Supervisors . From: 
'.ent: 
Co: 

Tuesday, November 05, 2013 8:41 "AM 
BOS-Supervisors; Miller, Alisa 

Subject: File 130734 & 130084: anti-clustering for MCDs 

From: Allyson Ritger [mailto:allysonsta@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 04; 201310:58 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: anti-clustering for MCDs 

Dear Supervisors, 

I'm writing to urge you to support Supervisor Avalos and Dll by voting in favor of anti-cluStering for MCDs. Our district 
has seen an increase in crime due to businesses that are not family-friendly, and we need to focus on protecting our 
neighbors right now. Please don't let more pot clubs move here. We've got enough. I have nothing against pot clubs, but 
too leads to more problems, and that's something the Excelsior can't _afford right now. · 

I live here with my two young children, and we worry about the state of our neighborhood on a regular basis. Please do the right thlng 
here. A new pot club right near the YMCA is not a good idea. That's common sense. 

Thanks, 
Allyson Ritger 
(Mission Street at Cotter Street) 

Allyson S. Ritger 
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Caldeira, Rick 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Mr. Roberts, 

Caldeira, Rick 
Tuesday, November 05, 2013 10:30 AM 
'Dorji Roberts' 
Miller, Alisa; Calvillo, Angela; Chiu, David; Avalos, John; scott.weiner@sfgov.org; Pollock, 
Jeremy; francis.hseih@sfgov.org; Redondiez, Raquel; Avalos, John 
RE: BOS 11 /5/2013 Meeting/File No. 130084: Why was petition opposing Sup.. Avalos' 
proposed new restrictions on MCDs containing 500+ signatures submitted during the 
10/21/2013 public hearing before the Land Use Committee not included in the agenda 

.packet? 

Supervisor Avalos has submitted the original petition and we will include in the official file. 

·Regards, 

Rick Caldeira, MMC 
Legislative Deputy Director 

Board of Supi:rvisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244 

San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: (415) 554-7711 I Fax: (415) 554-5163 

. rick.caldeira@sfgov.o,rg I www.sfbos.org 

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Satisfaction form by clicking the link below. 

http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104 

From: Dorji Roberts [mailto:ddroberts@weemslawoffices.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, November 05, 2013 10:17 AM 
To: Avalos, John 
Cc: Miller, Alisa; caldeira, Rick; calvillo, Angela; Chiu, David; Avalos, John;.scott.weiner@sfgov.org; Pollock, Jeremy; 
francis.hseih@sfgov.org · · 
Subject: Re: BOS 11/5/2013 Meeting/File No. 130084: Why was petition opposing Sup. Avalos' proposed new 
restrictions on MCDs containing 500+ signatures submitted during the 10/21/2013 public hearing before the Land Use 
Committee not included in the agenda packet? 

Supervisor Avalos, are you going to turn over the petition you took from Gary at the Land Use committee 
hearing on Oct. 21, 2013 to the Clerk's Office? I understand from your staff that you have now located the 
original petition signed by. 500+ patients opposing your legislation and supporting Lucky Dragon's MCD 
application. Please recall that Gary presented the petition at the hearing during his comments to the committee, 

. and that you directed him to hand it to you while he was at the podium. 

We sincerely hope that your removal of the petition from the Board chambers to your office or elsewhere, and 
subsequent failure to turn it over to the Clerk's Office in the two weeks since the committee hearing, were in 
fact inadvertent. 

This is not a trivial matter~ and we hope that you will respond immediately and appropriately to dispel concerns 
that your actions were a deliberate violation of petitioners' rights. Although it is too late for the petition to be 
included in the agenda packet, we hope that this wrong can be at least partially corrected by reading th~ petition 
into the record when the item is discussed at today's meeting. 

1 
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Dorji Roberts 
(510) 965-7319 

On Nov 4, 2013, at 5:01 PM, "Caldeira, Rick" <rick.caldeira@sfgov.org> wrote: 

Good evening, 

We have not received this information from Supervisor Avalos' office to date, although I understand 
that his staff is still searching for this stack of petitions. 

Regards, 

Rick Caldeira, MMC 
Legislative Deputy Director 
Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett .Place, City Hall, Ro_om 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
Phone: (415) 554-7711 I Fax: (415} 554-5163 
rick.caldeira@sfgov.org I www.sfbos.org 

· · Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Satisfaction form by clicking the link below. 
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx7page=104 

From: Miller, Alisa 
Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 12:13 PM 
To: Dorji Roberts; Calvillo, Angela; Chiu, David; Avalos, John; scott.weiner@sfgov.org 
Cc: Caldeira, Rick; Pollock, Jeremy 
Subject: RE: BOS 11/5/2013 Meeting/File No. 130084: Why was petition opposing Sup. Avalos' proposed 
new restrictions on MCDs containing 500+ signatures submitted during the 10/21/2013 public hearing 
before the Land Use Committee not included in the agenda packet? 

Dorji, 

Unfortunately,· the petition you are referring to did not make it into the legislative file. Since it 

was handed to Supervisor Avalos, it was not turned in to me. I have a call into Supervisor 

Avalos' office to see if the petition can be located. 

As I indicate in my opening statement, documents and items to be distributed and included in 

the file should be handed to the Clerk. I may not always see when documents are handed 

directly to the Supervisors nor do I know if they are indeed for_ the file. The Ney Street 

Neighborhood Watch petition which was included in the file because I have been receiving 

them directly. from the organizers. 

A~Mtller 
Assistant Clerk 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
415.554.4447 direct 
415.554.5163 fax 
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- .......... --- .. --~ - - ...... ~-.... -~--. -··-:" __ .. 
From: Dorji Roberts [mailto:ddroberts@weemslawoffices.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 11:53 AM 
To: Miller, Alisa; calvillo, Angela; Chiu, David; Avalos, John; scott.weiner@sfqov.org 
Subject: BOS 11/5/2013 Meeting/File No. 130084: Why was petition opposing Sup. Avalos' proposed 
new restrictions on MCDs containing 500+ signatures submitted during the 10/21/2013 public hearing 
before the Land Use Committee not included in the agenda packet? . 

http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/bosagendas/materials/bagl l0513 130084.pdf 

Dear Alisa Miller: 

Hello, I noticed that the Petition containing 500+ signatures of San Francisco residents opposing 
new restrictions on MCDs contained in Sup. Avalos' Excelsior-Mission NCD legislation, and 
supporting the permit application for the Lucky Dragon collective to operate an MCD at 4130 
Mission St., was not included in the agenda packet for this item (File No. 130084). The 
legislation is item no. 23 on the agenda for the Board of Supervisors meeting tomorrow, 
November 5, 2013. The petition was submitted to the Land Use Committee for inclusion in the 
official legislative record during the public hearing on this item conducted at the October 21, 
2013 committee meeting.· As can be seen on-the video recording of the hearing (item no. 3 on 
the committee's agenda), toward the end of the public ·comment period, the petition was 
presented by Gleb Tabachnik, the p;roject applicant, and was identified during his public 
comments. At the direction of Supervisor A vales, who was temporarily assigned to the Land 
Use Committee for that meeting, Mr. Tabachnik handed the signed petitions directly to the 
supervisor while at the podium .. 

Can you p~ease confirm whether or not the signed petitions have been included in the official 
Board file for this legislation? If not, why? 

. . 
Why was the petition opposing the new MCD restrictions, which received over 500 signatures in 
less than one day, not included in the agenda packet whereas another petition submitted by the 
Ney Street Neighborhood Watch supporting the legislation was included in the agenda packet? 

. . 

As a matter of fundamental fainiess and so that all of the Supervisors are accurately informed of 
the level of support and opposition to the legislatipn, it seems obvious that the petition submitted 
by Mr. Tabachnik at the public hearing, or at least some official recognition that it was 
presented, should have been mcluqed in the agenda packet along with the Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch petition. This is particularly important because the title of the ordinance 
used for both the agenda and published notice of the public hearing makes no reference to the 
changes to.the zoning regulations for MCDs contained in the legislation. 

Thank you for your attention and consideration of this matter, and I look forward to receiving the 
requested information. 

Sincerely, 

Dorji Roberts 
"(510) 965-7319 
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....... 
co ....... 

We, the undersigned, are residents of San Francisco and patients. We want safe access in our neighborhoods and 
want well-run, sensibly regulated medical cannabis dispensaries (MCDs) in District 11 and throughout the City. Patients 
deserve safe, reliable and convenient access to medical cannabis from MCDs in and near the neighborhoods where we 
live and/or work. We deserve not to be stereotyped as criminals. It is unfair to scapegoat patients and the MCDs we 
need to obtain .medicine for crime and economic problems in District 11 that we did not create. We expect our elected 
and appointed City leaders to base policy and medical cannabis dispensary regulations on accurate information and 
community input, and to not be swayed by fear, prejudice and NIMBY politics. Accordingly, we support lucky Dragon's 
application to open an MCD at4130 Mission Street, and urge the Board of Supervisors, the Land Use and Economic 
Development Committee and the Planning Commission to reject legislation that would ban MCDs from being within 500 
feet each other in the proposed Outer Mission District. 

Printed Name . Signature Address (Optional) Check if 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: Board of SupeNisors 
Sent: 
To: 

Thursday, October 24, 2013 11 :38 AM 
BOS-SupeNisors; Miller, Alisa 

Subj~ct: File 130084: 25 more people signed: Sam Matsunaga, Lucienda Baxter. .. 

From: Monica Holguin [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Thursday, October 24, 2013 10:55 AM 
To: Board of Supeivisors 
Subject: 25 more people signed: Sam Matsunaga, Lucienda Baxter ... 

25 people recently add their names to Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief 
Suhr We Need More Than One Foot' Patrol Officer in the Excelsior". That means more than 500 people have 
signed on. · · 

There are now 325 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signirig, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here·: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-

. the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer. between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area 

Sincerely, 

302. Sam Matsunaga San Francisco, California 
303. Lucienda Baxter San Francisco, California 
304. Dayved Black San Francisco, California 
305. James Agustin San Francisco, California 
306. jesus VIVANCO SAN FRANCISCO, California 
307. Yvonne Villegas San Fra.Ilcisco, Califoi-nia 
308. Tisha Hilario san francisco~ California 
309. Tony Tran San Francisco, California 
31 O. paul taylor san francisco, California 
311. Philip Bettney San Francisco, California 
312. melanie walker san francisco, California 
313. Hugh G. Graham San Francisco, California 
314. Peter Butterworth San Francisco, California 
315. Christina Serrano San Francisco, California 
316. Rob Foley San Francisco, California 
317. Mary Jo Schleicher San Francisco, California 
318. Derrick Lao San Francisco, California 
319. Frank Betancourt San Francisco, California 
320. meena duario San Francisco, California 
323. Brian Cook San Francisco, California 
321. Henderson Lu Lu San Francisco, California 
322. Marisa Zuzga San Francisco, California 
323. Stewart Moharnmadi San Francisco, California 

121 0 



324. William Walker San Franv~ ... co, California 
325. Monica Holguin San Francisco, California 
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Nevin, Peggy 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Angelica Solis [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, October 24, 2013 5:43 AM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 10 new signers: Maritza Bustamante, Connie Rodriguez ... 

