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Petition Template - Must Signed w/ Wet Ink.png

City PIanmngé)ommgsnon
Case NO,otes” ot /M%@ZK{L/
The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

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

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot of Owner(s)
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City Planning-Cormr
Case No..—d & Al

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

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

Street Address, n — Assessor’'s Printed Name of Owner(s
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City Planning Commission . = .— ,
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The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Notice of Appeal and are owners of property
affected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (that is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application for amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

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

Street Address, Assessor’s Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot of Owner(s
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The undersigned declare that they are hereby subscribers to this Nolice of Appeal and are owners of property
alfected by the proposed amendment or conditional use (thal is, owners of property within the area that is the subject of
the application tor amendment or conditional use, or within a radius of 300 feet of the exterior boundaries of the property.

if ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownershig change, Hf
sigring for a lirm or corporation, proot of avthorization to sign on behall of the organization is attached.
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City Planning omm«smo‘n

Case No. _«>(E AL E et ‘7 /" /j’??/

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

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

Sireet Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot of Qwner(s)
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Case No., )/wij {fy/g/m% / gﬁ“’?‘z Y

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

it ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we attach proof of ownesshiz change. 1
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization to sign on behall of the organization is attached,
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City Planning Gommission

Case No. .20/ wgg&?/fﬁ{i%%f»

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

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

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
property owned Block & Lot of Owner(s)
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Case No. _RE2=0 -~ / g’z&,%

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

it ownership has changed and assessment roll has not been amended, we atlach proof of ownership change. 1t
signing for a firm or corporation, proof of authorization 1o sign on behalf of the organization is attached.
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City Planning |
Casa No. .

BN co/ 52000

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

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

Street Address, Assessor's Printed Name of Owner(s) Original Signature
"property owned Block & Lot of Owner(s)
1531 Misalo B E L#Hosy — ForbMtermpa L4
AR Mmsdon g p Thin iz Tan 4 e
5 B3T) wiission M D Iifr?z (043 Shasts ESya
o SEIN Wster & (472040  Eroms-SuePiTy o,
5. SRT| Whission hpt 7 47/ A Weady loen /b

o 5 Mkt s A6 4720251 ow Ring Chaous

2 S Mission#3  frelons e (o

6 £473 MISSION ST M4701059  raoPeen) GUIMSON

9.

0.

1.

2.

13.

4.

15.

ot

16.

17.

18.

18.

20.

21,

22

Vi\Cleric's Office\Appaals Information\Candition Use Appesl Process7
August 2011







6472/001
JUNE 10, 2021

'
O
L
—
<C
LLi
al
al
<C
0
Q
O
L
n'd
Q
0
L
O
P
LL]
=

=z
< = 9
SZ0
W
LO
Ln B A
™~ L
(-
23
=g
Qoo

T
et
=
n'd
LL
ol
O
=
-
O
—
|
-
o0




" BetterHousingPelicies.org

AESBRBR D

7/10/2021
Dear Board of Supervisors,
BetterHousingPolicies.org(BHP) is joining the African-American-led SF Christian Center and other

neighborhood groups in the appeal against the Planning Commission’s decision to approve the Conditional
Use Authorization (CUA) of 5801 Mission Street as a cannabis retail. The Case Number is 2020-007152CUA.

BHP represents a majority of the monolingual and limited English-speaking Chinese and Asian communities in
the City on their quality housing needs. We must highlight that the Outer Mission’s population is 51% Asian,
50% foreign born, 74% families and 68% limited or non-English-speakers, we have a large membership
presence in the Quter Mission. Our membership is overwhelmingly opposing this project because it
decreases the quality-of-life for the neighborhood, and subtracts from the offering of the neighborhood
business. Our membership and our community need services for families, youth and seniors, not yet
another cannabis store.

Moreover, the project sponsor did not do an adequate job in outreaching to our communities and
membership. Most of our members in the 300’ area were not natified in a culturally competent way. There
were only one or two members of the Asian community attended the two community meetings held by the
project sponsor. None of our members affected by the project knew about the meetings. The project is
culturally insensitive and exclusionary. This gives an impression that the project sponsor tries to fiy under
the radar. This is an indicator that the project sponsor will be a subpar neighbor.

We join the other appealing neighborhood organizations in protest of the Planning Commission’s assessment
that the project is a necessary and welcomed business. District 11 already has THREE cannabis
storefronts that serve both San Francisco and San Mateo County. There are at least FIVE stores in a one
mile radius and it already constitutes clustering. In addition, there are other means of purchasing and using
cannabis, including delivery and legally growing at home.

Don't forget, around the 1,000 feet radius of the project site is identified as a High-Risk Corridor by the Vision
Zero program of the City and County of San Francisco. Also, the areas around the Longfeliow School are
identified for the Safe Routes to Schools program due to the high number of pedestrian fatality and injuries.
Adding another cannabis store attracting traffic from two counties is a hazard to the community.

We respectfully ask you to reject this project.
Sincerely,

%d%/féfﬂ%ﬂ 07 /11 /2021

BetterHousingPolicies.org
info@BetterHousingPolicies.org
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African American

July 9, 2021

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

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

Attention Board of Supervisors:

The African American Early Childhood Educators respectfully requests the Board of
Supervisors to allow an appeal hearing on the Conditional Use Authorization case number
2020-007152, allowing 5801 Mission Street to be used as a cannabis retailer,

The African American Early Childhood Educators are advocates for African American children
and all child care providers that support and educate. Our organization is a resource to the
Family Child Care community and city at large, providing support services and assistance,
referrals, and a wealth of knowledge and guidance for best practice insights for all who provide
care to African American children in San Francisco. We want to reduce the achievement gap; to
ensure that each child has access to quality education and equitable resources

The African American Early Childhood Educators’ vision is that every child will have equitable
access to high quality education, fitted with positive social emotional learning and reinforced
with trauma informed. The approval of a cannabis establishment so close to children whether
100 or 1000 feet; in an SFUSD school, in an afterschool or child care facility should be view as
hazardous, unethical and illogical.

We request an appeal hearing on the conditional use of the 5801 Mission Street location be
granted for three reasons.

1. Public Safety. Longfellow Elementary is 1000 feet from 5801 Mission Street. This
Title 1 school is the educational home to over 500 students and was the first school
identified by SFUSD to operate a Safe Routes to Schools program, due to the high
number of pedestrian and car crashes and near misses. Over the past five years, SEMTA
has installed new signals, cross walks, and traffic calming measures to remediate crashes
and injuries. Cannabis dispensaries are high volume, stop, drop, and roll businesses. 5801
Mission Street is desirable due to its proximity to the San Mateo County line and 280
freeway on and off ramps. This business will increase car traffic in a high injury corridor,

Doc ID: bB5fff649d75eeaef1cd3d850f02019dbb4ebf3d



putting children and families directly in the path of cannabis club visitors between 5:00pm
and 6:20pm, when working parents pick up kids from school.

