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From: Chi Chow Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 1:39:48 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Chi Chow Wong
chichoww@hotmail.com

746 Brunswick St

San Francisco , California 94112
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From: Amy Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 1:38:50 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Amy Wong
amy_wl1210@hotmail.com

746 Brunswick St

San Francisco , California 94112
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From: Oi Ying Lau

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 1:36:59 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Oi Ying Lau

oioi@gmail.com

746 Brunswick St

San Francisco , California 94112
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From: Yonglan Guan

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 1:29:11 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Yonglan Guan
Guanyonglan@gmail.com

40 Oliver St

San Francisco, California 94112
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From: Yaobin Xie

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 1:28:06 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Yaobin Xie
windyswitch@gmail.com

40 Oliver St

San Francisco, California 94112
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From: sfwing@yahoo.com

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 1:25:53 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

sfwing@yahoo.com
707 Brunswick St
San Francisco, California 94112
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From: Lishao Mai

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 11:47:08 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Lishao Mai

sflishao@yahoo.com

707 Brunswick street

San Francisco , California 94112
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From: Ming Wang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 11:05:24 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Ming Wang
ppwong44@gmail.com
Ambiance drive

North Potomac , Maryland 20878


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Mindy Chiu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 9:35:57 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Mindy Chiu
mindychiu@hotmail.com

47 Seminole Ave

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Paul Zhu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Friday, July 23, 2021 10:33:01 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Paul Zhu

paulzhu77@gmail.com

31 Whittier Street

San Francisco , California 94122


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Mindy Huang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Friday, July 23, 2021 9:28:17 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Mindy Huang
mal82@pacbell.net

212 lobos st

San Francisco , California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Winnie Zhang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Friday, July 23, 2021 9:17:47 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Winnie Zhang
lonizhang@yahoo.com

174 Laura St

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Kwai lan YungChiu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Friday, July 23, 2021 8:55:55 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Kwai lan YungChiu
ceciliachiu8@yahoo.com

1418 38th Ave

San Francisco , California 94122


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Chengjian Ma

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Friday, July 23, 2021 7:55:50 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Chengjian Ma
Maria.reservice@gmail.com
636 savoy ct

Walnut creek, California 94598


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Michelle Siu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: 5801 Mission Street Cannabis Dispensary
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 6:04:26 PM

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

| do not agree with the opening of a new cannabis dispensary at 5801 Mission Street. This
dispensary poses a possible threat to the well being of families attending San Francisco
Christian Center and to the children walking home from Longfellow Elementary and San
Francisco Christian School. The dispensary will also create more traffic and further issues
with parking that are already present in the neighborhood. The Muni will constantly be
blocked by people double parking. Down Mission already exists 2 dispensaries, therefore there
isno need for another at 5801 Mission Street.

Michelle Siu


mailto:miysiu80461@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: ethansiu2854

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: 5801 Mission Street Cannabis Dispensary
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 5:51:23 PM

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

| disagree with the opening of a new cannabis dispensary at 5801 Mission Street. Doing so
will create potentially dangerous scenarios for families and children attending church. Many
children pass by from school and for no reason should they be put at risk. Traffic will
generally increase as people double park and such only adding on to the parking issue. There
are 2 dispensaries down Mission a few blocks away. The community does not wish for a new
dispensary at 5801 Mission Street.

Ethan Siu


mailto:ethansiu2854@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: chuck siu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: 5801 Mission Street Cannabis Dispensary
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 5:44:24 PM

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

| object to the opening of a new cannabis dispensary at 5801 Mission Street. Opening one will
only cause problems for the families attending church and the children attending after school
programs at the church from school. Car related issues will only stack onto already present
issues for the community. Two dispensaries are already present a few blocks down Mission. |
hope the board considers the communities position by not allowing a dispensary to open at
5801 Mission Street.

