
 
FILE NO: 180902 
 
Petitions and Communications received from August 31, 2018, through September 10, 
2018, for reference by the President to Committee considering related matters, or to be 
ordered filed by the Clerk on September 18, 2018. 
 
Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is 
subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and the San Francisco 
Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information will not be redacted. 
 
From the Office of the Mayor, pursuant to Charter, Section 3.100(18), making the 
following appointment to the Aging and Adult Services Commission. Copy: Each 
Supervisor. (1) 

• Martha Knutzen - term ending August 1, 2022 
 
From the Office of the Mayor, pursuant to Charter, Section 3.100(18), making the 
following appointment to the Entertainment Commission. Copy: Each Supervisor. (2) 

• Lieutenant David Falzon - term ending July 1, 2022 
 
From Deetje Boler, regarding the continuance of the Central SoMa Plan EIR Appeal.  
File No. 180651. Copy: Each Supervisor.  (3) 
 
From West Area CPUC, pursuant to Section IV.C.2 of the General Order No. 159A of 
the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California, submitting a Notification Letter 
for City of SF Small Cells 9-11-18. Copy: Each Supervisor. (4) 
 
From Robert Feinbaum, regarding the Caltrain downtown extension.  Copy: Each 
Supervisor.  (5) 
 
From Daniel Charlier-Smith, regarding correspondence to the Central SoMa Plan and 
Environmental Impact Report.  File No. 180651.  Copy: Each Supervisor.  (6) 
 
From Cheryl Meril, regarding the plastic straw ban.  (7) 
 
From the Office of Historic Preservation, regarding Fireman’s Fund Insurance 
Company, determination of eligibility National Register of Historic Places.  Copy: Each 
Supervisor.  (8) 
 
From the Aquarium of the Bay, regarding the Alcatraz Embarkation project.  Copy: Each 
Supervisor.  (9) 
 
From San Francisco Health Network, regarding the Annual Report on Evictions from 
subsidized housing for FY2017-2018.  Copy: Each Supervisor.  (10) 
 
From concerned citizen, regarding public safety.  Copy: Each Supervisor.  (11) 



 
From Recreation and Park, pursuant to Administrative Code, Section 10.100-305, 
submitting the Annual Report on Gifts up to $10,000 for FY2017-2018. (12) 



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

Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (MYR); Karunaratne, Kanishka (MYR); GIVNER, JON (CAT)
Subject: Time Sensitive: Mayoral Appointment 3.100(18) - Aging and Adult Services
Date: Tuesday, September 04, 2018 5:49:00 PM
Attachments: Clerk"s Memo (5).pdf

Aging and Adult Services.pdf

Hello,

The Office of the Mayor submitted the attached complete appointment package pursuant to
Charter, Section 3.100(18). Please see the attached memo from the Clerk of the Board for more
information and instructions.

Eileen McHugh
Executive Assistant
Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689
Phone: (415) 554-7703 | Fax: (415) 554-5163
eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org| www.sfbos.org
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From: Mchugh, Eileen (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Tugbenyoh, Mawuli (MYR);

Karunaratne, Kanishka (MYR); GIVNER, JON (CAT)
Subject: Mayoral Nomination - Entertainment Commission
Date: Tuesday, September 04, 2018 4:59:00 PM
Attachments: Clerk"s Memo (4).pdf

Entertainment Commission.pdf

Hello,

The Office of The Mayor submitted the attached complete Mayoral nomination package, pursuant to
Charter, Section 4.117. Please see the attached memo from the Clerk of the Board for further
instructions and information.

Regards,

Eileen McHugh
Executive Assistant
Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689
Phone: (415) 554-7703 | Fax: (415) 554-5163
eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org| www.sfbos.org
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Subject: FW: CentralSoMaPlanEIR appeal hearing:continue
Date: Tuesday, September 04, 2018 9:16:00 AM

From: Deetje B [mailto:deetje@aol.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 30, 2018 12:11 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Subject: CentralSoMaPlanEIR appeal hearing:continue

Members of the Board of Supervisors:    Re: Appeal Hearing Continuance
 Central SOMA Plan EIR 

This is to request that you vote on September 4th to support the continuance of the Central SoMa Plan EIR appeal
hearing and continue the hearing to September 11th. This will ensure that one of the appellants who cannot be
there on September 4th will be present for the appeal hearing.

I also feel that the September 4th date is not as realistic or fair to the public who will just be coming back from a
three day weekend, and therefore again request that you support the continuance and continue the appeal hearing
to September 11th.

Thank you for your attention.

Deetje Boler
1280 Laguna St.
San Francisco, CA
(415) 567-8446

Member: SDA
 SFTomorrow
 LUA

BOS-11
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors
Subject: FW: CPUC Notification - Verizon Wireless - City of SF Small Cells 9-11-18
Date: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 2:06:00 PM
Attachments: CPUC Notification - Verizon Wireless - City of SF Small Cells 9-11-18.pdf

From: West Area CPUC [mailto:WestAreaCPUC@VerizonWireless.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 11, 2018 2:04 PM
To: CPC.Wireless <CPC.Wireless@sfgov.org>; Administrator, City (ADM)
<city.administrator@sfgov.org>; Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
Cc: GO159Areports@cpuc.ca.gov; West Area CPUC <WestAreaCPUC@VerizonWireless.com>
Subject: CPUC Notification - Verizon Wireless - City of SF Small Cells 9-11-18

This is to provide your agency with notice according to the provisions of General Order No.
159A of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California (“CPUC”). This notice is
being provided pursuant to Section IV.C.2.