2. Inadequate community engagement. COVID-19 pandemic and the struggles and
damage it caused didn’t allow families to think about anything but survival and safety. To
be clear, 94112 led the city with the highest number of infections for six months. If the
Longfellow Elementary school site hadn’t been closed the majority of the past 18 months
due to the COVID 19 public health crisis, far more families and community members
would have been engaged. An appeal hearing should not be scheduled until after the 2021-
2022 school year starts, allowing time for school families and community to be better
informed.

During the Planning Department hearing when the conditional use to operate as a cannabis
dispensary was granted, Cantonese speaking participants in public testimony did not
receive adequate translation services.

3. Community Equity and Cannabis Equity. Application of the Cannabis Equity
program shouldn’t come at the expense of Community Equity. The intent of the cannabis
equity program is to make it easier for folks whose neighborhoods were most impacted by
the Federal Government’s failed “War on Drugs” to enter into the marketplace.

Sincerely,

.
X
¥

Monique Guidry, Founding Member

African American Early Childhood Educators

Guidry's Early Care & Education Program (26 years of service)
San Francisco, CA. 94112

Members of the African American Early Childhood Educators:
Margie Stokes, Marge’s Child Care (37 years of service)

Renee Underwood, Retired Child Care Provider (38 years of service)
Mary Evelyn Thomas, Our Special Place (40 years of service)

Pat Sullivan, Baby Steps Nature School (30 years of service)

Delia Fitzpatrick, Our Kids First (12 years of service) (Admin)

infolwaaece.org

Doc ID: b65fif649d75eeaef1cd3d850f02019dbb4ebf3d



JULY 131TH, 2021 TAX ID #33-1090268

OMI CULTURAL PARTICIPATION PROJECT

Dear San Francisco Planning Commission
San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

We are appealing the Planning Commission’s decision to approve the Conditional Use
Authorization (CUA) of 5801 Mission Street Case Number. 2020-007152CUA.

We disagree with the Planning Commission’s summary that this is a necessary and needed
business. District 11 already has THREE cannabis storefronts that serve the community and
citizens that reside in both San Francisco and San Mateo County. There are atleast5ina
one mile radius and constituents clustering. In addition, there are other means of purchasing/

using cannabis including delivery and the ability to grow cannabis which is allowed by law.

The area, within 1000 feet, is identified as a High-Risk corridor by the City and County of San
Francisco Vision Zero program and the Longfellow School is identified for the Safe Routes to
Schools program, due to the high number of pedestrian and car crashes and near misses.

This is a hazard to the community.

Sincerely,

W 07 /11 /2021

Maurice Rivers

Executive Director

415-729-3658
209 OCEAN AVENUE » SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94112
WWW.OMI-CPP.ORG
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July 9, 2021

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

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

Attention Board of Supervisors:

The OMI Community Collaborative respectfully requests the Board of Supervisors to allow an
appeal hearing on the Conditional Use Authorization case number 2020-007152, allowing 5801
Mission Street to be used as a cannabis retailer.

The Oceanview, Merced Heights and Ingleside Community Collaborative (OMI-CC) is a group of
individuals, non-profit organizations, business owners and faith-based organizations who have

come together to form alliances that will strengthen their communities and give stability to future
generations.

The mission of the OMI Community Collaborative (OMICC) is to seek community engagement
through inclusive and diverse practices, to build community resources which enable thriving
economic self-sufficiency and stability and to create diverse family and neighborhood-oriented

community that is vibrant, educated, thriving and green with health and lifestyle needs that are
easily met.

We request an appeal hearing on the conditional use of the 5801 Mission Street location be granted
for three reasons.

1. Public Safety. Longfellow Elementary is 1000 feet from 5801 Mission Street. This Title 1
school is the educational home to over 500 students and was the first school identified by SFUSD
to operate a Safe Routes to Schools program, due to the high number of pedestrian and car
crashes and near misses. Over the past five years, SFMTA has installed new signals, cross walks,
and traffic calming measures to remediate crashes and injuries. Cannabis dispensaries are high
volume, stop, drop, and roll businesses. 5801 Mission Street is desirable due to its proximity to the
San Mateo County line and 280 freeway on and off ramps. This business will increase car traffic in
a high injury corridor, putting children and families directly in the path of cannabis club visitors
between 5:00pm and 6:20pm, when working parents pick up kids from school.

2. Inadequate community engagement. COVID-19 pandemic and the struggles and damage it
caused didn’t allow families to think about anything but survival and safety. To be clear, 94112 led
the city with the highest number of infections for six months. If the Longfellow Elementary school
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Lakeview

site hadn’t been closed the majority of the past 18 months due to the COVID 19 public health crisis,
far more families and community members would have been engaged. An appeal hearing should
not be scheduled until after the 2021-2022 school year starts, allowing time for school families and
community to be better informed.

During the Planning Department hearing when the conditional use to operate as a cannabis
dispensary was granted, Cantonese speaking participants in public testimony did not receive
adequate translation services.

3. Community Equity and Cannabis Equity. Application of the Cannabis Equity program
shouldn’t come at the expense of Community Equity. The intent of the cannabis equity program is
to make it easier for folks whose neighborhoods were most impacted by the Federal Government’s
failed “War on Drugs” to enter into the marketplace. There are any number of vacant storefronts on
Mission street a little further north on Mission Street that the applicant could have chosen.
Longfellow Elementary has been operating in that location for 139 years.

Sincerely,

Dé'ha Fitzpatrick
OMI Community Collaboratlve Chair

Our Kids First/Invest Black/African American Early Childhood Educators
5845 Mission Street, Ste. 301

San Francisco, CA. 94112

Members of the OMI Community Collaborative:

Al Harris, OMI Neighbors in Action Mary Evelyn Thomas, African American
Alida Fisher, CASE/Resident Early Childhood Educators

Bonnie Ora Sherk, A Living Library Maurice Rivers, OMI Cultural

Brandon Wiley, OMI Family Resource Participation Project

Center/Urban YMCA Moneka Urbanske, Ridge Lane

Denise Sanderson, Ocean View Library Neighbors

Felicia Thibodeaux, Southwest Monique Guidry, African American
Community Corporation/|.T. Bookman Early Childhood Educators

Community Center Patty Clement-Cihak, Catholic Charities
Jackie Battle Rec and Park Department CYO

Jennifer Gasang, SFSU/Institute of Renard Monroe, Youth 1st

Civil Engagement Robert Muehlbauer, Ridge Lane
Johanna Lopez Miyaki, We are OMI Neighbors

Laura Padilla, Mission YMCA Theresa De Dios, Stonestown YMCA

Mary C. Harris, OMI Neighbors in
Action
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N ;é @maeﬁ Delia Fitzpatrick <fiizpatrick.delia@gmail.com>