Chuck Wah Siu


mailto:chuckwahsiu@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: Gilbert Lam

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 4:35:43 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Gilbert Lam
lamyauman@126.com
Ney/Congdon

San Francisco , California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Connie Lam

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 3:43:42 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Connie Lam
minngai@gmail.com
Ney/Congdon

San Francisco , California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Daniel Liu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 2:00:13 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Daniel Liu
daniel1983821@yahoo.com
5820 mission st

San francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Qifang Yu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 1:50:11 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Qifang Yu
thompsonjared2019@gmail.com
1666 31st ave

San Francisco, California 94122


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: XIAOQING YANG

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 1:46:20 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

XIAOQING YANG
USAIAYANG@YAHOO.COM
5871 Mission St, #11

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Eei bi Carl

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 1:03:17 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Fei bi Carl
j39301@gmail.com

5825 Mission st

SF, California 94112 ,Ca


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Rong Ti Liu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 10:47:21 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Rong Ti Liu
rongtliu.1970@gmail.com

728 Cayuga Avenue

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Dong Mei Yu

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 10:39:36 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Dong Mei Yu
dongmyu.1969@gmail.com

728 Cayuga Avenue

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Ebony Manion

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 10:29:57 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Ebony Manion
ebomal@yahoo.com
5314 Belvedere Street
Oakland, California 94601


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: lvan Wachter

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 9:14:35 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

4) The substantial increase in crime that is well documented by SFPD in the location of the
existing cannabis dispensaries located on the 5200 block of Mission St.

FMER LU TERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIERHL AR H EEE:
1) &7 - BAYES 11 EEE =B AR5,

2) fhirESEENRE AiEMNESILEERP LSRR ER
) MZHE—E-BREMNEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacion de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacion bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Ivan Wachter
iwachter@sfchristiancenter.org

66 Oliver ST

SAN FRANCISCO, California 94112-4017


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Bram Goodwin

To: PrestonStaff (BOS)

Cc: Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Kilgore, Preston (BOS); David Goldman; Snyder, Jen (BOS); Ashsf Almastri;
RonensStaff (BOS)

Subject: Please support the opening of 2 Cannabis Dispensaries before the BOS on Tuesday

Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 8:06:37 AM

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

Dean,

Hopeiswell with you, your family. Thanks again for al your work in keeping us safe, putting in protections to help
the most vulnerable of our SF Citizens.

On Tuesday, before the Board of Supervisors, are two Cannabis oriented appeals from the San Francisco Planning
Commission.

| am asking you to vote in favor of both Cannabis Retail Stores opening.

1. 5801 Mission St ... Thisisthethe relocation of Releaf Dispensary, @releafherbal_sf, one of the original Medical
Cannabis Dispensaries formerly located at Mission & 9th St .. It's lease was not renewed, due to the death of the
owner, the survivors not wanting to renew due to federal banking issues ... They have found a new location, got
approval from the SFPC .. A church group has appealed it to you ... Please affirm the SFPC yes vote, by voting for
them to open.

2.5Leland Ave ... This application dates to prior 2018 Cannabis Legalization ... They finally got a hearing, and as
usual there was opposition, again using stigmalogic ... The 5 Leland group followed all the rules, is 100% equity,
was recommended by staff, but on on a 4-3 vote was turned down ... Please vote to overturn the SFPC, allow them
to open.

Both groups are equity applicants, both groups are made of up SF folks who have been in the Cannabis business for
awhile, have done numerous good deeds for the citizens of SF. We know both ownership groups well, can vouch for
their committtment to the community.

Please vote to allow both of these locations to open, as most of the opposition is of the stigma variety ...
If you have any questions, need more information, please contact me.

Thank you,

bram

Bram Goodwin

photographer

Founder, San Francisco Socia Club
415.505.3686

twitter: bramgoodwin

linkedin: bramfoto


mailto:goodwin.bram@gmail.com
mailto:prestonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:preston.kilgore@sfgov.org
mailto:dcgoldman@gmail.com
mailto:jen.snyder@sfgov.org
mailto:ashbondi@hotmail.com
mailto:ronenstaff@sfgov.org

From: Nick Ames

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Calvillo. Angela (BOS)

Subject: Fwd: Appeal 5801 Mission Street, BOS File#210801

Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 11:02:20 PM

Attachments: 1604(b)(2) Household asset limits for equity applicants _ Office of Cannabis.pdf

Grant Deed on Jan 20, 2018.pdf
DPH Referral - 205 Frederick St - 2019-014133MIS[1].pdf
Releaf Personal Jury Lawsuit.pdf

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

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Nick Ames <nickames415@gmail.com>

Date: Sun, Jul 25, 2021 at 10:55 PM

Subject: Appeal 5801 Mission Street, BOS File#210801

To: <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>, <jocelyn.wong@sfgov.org>, <angela.cavillo@sfgov.org>
Cc: <jumpstreet1983@gmail.com>, <josephine8zhao@gmail.com>, <info@aaece.org>,
<fitzpatrick.delia@gmail.com>

Hello, my nameisNick Amesand | live near 5801 Mission Street and | support the appeal of
5801 Mission Street.