10 new people recently signed Ney'Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We . 
· Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 289 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-

. . 

the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,· 

hnmediately plit additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva....,. a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

280. Maritza Bustamante San Francisco, California 
281. Connie Rodriguez San Francisco, California 
282. Paul Coussio San Francisco, California 
283. Eric Hendy San Francisco, California 
284. fabiani cbristina san francisco, California 
285. Adriano Hrvatin San Francisco, California 
286. Wanda Uvonne Jon~s-Most San Francisco, California 
287. Jennifer Hail San Francisco, California 
288. Marlo Saenz Fairbanks, Alaska 
289. Pam Klotovich San Francisco, California 
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From: 
Sent: 
fo: 

Tuesday, October 29, 2013 4:41 PM 
BOS-Supervisors . 

Subject: PN: File Nos. 130084, 130734 - Please stop another MCD from o.p!7ning in the EXCELSOIR 

From: Jean Francois Houdre [mailto:houdre@sbcglobal.riet] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 29, 2013 3:14 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject:· Please stop another MCD from opening in the EXCELSOIR 

. Dear Sirs, 
. . 

On behalf of myself, my family and many long tinie residents that do not haye the internet 
capability I am respectfully demanding that you put a stop to openillg more MCD's in the ... 
View more Excelsior District. Currently we have three operating MCD's and I am pleading 
with you not to allow more to open and operate (that would be the Lucky Dragori that is 
awaiting approval to open less than 400 ft from an existing MCD). I feel like I am watching a 
bad movie. How can this be happeillng to my District without all the residents approving such 
changes??. I have the greatest amount of empathy for those who require such medicme, 
however, they should ·be sprinkled throughout the. city and not saturated in one area, turning our 
')istrict 11 into the mecca ofMCD. Please re-think, re-evaluate, and simply put yourself in our 

shoes and then ask yourself the queStion if you would be happy about such business·es being 
the primary thing that your Neyborhood is known for. We need hardware stores, UPS stores, 
KINK.OS, and good clean grocery stores. 

Thank you for careful consideration-in this matter. We currently have over 
500 (and growing) signatures from the residents ofDistrict 11 opposing opening up more 
MCDs. 

Please, on behalf of DISTRICT 11 ! DONT LET US GO UP IN SMOKE! 

Most sincerely, 
Nancy Houdre 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Subject: 

kt6strin [kt6strings@aol.com] 
Friday, October 25, 2013 3:05 PM . 

C.-?i% c.s. 
--~ .,, -ei:..olfk4~'; 

(_\1Do~, t'1-o1'lo"'\ 

Rahaim, John; Tavakoli@sfgov.org; doug_vu@sfgov.org; Lee, Mayor; Falvey, Timothy; Board 
of Supervisors 
No more MCDs in the Excelsior Mission corridor 

I join many Excelsior residents in voicing concern and strong objection to the approval of yet another marijuana cannabis 
dispensary in the Excelsior district. Presently, Green Cross operates an MCD at 4218 Mission, Lucky Dragon has applied 
for a permit a scant bloGk away at 4130 Mission, and more applications for locations nearby are pending. 

I recognize that MCOs may be providing a necessary medical service to some, but the proliferation and concentration of 
these outlets-and the attendant undesirable elements that they inevitably bring-in a neighborhood that has the highest 
ratio of children in the city is wholly inappropriate and contrary to the public good. I ask you to oppose opening new 
MCDs in our district, or at least see that some sort of reasonable limitation is implemented. 

Sincerely, 
Katherine Taylor 
102 Maynard Street, SF 94112 
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Nevin, Peggy 

From: 
Sent:· 
To: 

KATIUSCA SANCHEZ [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, October 24, 2013 7:14 AM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 10 new.signers: Priscilla Martinez, David Bratt ... 

_ 10 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org . 

. There are now 300 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-
the-excelsior/responses/new?reSponse=92 72c59f5 71 d · · 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. V em.on Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area 

Sincerdy, 

291. Priscilla Martinez San Francisco, California 
292. David Bratt San Francisco, California 
293. Maryanne Razzo San Francisco, California 
294. Kim Semien san francisco, California 
295. Avril Swan san francisco, California 
296. Heather NELSON SAN FRANCISCO, California 
296. Vivian Tov San Francisco, Califom.la 
298. Lisa Ortiz San Francisco, California 
298. Laurie Kottmeyer San Francisco, "California 
300. KATIUSCA SANCHEZ SF, California 
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Nevin, Peggy 

From: 
To: 
Subject: 

From: Monica Holguin [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Thursday, October 24, 2013 10:55 AM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
·Subject: 25 more people signed: Sam Matsunaga, Lucienda Baxter ... 

25 people recently add their names to Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief 
Suhr We Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior". That means more than 500 people have 
signed on. 

There are now 325 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
N eigb.borhood Watch by clicking here: . 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee.,and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the:-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f57ld 

Dear S-an Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on ly.lission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

302. Sam Matsunaga San"Francisco, California 
303. Lucienda Baxter San Francisco, California 
304. Dayved Black San Francisco, California 
305. James Agustin San Francisco, California 
306. jesus VIVANCO SAN FRANCISCO, California 
307. Yvonne Villegas San Francisco, California 
308. Tisha Hilario san francisco, California 
309. Tony Tran San Francisco, California 
310. paul taylor san francisco, California 
311. Philip Bettney San Francisco, California 
312. melanie walker san francisco, California 
313. Hugh G. Graham San Francisco, California 
314. Peter Butterworth San Francisco, California 
315. Christina Serrano San Francisco, California 
316. Rob Foley San Francisco, California 
317. Mary Jo Schleicher San Francisco, California 
318". Derrick Lao San Francisq>, California 
319. Frank Betancourt San Francisco, California 
320. meena duario San Francisco, California 
323. Brian Cook San Francisco, California 
321. Henderson Lu Lu San Francisco, California 
322. Marisa Zuzga San Francisco, California 
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323. Stewart Mohammadi San .L ,_-ancisco, California 
324. William Walker San Francisco, California 
325. Monica Holguin San Francisco, California 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

meena duario [mail@changemail.org] 
Thursday, October 24, 2013 9:29 AM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 1 O new signers: paul taylor, Philip Bettney ... 

10 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 319 signa,.tures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
. Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers .on Missio:q. Street from Trumbull to beyond · 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

310. paul taylor san francisco, California 
311. Philip Bettney San Francisco, California 
312. melanie walker san franCisco, California 
313. Hugh G. Graham San Francisco, California 
314. Peter Butterworth San Francisco, California 
315. Christina Serrano San Francisco, California 
316. Rob Foley San Francisco, California 
317. Mary Jo Schleicher San Francisco, California 
318. Derrick Lao San Francisco, California 
319. Fr~ Betancourt San Francisco, California. 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

MIN SAN [mail@changemail.org] 
Friday, October 18, 2013 2:55 AM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 10 new signers: chi wang, Cora Rose ... 

10 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mavor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 270 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsi or/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced footpatrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

261. chi wan.g San Francisco, California 
262. Cora Rose San Francisco, California 
263. Gwen Masucci San Francisco, California 
?.64. huan bing zhang san francisco, California 
265. Beth Rubenstein.San Francisco, California 
266. Wesley Yip San Francisco, California 
267. Lorre Mason San Francisco, California 
268. Coco Lee San Francisco, California 
269. WILLIAM LEE SAN FRANCISCO, California 
270. MIN SAN SAN FRANCISCO, California 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: Board of Supervisors 
Sent: Monday, October 21, 2013 2:32 PM 

BOS-Supervisors; Miller, Alisa To: 
Subject: File130084: The Excelsior needs your "Innovation" 

From: Carolyn Wolff [mailto:cwolff@site-savvy.com] 
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2013 2:54 PM 
To: Lee, Mayor 
Cc: Avalos, John; doug_vu@sfgov.org; Rahaim, John; Falvey, llmothy; Tavakoli@sfgov.org; Board of Supervisors; 
'Carolyn Wolff 
Subject: The Excelsior needs your "Innovation" 

Dear Mayor Lee -

It has been a long time! © I am another concerned parent/ resident of the Excelsior. Since the person who opens up this 
email will probably only read a sentence or two-I am going to offer up my suggestions at the top. I do know that 
everyone works hard for the city- thank you for reading. 

• Why not "do a Carlos Garcia"-and indentify the need neighborhoods and make them "Mayoral Zones" and 
seriously invest with infrastructure and services for a decade- so they catch up with other parts of the city. 

• How about for 5 straight years - Mclaren Park gets 75% of the funds slated for Golden Gate Park? 

• Dumping, trash, dog poop- we need extra services to address this quality of life issue! I have been walking my 
son to school for 5 years and it is a daily obstacle course of truly disguising waste on the sidewalk. Can you ask 
Ron Conway or one of your airB&B or Twitter 12 year-old genius pals, to instead of avoiding city hotel occupancy 
taxes to rather "innovate" a solution for the city to better deal with trash and dumping in lower income 
neighborhoods? a·f course it would also involve you assigning more funds for manpower to the neighborhood 

• We need more beat cops walking Mission Street and Geneva Street. The shooting last week was a tragedy. And 
. the multiple gambling internet cafes are a serious problem 

• We need the city to invest in this district- we always know what we don't get our fair share of the pot-and the 
wealthier neighborhoods with the lobbying muscle do 

I am a homeowner, small business ·owner, ·my husband is a Public School educator, my child goes to Monroe, an 
Excelsior public school: I am active in the community /public school community. There are MANY people who do so 
much volunteering and hard work in this neighborhood. It is a wonderfully diverse community, an involved one - just 
not one with a lot of money. Our Supervisor works very hard and tirelessly advocates for us. The question is, will you? 

We need: 

• A safe neighborhood (first and foremost) 

• A clean neighborhood 
• A neighborhood with stores that we will use, and not have to leave the neighborhood to find. We won't get 

those store with more MDC's on Mission Street. 

See you at the meeting, next week on October 23, at the Boys and Girls club. 

Thank you, 

Carolyn Wolff 
Madrid Street, i:xcelsior 



From: 
lo: 
Subject: 

Board of Supervisors 
BOS-Su ervisors 

1le 130084: 10 new signers: Bertha Moreno, Valerie Beals ... 

From: Maritza Bustamante [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Sunday, October 20, 2013 1:29 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: 10 new signers: Bertha Moreno, Valerie Beals ... 