Re: Question about Releaf Cannabis at 5801 Mission
1 message

Balba, Ryan (CPC) <ryan.balba@sfgov.org> Wed, Mar 10, 2021 at 2:13 PM
To: Delia Fitzpatrick <fitzpatrick.delia@gmail.com>

Cc: Ahsha Safai <ahshasafai@gmail.com>, Ernest Jones <mrernestjones@gmail.com>, Patty Clement-Cihak <pclement@cccyo.org>,
Gale Rosboro <rosboro.gale@gmail.com>, Mary Thomas <ospmaryethomas@gmail.com>, jumpstreet1983
<jumpstreet1983@gmail.com>, Roderick Gittens <rgittens@sbcglobal.net>, Jackie Manion <jackie@okfprogram.com>

Hello Delia,

Thank you for your email. The Pre-Application Meeting is an opportunity for applicants to meet with persons or groups who are interested in a
Project, so they can provide feedback and discuss any concerns. If you still have concerns with the Project after the Pre-Application Meeting,
we recommend that you continue to discuss your concerns with the Project Sponsor. If you still have concerns when the Project goes to
hearing, you can certainly submit a written comment prior to the hearing or provide a verbal comment during the hearing.

As to your concern with the attendee list, the Department does not attend these meetings, and we only verify that correct notice was provided
so that any person who may be interested can attend and discuss the Project. It seems that you received that notice and were able to attend. |
can {and will) certainly note to the Project Sponsor to verify the attendee list on Zoom and ensure that anyone who identified themselves during
the meeting is listed.

Thank you,
Ryan

Ryan Baiba, Assistant Planner

Southwest Team, Current Planning Division
All Pronouns

San Francisco Planning

43 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 84103
Direct: 628.652.7331 | www.sfplanning.org

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is operating remotely, and the City's Permit Center is open on a limited basis. Our staff

are guallable by e-mall, and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely, The public Is encouraged to

participate. Find more information on our services here.

From: Delia Fitzpatrick <fitzpatrick.delia@gmail. com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 3:50 AM

To: Balba, Ryan (CPC) <ryan.balba@sfgov.org>

Cc: Ahsha Safai <ahshasafai@gmail.com>; Ernest Jones <mrernestjones@gmail.com>; Patty Clement-Cihak <pclement@cceyo.org>; Gale
Rosboro <rosboro.gale@gmail.coms>; Mary Thomas <ospmaryethomas@gmail.corm>; jumpstreet1983 <jumpstreet1983@gmail. com>; Roderick
Gittens <rgittens@sbcglobal.net>; Jackie Manion <jackie@okfprogram.com>

Subject: Question about Releaf Cannabis at 5801 Mission

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

Good morning, Ryan:
My early morning reading included the pre-application about Releaf.
How do you validate the details provided in the application?

I have a few concerns about a few things:
1. Per my notes, there were 16 people on the call, the application only mentions 9. | know for a fact that 9 people were excluded
from the attendance roster:

Gale Rosboro, Patty Clement, Mary Evelyn Thomas, Pastor Roderick Gittens, Mary & Al Harris, Felisia Thibodeux, Nicholas Wilsey,
and myself.

Maurice Rivers was included as Maurice R.
Question: How are you validating (fact-checking) the information provided?
2. The supplemental use application says:

There are no sensitive uses (as defined in Planning Code Section 202.2A) within 600 feet of the proposed site, the sponsors are
conscious that minors will pass by the site.

[of2 7/12/21,8:58 AM
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My feedback:

A. Our Kids First, an SFUSD community learning hub/after-school and summer program: 226 feet away at 5845 Mission Street.
We walk and pick our students up from Longfellow Elementary and San Francisco Christian School. | know that the laws were
amended to shorten the distance from 900 to 600 of only a school (K~12), but the impact needs to account for the impact of the
community and include the SFUSD satellite location. We are a valued extension and should be view as such.

3. The supplemental use application says:
This will complement the mix of goods and services currently available in the district and contribute fo the economic vitality of the
neighborhood by removing a vacant store-front.

My feedback:

Per my comment from the pre-application meeting that | was not documented as being in attendance, the proposed site is across
the street from Woody's liquor store (82 feet), the Connection bar (174 feet), and a Lucky Van's tattoo parlor (200 feet). Thisis a
hazardous environment already and adding one more ingredient would make it inhabitable by the community that lives there.

4. The supplemental use application says:

The Planning Code does not require parking or loading for any use. The proposed use is designed to meet the needs of the
immediate neighborhood and should generate significant amounts of vehicular trips from the immediate neighborhood or citywide.
The applicant intends to diligently prevent double-parking by ctistomers who visit the store.

My feedback:
There is no available parking on a regular day.
How can they prevent double parking and high foot traffic?

5. The supplemental use application says:
This Project is consistent with the stated purpose of the NCD district in that the intended retail use will provide diversity to the retail
corridor and a compatible retail service to the public in the immediate surrounding neighborhood.

My feedback:
District 11 consists of the highest youth and seniors in the city.

There are already 3 cannabis establishments:
Green Leaf, 4214 Mission Street

Cookies, 5226 Mission Street

Mission Organic, 5258 Mission Street

Please provide clarification.

Delia

Our Kids First

OMI Community Collaborative
African American Early Educators
Invest Black

Delia Fitzpatrick

20f2 7/12/21,8:58 AM
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PAGE2 | APPLICATION - BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVER

%ﬁ‘%g JF % g%?%% FEE WAIVER

Appellant’s Information

Name:  Pastor Roderick Gittens

Address: Email Address: Tgittens@sfchristiancenter.org

5825—5845 Mission Telephone: ~ 415-584-5515 ext. 20

Neighborhood Group Organization Information

Name of Organization: San Francisco Christian Center
Email Address:  cdillard@sfchristiancenter.or

5825-5845 MiISSION wepoe  415-584-5515 ext. 13

Property Information

Project Address: 5801 Mission Street
Project Application (PRJ) Record No: 2020-007152CUA Building Permit No: 64772/ O()l
Date of Decision (ifany):  JUNE 10, 2021

Required Criteria for Granting Waiver
All must be satisfied; please attach supporting materials.

REQUIRED CRITERIA YES NO

The appellant is a member of the stated neighborhood organization and is authorized to file the appeal
on behalf of the organization. Authorization may take the form of a letter signed by the President or other
officer of the organization.

The appellant is appealing on behalf of an organization that is registered with the Planning Department and
that appears on the Department’s current list of neighborhood organizations.

The appellant is appealing on behalf of an organization that has been in existence at least 24 months prior
to the submittal of the fee waiver request. Existence may be established by evidence including that relating
fo the organization’s activities at that time such as meeting minutes, resolutions, publications and rosters.

\LNN

The appellant is appealing on behalf of a neighborhood organization that is affected by the project and that
is the subject of the appeal.