If you prefer to receive these notices by US Mail, please reply to this email stating your
jurisdiction’s preference.

Thank you
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September 11, 2018 
 
 
Ms. Anna Hom 
Consumer Protection and Enforcement Division 
California Public Utilities Commission 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA  94102 
GO159Areports@cpuc.ca.gov 
 
 
RE:  Notification Letter for San Francisco Small Cells 9-11-18 
San Francisco-Oakland, CA  / GTE Mobilnet of California Limited Partnership /  U-3002-C 
 
 
This is to provide the Commission with notice according to the provisions of General Order 
No. 159A of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California (“CPUC”) for the projects 
described in Attachment A. 
 
A copy of this notification letter is also being provided to the appropriate local government 
agency for its information.  Should there be any questions regarding this project, or if you 
disagree with any of the information contained herein, please contact the representative below. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Melinda Salem 
Engr IV Spec-RE/Regulatory 
15505 Sand Canyon Avenue, Irvine, CA 92618 
WestAreaCPUC@VerizonWireless.com 







VZW LEGAL ENTITY JURISDICTION PLANNING DIRECTOR CITY ADMINISTRATOR CLERK OF THE BOARD COUNTY


GTE Mobilnet of 


California Limited 


Partnership


City of San Francisco


1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Pl


San Francisco, CA  94102


cpc.wireless@sfgov.org city.administrator@sfgov.org Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org San Francisco


Site Name Site Address Site APN Site Coordinates (NAD 83) Project Description
Number & type 


of Antennas


Tower 


Design


Tower 


Appearance


Tower Height 


(in feet)


Size of 


Building or 


NA


Type of 


Approval


Approval 


Issue Date


Approval 


Effective 


Date


Approval 


Permit 


Number


Resolution 


Number


WVN 507b
710 McAllister


(Gough St. frontage)


San Francisco, CA 94102


N/A - public right-of-way
37° 46' 45.16" N


122° 25' 24.92" W


Installation of one 7.9" diameter x 


23.5" tall canister antenna, two 


16.5" x 9.8" x 5.7" mRRU's on to 


new (32' 2.5") SFPUC concrete 


streetlight pole. 


1 canister 


antenna


New 


SFPUC 


concrete 


pole


Canister 


antenna @ 31'-


2.75" RAD


32' 2.5" AGL N/A


Personal 


Wireless 


Service Facility 


Permit


8/10/18 8/27/18 17WR-0301 N/A


WVN 511c
1510 Post St. 


San Francisco, CA 94109
N/A - public right-of-way


37° 47' 9.82" N


122° 25' 5.97" W


Installation of one 7.9" diameter x 


23.5" tall canister antenna, two 


16.5" x 9.8" x 5.7" mRRU's on to 


new (32' 2.5") SFPUC concrete 


streetlight pole. 


1 canister 


antenna


New 


SFPUC 


concrete 


pole


Canister 


antenna @ 31'-


2.75" RAD


32' 2.5" AGL N/A


Personal 


Wireless 


Service Facility 


Permit


8/16/18 9/4/18 18WR-0042 N/A


UM 189b
333 Lombard St. 


San Francisco, CA 94133
N/A - public right-of-way


37° 46' 45.16" N


122° 24' 25.76" W


Installation of one 7.9" diameter x 


23.5" tall canister antenna, two 


16.5" x 9.8" x 5.7" mRRU's on to 


new (33' 1.5" AGL) SFPUC 


concrete streetlight pole. 


1 canister 


antenna


New 


SFPUC 


concrete 


pole


Canister 


antenna @ 31'-


1.75" RAD


33' 1.5" AGL N/A


Personal 


Wireless 


Service Facility 


Permit


8/22/18 9/7/18 17WR-0309 N/A


CPUC Attachment A
Initial Build (new presence for Verizon Wireless)


Page 1 of 1
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From: Robert Feinbaum
To: Kim, Jane (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Yee, Norman (BOS);

Tang, Katy (BOS); Fewer, Sandra (BOS); Cohen, Malia (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Ronen, Hillary;
Mandelman, Rafael (BOS); Brown, Vallie (BOS)

Subject: RAB Study
Date: Monday, September 10, 2018 7:25:19 PM

Save Muni urges the Board of Supervisors sitting as the Transportation Authority Board to reject the
resolution proposed by the RAB planners  to adopt the Pennsylvania Avenue alternative for the
Downtown Extension of Caltrain.

The Pennsylvania Avenue alternative costs $ 2.2 billion more than the current, environmentally cleared
alternative, and the RAB planners have not even hinted at a means for financing their extensive new
tunneling.  At the very least, the Board should insist on a detailed financing plan for the $ 2.2 billion of
additional costs and put that expenditure in the context of other needed transportation improvements.