8DS-I( 

10 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in th~ Excelsior" on Change.erg. 

There are now 280 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and re~pond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?tesponse=92 72c5 9f57 l d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

271. Bertha Moreno san francisco,ca, California 
2 72. Valerie Beals Castro Valley, California 
273. Carolina Stankieiwch San Francisco, California 
274. Elsa Casillas San Francisco, California 
275. Pat Mabutas SF, California 
276. michael hall san francisco, California 

- -277.-Karen McHugh-Oakley, California--·- -
278. Wayne Herner San Francisco, California 
2 79. Paula Davis-Hall San Francisco, California 
280. Maritza Bustamante San Francisco, California 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Board of Supervisors 
__..i:~~~"1rvisors 

File 130084: 25 more people signed: Camille Alfaro-Martell, lyn mesias ... 

From: Pat Mabutas [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Saturday, October 19, 2013 11:19 AM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: 25 more people signed: Camille Alfaro-Martell, lyn mesias ... 

· 25 people recently add their names to Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief 
Suhr We Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior". That means more than 500 people have· 
signed on. . 

There are now 275 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c5 9f571 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area 

Sincerely, 

252. Camille Alfaro-Martell Colma, California 
253. lyn mesias san francisco, California 
254. Jeanne Crawford San Francisco, California 
255. Josie Kirton San Francisco, California 
255. Holly Bowling San Francisco, California 
256. Jeremy Hoffman San Francisco, California 
257. Kristen Oliver San Francisco, California 

. 258. Laura Perez San Francisco, California 
259. Jenn Rosenberg San Francisco, California 
260. Terry Zhang San Francisco, California 
261. chi wang San Francisco, California 
262. Cora Rose San Francisco, California 
263. Gwen Masucci San Francisco, California 
264. huan bing zhang san francisco, California 
265. Beth Rubenstein San Francisco, California 
266. Wesley Yip San Francisco, California 
267. Lorre Mason San Francisco, California · 
268. Coco Lee San Francisco, California 
269. WILLIAM LEE SAN FRANCISCO, California 
270. MIN SAN SAN FRANCISCO, California 
271. Bertha Moreno san francisco,ca, California 
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272. Valerie Beals Castro Valk. 2alifornia 
273. Carolina Stankieiwch San Francisco, California 
274. Elsa Casillas San Francisco, California 
275. Pat Mabutas SF, California 

2 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: w signers: Camille Alfaro-Martell, lyn mesias ... 

____ ,,_,._..,..__, _____ . ____ -----· 
From: Terry Zhang [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2013 1:53 AM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: 10 new signers: Camille Alfaro-Martell, lyn mesias ... 

10 new people recently signed Ney Street N eigb.borhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Subr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. · · 

There are no~ 260 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
· Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-rriayor.;Jee-and-chief-subr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-. 
the-excelsior/responses/new?response~92 72c5 9f57 l d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from. Trumbull to beyond 
Gen,eva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva- a 1.25 
miles patrol area.. · 

Sincerely, 

252. Camille Alfaro-Martell Colma, California 
253 .. lyn mesias san :francisco, California 
254. Jeanne Crawford San Francisco, California 
255. Josie Kirton San Francisco, California 
255. Holly Bowling San Francisco, California 
256. Jeremy Hoffman San Francisco, California 
257. Kristen' Oliver San Francisco, California 
258. Laura Perez San Francisco, California 
259. Jenn Rosenberg San Francisco, California 
260. Terry Zhang San Francisco, California · 

1 
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From: 
\nt: 

.o: 

Catherine Consiglieri [mail@changemail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 7:13 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Tracy McGillis, David ISBISTER ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are no-t;;;'1ignatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhoo~h by clicking here: . 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in- · 
the-excelsior/responses/new7response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

D~ar San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

161. Tracy McGillis San Francisco, California 
162. David ISBISTER SAN FRANCISCO, California 
, 63. Katherine Menchaca San Francisco, California 
64. Emily Canney San Francisco, California 

165. Catherine Consiglieri San.Francisco, California 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Ethan Karson [mail@changemail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 7:39 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Simon Thorpe, Denise Ruggeri. .. 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhf We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.erg. 

There are now 204 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsi or/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

166. Simon Thorpe San Francisco, California 
167. Denise Ruggeri San Francisco, California 
168. Carol Fahey San Francisco, California 
169. Corinne Benson San Francisco, California 
1 70. Ethan Karson San Francisco, California 
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From: 
'lent:. 
lo: 

Tara Robinson [mail@changemail.org) 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 B:Off PM 
·Board of Supervisors 

Subject: . 5 new petition signatures: RICHARD CANATELLA, Matt Holzer. .. 

5 new people recently signed Ney StreetNeighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 211 signatures on this petition. Read rea5~ns why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f571 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

·Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Clirrently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

1 71. RICHARD CANATELLA San Francisco, California 
I 72. Matt Holzer San Francisco, California 
173. Melissa Trousdale San Francisco, California 

74. Maggie Fahey San Francisco, California 
175. Tara Robinson San Francisco, California 

·s 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Melissa Arellanes [mail@changemail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 8:44 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Serena Yu, Kristen Tate ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhi We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org, 

There are now. 215 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://W\vv.r.change.oTg/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571 d · 

· Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. · 

Sincerely, · 

176. Serena Yu San Francisco, California 
177. Kristen Tate San Francisco, California 
178. Marianne Grech San Francisco, California 
179. Jennifer Gette San Francisco, California 
180. Melissa Arellanes San Francisco, California 
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From·: 
1ent: 
fo: 

Jeanette Lee [mail@changemail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 8:53 PM 
Board of .Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Rhea St. Julien, Donald Brenner. .. · 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org, 

There are now 217 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol~officer-in

the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles . 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

181. Rhea St. Julien San Francisco, California 
182. Donald Brenner san francisco, California 
l 83. Clarissa Kalman San Francisco, California 
• 84. Phuong Chau San Francisco, California 
185. Jeanette Lee San francisco, California 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Chester Rhoan [mail@changemail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 9:21 PM 
Board of Supervisors. 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: ~a.urie Heath, Tim Adams ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee ~d Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 222 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by cliclcing here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol"'officer-in~ 
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Intrnediately put additional. experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only·one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva- a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

191. Laurie Heath San Francisco, California 
192. Tim Adams San Francisco, California 
193. Maureen Minn San Francisco, California 
194. Jean Francois HOUDRE SF, California 
195. Chester Rhoan San Francisco, California 
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From: 
1ent:. 
to: 

Paulann Sternberg [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, October 16, 2013 3:32 AM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Wesley H_uang, Sean Ingram ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Subr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 230 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-cbief-suhr-we-need~more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in

the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva- a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

226. Wesley Huang iiif Ll.J, California 
227. Sean Ingram San Francisco, California 
~28. Jeannette Maysenhalder San Francisco, California 
_29. Mitch Lopez San Francisco, California 
230. Paulann Sternberg San Francisco, California 

1 
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From: Board of Supeivisors 
To: . rs 
Subject: File 130084: 5 n w petition signatures: sara deseran, Ross Morrison ... 

From: Noemi Johansson-Miller [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2013 1:21 PM 

. To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: ·sara deseran, Ross Morrison ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are no!'.'.2)-ignatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhoo~h by clicking here: . · 
http://v,rv.w.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is ·only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva- a 1.25 
miles patrol area. · 

Sincerely, 

231. sara deseran san francisco, California 
232. Ross Morrison San Francisco, California 
233. Monica Guzman San Francisco, California 
234. Anthony Alfonso San f rancisco, California 
235. Noemi Johansson-Miller San Francisco, California 

1 

232 



- - -· ., • - :::I 

From: 
1ent: 
{o: 

Julie Hanh [mail@changemail.org) 
Wednesday, October 16, 2013 5:06 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 n.ew petition signatures: col by choi, Rocio Barraza ... 

5 new people recently signed.Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 255 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571 d · 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

241. colby choi San Francisco, California .. 
242. Rocio Barraza San Francisco, California 
243. mark rodriguez sf, California 
244. David Mui San Francisco, California 
245. Julie Hanh San Francisco, California 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 

.. To: 

Teresa Prothero [mail@changemail.org] 
Wednesday, October 16, 2013 5:22 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Josie Shrader, Tami Rowan ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch'~ petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 255 signatures on this petitfon. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-
the-excelsior/responses/Jiew?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d · 

Dear San Francisco Board. of.Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. · 

Sincerely, 

246. Josie Shrader San Francisco, California 
247. Tami Rowan San Francisco, Califorriia 
248. Denise Bonilla San Francisco, California 
249. Erik Finne San Francisco, California 
250. Teresa Prothero San Francisco, California 

2 

234 



Miller, Alisa 

From: 
' Sent: 

To: 
Subject: 

Board of Supervisors 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 5:28 PM 
BOS-Supervisors; Miller, Alisa 
File 130084: MCD's, Illegal Gambling, and Beat Cops in the Excelsior 

From: Patricia De Fonte [mailto:patricia_defonte@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 15, 2013 11:22 AM 
To: Avalos, _John; Rahaim, John; Lee, Mayor; doug_vu@sfgov.org; Tavakoli, Shahde; Falvey, limothy; Board of 
Supervisors 
Cc: Ney Street Neighborhood Watch 
Subject: MCD's, Illegal Gambling, and Beat Cops in the Excelsior 

Dear Mr; Rahaim, San Francisco Supervisors and Mayor Lee, 

I have been a resident of the Excelsior since 2008, and live in a home owned by my husband's family since the 
1950's. I have two young children and they will grow up in the Excelsior. 
I am the block captain of San Francisco's largest and award winning Ney Street Neighborhood Watch and have 
worked tirelessly and relentlessly to improve my Neyborhood in the past few years. 

While my Neybors and I have planted trees,_painted fences, written (and won) beautification grants, educated 
residents on personal and residential safety, worked with DPW and other City. agencies to clean up filthy and 

. ~eglected commercial interests and private property, the City of San Francisco has permitted the Excelsior 
commercial corridor to become a dangerous, filthy place sorely lacking in services residents want and need .. 

I am writing to you to make three points: 

1. No further MCD's should be approved until John Avalos' proposed anti-clustering legislation is finalized. 
We have one pot club between Silver and Trumbull, there is no valid reason for opening another one within 
1000 feet of that club. We need a mix of businesses-: and two pot clubs within 400 feet of each other will 
stifle further economic development - who will open a coffee shop or deli or pet store or book store near two 
pot clubs with security guards hanging around outside all day? Who will install a parklet near two pot clt.Jbs? 

2. The "internet" cafes which are actually gambling halls nee~ to be shut down. The full force of the law must 
be brought against the property owners and the business owners. These types of businesses can destroy our 
neighborhood because, again, who in their right mind would open a normal business next door to NetStop or 
anything like NetStop? Residents are afraid to walk past that store, and it is bringing crime and strife to the 

Exce!sior. 