For Department Use Only
Application received by Planning Department:

By: A Date:

Submission Checklist:
] APPELLANT AUTHORIZATION [_] CURRENT ORGANIZATION REGISTRATION (] MINIMUM ORGANIZATION AGE
] PROJECT IMPACT ON ORGANIZATION

[] WAIVER APPROVED ] WAIVER DENIED

V. 08.03.2018 SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT



1650 MISSION STREET, #400
SAN FRANCISCG, CA 94103
WWW.SFPLANNING.0RG

Pursuant to Planning Code Section 350(j)(3) and Ordinance No. 149-16, Section 4, the Planning Director shall
consideér and make determinations regarding applications for the authorization of a Board of Supervisors Appeal
Fee Waiver.

For questions, call 415.558.6377, email pic@sfgov.org; or visit the Planning Information Center (PIC) at 1660
Mission Street, San Francisco, where planners dre available to assist you.

Espatfiol: Si desea ayuda sobre como llenar esta solicitud en espaiiol, por favor lame al 415.575.9010. Tenga en
cuenta que el Departamento de Planificacion requerird al menos un dia-hdbil para responder

B NREHEEGERPUERENRFBERNER, BHE4155759010, FIEE, HEMPAFTEE
D—{AT{EERMEIFE,

Tagalog: Kung gusto mo ng tulong sa pagkumpleto ng application na ito sa Filipino, paki tawagan ang
415.575.9120. Paki tandaan na mangangailangan ang Planning Department ng hindi kukulangin sa isang araw na
pantrabaho para makasagot.

WHAT IS AN APPLICATION FOR A BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVER?

Planning Code Section 350(j)(3) and Ordinance No. 149-16, Section 4, establishes a waiver from the Board of Supervisor
Appeal fees if the appeal is filed by a neighborhood organization that has been in existence for 24 months prior to

the filing date of the request, is on the Planning Department’s neighborhood organization notification list and can
demonstrate to the Planning Director or his/her designee that the organization is substantially affected by the proposed
project.

WHO MAY APPLY FOR A DISCRETIONARY REVIEW FEE WAIVER?

Any individual or neighborhood group can file for a Board of Supervisors Appeal. Exact criteria for neighborhood group
organizations in order to qualify for a fee waiver are specified below:
o the appellant is a member of the stated neighborhood organization and is authorized to file the appeal on behalf
of the organization. Authorization may take the form of a letter signed by the President or other officer of the
organization;

o the appellant is appealing on behalf of the organization that is registered with the Planning Department and
that appears on the Planning Department’s current list of neighborhood organization. To determine if the
neighborhood group organization is registered with the Planning Department, visit http://sf-planning.org/
neighborhood-groups-map;

o the appellant is appealing on behalf of an organization that has been in existence at least 24 months prior to
the submittal of the fee waiver request. Existance may be established by evidence including that relating to the
organization’s activities at that time such as meeting minutes, resolutions, publications, website or roster; and

o the appellant is appealing on behalf of a neighborhood organization that is affected by the project and that is the
subject of the appeal.

HOW DO 1 SUBMIT THE APPLICATION?

If the requirements above are met, complete the following application, along with any necessary supporting materials,
and submit it to the Planning Information Center (PIC) at 1660 Mission Street, First Floor, San Francisco, CA 94013.

- A check must be made for the correct amount per the Planning Department Fee Schedule, payable to San Francisco
Planning Department. Once the Department determines that the requestor is eligible for the fee waiver, the Department
will mail the check back to the entity.

PAGE 1 | APPLICATION - BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVER V.08.03.2018 SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT



From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

To: raittens@sfchristiancenter.org; ed.mat.brown@gamail.com; heidihanley@yahoo.com;
5801missionstreet@amail.com
Cc: PEARSON. ANNE (CAT); STACY. KATE (CAT); JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT); Ryan, James (DPW); Tse, Bernie (DPW);

Duran, Vanessa (DPW); Wong, Jason (DPW); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Varat, Adam (CPC);
Navarrete, Joy (CPC); Lynch, Laura (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Sanchez. Scott (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr,
Aaron (CPC); lonin, Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Rosenberqg, Julie (BOA); Longaway, Alec (BOA); BOS-
Supervisors; BOS-Legislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera. Alisa (BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS
Leqislation, (BOS)

Subject: PLANNING DEPARTMENT RESPONSE: Proposed 5801 Mission Street Project - Appeal Hearing July 27, 2021
Date: Monday, July 19, 2021 10:58:22 AM

Attachments: imaqge001.png

Greetings,

The Office of the Clerk of the Board received the following response from the Planning Department,
regarding the proposed 5801 Mission Street project:

Planning Department Response — July 20, 2021

The hearing for this matter is scheduled for 3:00 p.m. special order before the Board on July 27,
2021.

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

Board of Supervisors File No. 210801

Best regards,

Jocelyn Wong
San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
T: 415.554.7702 | F: 415.554.5163

jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org

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

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

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

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

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



From: Starr, Aaron (CPC)

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: Planning Department Appeal Response 5801 Mission Street

Date: Monday, July 19, 2021 10:35:40 AM

Attachments: CU Appeal Response Portfolio - 5801 MISSION ST - 2020-007152APL (1D 1245825).pdf

Please see attached.

Aaron Starr, Manager of Legislative Affairs

Legislative Affairs

San Francisco Planning

PLEASE NOTE MY NEW ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER AS OF AUGUST 17, 2020:

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103

Direct: +1628-652-7533] sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

IN ORDER FOR US TO MOVE, OUR OFFICE WILL BE CLOSED WITH NO ACCESS TO PHONES OR E-MAIL ON THURSDAY, AUGUST 13 and FRIDAY, AUGUST 14, 2020. WE APPRECIATE YOUR
PATIENCE.

Due to COVID-19, San Francisco Planning is not providing any in-person services, but we are operating remotely. Our staff are available by e-mail,
and the Planning and Historic Preservation Commissions are convening remotely. The public is encouraged to part cipate. Find more informat on on
our services here.



. 49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400
San Francisco San Francisco, CA 94103

628.652.7600
www.sfplanning.org

Conditional Use Authorization Appeal
5801 MISSION ST

DATE: July 19, 2021
TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
FROM: Rich Hillis, Planning Director — Planning Department (628) 652-7600
Ryan Balba, Case Planner — Planning Department (628) 652-7331
RE: Board File No. 210801, Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA
Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization for 123 Market Street
HEARING DATE: July 27, 2021
PROJECT SPONSOR: Edward Brown, PO BOX 31248, Walnut Creek, CA 31248
APPELLANTS: Pastor Roderick Gittens, on behalf of the San Francisco Christian Center
INTRODUCTION

This memorandum and the attached documents are a response to the letters of appeal to the Board of
Supervisors (“Board”) regarding the Planning Commission’s (“Commission”) approval of the application
for Conditional Use Authorization under Planning Department Case Number 2020-007152CUA
(”Application”) pursuant to Planning Code Sections:

e 202.2 (Location and Operating Conditions);

e 303 (Conditional Use Authorization); and

e 720 (Excelsior Outer Mission Neighborhood Commercial District)

This memorandum addresses the appeal to the Board, filed on July 12, 2021, by Pastor Roderick Gittens on
behalf of the San Francisco Christian Center.