I would like to inquire if the equity applicant, Heidi Hanley, has met the asset test requirements for a
cannabis equity applicant.

According to Office of Cannabis guidelines, an equity applicant must meet the requirement test
requirements (see attached). For example, a household size of 4 cannot have assets above
$319,750.

Through public records, the equity applicant purchased in November 2018, the Ashbury Market at
205 Frederick Street, SF for approximately $100,000.

In addition, the equity applicant owns a percentage of the industrial property located at 2089 Ingalls
Street, SF. According to the grant deed on Jan 20, 2018, 2089 Ingalls LLC (which consisted of
managing members: Dale Hanley, Adeleid (Heidi) Hanley, and Sesan LLC) transferred ownership of
the commercial condo located 2089 Ingalls, unit 4 at a value of $985,000 and procured a hard
money loan of $595,000 which would imply an equity of $390,000 at the time of 2/2/2018.

| am unsure that the equity applicant meets the asset test requirements established by the office of
cannabis. | also respectfully request that the proposed cannabis store at 5801 Mission Street be
postponed until more due diligence can be conducted to ensure the equity applicant meets the
asset requirements.


mailto:nickames415@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
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mailto:nickames415@gmail.com
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mailto:angela.cavillo@sfgov.org
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7/24/2021 1604(b)(2) Household asset limits for equity applicants | Office of Cannabis

1604(b)(2) Household asset
limits for equity applicants

Asset Test Requirements

Pursuant to Police Code, Article 16, Section 1604(b)(2), Equity Program
Applicants are required to have assets at limits established by the Office
of Cannabis.

1604(b)(2): Asset Test

1. Asset Limits and Requirements

a. The Office will consider applicants with net assets at, or below,
three times the 80% median unadjusted area median income for
the previous year, by Household size. For 2020, these limits are
as follows:

2020 ASSET LIMITS AND REQUIREMENTS PER HOUSEHOLD

Household 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

size

80% AMI 74,600 85,250 95,900 106,550 | 115,100 | 123,600 | 132,100 | 140,650 | 149,200
3X 223,800 | 255,750 | 287,700 | 319,650 | 345,300 | 370,800 | 396,300 | 421,950 | 447,600

b. Examples of liquid accounts that shall be disclosed include but
are not limited to, saving accounts, checking accounts,
certificates of deposit, money market accounts, stocks, trusts,
and gifts.

(el

. Qualified retirement accounts and an applicant's primary
residence shall be excluded for purposes of the calculation, but
other forms of real estate shall be included. Such retirement
accounts are limited to accounts that are intended for retirement
and that would incur a penalty if withdrawn before a specified
retirement age per each account.

d. Applicants are required to submit no less than three current and
consecutive statements from every liquid asset account or
personal cash holdings, including all custodial accounts held for

https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/node/2693
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minors.

e. The Director may consider granting an exemption on a one-time
basis to applicants with assets that marginally exceed this
measure.

2. Household Definition and
Requirements
a. As defined in Planning Code Section 401, and for the purpose of

qualifying, a Household is defined as any person or persons who
reside or intend to reside in the same residence

b. All Spouses or Domestic Partners must be included in the
Household and must appear in the submission content.

[a]

. All Household members who are under 18 years of age must be
the legal dependent of an adult Household member, except in
the case of emancipated minors, as claimed on the most recent
income tax return, or legal minor children of title holders.

d. Pregnant applicants will only be counted as two Household
members with verifiable medical documentation.

e. Temporarily absent Household members who intend to live in
the residence upon return may be considered, if verifiable
documentation supporting their absence is provided. Such
Household members include, but are not limited to, Household
members serving temporarily in the armed forces, or who are
temporarily institutionalized.

f. Live-in assistants and foster children will not be counted toward
Household size.