3. The lack of foot patrol officers on Mission Street has been inexcusable for a very long time. On October gth 

at 4pm it became crystal dear that people with guns feel perfectly at ease committing murder in broad 
daylight in front of children in the heart of the Excelsior. This situation cannot be tolerated for one more day. 

lSNW has been told. multiple times by Ingleside SFPD that due to large numbers of retiring officers that they 
do not have the manpower to place more than one officer between Mt. Vernon and Silver Avenue, and that 
when the new officers coming out of the police academy are placed on foot patrol they will be "green" and it 
will take them a while to learn the ropes. We don't have the luxury oftime - please support Captain Falvey 
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and Ingleside SFPD and get them t11c experienced officers they need to provide my community with sufficient 
numbers of experienced police officers. We need increased foot patrols between Trumbull Street to Ms. 
Vernon Street Oust past Geneva). 

*** 

' 
If the City of San Francisco is going to permit unlimited numbers of MCDs and internet gambling halls to 
operate in the Excelsior then the City of San Francisco can consider itself the cause of the destruction of this 
blue collar, hard working, traditional residential district. lfthe City of San Francisco does not take immediate 
action to put seasoned police officers on sufficient foot patrols this will send a message that violent crime is 
permissable on Mission Street in the Excelsior. I urge you to act quickly and in the best interests of the 
residents and voters of District 11. 

I look forward to all opportunities to discuss these matters'- whether in town halls meetings, BOS meetings or 
otherwise. 

Patricia De Fonte, 
Excelsior Resident and Voter 

CC: 
Director John Rahaim, The San Francisco Planning Commission John.rahaim@sfgov.org 
Supervisor John Avalos john.avalos@sfgov.org 
Shahde Tavakoli Shahde Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee Tavakoli@sfgov.org 
Doug Vu, Planning Dept. Staff overseeing the Lucky Dragon MCD planned for 4130 Mission Street, 
doug · vu@sfgov.org 
Mayor Ed Lee, mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org 
Captain Timothy ·Falvey, Ingleside SFPD, timothy.falvey@sfgov.org 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors, board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org 
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MillerJ Alisa 

From: Board of Supervisors 
Sent: 
To: 

Tuesday, October 15, 2013 5:29 PM 
BOS-Supervisors; Miller, Alisa 

Subject: Fil_e 130084: [neystreetnw] MCD's, Illegal Gambling, and Beat Cops in the Excelsior 

From: Mariana carrillo [mailto:marianascp83@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 15, 2013 12:08 PM 
To: Patricia De Fonte 
Cc: Tavakoli, Shahde; Lee, Mayor; Avalos, John; doug_vu@sfgov.org; Ney Street Neighborhood Watch; Board of 
Supervisors; Falvey, Timothy; Rahaim, John 
Subject: Re: [neystreetnw] MCD's, Illegal Gambling, and Beat Cops in the Excelsior 

Hi I live in the neybor with my family too, and this is our first year here, I am also very concern about what 
happened last week, and I wanted to add that the week before on Monday around 9am I could hear lound sound 
which I didn't know ·were gunshot until the next mommg while playing in the back yard with my kids, I could 
see police officers on Trumbull st and asked what happend, that morning I could see 3 young guys walking by 
giving hi fives and celebrating after the gunshots, it could be them I don't know but if were them they look · 
proud and happy about what had happened they know theres no police around and they can do watever they 
want in our neybor wich.is unacceptable, since we have family and ki,ds just like mine playing in backyards and 
shouldn't witness anything like this. · 

Jn Oct 15, 2013 11:21 ~"Patricia De Fonte" <patricia defonte@yahoo.com> wrote: · 

Dear Mr. Rahaim, San Francisco Supervisors and Mayor: Lee,, 

I have been a resident of the Excelsior since 2008, and live in a home owned by my husband's family since the 

~950's. I have two young children and.they will grow up in the Excelsior. 

I am the block captain of San Francisco's largest and award winning Ney Street_ Neighborhood Watch and have 

worked tirelessly and relentlessly to improve my Neyborhood in the past few years. 

While my Neybors and I have planted trees, painted fences, written (and won) beautification grants, educated 

residents on personal and residential safety, worked with DPW and other City agencies to clean up filthy and 

neglected commercial interests and private property, the City of San Francisco has permitted.the Excelsior 
commercial corridor to become a dangerous, filthy place sorely lacking in services residents want and need. 

I am writing to you to make three points: 

1. No further MCD's should be approved until John Avalos' proposed anti-clustering legislation is finalized. 

We have one pot club between Silver and Trumbull, there is no valid reason for opening another one within 

1000 feet of that club. We need a mix of businesses - and two pot clubs within 400 feet of each other will 

ifle further economic development - who will open a coffee shop or deli or pet store or book store near two 

pot clubs with security guards hanging around outside all day? Who will install a parklet near two pot clubs? 
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2. The "internet" cafes which are c. ... Lually gambling halls need to be shut duvvn. The full force of the law must 
be brought against the property owners and the business owners. These types of businesses can destroy our 
neighborhood because, again, who in their right mind would open a normal business next door to NetStop or 
anything like NetStop? Residents are afraid to walk past that store, and it is bringing crime and strife to the 
Excelsior. 

3. The lack of foot patrol officers on Mission Street has been inexcusable for a very long time. On October gth 

at 4pm it became crystal clear that people with guns feel perfectly at ease committing murder in broad 
daylight in front of children in the heart of the Excelsior. This situation cannot be tolerated for one more day, 

NSNW has been told multiple times by Ingleside SFPD that due to large numbers of retiring officers that they 
do not have the manpower to place more than one officer between Mt. Vernon and SilverAvenue, and that 
when the new officers coming out of the police academy are placed on foot patrol they will be "green" and it 
will take them a while to learn the ropes. We don't have the luxury of time - please support Captain Falvey 
and Ingleside SFPD and get them the experienced officers they need to provide my community with sufficient 
numbers of experienced police officers. We need increased foot patrols between Trumbull Street to Ms. 
Vernon Street Oust past Geneva). 

* * * 

If the City of San Francisco is going to permit unlimited numbers of MCDs and internet gambling halls to 
operate in the Excelsior then the City of San Francisco can consider itself the cause of the destruction of this 
blue collar, hard working, traditional residential district. If the City of San Francisco does not take immediate 
actfon to put seasoned police officers on ·sufficient foot patrols this will send a message that violent crime is 
permissable on Mission Street in the Excelsior. I urge you to act quickly and in the best interests of the 
residents and voters of District 11. 

I look forward to all opportunities to discuss these matters - whether in town halls meetings, BOS meetings or 
otherwise. 

Patricia De Fonte, 
Excelsior Resident and Voter 

CC: 
Director John Rahaim, The San Francisco Planning Commission John.rahaim@sfgov.org 
Supervisor John Avalos john.avalos@sfgov.org 
Shahde Tav!3koli Shah de Office of Mayor Edwin M. Lee Tavakoli@sfgov.org 
Doug Vu, Planning Dept. Staff overseeing the Lucky Dragon MCD planned for 4130 Mission Street, 
doug vu@sfgov.org 
Mayor Ed Lee, mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org 
Captain Timothy Falvey, Ingleside SFPD, timothy.falvey@sfgov.org 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors, board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org 

Reply via web post Reply to sender 'Reply to group Start a New Topic Messages in this topic (1) 

RECENT ACTIVITY: 
Visit Your Group 
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Ney Street Neighborhood Watch 
Emcompasses all blocks of Ney Street and adjacent Congdon and Craut 
If you see anything suspicious please report it 

YAHOO! GROUPS 
Switch to: Text-Only, Daily Digest· Unsubscribe •Terms of Use· Send us Feedback 
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From: 
To: 
Subject: 

Board of Supeivisors 
BOS-Supeivisors 
155 new petition signatures 

The Office of the.Clerk of the Board has received several signed petitions with the same message as the one below. 155 
signatures, 

Peggy 

Office of the Clerk of the Board 

From: Christina Bratt-Porter [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
S~nt: Tuesday, October 15, 2013 4_:51 PM 
To: Board of Supervisors 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Jessica Burden Roinw, Lila Baker ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. . . 

There are now 197 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people aie signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.or£i/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-cbief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervis9rs; 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt Vemon Street. Currently there is only one officer between.~ilver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. · 

Sincerely, 

151. Jessica Burden Roinw SF, California 
152. Lila Baker San Francisco, California 
153. Dorothy 'Whelan San Francisco, California 
154. Lily Lieu San Francisco, California 
155. Christina Bratt-Porter San Francisco, California 

1. 
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From: 
':ent: 
,o: -
Subject: 

Deena Lahn [mail@changernail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 7:00 AM 
Board of Supervisors · 
5 new petition signatures: Sarah Beth Chionsini, Marcia Jarrnel... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhf We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol .Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 132 signatures on this petition. Read.reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · -

1 

http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-tb.an-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571d · -

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission· Street _from Trumbull to beyond 
. Geneva to Mt Vernon Street Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva- a 1.25 

miles pat:rol area. · 

Sincerely, 

126. Sarah Beth Chionsini San Francisco, California 
127. Marcia Jarmel San Francisco, California 
128. NA \YNEET RANJAN SUNNYVALE, California 
129. ken scbneider San Francisco, California 
130. Deena Lahn San Francise:o, California 

1 
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From: 
Sent:. 
To: 

Gregory Blum [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 10:40 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Mary Szczepanik , Monica Montoya ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

Tb.ere. are now 124 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond _to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · · 
http:/l\V\"VW.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-m~re-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles · 
patr~l area. 

. Sincerely, 

121. Mary Szczepanik San Francisco, California 
122. Monica Montoya San Francisco, California 
123. Imogen Dransfield San Francisco, California 
124. tenia worick redoI).do beach, California 
125. Gregory Blum San Francisco, California 

2 
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From: 
>ent: 
fo: 

· Josh Neil [mail@changemail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 9:33 AM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Leara Deane, Andrea Wiener. .. 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell· Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need.More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. · 

There are now 148 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are _signing, and respond to Ney Street 
·Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than:-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f5 71 d. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt Vernon Street Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue a:Il.d Geneva- a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

13.1. Leara Deane San Francisco, California 
132. Andrea Wiener San Francisco, California 
'33. Jessica Hamman SF, California · 
~34. Evra Baldinger San Francisco, California 
135. Josh Neil Waln-µ.t Creek, California 

3 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Nicole Agbayani [mail@changemail.org~ 
Tuesday, October 15, 201311:13 AM 
Board of Supervisors 
5 new petition signatu~es: Vanessa Fontana, Dominic Fontana ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We· 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

Tb.ere are now 156 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://vrww.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Superyisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer _between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area 

Sincerely, · 

136. Vanessa Fontana Sacramen~o, California 
137. Dominic Fontana San Francisco, California 
138. Annie Jupiter-Jones. San Francisco, .California 
139. N Soriano San Francisco, California 
140. Nicole Agbayani San Francisco, California 

' -' 

4 
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- __ ,, 
From:· 
'lent: · 
fo: . 
Subject:. 