The decision before the Board is whether to uphold, overturn, or amend the Planning Commission’s
approval of an application for Conditional Use Authorization to allow the proposed Project at the subject

property.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Project would establish a Cannabis Retail Use measuring 2,055 square feet in a vacant commercial
space within a two-story, mixed-use building located at 5801 Mission Street, APN 001/6472 (“Project Site”).
The Project does not include a request for authorization of on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis
products. No changes to the building exterior or envelope are proposed. New business signage will be
applied for under a separate permit.

www.sfplanning.org



Conditional Use Authorization Appeal Board File No. 210801
Hearing Date: July 27, 2021 Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA
5801 MISSION ST

SITE DESCRIPTION & PRESENT USE

The Project Site is located on a corner lot located on the south side of Mission Street, with approximately
100 feet of frontage along Mission Street and 122 feet of frontage along Oliver Street within the Excelsior
Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Zoning District, the Fringe Financial Services Restricted
Use District, and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. The site is an approximately 11,602 square foot lot. The
Project Site is developed with a two-story building containing five commercial spaces at the ground floor
and six residential units above. The commercial space was last occupied by a boutique retail shop.

SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD

The surrounding neighborhood is predominantly comprised of single-family homes; however, there are
many fully commercial buildings and mixed-use residential buildings along the Mission Street corridor.
The two directly adjacent properties are a residential property and a religious institution.

BACKGROUND
e On October 10, 2020, the Project Sponsor filed the Application with the Department.

e On June 10, 2021, the San Francisco Planning Commission (“Commission”) conducted a duly
noticed public hearing and considered the Application. At this hearing, the Commission voted 4-2
(Tanner and Fung against; Chan absent) to approve the Project.

CONDITIONAL USE AUTHORIZATION REQUIREMENTS

Planning Code Section 303 establishes criteria for the Commission to consider when reviewing all
applications for Conditional Use approval. To approve the project, the Commission must find that these
criteria have been met:

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

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

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

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

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

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

3. That such use or feature as proposed will comply with the applicable provisions of this Code and
will not adversely affect the General Plan.

4. That such use or feature as proposed will provide development that is in conformity with the stated
purpose of the applicable Use District.

SAN FRANCISCO 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Conditional Use Authorization Appeal Board File No. 210801

Hearing Date: July 27, 2021 Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA
5801 MISSION ST

In addition, Planning Code Section 303(w) outlines additional findings for the Commission when
reviewing proposals for new Cannabis Retail establishments.

1. The Commission shall consider “the geographic distribution of Cannabis Retail Uses throughout
the City, the concentration of Cannabis Retail and Medical Cannabis Dispensary Uses within the
general proximity of the proposed Cannabis Retail Use, the balance of other goods and services
available within the general proximity of the proposed Cannabis Retail Use, any increase in youth
access and exposure to cannabis at nearby facilities that primarily serve youth, and any proposed
measures to counterbalance any such increase.”

APPELLANT ISSUES AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT RESPONSES
ISSUE 1: The Appellant expressed concern with the clustering of cannabis storefronts in District 11.

RESPONSE 1: The Planning Commission found that the project is appropriately distanced from other
cannabis storefronts and does not contribute to clustering.

In District 11, there are 3 existing Medical Cannabis Dispensaries, each operating with temporary
authorization to conduct adult use sales. The closest Medical Cannabis Dispensary to the Project Site is 5260
Mission Street, dba Mission Organic Services, and is approximately 3,143 feet from the Project. Planning
Code Section 202.2(a)(5)(B) states that a new Cannabis Retail Use shall not be located within a 600-foot
radius of a parcel for which a valid permit from the City’s Office of Cannabis for a Cannabis Retailer or a
Medicinal Cannabis Retailer has been issued. The Project meets this requirement. This application is the
first Cannabis Retail application that has been approved in District 11 since the legalization of adult use
cannabis in late 2017.

ISSUE 2: The proposed project is in an area with a high density of children, including a well-used
facility for school-age children located at the San Francisco Christian Center.

RESPONSE 2: The Planning Code establishes a buffer between Cannabis Retail locations and schools.
The Planning Code does not preclude Cannabis Retailers to be in an area with a high density of children.

Planning Code Section 202.2(a)(5)(B) states that a new Cannabis Retail Use shall not be located within a
600-foot radius containing an existing public or private School. The Planning Code’s definition of School
does not include facilities such as parks, preschools, or after-school programs. By providing a regulated,
legal market within the neighborhood, the proposed business would further discourage unregulated sales,
making youth access to cannabis products more restricted. Additionally, the Project has been designed to
be responsive to this condition by placing a waiting and check in area at the front of the tenant space,
ensuring that cannabis products are never visible from the exterior of the store. The Planning Commission
found that the Project will not increase youth access and exposure to cannabis.

ISSUE 3: There was a lack of appropriate outreach to monolingual residents.

SAN FRANCISCO 3
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Conditional Use Authorization Appeal Board File No. 210801
Hearing Date: July 27, 2021 Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA
5801 MISSION ST

RESPONSE 3: The Project Sponsor conducted outreach and noticing as required by the Planning Code
and the Office of Cannabis Good Neighbor Policy.

On November 13, 2020, the Project Sponsor held a Pre-Application Meeting and invited all Neighborhood
Organizations listed in the Crocker-Amazon and Outer Mission as of August 29, 2020. All immediately
adjacent neighbors were also notified by postal mail. On February 12, 2021, the Project Sponsor held an
Office of Cannabis Virtual Good Neighbor Meeting. All residents within 300 feet of the proposed site, as
well as all neighborhood groups within the Crocker-Amazon Neighborhood were notified by postal mail.
The notice was provided in English, Spanish, traditional Chinese, and Filipino. An additional Good
Neighbor Policy meeting, with the same groups notified, occurred on April 21, 2021. Finally, the June 10
Planning Commission hearing for the Project was properly noticed per the City’s language access rules,
including mailed, posted, and newspaper advertisements.

SUMMARY RESPONSE

The Appellant brings up the issue of cannabis storefront clustering in District 11. The Planning Commission
found that the Project meets the necessary buffering provisions from other cannabis uses. The Commission
also found that the Project contributes to a more balanced geographic distribution of Cannabis Retailers in
the City. The Appellant additionally brings up the issue of the Project’s proximity to youth. The Planning
Commission found that the site is not within 600 feet of a School, as defined by the Planning Code. Further,
the high regulation of cannabis facilities assuages the concerns of youth access. The final issue from the
Appellant deals with the lack of appropriate outreach to monolingual residents. The Project Sponsor
conducted all noticing and outreach as required by the Planning Code and the Office of Cannabis Good
Neighbor Policy, including mailing of notices for outreach meetings in English, Spanish, traditional
Chinese, and Filipino.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated in this document, in the attached Motion, and in the Planning Department case file,
the Planning Department recommends that the Board uphold the Planning Commission’s decision in
approving the Conditional Use Authorization for the Project.