If the Board wishes to proceed with a resolution tomorrow it should make clear that the downtown
extension of Caltrain is a two phase project.  Phase 1 - construction of the current, environmentally
cleared project and Phase 2 construction of the Pennsylvania Avenue alignment when additional funds
become available.  
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From: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
To: BOS-Supervisors; BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Subject: FW: Central SoMa Plan and Environmental Impact Report for Central SoMa Plan (SCH NO. 2013042070)
Date: Tuesday, September 04, 2018 9:14:00 AM
Attachments: 2018.08.31.BOS Appeal Central SOMA.pdf

From: Daniel Charlier-Smith [mailto:daniel@lozeaudrury.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 31, 2018 4:41 PM
To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS) <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>; Lisa.gibson@sfgov.com
Cc: Richard Drury <richard@lozeaudrury.com>
Subject: Central SoMa Plan and Environmental Impact Report for Central SoMa Plan (SCH NO.
2013042070)

Dear Clerk of the Board of Supervisors and Ms. Gibson,

Attached please find correspondence relating to the Central SoMa Plan and Environmental
Impact Report for Central SoMa Plan (SCH NO. 2013042070).

Please note hard copies will follow by overnight mail. If you have any questions,
please feel free to contact our office. 

Sincerely

Daniel Charlier-Smith

--
Daniel Charlier-Smith
Paralegal
Lozeau | Drury LLP
410 12th Street, Suite 250
Oakland, California 94607
(510) 836-4200
(510) 836-4205 (fax)
Daniel@lozeaudrury.com

BOS-11
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By Email and Overnight Mail 
 
August 31, 2018 
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Clerk of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA  94102-4689 
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org 
 
Lisa M. Gibson, Environmental Review Officer 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400  
San Francisco, CA 94103 
lisa.gibson@sfgov.org  
(By Email only) 
 


RE: Central SoMa Plan and Environmental Impact Report for Central SoMa 
Plan (SCH NO. 2013042070)  


 
Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors and Clerk of the Board:  
 
 We present these comments on behalf of the Central SoMa Neighbors (CSN) 
and SFBlu, in support of our appeal of the Central SoMa Plan and the Environmental 
Impact Report for the Central SoMa Plan. 
 
 Central SoMa Neighbors (CSN) is a community organization composed of 
residents of the Central SoMa neighborhood.  CSN is dedicated to preserving and 
enhancing the unique character of Central SoMa. CSN seeks to: 1. Help preserve and 
enhance the character of Central SoMa with its diversity of buildings and architecture; 2. 
Work towards making Central SoMa a more livable, mixed-use and pedestrian-friendly 
neighborhood; 3. Advocate for livability - residents need access to light, air, parks, and 
public open spaces; 4. Ensure the area is affordable and accessible, with the right 
balance of housing, office space and retail. 
 


SFBlu is a homeowners association whose residents live at 631 Folsom Street.  
As longtime residents of Central SoMa, the Neighbors are committed to ensuring a safe, 
livable, family-friendly neighborhood.  SFBlu is very much in favor of development and 







Central SoMa Plan EIR 
Appeal of Central SOMA Neighbors and SFBlu 
August 31, 2018 
Page 2 of 3 
 
 
planning for sustainable growth that preserves the character of what this neighborhood 
is becoming --- a mixed use residential neighborhood where businesses of varied sizes 
and types can thrive; where people have the opportunity to live in an environmentally 
sustainable manner; and where the unique existing historic architectural resources are 
retained and renewed.  To accomplish its full potential the neighborhood requires more 
development, which if properly overseen is something SFBlu welcomes. However, the 
type of development outlined in the current Plan is quite likely to retard the current 
transformation of this neighborhood. Rather than developing into high density residential 
and mixed use neighborhood stretching from Mission Bay to downtown, the current plan 
proposes to cut the Central SoMa neighborhood off from the neighborhoods to the 
south and essentially isolate it.   


 
CSN and SFBlu are very concerned that the Central SoMa Plan admits that the 


Plan will increase cancer risk from airborne pollutants in the area by 226 per million.  
This is more than twenty times higher than the Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District (BAAQMD) CEQA significance threshold of 10 per million.  It is particularly 
troubling since the Centarl SoMa area already suffers among from among the worst air 
pollution in the region.  This significant increase in cancer risk requires the City to 
impose all feasible mitigation measures and alternatives to reduce the cancer risk. Yet, 
the EIR only proposes four weak measures that will not significantly reduce cancer risk.   


 
We submit herewith the comments of environmental consulting firm Soil, Water 


Air Protection Enterprise (SWAPE).  SWAPE proposes numerous mitigation measures 
that would dramatically reduce airborne cancer risks and safeguard the health of 
Central SoMa residents.  We request that the City revise the environmental impact 
report (EIR) to analyze these mitigation measures.  Among the measures proposed by 
SWAPE are: 


 
 Require developers of new projects to install advanced air filtration 


equipment (MERV 16 or HEPA) to reduce indoor air pollutant levels by 
90%. 


 Require developers of new projects to pay for advanced air filtration for 
existing residents of Central SoMa. 


 Require ride-hailing services such as Uber and Lyft to comply with the 
same clean vehicle requirements as required for taxis pursuant to the San 
Francisco Green Taxi Ordinance of 2008, which requires taxis to be either 
hybrid electric, fully electric or other clean-fuel powered. 


 Require construction equipment to be CARB Tier 4 or electric-powered 
(rather than Tier 2 required by EIR). 


 Other measures set forth in the attached comments.  
 


 







Central SoMa Plan EIR 
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 The above measures are feasible and have been required of other projects in the 
State.  CEQA therefore requires that they be analyzed in an EIR and imposed.  As a 
result of these inadequacies, and the many other points raised in our earlier comments, 
the EIR fails as an informational document and fails to impose feasible mitigation 
measures to reduce the Project’s impacts.  The Neighbors request the City address 
these shortcomings in a revised draft environmental impact report (“RDEIR”) and 
recirculate the RDEIR prior to considering approval of the Project.   