Allan Apellanes [mail@changemail.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 1 :03 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
5 new petition signatures: Robin Beers, Julie Kanter ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr we· 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 167 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: -
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-cbief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsio~/responsesh:l:ew?response=92 72c59f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board o~ Supervisor~, 

rrninediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva-a 1.25 miles 
patrol area 

Sincerely, 

141. Robin Beers San Francisco, Califor:Dia 
142. Julie Kanter San Fraricisco, California 
, 4 3. Janice Alexander San Francisco, California 
. 44. Gloria Hutter San Francisco, California 
145. Allan Apelian.es San Francisco, California 

5 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Lisa Duba [mail@changemaif.org] 
Tuesday, October 15, 2013 1 :52 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Tara Duggan, wendy turner. .. 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Cbief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in :the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 172 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborp_ood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-cbief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c59f57 Id 

· Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva-c- a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

146. Tara Duggan San Francisco, California 
14 7. wendy turner San Francisco, California 
148. Liz Farsaci San Francisco, California 
149. Danielle Deloria Daly City, California 
150. Lisa Duba San.Francisco, California 

5 
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From: 
Sent: 
fo: 

kae sharpe [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 9:03 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: angie black, Pollyana Goncalves ... 

5 new people r~cently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More· Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 115 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
· N eigb.borhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571 d · 

Dear San Francisco ;Board o~ Supervisors, 

Immediately put additiona:l experi~nced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street". Currently there is only one officer betweep Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
p~lar~ · -

Sincerely, 

111. angie black San Jose, California 
112. Pollyana Goncalves Daly City, California 
113. Melissa Wang San Francisco, California 
_ 14. Carina Baird San Francisco, California 

· 115. kae sharpe.Alameda, California 

1 

247 



From: 
Sent:· 
To: 

Albert Ho [mail@changemail.orgJ 
Monday, October 14, 2013 5:52 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: _5 new petition signatures: Claudia Decost, Anjali Pioso ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer :in the Excelsior" on Change.erg. 

There are now I 05 signatures on this petition. Read reasons. why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://w-.vw.change.org/petitions-/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol:-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=oo92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patroi officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area · · 

Sip_cerely, 

101. Claudia Decost San Francisco, California . . 
102. Anjali Pioso San Francisco, California 
103. Le.Alin Raschke San Francisco, California 
104. Karyn Desai San Francisco, California 
105. Albert Ho San Francisco, California 

1 
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From: 
>ent: · 
fo: 

Matt Householder [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 4:49 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: analise torrez, CJ Russell ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor.Lee and Chief Subr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 99. signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-
the-excelsior/resp0nses/new?response=9272c59f571 d ·· · 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt Vernon Street. Curr~ntly there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

96. analise torrez San :francisco, California 
97. CJ Russell San Francisco, California 
qg. Anne Mane Betancourt San Francisco, California 
.J9. Beeky Perrine San Francisco, California 
100. Matt Householder San Francisco, California 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Diane Bekkers [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 3:52 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Sara Scanlan, Mic::hael Sevy ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.erg. 

There are now 95 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by dicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-:need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer..:in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot p·atrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt Vernon Street. Currently there is olily one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles · 

·patrol area 

Sincerely, 

91. Sara Scanlan San Francisco, California 
. 92. Michael Sevy San Francisco, California 

93. Paloma Murphy San Francisco, California 
94. Alejandro Ledesma San Francisco, California 
95. Diane Bekkers· San Francisco, California · 

2 
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From: 
)enb 
ro: . 

ofivia coon.treras [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 2:44 PM 
Board of Supervisors . 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Mary Murphy, Gaby Marin~ .. 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. · 

There are now 85 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
N eigb.borhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.onr/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chlef-subr-we-need~more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 7 id · 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers ori. :Mission Street from Trumbull to .beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva-·a 1.25 miles . 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

81. Mary Murphy Rockport, Texas 
82. Gaby Marin San Francisco, California 
~3. Jackie Leslie San Francisco, California 
A. Nicole Lee San Francisco, California 
85. olivia coop.treras san francisco, California 

3 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subje'ct: 

Kimberly Donner [mail@changernail.org] 
· Monday, October 14, 2013 2:21 PM · 

Board of Supervisors 
5 new petition signatures: John Kealy, Shannon Selby ... 

-· 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior'' on Change.erg. 

. . 

there are now 79 signatures qn this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=92 72c59f571 d 

_Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers 9n Mission Street from Trunibull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only on~ officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 

· patrol area · · 

· Sincerely, 

7 6. John Kealy-San Francisco, California 
77. Shannon Selby San Francisco, California 
78. amy gra:ff san francisco, California 
79. Chad Gaver San Francisco, California 
80. Kimberly Donner San Francisco, California 

4 
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From: 
Sent: 
ro:. 

minr;iksi dave [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 2:15 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

. Subject: 5 new petition·signatures: Maggie Tanner, Margaret Lanphier., .. 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer. in the Excelsior" on Change.org. · 

. . 

There are now 75 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by dicking here: · . 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-subr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in-

. the..:excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f571 d 

Deqr San Fran~iSco Board o~ ~~p~rmors, 

fuunediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to _beyond 'Geneva 
to Mt Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva- a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. . 

Sincerely, 

71. M~ggie Tanner Grand Terrace, California 
72. Margaret Lanphier San Francisco, California 
73 ~ Michelle Trott San Francisco, California 
'4. Jessa Reus San Francisco, California 

75. minaksi dave san francisco, California 

5 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Renee Anderson [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 1:17 PM 
Board of SupeNisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Andrea Ferrucci, Charles Kaupp ... 

. . 
5 new people. recently signed Ney Street Neighborhoqd Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 69 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney S:treet 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-cb.ief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol'-officer-in
the-excelsi or/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Boar~ of Supervisors, 

Immediately put additional experienced foot p?-trol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. ' · 

·sincerely, 

66. Andrea Ferrucci San Francisco, California 
67. Charles Kaupp San Francisco, California 
68. Eliza Gibson San Francisco, California 
69. Kimberly Sae-Ung San Francisco, California 
70. Renee Anderson San Francisco, California 

6 
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From: 
>ent: 
ro: 

Allyson Ritger [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 12:08 PM 

. Board of Supervisors 
Subject: 5 new petition signatures: Sara Solano, Mark Picciano ... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's. petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.erg. 

There are now 65 stgnatmes on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street. 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: _ 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-cbief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one.:.foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses./new?response=9272c59f571 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supe~_ors, . . ... 

rmmediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trum.bµll to beyond . 
Geneva to Mt Vernon Street Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles flatrol area 

Sincerely, 

61. Sara Solano San Francisco, California 
62. Mark Picciano San Francisco, California 
63~ Rosina Rucci Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 
64. Katherine Sherwood San Francisco, California · 
65. Allyson Ritger San Francis"co, California 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 

john alden [maif@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 10:39 AM 
Board of Supervisors 

Subject: 5 new petition signatures: donate defonte, Frank La .... 

5 new people recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 60 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people a.ie signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitio.ns/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in- · 
the-excelsior/responses/new?tesponse=92 72c59f5 71 d · 

Dear San Francisco Board of SuperVisors, 

Immediately put additional experieneed foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. V emon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 

57. donato defonte 2948 cairad.ale dr roseville, California 
57. Frank La San Francisco, California 
58. Brigitte Davila San Francisco, California 
59. Chris Benson San Francisco, California 
60. john alden San Francisco, California 

1 
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From: 
~ent: 

To: 

Connie Leung [mail@changemaiLorg] 
Monday, October14, 2013 8:34 AM 
Board of S_upervisors 

Subject: 5. new petition signatures: Monique Mead, Erin Cer'velli... 

5 Iiewpeople recently signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "Tell Mayor Lee and Chief Suhr We 
Need More Than One Foot Patrol Officer in the Excelsior" on Change.org. 

There are now 55 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clickirig here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/tell-mayor-lee-and-chief-suhr-we-need-more-than-one-foot-patrol-officer-in
the-excelsior/responses/new?response=9272c59f5 71 d 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors; 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt V emon Street Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles pa,trol area. 

Sincerely,_ 

51. Monique Mead San Francisco, California 
52. Erin Cervelli San Francisco, California 
53. sowens San Francisco, California 
54. Tom Kirvin S~ Francisco, California . 
55. Connie Leung San Francisco, California 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Hilary Davis [mail@changemail.org] . 
Monday, October 14, 2013 6:52 AM . 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Subr; Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
lviission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Cilrrently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.erg. 

. . 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond . . . . 

Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 
Hilary Davis San Francisco, California 

There are now 50 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: . 
htto ://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-subr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-immedlately-puf-adclitional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-missi on-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silver-
gene/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f57 l d 

1 . 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Cheryl Kalson [mail@changemail.org] 
Monday, October 14, 2013 6:43 AM 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors:· Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mssion Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.org. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva- a 1.25 miles 
p·atrol area. · · · 

Sincerely, 
Cheryl Ka.Ison Sfill. Francisco, California 

There are now 49 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
'\J" eighborhood Watch by clicking here:. · 
.u.ttp://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco--

. board-of-supervisors-irnmediately...;put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-o:fficers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currentlv-there-is-on1y-one-officer-between-silver-
gene/responses/new?response=92 72c59f571 d 

2 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ralph Garcia [mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 10:14 PM 
Board of Supervisors . 
l just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 

· Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear Sai;i: Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr,. Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change~org. · 

Imme~ately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva io ML Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area 

Sincerely, 
Ralph Garcia Rawlins, Wyoming 

There are now 48 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
N eigb.borhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco.,police-chief-greg-subr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-irnmediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from-
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silver- · 
gene/responses/new?response=9272c5 9£571 d 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

carlin decato [mail@chang~mail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 20:1310:08 PM 
Board of SupeNisors . 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco
Board of SupeNisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet... 

Dear San Francisco B_oard of Supervisors, 

. . 
I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Iv1ission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.org. · 

_Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on.lvfission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt Vernon Street Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva.:.... a 1.25 miles · 
patrol area '"'" 

Sincerely, 
carlin decato San Francisco, California 

There are now 46 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Teighborhood Watch by clicking here: . 

.http://www:change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-subr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-immediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-offi.cers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silver
gene/responses/ne:w?response=9272c59f571 d 

2 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Leah A f mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 9:36 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Fri'.:lncisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only on~ officer bet... 