SAN FRANCISCO 4
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From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

To: BOS Legislation. (BOS)

Subject: FW: Appeal of Conditional Use Authoarization - Proposed 5801 Mission Street Project - Appeal Hearing July 27,
2021

Date: Friday, July 16, 2021 9:19:56 AM

Attachments: image001.png

From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Sent: Friday, July 16, 2021 9:15 AM

To: 'rgittens@sfchristiancenter.org' <rgittens@sfchristiancenter.org>; 'ed.mat.brown@gmail.com'’
<ed.mat.brown@gmail.com>; 'heidihanley@yahoo.com’ <heidihanley@yahoo.com>;
'5801missionstreet@gmail.com’ <5801missionstreet@gmail.com>

Cc: PEARSON, ANNE (CAT) <Anne.Pearson@sfcityatty.org>; STACY, KATE (CAT)
<Kate.Stacy@sfcityatty.org>; JENSEN, KRISTEN (CAT) <Kristen.Jensen@sfcityatty.org>; Ryan, James
(DPW) <james.ryan@sfdpw.org>; Tse, Bernie (DPW) <bernie.tse@sfdpw.org>; Duran, Vanessa
(DPW) <vanessa.duran@sfdpw.org>; Wong, Jason (DPW) <jason.c.wongl@sfdpw.org>; Gibson, Lisa
(CPC) <lisa.gibson@sfgov.org>; Jain, Devyani (CPC) <devyani.jain@sfgov.org>; Varat, Adam (CPC)
<adam.varat@sfgov.org>; Navarrete, Joy (CPC) <joy.navarrete@sfgov.org>; Lynch, Laura (CPC)
<laura.lynch@sfgov.org>; Teague, Corey (CPC) <corey.teague@sfgov.org>; Sanchez, Scott (CPC)
<scott.sanchez@sfgov.org>; Sider, Dan (CPC) <dan.sider@sfgov.org>; Starr, Aaron (CPC)
<aaron.starr@sfgov.org>; lonin, Jonas (CPC) <jonas.ionin@sfgov.org>; Balba, Ryan (CPC)
<ryan.balba@sfgov.org>; Rosenberg, Julie (BOA) <julie.rosenberg@sfgov.org>; Longaway, Alec (BOA)
<alec.longaway@sfgov.org>; BOS-Supervisors <bos-supervisors@sfgov.org>; BOS-Legislative Aides
<bos-legislative_aides@sfgov.org>; Calvillo, Angela (BOS) <angela.calvillo@sfgov.org>; Somera, Alisa
(BOS) <alisa.somera@sfgov.org>; Mchugh, Eileen (BOS) <eileen.e.mchugh@sfgov.org>

Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 5801 Mission Street Project - Appeal
Hearing July 27, 2021

Greetings,
The Office of the Clerk of the Board has scheduled for a remote hearing Special Order before the
Board of Supervisors on July 27, 2021, at 3:00 p.m. Please find linked below an appeal letter

regarding the proposed 5801 Mission Street project, as well as direct links to the Public Work’s
determination letter, and an informational letter from the Clerk of the Board.

Appeal Letter - July 12, 2021
Public Work’s Letter - July 15, 2021
Clerk of the Board Letter - July 15, 2021

Please find the following link to the hearing notice for this matter.

Public Hearing Notice - July 16, 2021

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

Board of Supervisors File No. 210801
Best regards,

Lisa Lew

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

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

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

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

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

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

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

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


https://sfgov.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=5033046&GUID=57934EDF-CBF2-48C2-BCFD-35C614BB0A0C&Options=ID|Text|&Search=210801
mailto:lisa.lew@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681

City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
Sent via Email and/or U.S. Postal Service

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San
Francisco will hold a remote public hearing to consider the following appeal and said public
hearing will be held as follows, at which time all interested parties may attend and be heard:

Date: Tuesday, July 27, 2021
Time: 3:00 p.m.

Location: REMOTE MEETING VIA VIDEOCONFERENCE
Watch: www.sfqovtv.org

Watch: SF Cable Channel 26, 78 or 99 (depending on your provider) once
the meeting starts, the telephone number and Meeting ID will be
displayed on the screen.

Public Comment Call-In: https://sfbos.org/remote-meeting-call

Subject: File No. 210801. Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the
approval of a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Sections 202.2,
303, and 720 of the Planning Code, for a proposed project at 5801
Mission Street, Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 64725, Lot No. 001, identified
in Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA, issued by the Planning
Commission by Motion No. 20933, dated June 10, 2021, to allow cannabis
retail use measuring approximately 2,055 square feet, with no on-site
smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products, on the first floor of an existing
two-story mixed use building within the Excelsior Outer Mission Street
Neighborhood Commercial Zoning District, the Fringe Financial Services
Restricted Use District, and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. (District 11)
(Appellant: Pastor Roderick Gittens, on behalf of the San Francisco
Christian Center) (Filed July 12, 2021)

DATED ~ MAILED ~ EMAILED ~ POSTED: July 16, 2021



Hearing Notice - Conditional Use Appeal
5801 Mission Street

Hearing Date: July 27, 2021

Page 2

On March 17, 2020, the Board of Supervisors (Board) authorized their Board and
Committee meetings to convene remotely and allow remote public comment via
teleconference. Effective June 29, 2021, the Board and staff began to reconvene for in-
person Board proceedings. Committee meetings will continue to convene remotely until
further notice. Visit the SFGovTV website at (www.sfgovtv.org) to stream the live meetings,
or to watch meetings on demand.

PUBLIC COMMENT CALL-IN

WATCH: SF Cable Channel 26, 78 or 99 (depending on your provider) once
the meeting starts, the telephone number and Meeting ID will be

displayed on the screen; or

VISIT: https:/Isfbos.org/remote-meeting-call

In accordance with Administrative Code; Section 67.7-1, persons who are unable to attend
the hearing on this matter may submit written comments prior to the time the hearing begins.
These comments will be made as part of the official public record in this matter and shall be
brought to the attention of the Board of Supervisors. Written comments should be addressed
to Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244,
San Francisco, CA, 94102 or sent via email (board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org). Information
relating to this matter is available in the Office of the Clerk of the Board or the Board of
Supervisors’ Legislative Research Center (https://sfbos.org/leqgislative-research-center-Irc).
Agenda information relating to this matter will be available for public review on

Friday, July 23, 2021.