 
 
Sincerely, 


 
 
 
 
Richard Toshiyuki Drury 
LOZEAU | DRURY LLP 
Counsel for Central SoMa Neighbors and SFBlu 







 
2656 29th Street, Suite 201 
Santa Monica, CA 90405 


 
Matt Hagemann, P.G, C.Hg. 


   (949) 887‐9013 
  mhagemann@swape.com 


August 31, 2018 
 
Richard Drury 
Lozeau | Drury LLP 
410 12th Street, Suite 250 
Oakland, CA 94607 


Subject:  Comments on the Central SoMa Plan 


 


Dear Mr. Drury, 


 


We have reviewed the December 2016 Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) and the March 2018 


Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Central SoMa Plan Project (“Project”) located in the 


City of San Francisco (“City”) that was adopted by the Planning Commission on May 10, 2018. The 


Central SoMa Plan is a comprehensive plan for the area surrounding much of southern portion of the 


Central Subway transit line, a 1.7‐mile extension of the Third Street light rail line, that will link the 


Caltrain Depot at Fourth and King Streets to Chinatown and provide service within the South of Market 


(SoMa) area. The Plan Area includes roughly 230 acres that comprise 17 city blocks, as well as the streets 


and thoroughfares that connect SoMa to its adjacent neighborhoods: Downtown, Mission Bay, Rincon 


Hill, and the Mission District. 


Our review concludes that the DEIR and FEIR fail to adequately implement all feasible mitigation 


measures. As a result, the health impacts associated with construction and operation of the proposed 


Project are inadequately addressed. Further mitigation should be implemented in order to lower the 


health risk impacts posed to nearby sensitive receptors from the Project. 


Central SoMa Plan Proposed Mitigation Measures 
According to the DEIR, the proposed Project would result in an excess cancer risk of 226 in one million, 


which far exceeds the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (BAAQMD) threshold of ten in one 


million. Therefore, in an effort to reduce the Project’s diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions, which 


is a byproduct of diesel fuel combustion and is emitted by on‐road vehicles and off‐road construction 


equipment, we have identified a mitigation measure within the DEIR that should be revised in order to 


further reduce emissions. Furthermore, we have identified several additional feasible mitigation 


measures that will reduce emissions generated during Project construction and will reduce the total 


vehicle miles traveled (VMT) during operation, which will effectively reduce operational emissions. As 







such, we recommend that the Project developer implement the following mitigation measures to 


reduce the Project’s significant health risk impact:  


1. Measure AQ‐4a of the DEIR states that development projects that emit criteria air pollutant 


emissions above applicable screening levels or that the Planning Department otherwise 


determines could exceed one or more significance thresholds for criteria air pollutants shall 


undergo an analysis of the project’s construction emissions, and if thresholds are exceeded, 


Mitigation Measure M‐AQ‐4b would be applicable to the project.  


Measure M‐AQ‐4b states that based on the analysis described in Mitigation Measure M‐AQ‐4a, 


the project sponsor shall submit a Construction Emissions Minimization Plan (Plan) that is 


designed to reduce emissions to the greatest degree practicable. The measure states that the 


Plan should be compliant with the following requirements: 


 All off‐road equipment shall have:  


o i. Engines that meet or exceed either U.S. Environmental Protection Agency or 


California Air Resources Board Tier 2 off‐road emission standards (or Tier 3 off‐


road emissions standards if NOX emissions exceed applicable thresholds), and  


o ii. Engines that are retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 Verified Diesel Emissions 


Control Strategy (VDECS) 306, and  


o iii. Engines shall be fueled with renewable diesel (at least 99 percent renewable 


diesel or R99). 


We propose that this measure be revised so that it is a mandatory condition of Project approval 


and not dependent upon construction‐related criteria air pollutant emissions exceeding 


thresholds, since the Project’s excess cancer risk far exceeds applicable thresholds. 


Furthermore, we propose that this measure be revised to state that engines must meet Tier 4 


Final off‐road emissions standards, which would dramatically reduce emissions.   


2. Require that existing residential and commercial buildings be retrofitted with air filtration, or 


require that all residential and commercial units be provided with advanced air filtration units.  


Provide HEPA units or air filtration units with a Minimum Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) that 


is adequate to address adjacent sensitive land uses according to performance standards of this 


mitigation measure. For example, HEPA filters have been found to remove up to 99.97% of 


airborne particles, while MERV 16 filters have been found to remove up to 90% of PM2.5, when 


used in combination with heating ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) units. These filters 


must be replaced two to four times a year. 


 


A schedule for maintenance and regular replacement of the filters, as follows, should be 


required to ensure effectiveness as prescribed in other CEQA projects1: 


                                                            
1 Recirculated Portions of the Draft Environmental Impact Report, Cornfield Arroyo Seco Specific Plan, May 2102 
http://cityplanning.lacity.org/EIR/CornfieldArroyo/RDEIR/RP‐DEIR_Volume%20I.pdf, p. 2.A‐19  







o For new rental units the owner/property manager shall be required to maintain the air 


filtration system and replace air filters in accordance with the manufacture’s 


recommendations. The property owner shall inform renters of increased risk of exposure to 


TACs when windows are open. 


o For new residential‐owned units the Homeowner’s Association (HOA) shall be required to 


incorporate requirements for long‐term maintenance in the Covenant Conditions and 


Restrictions and inform homeowners of their responsibility to maintain the air filtration 


system in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommendations. The HOA shall inform 


homeowner’s of increased risk of exposure to TACs when windows are open. 


o For existing rental units, the City should collect a fee from developers of new units to pay for 


the costs for the owner/property manager to maintain the air filtration system and replace 


air filters in accordance with the manufacture’s recommendations. The property owner shall 


inform renters of increased risk of exposure to TACs when windows are open. 


o For existing residential‐owned units, the City should collect a fee from developers of new 


units to pay existing Homeowner’s Associations (HOA) to install and maintain air filtration 


systems in accordance with the manufacturer’s recommendations. The HOAs shall inform 


homeowner’s of increased risk of exposure to TACs when windows are open. 