Dear San Francisco Board of Superyisors, 

I just signed Ney-Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr·, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on· 
Ivfission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.erg. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Ivfission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. -

Sincerely, 
Leah A San Francisco, California 

There are now 45 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and _respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/san-:francisco-police-chief-greg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board~of-supervisors-irnmediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from-. 

trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-offi.cer~between-silver-. 

gene/respons_es/new?response=92 72c5 9571 d 

3 
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From: 
>ent: 
fo: 
Subject: 

Amie Latterman [mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 9:25 PM 
Board of Supeivisors . . 
l just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supeivisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 

. Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Wafoh's petition. "San Francisco~Police Chlef Greg Suhr. Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.org. · 

Immedi'!-tely put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trupibull to beyond 
Geneva to Mt Vernon Street Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva-- a 1.25 
miles patrol area. · 

Sincerely,· 
Amie Latterman San Francisco, California 

There are now 44 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people ~e signing, and respond to Ney Street 
T eighborhood Watch by clicking here: 

...J.ttp://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee-and-th.e-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-immediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-pa:trol-officers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currentlv-there-is~only-one-officer-between-silver
gene/responses/new?response=9172c59f57ld 

4 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Katrina Broomall [mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 9: 19 PM 

. Board of Supervisors . 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco · 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Franciscq. Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva:. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.erg. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on J\4ission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, , 
Katrina Broomall San Francisco, California 

There are now 43 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
N eigh.borhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/sari-francisco-police-chief-ireg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee..:and-tb.e-san-francisco- . 
board-of-supervisors-immediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-rnission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currentlv-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silver-
gene/responses/new?response=9272c59f571 d · 

1 
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From: 
)ent: 
fo: 
Subject: 

Gail Finne [mail@changemail.org] 
.Sunday, October 13, 2013 9:13 PM 

· Board of Supervisors · 
I just signed "Sari Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bel.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

Ijust signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.org. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. V emon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerely, 
Gail Finne San Francisco~ California 

There are now 42 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
1 eighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 

.J.ttp://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-sufu-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-immediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street.:.from
trumbull-to-Q:eneva-currently-there-is-only-one-offi.cer-between-si1ver-
gene/responses/new?response=92 72c59f571 d 

2 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tim Oconnor [mail@changemail.org] _ 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 8:01 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supeivisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only_ one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Stre:et Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional exuerienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva:. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.org. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol- area 

Sincerely, . 
Tim OConnor San Francisco, California 

There are now 4-0 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood ·watch by clicking here: 
http://w-vvw.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-irnmediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-oniy-one-officer-between-silver- · 

. gene/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f571 d 

3 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Deborah Boero [mail@changemaiLorg] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 7:23 PM 
Board. of Supervisors . 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately. put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood. Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg. Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
]\,fission Street_ from Trumbull to Geneva Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" op. 
Change.org. · 

Immtfdiately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva· 
to Mt Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area · · 

Sincerely, 
Deborah Boero San Francisco, California 

. . 
Tb.ere are now 39 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
"'Teigb.borhood Watch by clicking here: 
·~ttp://www.change.org/petitions/san-:francisco-police-chi.ef-greg-subr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-immediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-o:fficer-between-silver-
gene/responses/new7response=92 72c59f571 d 

4 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael Sova [mail@changemail .. org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 6:53 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Fran.cisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 

· Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. · 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition '.'San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: ImmediateIY put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.erg. 

Irrn:Ilediately put additional experienced foot patrol offic.ers on Mis~ion Street from Trumb~l to beyo:p.d Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva- a 1.25 miles 
patrol area. 

Sincerety, 
Michael Sova San Francisco, California 

There are now 3 8 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-subr-mayor-ed.:.Iee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-irnmediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-rnission-street-from
tnunbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silver-
gene/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9571 d · 

5 
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From: 
Sent: 
ro: 
Subject: 

Robert Greco [mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013"6:11 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Francisc;;o Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee· 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
11.ission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer b~tween Silver & Gene" on 
Change.erg. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to M~ Vernon Street Currently there is only one officer be~een $ilver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, 
Robert Greco San francisco, Californj.a . 

There are now 3 7 signatu+es on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
"J eighborhood Watch by clicki.ri.g here: · . 
.:i.ttp://www.change.org/petitions/san-francis.co-police-chief-greg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-:francisco
board-of-supervisors-immediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silv~r
gene/responses/new?response=9272c59f57ld 

1 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Chris Mielke [mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 5:49 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Fr~ncisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor· Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San. Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
lvfission Street from Trumbull to Geneva Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 
Change.org. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond Geneva 
to Mt. Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver A venue and Geneva - a 1.25 miles 
patrol area 

Sincerely, 
Chris Mielke San Francisco, California 

There are now 36 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: 
http://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-immediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silver-
gene/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f571 d 

2 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Barbara Fugate [mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 5:26 PM . 
Board of Supervisors 
I just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bel.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr; Mayor Ed Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" Qn 
Change.org. 

Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on :Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneva to M(Vernon Street. Currently there is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva- a 1.25 
miles patr9l area. . . 

Sincerely, . 
Barbara Fugate San Francisco, California 

There are now 35 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are sigrring, and respond to Ney Street 
Neigb.borhood·Watch by clicking here: 
·· ttp://www.change .. org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-suhr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors.;.iillm.ediately-put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from
trumbull-to-geneva-currently-there-is-only-one-officer-between-silver- · 
gene/responses/new?response=9272c5 9571 d 

3 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject:· 

Mark Jordan [mail@changemail.org] 
Sunday, October 13, 2013 5: 15 PM 
Board of Supervisors 

.1 just signed "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed Lee and the San Francisco·. 
Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional ·experienced foot patrol officers on Mission 
Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer bet.. 

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors, 

I just signed Ney Street Neighborhood Watch's petition "San Francisco Police Chief Greg Suhr, Mayor Ed.Lee 
and the San Francisco Board of Supervisors: Immediately put additional experienced foot patrol officers on 
Mission Street from Trumbull to Geneva. Currently there is only one officer between Silver & Gene" on 

· ChangC?.org. 

Immediately put additi;nal experienced fo~t patroi officers on Mission Street from Trumbull to beyond 
Geneya to Mt Vemorl: Street Currently ther~ is only one officer between Silver Avenue and Geneva-·a 1.25 
miles patrol area. 

Sincerely, . 
Mark Jordan San Francisco, California 

There are now 34 signatureE; on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and respond to Ney Street 
·Neighborhood Watch by clicking here: · 
http://www.change.org/petitions/san-francisco-police-chief-greg-subr-mayor-ed-lee-and-the-san-francisco
board-of-supervisors-immediately~put-additional-experienced-foot-patrol-officers-on-mission-street-from

trum bull-to-geneva-currently-there-is..:on.I y-one-officer-between-silver-· 
gene/responses/new?response=92 72c5 9f571 d 

4 
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Miller, Alisa 

From:· 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Chuck Whelon [whelon@mac.com] 
Friday, October 11, 2013 4:20 PM 
Board of Supervisors; Miller, Alisa 
Avalos, John; Hsieh, Frances; Pollock, Jeremy 
Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

Dear Supervisors & Clerk for the Land use Committee, 

As a home-:-owner and parent living in San Francisco's Excelsior district, I am writing this 
formal letter of support for limiting alcohol sales and fringe financial businesses, as well 
as preventing any additional Medical Cannabis Dispensaries anywhere along Geneva, or the 
Excelsior's Mission Street section 

In particular, I support the legislation introduced by Supervisor Avalos earlier this year, 
to create an Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District (NCO), covering the 
Mission Street corridor from Trumbull to the San Francisco-San Mateo County border, and 
including business along Geneva. 

I have lived in the Excelsior for over a decade now, and during that time I have found the 
neighborhood to be a pleasant, friendly and open place to live, and I have seen a gradual but 
steady improvement in the condition of properties and the businesses supported by the Mission 
Street Corridor (e.g. Library renovation, playgrounds, shops, restaurants, Balboa Park, 
Mclaren Park). However, over the last year or so this trend seems to have reversed. I don't 
know if the cause iS the general economy or something else, but businesses such as the online 
gambling casino "Net Stop" at 4458 Mission St (between Cotter St & Francis St) seem to be a 
-ontributing factor. 

The opening of "Net Stop" has caused a marked increase in the number of people hanging out on 
the street in that area, and has generally caused a rise in the number of crimes reported in 
the· vicinity of that business. This increase in crime seems to have been brought to a head in 
the tragic fatal shooting at the corner of Mission and Brazil this past Wednesday. Need I add 
that the incident occurred right outside the check-cashing business on that corner? 

In my own personal experience, just a couple of weeks ago, I was walking home up Persia 
Street toward my home on Paris Street when I was punched in the head for no apparent reason 
by a rough-looking man that I did not know. The blow knocked me to the ground and left me 
with a mild concussion, but fortunately/strangely I was not actually robbed. As someone who 
suffers from spina Bifida and has difficulty walking, I found the whole incident to be 
particularly distressing. 
Never before h~ve I experienced anything remotely like this in this neighborhood. (SFPD Case 
# 130 738 884) 

"Net Stop" itself is only 2 very short blocks from the San Franci.sco Community School 
(Elementary & Middle) and another block away is Monroe Elementary School. My son is in 6th 
Grade at SFCS right now, and I no longer feel safe in allowing him to walk alone to his 
school which.is only~ block.and a half from our house, across.Brazil Street. · 

I realize that some more central areas of Mission Street have become increasingly gentrified 
over the past few years, but that is no reason that we should allow the Excelsior to 
downgrade. The Excelsior has always been a very diverse neighborhood with a high number of 
-1migrants from all over the world, living in what I regards as a very mutually respectful 

id supportive environment. The neighborhood has a long an interesting history and also 
supports one of the highest proportions of kids and families in San Francisco. It is often 
referred to as "Working Class" by local news outlets, and it's true that there is much low
rent accommodation in and around Mission Street itself, however the neighborhood is far more 
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diverse than that. With prope. cies selling for upwards of 500K, it is one of the best true 
San Francisco neighborhoods where ordinary middle class families such as mine have any chance 
of being able to own their own house in this great city. 

Best Regards 

Chuck Whelan 
342 Paris Street 
Sa.n Francsico 
CA 94112 

Cell: 415-516-4612 
Studio/Fax: 415-333-8933 

chuck@whelon.com 
http: /!www. whelon. com ·· 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Carlin Decato [carlin.decato@gmail.com] 
Saturday, October 12, 2013 2:41 PM 
Chuck Whelan 
Board of Supervisors; Miller, Alisa; Avalos, John; Hsieh, Frances; Pollock, Jeremy 

. file number#130084: OuterMission Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

file number #130084 

On Fri, Oct 11, 2013 at 4:19 PM, Chuck Whelan <whelon@mac.com> vvrote:· 
Dear Supervisors & Clerk for the Land use Committee, . 