For any questions about this hearing, please contact one of the Legislative Clerks:

Lisa Lew (lisa.lew@sfgov.org ~ (415) 554-7718)
Jocelyn Wong (jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org ~ (415) 554-7702)

Please Note: The Department is open for business, but employees are working from home.
Please allow 48 hours for us to return your call or email.

LAQ@
Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

ll:;jw:ams

DATED ~ MAILED ~ EMAILED ~ POSTED: July 16, 2021



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

BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227
PROOF OF MAILING
Legislative File No. 210801

Description of Items: Hearing - Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization Approval - 5801
Mission Street - 257 Notices Mailed.

[, John Bullock , an employee of the City and
County of San Francisco, mailed the above described document(s) by depositing the
sealed items with the United States Postal Service (USPS) with the postage fully
prepaid as follows:

Date: July 16, 2021
Time: 0935
USPS Location: Repro Pick-up Box in Building Management's Office (Rm 8)

Mailbox/Mailslot Pick-Up Times (if applicable): N/A

Instructions: Upon completion, original must be filed in the above referenced file.

256 Mailings and Letter Memo/Notice to Appellant



From: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

To: Ko, Yvonne (CPC); Yeund. Tony (CPC)

Cc: BOS-Operations; BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: APPEAL FILING FEE PICKUP: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 5801 Mission Street Project -
Appeal Hearing July 27, 2021

Date: Friday, July 16, 2021 10:05:17 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Fee Waiver App.pdf
Appeal Check Pickup.doc

Hi Yvonne and Tony,

The check for the appeal filing fee for the Conditional Use Authorization appeal of the proposed
5801 Mission Street project, is ready to be picked up at the Clerk’s Office, Monday through Friday
from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. A fee waiver was filed with this project as attached.

Ops,
Check No. 010 should be in your possession currently. Please have Planning sign the attached pick
up form and scan it to leg clerks when completed.

Thank you.

Lisa Lew

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

From: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>

Sent: Friday, July 16, 2021 9:20 AM

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>

Subject: FW: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed 5801 Mission Street Project -
Appeal Hearing July 27, 2021
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mailto:yvonne.ko@sfgov.org
mailto:Tony.Yeung@sfgov.org
mailto:bos-operations@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:lisa.lew@sfgov.org
http://www.sfbos.org/
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=104
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681

ol




PAGE2 | APPLICATION - BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVER

RVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVER
0D ORGANIZATIONS

Appellant’s Information

Name:  Pastor Roderick Gittens

Address: Email Address; Tgittens@sfchristiancenter.org

5825—5845 Mission Telephone:  415-584-5515 ext. 20

Neighborhood Group Organization Information

Name of Organization: San Francisco Christian Center
Email Address:  cdillard@sfchristiancenter.or

5825—5845 MiSSiOH Telephone: 415-584—5515 ext. 13

Property Information

Project Address: 5801 Mission Street
Project Application (PRJ) Record No: 2020-007152CUA Building Permit No: 6472/ 001
Date of Decision (ifany):  JUNE 10’ 2021

Required Criteria for Granting Waiver
All must be satisfied; please attach supporting materials.

REQUIRED CRITERIA YES NO

The appellant is a member of the stated neighborhood organization and is authorized to file the appeal
on behalf of the organization. Authorization may take the form of a letter signed by the President or other
officer of the organization.

The appellant is appealing on behalf of an organization that is registered with the Planning Department and
that appears on the Department’s current list of neighborhood organizations.

The appellant is appealing on behalf of an organization that has been in existence at least 24 months prior
to the submittal of the fee waiver request. Existence may be established by evidence including that relating
to the organization’s activities at that time such as meeting minutes, resolutions, publications and rosters.

The appellant is appealing on behalf of a neighborhood organization that is affected by the project and that
is the subject of the appeal.

N NN

For Department Use Only
Application received by Planning Department:

By: A Date:

Submission Checklist:
[] APPELLANT AUTHORIZATION (] CURRENT ORGANIZATION REGISTRATION (] MINIMUM ORGANIZATION AGE
(] PROJECT IMPACT ON ORGANIZATION

(] WAIVER APPROVED ] WAIVER DENIED

V. 08.03.2018 SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT





1650 MISSION STREET, #400
SAN FRANCISCG, CA 94103
WWW.SFPLANNING.0RG

Pursuant to Planning Code Section 350(j)(3) and Ordinance No. 149-16, Section 4, the Planning Director shall
consideér and make determinations regarding applications for the authorization of a Board of Supervisors Appeal
Fee Waiver.

For questions, call 415.558.6377, email pic@sfgov.org; or visit the Planning Information Center (PIC) at 1660
Mission Street, San Francisco, where planners dre available to assist you.

Espatfiol: Si desea ayuda sobre como llenar esta solicitud en espaiiol, por favor lame al 415.575.9010. Tenga en
cuenta que el Departamento de Planificacion requerird al menos un dia-hdbil para responder

B NREHEEGERPUERENRFBERNER, BHE4155759010, FIEE, HEMPAFTEE
D—{AT{EERMEIFE,

Tagalog: Kung gusto mo ng tulong sa pagkumpleto ng application na ito sa Filipino, paki tawagan ang
415.575.9120. Paki tandaan na mangangailangan ang Planning Department ng hindi kukulangin sa isang araw na
pantrabaho para makasagot.

WHAT IS AN APPLICATION FOR A BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVER?

Planning Code Section 350(j)(3) and Ordinance No. 149-16, Section 4, establishes a waiver from the Board of Supervisor
Appeal fees if the appeal is filed by a neighborhood organization that has been in existence for 24 months prior to

the filing date of the request, is on the Planning Department’s neighborhood organization notification list and can
demonstrate to the Planning Director or his/her designee that the organization is substantially affected by the proposed
project.

WHO MAY APPLY FOR A DISCRETIONARY REVIEW FEE WAIVER?

Any individual or neighborhood group can file for a Board of Supervisors Appeal. Exact criteria for neighborhood group
organizations in order to qualify for a fee waiver are specified below:
o the appellant is a member of the stated neighborhood organization and is authorized to file the appeal on behalf
of the organization. Authorization may take the form of a letter signed by the President or other officer of the
organization;

o the appellant is appealing on behalf of the organization that is registered with the Planning Department and
that appears on the Planning Department’s current list of neighborhood organization. To determine if the
neighborhood group organization is registered with the Planning Department, visit http://sf-planning.org/
neighborhood-groups-map;

o the appellant is appealing on behalf of an organization that has been in existence at least 24 months prior to
the submittal of the fee waiver request. Existance may be established by evidence including that relating to the
organization’s activities at that time such as meeting minutes, resolutions, publications, website or roster; and

o the appellant is appealing on behalf of a neighborhood organization that is affected by the project and that is the
subject of the appeal.

HOW DO 1 SUBMIT THE APPLICATION?

If the requirements above are met, complete the following application, along with any necessary supporting materials,
and submit it to the Planning Information Center (PIC) at 1660 Mission Street, First Floor, San Francisco, CA 94013.