Air filtration system may create more resistance to airflow because the filter media becomes 


denser as efficiency increases. Heating, air conditioning and ventilation (HVAC) systems shall 


be installed with a fan unit designed with sufficient power to force air through the air filters.  


The City should collect a fee from developers of new projects to pay necessary upgrade 


costs for existing buildings.2 


 


3. The City should require implementation of following measures taken from California Air 


Pollution Control Officers Association’s (CAPCOA’s) Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation 


Measures3, which are not only effective in reducing greenhouse gas emissions, but are also 


useful in reducing criteria air pollutants, such as PM10. 


 


o Require construction equipment to be powered by alternative fuels, such as electricity, 


hybrid‐electric drive, or compressed natural gas or electricity rather than conventional 


petroleum diesel or gasoline. 


o Require all Project Applicants to provide a detailed plan that discusses a construction 


vehicle inventory tracking system to ensure compliance with construction mitigation 


measures. The system should include strategies such as requiring hour meters on 


equipment, documenting the serial number, horsepower, manufacture age, fuel, etc. of 


all onsite equipment and daily logging of the operating hours of the equipment. 


                                                            
2 A schedule for maintenance is especially important because of recent news reports that indicate maintenance 
was not conducted as set forth in mitigation measures for a freeway‐adjacent project in Los Angeles, leaving 
residents potentially at risk.  http://www.latimes.com/local/california/la‐me‐freeway‐homes‐20141212‐
story.html#page=1  
3 http://www.capcoa.org/wp‐content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA‐Quantification‐Report‐9‐14‐Final.pdf  







o Require all new buildings to provide electric vehicle parking: this mitigation measure 


implements accessible electric vehicle parking to reduce tailpipe emissions.  Design 


features include conductive/inductive electric vehicle charging stations and signage 


prohibiting parking of non‐electric vehicles.  


o Limit parking supply: this mitigation measure will change parking requirements and 


types of supply within the Project site to encourage “smart growth” development and 


alternative transportation choices by Project residents and employees, resulting in less 


VMTs. This will be accomplished in a multi‐faceted strategy: 


o Elimination (or reduction) of minimum parking requirements 


o Creation of maximum parking requirements 


o Provision of shared parking 


o Unbundle parking costs from property costs: This measure would unbundle parking 


costs from property costs. Unbundling separates parking from property costs, requiring 


those who wish to purchase parking spaces to do so at an additional cost from the 


property cost. This removes the burden from those who do not wish to utilize a parking 


space. Parking will be priced separately from home rents/purchase prices or office 


leases. An assumption is made that the parking costs are passed through to the vehicle 


owners/drivers utilizing the parking spaces. 


o Require commercial projects to provide "end‐of‐trip" facilities for bicycle riders 


including showers, secure bicycle lockers, and changing spaces. End‐of‐trip facilities 


encourage the use of bicycling as a viable form of travel to destinations, especially to 


work. End‐of‐trip facilities provide the added convenience and security needed to 


encourage bicycle commuting. 


o Require Ride‐Hailing services such as Uber/Lyft to provide only clean‐fuel vehicles which 


are hybrid‐electric, hydrogen fuel, natural gas, or fully electric, as is currently required 


for taxi services in San Francisco pursuant to the Green Taxi Ordinance of 2008. 4 


 


4. Require all construction projects to comply with the following Bay Area Air Quality Management 


District (BAAQMD) Additional Construction Mitigation Measures: 5   


o All excavation, grading, and/or demolition activities shall be suspended when average 


wind speeds exceed 20 mph.  


o Wind breaks (e.g., trees, fences) shall be installed on the windward side(s) of actively 


disturbed areas of construction. Wind breaks should have at maximum 50 percent air 


porosity.  


o Vegetative ground cover (e.g., fast‐germinating native grass seed) shall be planted in 


disturbed areas as soon as possible and watered appropriately until vegetation is 


established.  


                                                            
4 https://www.sfmta.com/blog/sfs‐taxis‐can‐help‐you‐go‐green. 
5http://www.baaqmd.gov/~/media/Files/Planning%20and%20Research/CEQA/Draft_BAAQMD_CEQA_Guidelines_
May_2010_Final.ashx, Table 8‐2, page 8‐4. 







o The simultaneous occurrence of excavation, grading, and ground‐disturbing 


construction activities on the same area at any one time shall be limited. Activities shall 


be phased to reduce the amount of disturbed surfaces at any one time.  


o All trucks and equipment, including their tires, shall be washed off prior to leaving the 


site.  


 


Sincerely,  


 


 


Matt Hagemann, P.G., C.Hg. 