As a home-owner and parent living ill. San Francisco's Excelsior district, I am writing this formal letter of 
support for limiting alcohol sales and fringe financial businesses, as well as preventing any additional Medical 
Cannabis Dispensaries anywhere along Geneva, or the Exc~lsior's Mission Street section 

In particular, I support the legislation introduced by Supervisor Avalos earlier this year, to create an Outer 
Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District (NCD), covering the Mission Street corridor from Trumbull 
to the San Francisco-San Mateo County border, and including business along Geneva. 

I have lived in the Excelsior for over a decade now, and during that time I have found the neighborhood to be a 
pleasant, friendly and open place to live, and I have seen a gradual but steady improvement in the condition of 
'roperties and the businesses supported by the Mission Street Corridor (e.g. Library renovation, playgrounds, 

.:;hops; restaurants, Balboa Park, McLaren Park). However, over the last year or so this trend seems to have 
reversed. I don't know if the cause is the general economy or something else, but businesses such as the online 
gambling casino "Net Stop" a~ 4458 Mission St (between Cotter St & Francis St) seem to be a contributing 
factor. · 

The opening of "Net Stop" has caused a marked increase in the number of people hanging out on the street in 
that "area, and has generally caused a rise in the number of crimes reported in the vicinity of that business. This 
increase in crime seems to have been brought to a head in :the tragic fatal shooting at the comer of Mission and 
Brazil this past Wednesday. Need I add that the incident occurred right outside the check-cashing business on 
that comer? 

In my own personal experience, ju.St a couple of weeks ago, I was walking home up Persia Street toward my 
home on Paris Street when I was punched in the head for no apparent reason by a rough-looking man that I did 
not know. 'f4e blow knocked me to the ground and left me with a mild concussion, but fortunately/strangely I 
was not actually robbed. As someone who suffers from Spina Bifida and has difficulty walking; I found the 
whole incident to be particularly distressing. Never before have I experienced anything remotely like this in this 
neighborhood. (SFPD Case# 130 738 884) 

"Net Stop" itself is only 2 very short blocks from the San Francisco Community School (Elementary & Middle) 
and another block away is Monroe Elementary School. My son is in 6th Grade at SFCS right now, and I no 
longer feel safe in allowing him to walk alone to his school which is only a block and a half from our house, 
~l)ross Brazil Street. 

I realize that some more central areas of Mission Street have become increasingly gentrified over the past few 
years, but that is no reason that we should allow the Excelsio.r to downgrade. The Excelsior has always been a 

·very diverse neighborhood with a high number of immigrants from allover the world, living in what I regards 
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as a very mutually respectful and ~u._pportive environment. The neighborhoou nas a long an interesting history 
and also supports one of the highest proportions of kids and families in San Francisco. It is often referred to as 
"Working Class" by local news outlets, and it's true that there is much low-rent accommodation in and around 
Mission Street itself, however the neighborhood is far more diverse than that. With properties selling for 
upwards of SOOK, it is one of the best true San Francisco neighborhoods where ordinary middle class families 
such as mine have any chance of being able to own their own house in this great city. · · 

Best Regards 

Chuck Whelon 
342 Paris Street 
San Francsico 
CA 94112 

Cell: 415-516-4612 
Studio/Fax:415-333-8933 

chuck(a),whelon. com 
http://www.whelon.com 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Carlin Decato [carlin.decato@gmail.com] 
Sunday, October 13, 201311:28 PM 
Board of Supervisors 
Miller, Alisa 
I'm so worried about the altered childhood, children of 94112 are experiencing 

ref file number #130084 

Dear Supervisors. 

I've lived on Mclaren Ridge for 22 years, since before having child_ren, with my husband. 

The last 17 years since having children; I've volunteered my time towards commu·nity issues on both sides of 
this ridge (the portola and excelsior) to almost no avail of progress and I've waited and waited to see this· 
neighborhood be given the attention and funds it needs in order to become safer and cleaner and a little more 
appealing. It's simply amazing to me as to how many resources are poured into other parts of this city while in 
the 94112, we can barely find a parking place for our shopping errands, there's hardly a decent grocery store, 
we look at trash 24/7, walk on broken sidewalks, and take great risks driving or walking the streets of this 
area. 

Even with all this, I've somehow managed to raise two daughters here and as they've grown have attempted 
ogive them a bit of freedom to ride the muni and ~alk to the park or a restaurant on Mission though every 

.ninute they are away from home I feel worried. I'm- never sure what will go down and always overcome with 
the fear that they'll be in the wrong place at the wrong time. ·But there's something worse than these awful 
parental worries. It's actually the case now that my children no longer desire to go for walks in their · 
neighborhood ·or go out exploring in any way. They are afraid. Scared not because of continually sensing their 
mother filled with anxiety. They are scared because ofwhat they have directly seen and heard about over the 
years. It makes them feel insecure. What a terrible thing for children to not be able to go around their own 
neighborhood on foot or bikes with their friends .... here in one of the most famous cities of America. Scared, 
insecure kids that don't feel the joy and confidence to enjoy and explore.their home surroundings. This is a 
disaster in my mind. Something I wish I co!Jld change for all the children in this area because I know for a fact 
mine are not alone in this experience. Can you imagine ... kids that want to stay in the house, (and btw it's not 
because of video games or something like that) because it looks and feels so intimidating to be out alone or 
·even with a friend. What type of childhood is this? How can this be in this day and age, here in the Golden 
State of California. 

Something has to be done. We have to shut down the crime drawing establishments, whether it be prostitute 
rings, drug selling MCDs, liquor stores, grow houses, or gambling hangouts, and we especially have to deter, 
deflate, and eliminate the urban gangs and their turf war activities. And we need to clean up the merchant 
stretch as far as trash and sign age as well. · 

' 
How a shop such as NetStop was ever allowed into a lease on Mission Street is baffling to me." The same goes 
~-ir MCD'swithin such close proximity to a public library and elementary schools. 

I'm counting on yow leadership to bring all of this under control for the sake of the children, ie the future 
citizens of SF and beyond. 



Sincerely, 

Carlin· 
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Miller, Alisa 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

File number#130084 

Jay [awritefellow@yahoo.com] 
Friday, October 11, 2013 7:09 AM 
Board of Supervisors; Avalos, John 
Miller, Alisa 
The Excelsior district asks for your attention 

My wife, 3 boys and I are resident!? of the Excelsior district. I was borri and raised here. My mother has owned a small 
business on Mission street for over 50 years. My wife moved here when she was a teenager and attended Balboa High 
School. When we married a few years ago we choose to move bac_k here to raise our family. 

We have seen the neighborhood change dramatically over the last 40 years: new waves of immigrant families in the BOs 
and 90s, cleaner streets and better infrastructure in the early OOs, an influx of new businesses (both large and small) in. 
the last few years, and even more recently: greater co_mmunity involvement to improve schools and social services in the 
area. All of which have added to and improv.ed the fabric of the Excelsior neighborhood. 

Those of us who've li.ved hear awhile agree: something special is happening here. There is a tangible momentum of 
change. We are transforming, yet We are managing to retain our character. I hear this even from people who live far from 
the southern corner of our city. 

Bu~ as is the case with most neighborhoods in transition. The pendulum can ·swing wildly in the opposite direction at times. 

There is a disturbing increase crime in the area. Just this week a man was gunned down a few blocks from my house in 
broad daylight. Illicit gambling operations have popped up like weeds along Mission and Geneva this year. Groups of 
thugs who harass ordinary people going abouftheir days have begun occupying our street corners. There has even been 
a recent uptick in graffiti in the area; something I had seen decrease dramatically over the last five years. 

In short, the Excelsior has made a nu.mber strides. Those strides literally took decades, and now I see them being undone 
in a matter of months. I find this incredibly disturbing and di::;heartening. 

Of course, these challenges are not unique to the Excelsior or new to San Francisco, but I hope and expect city officials to 
agree that we can't let a neighborhood that has managed to lift itself up by its bootstraps, a community that has worked 
hard to become better and more self-sustaining, a part of the city that is actually improving while avoiding many of the 
problems of gentrification, fall back down again. That would truly b~ a_ travesty. 

Increase foot patrols from ouF local police, a re-commitment to graffiti abatement, and cutting through the legal red-tape to 
shutter businesses that are clearly illegal: these are the actions we need now. Please join with community leaders in the 
Excelsior to make sure we solve these issues quickly and decisively. 

Thank you, 

Jay'Rendon . 
1871 Alemany Blvd 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 

LAND USE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Land Use and Economic Development 
Committee will hold a public hearing to consider the following proposal and said public 
hearing will be held as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard: · 

Date: Monday, October 21, 2013 

Time: 1 :30 p.m. 

Location: Legislative Chamber, Room 250, located at City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 

Subject: File No. 130084. Ordinance amending the Planning Code to establish 
the Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District 
(NCO) along Mission Street between Alemany Boulevard and the San 
Francisco-San Mateo County line; repealing the Excelsior Alcohol 
Restricted Use District and adding controls on liquor establishments to 
the new NCO; .amending various ·sections to make conforming and other 
technical changes; amending the Zoning Map to rezone specified 
properties to the new NCO; and making environmental findings, and 
findings of consi~tency with the General Plan, and the eight priority 
policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

In accordance with San Francisco Administrative Code, Section 67.7-1, persons who 
are unable to attend the hearing on this matter may submit written comments to the City prior . 

· to the time the hearing begins. These comments will be made a part of the official public 
record in this matter, and shall be brought to the attention of the members of the Committee. 
Written comments .should be addressed to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, Room 244, 
City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102-. Information relating to this 
matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board. Agenda information relating to this 
matter will be available for public review on Friday, October 18, 2013. 

DATED: October 9, 2013 
PUBLISHED/POSTED: October 11, 2013 

A~P ~~~ 
( Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU 

DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION 

Mailing Address: 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 
Telephone (213) 229-5300 I Fax (213) 229-5481 

Visit us @ WWW.LEGALADSTORE.COM 

Alisa Miller 
S.F. BD OF SUPERVISORS (OFFICIAL NOTICES) 
1 DR CARL TON B GOODLETT PL #244 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 

COPY OF NOTICE 

Notice Type: GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE 

Ad Description AM - 10.21.13 Land Use Hearing -130084 

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the SAN 
FRANCISCO EXAMINER. Thank you for using our newspaper. Please read 
this notice carefully and call us with ny corrections. The Proof of Publication 
will be filed with the County Clerk, if required, and mailed to you after the 
last date below. Publication date(s) for this notice is (are): 

10/11/2013 

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the 
last date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive 
an invoice. 