- A check must be made for the correct amount per the Planning Department Fee Schedule, payable to San Francisco
Planning Department. Once the Department determines that the requestor is eligible for the fee waiver, the Department
will mail the check back to the entity.

PAGE 1 | APPLICATION - BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPEAL FEE WAIVER V.08.03.2018 SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT









                                                                                                                                                     City Hall


                                                                                                                        1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244


           BOARD of SUPERVISORS
                                                                            San Francisco 94102-4689


                                                                                                                                              Tel. No. (415) 554-5184


                                                                                                                                              Fax No. (415) 554-5163


                                                                                                                                        TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227




July 16, 2021

File Nos. 210801-210804

Planning Case No. 2020-003223CUA

Received from the Board of Supervisors Clerk’s Office one check, in the amount of Six Hundred Sixty Five Dollars ($665), representing the filing fee paid by the Good Rural for the appeal of the Conditional Use Authorization for the proposed 5801 Mission Street project:


Planning Department


By:


___________________________________


Print Name


___________________________________


Signature and Date

_1037780967.doc
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Lisa Lew

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

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

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

(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and | can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working

remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.
Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.

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

To: Ryan, James (DPW
Cc: Tse, Bernie (DPW); Duran, Vanessa (DPW); Wong, Jason (DPW); PEARSON, ANNE (CAT); STACY, KATE (CAT);

JENSEN. KRISTEN (CAT); Gibson, Lisa (CPC); Jain, Devyani (CPC); Varat. Adam (CPC); Navarrete, Joy (CPC);
Lynch, Laura (CPC); Teague, Corey (CPC); Sanchez, Scott (CPC); Sider, Dan (CPC); Starr, Aaron (CPC); lonin,
Jonas (CPC); Balba, Ryan (CPC); Rosenberg. Julie (BOA); Longaway. Alec (BOA); BOS-Supervisors; BOS-

Leqislative Aides; Calvillo, Angela (BOS); Somera, Alisa (BOS); Mchugh, Eileen (BOS); BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization - Proposed Project at 5801 Mission Street - Verification of Signatures
Date: Monday, July 12, 2021 4:59:35 PM

Attachments: A%al Ltr 071221 .pdf
imhge001.pn

COB Ltr 071221 - Req Determination.pdf

Dear Mr. Ryan,

The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal of the Conditional Use Authorization for
the proposed project at 5801 Mission Street. The appeal was filed by Pastor Roderick Gittens, on
behalf of the San Francisco Christian Center on July 12, 2021.

Please find attached the appeal filing packet with signatures, and a letter requesting verification of
signatures submitted with the appeal filing.

Kindly review for verification of signatures and submit your determination no later than 5:00 p.m. on
July 15, 2021. Thank you.

Kind regards,

Lisa Lew

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

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

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

(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and | can answer your
questions in real time.
Due to the current COVID-19 health emergency and the Shelter in Place Order, the Office of the Clerk of the Board is working

remotely while providing complete access to the legislative process and our services.
S Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.
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City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-5184
Fax No. (415) 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. (415) 554-5227

BOARD of SUPERVISORS

July 12, 2021

James Ryan

Acting City and County Surveyor, Public Works
49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 300

San Francisco, CA 94103

Re: Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA
5801 Mission Street - Conditional Use Authorization Appeal

Dear Mr. Ryan:

The Office of the Clerk of the Board is in receipt of an appeal filed by Pastor Roderick Gittens, on
behalf of the San Francisco Christian Center, from the decision of the Planning Commission on
June 10, 2021, relating to an approval of a Conditional Use Authorization (Case No. 2020-
007152CUA) to allow a cannabis retail use with no on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis
products, on the first floor of an existing two-story mixed-use building within the Excelsior Outer
Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Zoning District, the Fringe Financial Services Restricted
Use District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. The proposed project is located at:

5801 Mission Street, Assessor’s Parcel Block No. 6472, Lot No. 001
By copy of this letter, the City and County Surveyor is requested to determine the sufficiency of the

signatures in regard to the percentage of the area represented by the appellant. Please submit
your determination no later than 5:00 p.m. on Thursday, July 15, 2021.

Sincerely,

Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

[l:jw:ams

c: Bernie Tse, Public Works Joy Navarrete, Planning Department
Vanessa Duran, Public Works Laura Lynch, Planning Department
Jason Wong, Public Works Corey Teague, Planning Department
Anne Pearson, Deputy City Attorney Scott Sanchez, Planning Department
Kate Stacy, Deputy City Attorney Dan Sider, Planning Department
Kristen Jensen, Deputy City Attorney Aaron Starr, Planning Department
Lisa Gibson, Planning Department Jonas lonin, Planning Commission
Devyani Jain, Planning Department Ryan Balba, Planning Department
Adam Varat, Planning Department Julie Rosenberg, Board of Appeals

Alec Longaway, Board of Appeals






Print Form

Introduction Form

By a Member of the Board of Supervisors or the Mayor

Time stamp

I hereby submit the following item for introduction (select only one): or meeting date

[] 1. For reference to Committee. (An Ordinance, Resolution, Motion, or Charter Amendment)

O] 2. Request for next printed agenda Without Reference to Committee.

3. Request for hearing on a subject matter at Committee.

[0 4. Request for letter beginning "Supervisor inquires”

[] 5. City Attorney request.

[] 6. Call File No. from Committee.

L] 7. Budget Analyst request (attach written motion).

[] 8. Substitute Legislation File No.

[] 9. Reactivate File No.

[]  10. Question(s) submitted for Mayoral Appearance before the BOS on

Please check the appropriate boxes. The proposed legislation should be forwarded to the following:
[1 Small Business Commission [1 Youth Commission [1 Ethics Commission

[] Planning Commission [] Building Inspection Commission

Note: For the Imperative Agenda (a resolution not on the printed agenda), use a Imperative Form.

Sponsor(s):

Clerk of the Board

Subject:

Hearing - Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization Approval - 5801 Mission Street

The text is listed below or attached:

Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the approval of a Conditional Use Authorization pursuant to Sections
202.2, 303, and 720 of the Planning Code, for a proposed project at 5801 Mission Street, Assessor’s Parcel Block
No. 6472, Lot No. 001, identified in Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA, issued by the Planning Commission by
Motion No. 20933, dated June 10, 2021, to allow cannabis retail use measuring approximately 2,055 square feet,
with no on-site smoking or vaporizing of cannabis products, on the first floor of an existing two-story mixed use
building within the Excelsior Outer Mission Street Neighborhood Commercial Zoning District, the Fringe Financial
Services Restricted Use District, and a 40-X Height and Bulk District. (District 11) (Appellant: Pastor Roderick
Gittens, on behalf of the San Francisco Christian Center) (Filed July 12, 2021)
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Signature of Sponsoring Supervisor:

For Clerk's Use Only:
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