 


Hadley Nolan 


 







 
 
By Email and Overnight Mail 
 
August 31, 2018 
 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Clerk of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
City Hall, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA  94102-4689 
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org 
 
Lisa M. Gibson, Environmental Review Officer 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400  
San Francisco, CA 94103 
lisa.gibson@sfgov.org  
(By Email only) 
 

RE: Central SoMa Plan and Environmental Impact Report for Central SoMa 
Plan (SCH NO. 2013042070)  

 
Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors and Clerk of the Board:  
 
 We present these comments on behalf of the Central SoMa Neighbors (CSN) 
and SFBlu, in support of our appeal of the Central SoMa Plan and the Environmental 
Impact Report for the Central SoMa Plan. 
 
 Central SoMa Neighbors (CSN) is a community organization composed of 
residents of the Central SoMa neighborhood.  CSN is dedicated to preserving and 
enhancing the unique character of Central SoMa. CSN seeks to: 1. Help preserve and 
enhance the character of Central SoMa with its diversity of buildings and architecture; 2. 
Work towards making Central SoMa a more livable, mixed-use and pedestrian-friendly 
neighborhood; 3. Advocate for livability - residents need access to light, air, parks, and 
public open spaces; 4. Ensure the area is affordable and accessible, with the right 
balance of housing, office space and retail. 
 

SFBlu is a homeowners association whose residents live at 631 Folsom Street.  
As longtime residents of Central SoMa, the Neighbors are committed to ensuring a safe, 
livable, family-friendly neighborhood.  SFBlu is very much in favor of development and 



Central SoMa Plan EIR 
Appeal of Central SOMA Neighbors and SFBlu 
August 31, 2018 
Page 2 of 3 
 
 
planning for sustainable growth that preserves the character of what this neighborhood 
is becoming --- a mixed use residential neighborhood where businesses of varied sizes 
and types can thrive; where people have the opportunity to live in an environmentally 
sustainable manner; and where the unique existing historic architectural resources are 
retained and renewed.  To accomplish its full potential the neighborhood requires more 
development, which if properly overseen is something SFBlu welcomes. However, the 
type of development outlined in the current Plan is quite likely to retard the current 
transformation of this neighborhood. Rather than developing into high density residential 
and mixed use neighborhood stretching from Mission Bay to downtown, the current plan 
proposes to cut the Central SoMa neighborhood off from the neighborhoods to the 
south and essentially isolate it.   

 
CSN and SFBlu are very concerned that the Central SoMa Plan admits that the 

Plan will increase cancer risk from airborne pollutants in the area by 226 per million.  
This is more than twenty times higher than the Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District (BAAQMD) CEQA significance threshold of 10 per million.  It is particularly 
troubling since the Centarl SoMa area already suffers among from among the worst air 
pollution in the region.  This significant increase in cancer risk requires the City to 
impose all feasible mitigation measures and alternatives to reduce the cancer risk. Yet, 
the EIR only proposes four weak measures that will not significantly reduce cancer risk.   

 
We submit herewith the comments of environmental consulting firm Soil, Water 

Air Protection Enterprise (SWAPE).  SWAPE proposes numerous mitigation measures 
that would dramatically reduce airborne cancer risks and safeguard the health of 
Central SoMa residents.  We request that the City revise the environmental impact 
report (EIR) to analyze these mitigation measures.  Among the measures proposed by 
SWAPE are: 

 
 Require developers of new projects to install advanced air filtration 

equipment (MERV 16 or HEPA) to reduce indoor air pollutant levels by 
90%. 

 Require developers of new projects to pay for advanced air filtration for 
existing residents of Central SoMa. 

 Require ride-hailing services such as Uber and Lyft to comply with the 
same clean vehicle requirements as required for taxis pursuant to the San 
Francisco Green Taxi Ordinance of 2008, which requires taxis to be either 
hybrid electric, fully electric or other clean-fuel powered. 

 Require construction equipment to be CARB Tier 4 or electric-powered 
(rather than Tier 2 required by EIR). 

 Other measures set forth in the attached comments.  
 

 



Central SoMa Plan EIR 
Appeal of Central SOMA Neighbors and SFBlu 
August 31, 2018 
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 The above measures are feasible and have been required of other projects in the 
State.  CEQA therefore requires that they be analyzed in an EIR and imposed.  As a 
result of these inadequacies, and the many other points raised in our earlier comments, 
the EIR fails as an informational document and fails to impose feasible mitigation 
measures to reduce the Project’s impacts.  The Neighbors request the City address 
these shortcomings in a revised draft environmental impact report (“RDEIR”) and 
recirculate the RDEIR prior to considering approval of the Project.   

 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 
 
Richard Toshiyuki Drury 
LOZEAU | DRURY LLP 
Counsel for Central SoMa Neighbors and SFBlu 



GenericEform Page 2 of 3 

Date / Time: 2018-07-27 13:22:08.967 Service Request Number: 9324775 

CUSTOMER CONTACT 
IN FORMATION: 

Name: 

Phone: 

Address: 

Email: 

DEPARTMENTS: 

Department: * 

Sub-Division:* 

Department Service Levels: 

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 

Point of Interest: 

Street Number: 

Street Name: 

Street Name 2: 

City: 

ZIP Code: 

X coordinate: 

Y coordinate: 

Latitude: 

Longitude: 

CNN: 
Unverified Address: 

Request for City Services 

Cheryl Meril 
415-290-1722('11

cheryl.meril@att.net 

Board of Supervisors {BOS) 

Clerk of the Board 

The City's goal is to respond to these types of requests within 7-21 calendar 
days; 21 days for request for service; 7 days for all other categories. 