Publication $264.06 

NetTotal $237.65 

Daily Journal Corporation 
Serving your legal adverj:ising needs throughout California. Call your local 

. BUSINESS JOURNAL, RIVERSIDE 

DAILY COMMERCE, LOS ANGELES 

LOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, LOS ANGELES 

ORANGE COUNTY REPOR1ER, SANTAANA 

SAN DIEGO COMMERCE, SAN DIEGO 

SAN FRANCISCO DAILY JOURNAL, SAN FRANCISCO 

SAN JOSE POST-RECORD, SAN JOSE 

THE DAILY RECORDER, SACRAMENTO 

THE IN1ER-CITY EXPRESS, OAKLAND 

(951) 784-0111 

(213) 229-5300 

(213) 229-5300 

(714) 543-2027 

(619) 232-3486 

(800) 6404829 

(408) 287-4866 

(916) 444-2355 

(510) 272-4747 

I lllllll llll lllll lllll lllll lllll lllll lllll lllll lllll lllll lllll lllll llll llll 
* A 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 2 5 6 5 6 * 
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NOTICE OF 
PUBLIC HEARING 

BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS OF 

THE CITY AND COUNTY 
OF SAN FRANCISCO 

LAND USE AND 
ECONOMIC 

DEVELOPMENT 
COMMITTEE 

OCTOBER 21, 2n13 
-1:30PM 

LEGISLATIVE CHAMBER, 
ROOM 250, CITY HALL 

1 DR. CARLTON a 
GOODLETT PLACE, 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 
NOTICE IS HERESY GIVEN 
THAT the Land Use and 
Economic Development 
Committee will ~old a public 
hearing to consider the 
following proposal and said 
public hearing will be held as 
foliows, at which time all 
interested parties may attend· 
and be heard. File No. 
130084. Ordinance amend
ing the Planning Code to . 
establish the Excelsior Outer 
Mission Street Neighborhood 
Commercial District (NCD) 
along Mission Street 
between Alemany Boulevard 
and the San Francisco-San 
Mateo County line; repeafing 
the Excelsior Alcohol 
Restricted Use District a~d 
adding controls on fiquor 
establishments to the new 
NCO; amending various 
seci:ions to make conforming 
and other technical changes; 
amending the Zoning Map to 
rezone specified properties 
to the new NCD; and making 
environmental findings. and 
findings of consistency with 
the General Plan, and the 
eight prion"ty policies of 
Planning Code, Section 
101.1. 
In accordance with San 
Francisco Administrative 
Code, Section 67.7-1, 
persons who are unable to 
attend the hearing on this 
matter may submit written 
comments to the City prior to 
the time the hearing begins. 
These comments will be 
made a part of the official 
public record in this matter. 
and shall be brought to the 
attention of the members of 
the Committee. Written 
comments should be 
addressed to Angela Calvillo, 
Clerk of the Board, Room 
244, City Hall, 1 Dr. Cartton 
Goodlett Place, San 
Francisco, CA 94102. 
lnfonmation relating to this 
matter is available in ·the 
Office of the Clerk of the 
Board. Agenda information 
relating to this matter will be 
available for public review on 
Friday, October 18, 2013. 
Angela CaMllo, Clerk of the 
Board 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Bill Wycko 
Environmental Review Officer 
Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Mr. Wycko: 

February 6, 2013 

File No. 130084 

On January 29, 2013, Supervisor Avalos introduced the following proposed legislation: 

File No. 130084 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code, by adding a new section, to establish 
the Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District along Mission Street 
between Alemany Boulevard and the San Francisco-San Mateo County line; 
repealing the Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District and adding controls on 
liquor establishments to the new Neighborhood -Commercial District; amending 
various sections to make conforming and other technical changes; amending the 
Zoning Map to rezone specified properties to the new Neig_hborhood Commercial 
District; and making environmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302, 
findings, and findings of consistency with the General Pran, and the Priority 
Policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

This legislation is being transmitted to you for environmental review, pursuant to 
Planning Code Section 3Q6;7(c). 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board 

Q(~~ 
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk 

Land Use & Economic Development Committee 

Attachment 

c: Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning 
· Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Planning Commission 
Attn: Jonas lonin 
1660 Mission Street, 5th Floor 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

Dear Commissioners: 

February 6, 2013 

City Hall 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 

San Francisco 94102-4689 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

On January 29, 2013, Supervisor Avalos introduced the following proposed legislation: 

File No. 130084 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code, by adding a new section,. to establish 
the Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District along Mission Street 
between Alemany Boulevard and the _San Francisco-San Mateo County line; 
repealing the Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District and adding controls on 
liquor establishments to the new Neighborhood Commercial Distrid; amending 
various sections to make conforming and other technical changes; amending the 
Zoning Map to rezone specified properties to the new Neighborhood Commercial 
District; and making environmental · findings, . Planning _Code, Section 302, 
findings, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the Priority 
Polieies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

The proposed ordinance is being transmitted pursuant to Planning Code Section 302(b) 
for public hearing and recommendation. The ordinance is pending before the Land Use 
& Economic Development Committee and will be scheduled for hearing upon receipt of 
your response. 

Angela Calvillo, Clerk· of the Board 

Q(hM~ 
By: Alisa Miller, Committee Clerk 

Land Use & Economic Development Committee 

c: John Rahaim, Director of Planning 
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator 
Bill Wycko, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis 
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs 
Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning 
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning 
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City Hall 

BOARD of SUPERVISORS 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Roont 244 

San Francisco.94102-4689 , 
Tel. No. 554-5184 
Fax No. 554-5163 

TDDtfTY No. 554-5227 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Tom Hui, Acting Director, Department of Building Inspection 

FROM: Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land Use and Economic Development Comn:iittee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: Februar-Y 6, 2013 

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Economic Development Committee has 
received the following proposed ordinance, introduced by Supervisor Avalos on January 
29, 2013: . 

File No. 130084 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code, by adding a new section, to establish 
the Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District along· Mission Street 
between Alemany Boulevard and the. San Francisco-San Mateo County line; 

, -repealing the Excelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District and adding controls ori 
liquor establishments to the new Neighborhood Commercial District; amending 
various sections _to make conforming and other technical changes; amending the . 
Zoning Map to rezone specified properties to the new Neighborhood Commercial 
District; and making environmental findings, Planning Code, Section 302, 
findings, and findings of consistency with the General Plan, and the Priority 
Policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1 .. 

If you have any comments or reports to be included with the file, please forward them to 
me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton. B. Goodlett Place, 
San Francisco, CA 94102. ' 

c: William Strawn, Department of Building Inspection 
Carolyn Jayin, Department of Building Inspection 
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS 

Fax Nci. 554-5163 
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 

ME M 0 RAN D'U M 

TO: Ed Reiskin, Director, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Greg Suhr, Chief, Police Department 
John Rahaim, Director, Planning Department 
Regina Dick-Endrizzi, Director, Small Business Commission 
Kriztina Palone, Director, Neighborhood Services 

FROM: Alisa Miller, Clerk, Land Use and Economic Development Committee 
Board of Supervisors 

DATE: February 5, 2013 

SUBJECT: LEGISLATION INTRODUCED 

The Board of Supervisors' Land Use and Economic Development Committee has 
received the following proposed legislation, introduced by Supervisor Avalos on January 
29, 2013. This matter is being referred to your department for informational purposes. 

File: 130084 

Ordinance amending the Planning Code, by adding a new section, to establish the 
Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District along Mission Street between 
Alemany Boulevard and· the San Francisco-San Mateo Cpunty line; repealing the 
E·xcelsior Alcohol Restricted Use District and adding controls on liquor establishments to 
the new Neighborhood Commercial District; amending various sections to make 
conforming and other technical changes; amending the Zoning Map to rezone specified 
properties. to the new Neighborhood Commercial District; and making environmental 
findings, Planning Code, Section 302, findings, and findings of consistency with the 
Gen~ral Plan and the Priority Policies of Planning Code, Section 101.1. 

If you do wish to submit any additional reports or documentation to be included as part 
of the file, please send those to me at the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, 1 
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102. 

c: Kate-Breen, Municipal Transportation Agency 
Janet Martinsen, Municipal Transportation Agency 
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Christine Fountain, Office Manager, Police Department 
John Monroe, Secretary, Police Commission 
Scott Sanchez, Zoning Administrator, Planning Department 
Bill Wycko, Chief, Major Environmental Analysis, Planning Department 
AnMarie Rodgers, Legislative Affairs, Planning Department 
Monica Pereira, Environmental Planning, Planning Department 
Joy Navarrete, Environmental Planning, Planning Department 
Chris Schulman, Commission Secretary, Small Business Commission 
Luis Figueroa, Deputy Community Manager, Neighborhood Services 
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Introduction Form 
By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mavor 

Time stamp 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): or meeting date 
. . 

D 1. For reference to Committee: 
..,...._~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~___, 

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment. 

D. 2 .. Request for next printe4 agenda without reference to Committee. 

D 3. Request for heanng on a subject matter at Committee: 
'----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----' 

D 

D 

D 

D 

rgJ 

4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires" 
'----~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--' 

5. City Attorney_ request. 
...-~~~~~~~--. 

6. Call File No. from Committee. 

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

8. Substitute Legislation File No. j 130084 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

D 

D 

D 

9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion). 

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole. 

11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on 
'----~~~~~~~~~~~~----' 

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following: 

0 Small Business Commission D Youth Commission D Ethics Coni.mission 

D Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commission 

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a different form. 

Sponsor(s): 

jsupervisor John Avalos 

Subject: 

Ordinance - Planning Code, Zoning Map - Establishing the Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood 
Commercial District 

The text is listed below or attached: 

For Clerk's Use Only: 

Page 1 of 1 
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I·- ·Print Form 

Introduction Form 
By a Mem her of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor 

Time stamp 

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): or meeting date 

12J 1. For reference to Committe~: ._jL_an_d_U-'--s_e _______________________ __, 

An ordinance, resolution, motion, or charter amendment. 

D 2. Request for next printed agenda without reference to Committee. 

D 3. Request for hearing on a subjec~ matter at Committee: 
'---------------------' 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

. IJ 

4. Request fodetter beginning "Supervisor inquires" 
'-----------------~ 

~· City Attorney request. 

6. Call File No . ..-1-------~I from Committee. 

7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion). 

8. Substitute Legislation File No: .__ ________________________ ___J 

9. Request for Closed Session (attach written motion). 

10. Board to Sit as A Committee of the Whole . 

11. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on ,__ ____________ ___J 

.t'lease check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forvvarded to the following: 

D Small Business Commission D Youth Commission D Ethics Commission 

IZl Planning Commission D Building Inspection Commis_sion 

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a different form. 
· Sponsor(s): 

!John Avalos 

Subject: 

Plamiing Code - Establish Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial District 

The text is. listed below or attached: 

Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor: 

For Clerk's Use Only: 
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