I! 

ADDITIONAL LOCATION INFORMATION: 

Location Description: NA 
( e.g. 600-block of Market St. or in front of Main Library entrance) 

REQUEST DETAILS: 

Nature of Request:* Request for Service 

ADDITIONAL REQUEST DETAILS: 

Additional Request Details: * 

Provided recap of SR to 
caller?:* 

Customer would like to send the following comments to BOS: 

I just wanted to comment I've done a lot of work cleaning up graffiti, 
stickers, helping. I always contribute, it's not just outsider criticism. I 
wanted to comment about the plastic straw ban. I There's jail time for it. It's 
entirely inappropriate in view of what's happening in the city right now with 
drug needles. Straws and jail time is an attack on people. If this continues 
with this provocation we are gonna remove you from office. We're going to 
change the system to get rid of city council. This insanity will not continue 
any longer we won't put up with it. It is an attack on the citizens of San 
Francisco 

Yes 

BACK OFFICE USE 
ONLY 

****************************************************** 

Source Agency 
Request Number: 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY 
�'/, 

EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., Governor � 

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
P.O. BOX 942896 
SACRAMENTO, CA 94296-0001 
(916) 445-7000 Fax: (916) 445-7053 
calshpo@parks.ca.gov 

August 31, 2018 

I� C.l.!:.I 'i/
1 

.�LJ 
BOARD OF UPERVISORS 

St\N FR;,/-;CISCO 

2018 SEP -4 p· 3: 49 

3'(� 

San Francisco County Board of Supervisors 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, #244 
San Francisco, California 94102 

RE: Fireman's Fund Insurance Company, Determination of Eligibility 
National Register of Historic Places 

Dear Board of Supervisors: 

I am writing to inform you that on August 29, 2018, Fireman's Fund Insurance Company 
was determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (National Register). 
As a result of being determined eligible for the National Register, this property has been 
listed in the California Register of Historical Resources, pursuant to Section 4851 (a)(2) of 
the California Code of Regulations. 

There are no restrictions placed upon a private property owner with regard to normal use, 
maintenance, or sale of a property determined eligible for the National Register. However, 
a project that may cause substantial adverse changes in the significance of a registered 
property may require compliance with local ordinances or the California Environmental 
Quality Act. In addition, registered properties damaged due to a natural disaster may be 
subject to the provisions of Section 5028 of the Public Resources Code regarding 
demolition or significant alterations, if imminent threat to life safety does not exist. 

If you have any questions or require further information, please contact Jay Correia of the 
Registration Unit at (916) 445-7008. 

Sincerely, 

Julianne Polanco 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

Enclosure 
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August 31, 2018 

Previous Weekly Lists are available here: http://www.nps.gov/history/nr/nrlist.htm 

Please visit our homepage: http://www.nps.gov/nr/ 

Check out what's Pending: https://www.nps.gov/nr/pending/pending.htm 

Prefix Codes: 

SG - Single nomination 

MC - Multiple cover sheet 

MP - Multiple nomination (a nomination under a multiple cover sheet) 

FP - Federal DOE Project 

FD - Federal DOE property under the Federal DOE project 

NL- NHL 

BC - Boundary change (increase, decrease, or both) 

MV - Move request 

AD - Additional documentation 

OT - All other requests (appeal, removal, delisting, direct submission) 

RS - Resubmission 

WEEKLY LIST OF ACTIONS TAKEN ON PROPERTIES: 8/16/2018 THROUGH 

8/31/2018 

KEY: State, County, Property Name, Address/Boundary, City, Vicinity, Reference 

Number, NHL, Action, Date, Multiple Name 

CALIFORNIA, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY, 

Fireman's Fund Insurance Company Home Office, 

3333 California St., 

San Francisco, RS100002709, 

OWNER OBJECTION DETERMINED ELIGIBLE, 8/29/2018 
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Board of Directors 

Ben Sleiman, Chair 
Bethany Patten, Vice Chair 
Rosalind Jackson, Secretary 
Steven Machtinge1, Treasurer 

Dean Morehous 
Kay Carney 
Harrison "Hap" C. Dunning 
Captain Zack Kellerman 
Margan Tarr 
Angelique Tompkins 
Ed Ueber 
Eric Sklar 

Ambassadors 

Dr. Yvonne Cagle 
Dr. Sylvia Earle 
Dr. John Geiger 
Dr. Dan Kammen 
Dr. Conrczd lautenbacher 
Dr. Paul Auerbach 
Dr. Rick West Jr. 
Taylor Stafford 
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San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco 

C.I? 

I 

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Pl #244, San Francisco, CA 94102
-u 

::£: 
Re: Support for the Alcatraz Embarkation Project 

u, Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors,

Bay.Org/ Aquarium of the Bay is in favor of the proposed Alcatraz Embarkation
Project for several reasons:

It will bring Enhanced Public Access to San Francisco Bay and Maintaining a
Maritime Use, with a new one-acre public plaza with open views to San
Francisco Bay.

• Increased visitor access to the shoreline on the plaza and adjacent
walkways, extending the Embarcadero promenade. 

• The retention of the maritime use of ferry service and greater access
to travel on the SF Bay Enhancing the Appeal of the SF Waterfront to
Visitors and Local Residents. 

• Furnishings and site elements designed to align with Port of San
Francisco guidelines. 

• Retail and interpretive spaces designed with the same standard of
excellence at other National Park sites, such as the Alcatraz Museum
Store, the Lands End Lookout, and the Golden Gate Bridge Welcome
Center Providing Economic Benefits to the Park Partners, the City, and
the Travel and Tourism Industry.

Alcatraz Island, a top destination in San Francisco, according to SF Travel, U.S.
News & World Report, TripAdvisor, Timeout guides, Conde Nast Traveler, and
more, is also ranked the #1 Landmark in the United States by TripAdvisor's
2018 Travelers' Choice Awards. Based on a 2014 economic analysis:

0 

• The 1.7 million visitors to Alcatraz represent more than $175M in total
annual spending power - On the day of the their cruise. 

• Alcatraz visitors spend between $43 and $82 million annual in the
vicinity of the Embarkation Site on meals, shopping and attractions. 

• Visitor spending generates approximately 462 to 528 jobs in San
Francisco and 534 to 1,075 jobs in the Bay Area region. For every dollar 
of spending, $1.61 in total economic activity is generated in San·
Francisco and $1.85 in economic output is generated in the region.
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�

� bayeco�ar1um The Embarcadero on 2 Beach Street, San Francisco, CA 94 133 
T: 415.623.5300 I info@bayecotarium.org 

Bay.Org/Aquarium of the bay full supports the Golden Gate Parks Conservancy 

and the Port of San Francisco's Proposed Alcatraz Embarkation Project. 

Regards, 
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San Francisco 

Health Network 

�I '/ EDWIN BATONGBACAL, L.C.S.W. 

SAN FRANCISCO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH 

DIRECTOR OF ADULT & OLDER ADULT SYSTEMS OF CARE 
BEHAVIORAL HEALTH SERVICES 

1380 HOWARD STREET, FIFTH FLOOR 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94103 

( 415) 255-3400

August 29, 2018 

Mayor London Breed 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 

Re: Annual Report on Evictions from Subsidized Housing for Fiscal Year 2017-2018 

Dear Mayor Breed and Members of the Board of Supervisors, 

Below is the report required by Article XIV, the Tenant Eviction Annual Reports Ordinance. The report 
documents evictions from the subsidized housing programs that were funded by the Department of 
Public Health (DPH) and the Human Services Agency (HSA) for the fiscal year from July 1, 2017 through 
June 30, 2018. 

The majority of these programs have moved into the Department of Homelessness and Supportive 
Housing and they will report separately on the sites that they oversee. 

The report is separated by department as required by the legislation and documents the number of 
written notices of eviction, unlawful detainer filings, and evictions completed within the City's 
permanent supportive housing portfolio. Below is a basic overview of our findings for FY 17-18. 

# of # of Households # of Households 

Sites who lived in the who were issued 

housing facility one or more 

at any time written Notices of 

during this Eviction 

period 

DPH 11 419 81 
HSA 4 193 2 

TOTALS 15 612 83 

Sincerely, 

�� Edwin Batongbacal, L.�
Director of Adult and Older Adult Systems of Care 
Behavioral Health Services 

# of Total# of %of 

Unlawful Households Households 

Detainer Evicted Evicted 

Filings 

15 9 0.21% 
3 1 0.01% 

18 10 0.16% 
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GenericEform Page 2 of 3 

Date / Time: 2018-09-06 08:00:45.783 Service Request Number: 9502326 

CUSTOMER CONTACT 
INFORMATION: 

Name: 

Phone: 

Address: 

Email: 

DEPARTMENTS: 

Department: * 

Sub-Division:* 

Department Service Levels: 

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 

Point of Interest: 

Street Number: 

Street Name: 

Street Name 2: 

City: 

ZIP Code: 

X coordinate: 

Y coordinate: 

Latitude: 

Longitude: 

CNN: 

Unverified Address: 

Request for City Services 

Board of Supervisors (BOS) 

Clerk of the Board 

The City's goal is to respond to these types of requests within 7-21 calendar 
days; 21 days for request for service; 7 days for all other categories. 

ADDITIONAL LOCATION INFORMATION: 

Location Description: All of Tenderloin D6 area 

(e.g. 600-block of Market St. or in front of Main Library entrance) 

REQUEST DETAILS: 

Nature of Request:* Complaint 

ADDITIONAL REQUEST DETAILS: 

Additional Request Details: * 

Provided recap of SR to 
caller?:* 

Customer stated "On the news it said that Mayor Breed is trying to raise the 
Bart to 98°/o bus line operations level.She is not raising the standards of 
public safety because she doesn't want to bring officers in the area and that's 
unsafty and she doesn't want to move the homeless and that's unhealthy. 
And people who come and spend their money for the revenue services and 
it's not safe for them. Maybe she needs to raise those standards before 
moving onto other features in the 94102 zip code. We have that right for our 
safety and living performance. The safe injections and that is not the answer 
we are looking for. She is not cooperating with the public safety. Put them 
somewhere for safekeeping like temporary housing until further notice. They 
need to washout the streets. They get smelly and dirty because their out 
there. They need to make further arrangements because it's unsanitary. 
That's what public safety is all about. Its really unfair to us, were still looking 
at this like a low standards. She is not filling the gaps for the homeless, the 
gaps are to wide and open. " 

Yes 

https :// crmproxy. sf gov .org/Ef3/Genera1Print.j sp ?form=GenericEform&page=Generic _ eform& butto... 9/6/2018 
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