Limits Effective: June 2, 2021

Comment period start date
March 16, 2018

Comment period end date
March 30, 2018

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Place, Room 018, San Francisco, CA 94102 415-554-4420

© City & County of San Francisco

https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/node/2693 2/3
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Recording Requested by ' San Francisco Rssessor-Recorder

56604~1493616-17 Carmen Chu, Assessor=-Recorder
' DOC- 2018-K575069-00

' Check Number 5412
Friday, FEB 02, 2018 14 54 31

When Recorded Mail to Tl Pd §6,743.00  Rept # 0005756252
Dale Hanley and Adelheid Hanley oke/KC/1-8
Sesan LIC

1837 Cleveland Ct, Concord CA 94521 o '"'b
M
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) Block 4812 ot 030
2089 Ingalls St, #4 SF CA 94124

Street Address

GRANT DEED
(Please fill iIn Document Title(s) above this line)

This document i1s exempt from the $75 Building Homes and Jobs Act Fee (per Government Code
§27388 1) because

Document is a transfer of real property subject to the imposition of transfer tax

[0 Document is a transfer of real property that I1s a residential dwelling to an owner-occupier

[ Document i1s recorded in connection with an exempt transfer of real property (1 e, subject to
transfer tax or owner-occupied) If not recorded concurrently, provide recording date and
document number of related transfer document

Recording date Document Number

O The $225 per transaction cap i1s reached

1 Document is not related to real property

This page added to provide adequate space for recording information
(additional recording fee applies)





Recording Requested By

North American Title Company, Inc
File No 56604-1493616-17

AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO
Name Dale Hanley and Adelheid Hanley
Street Address
City & State
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

Situs Property Address 2089 Ingalis Street, #4, San Francisco, CA 94124
Lot Number 4812 Block Number 030 APN: BLK: 4812 LOT: 030

GRANT DEED File No 56604-1493616-17

The Undersigned Grantor(s) Dedlare(s) DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX $6,698 00 , CITY TRANSFER TAX $NONE,
[ X ] computed on the consideration or full value of property conveyed, OR

[ ] computed on the consideration or full value less value of liens and/or encumbrances remaining at time of sale,
[ ] unincorporated area, [ X] City of San Franasco, and

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which 1s hereby acknowledged, 2089 Ingalls LLC, a California
limited liability company

hereby GRANTS TO Dale Hanley and Adelheid Hanley, husband and wife, as joint tenants, as to an

undivided 50% interest and Sesan LLC, a California limited liability company, as to an undivided
50% interest, all as Tenants in common.

the following described property in the City of San Francisco, County of San Francisco, State of California

LEGAL DESCRIPTION ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT "A" AND MADE A PART HEREOF

Dated January 30, 2018





2089 Ingalls LLC, a Califorma hmited liability
company

By

Name Dale Hanley
Title Managing Member

Name Adelheid Hanley
Title Managing member

By @t&éU\S\
O

By Sesan LLC, a California imited liability
company

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Teresita S Montalvo
Title Managing Member

By Community First USA, a California
imited liability company

o

Name Paul LeJoy v
Title Managing Member





2089 Ingalls LLC, a California hmited hiability
company

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Dale Hanley
Title Managing Member

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Adelheid Hanley
Title Managing member

By Sesan LLC, a California imited liability
company

/
By @&

¥
Namd Teresita S Moﬁ{alvo
Title Managing Member

By Community First USA, a California
limited liabilbity company

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Paul LeJoy
Title Managing Member





APN BLK 4812 LOT 030 File No 56604-1493616-17

A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate venfies only the identity of the
individual who signed the document to which this
certificate 1s attached, and not the truthfulness,
accuracy, or vahdity of that document

STATE OF CBUJokN . yss
COUNTY OF Shrviftantlcs
On 1/31]1¢ __, before me, L\MW Zarbs , Notary

Public, personally appeared " DALE Hanley AOZLHE(D fnwizey
, who proved to me on tihe basis of satisfactory evidence to be

the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they
executed the same n his/her/their authonzed capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument
the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is true
and correct

WITNESS my hand and official seal

Signature lég g g i

WILLY SANTOS

N\ COMM # 2089929 =
JENRE NOTARY PUBLIC @ CALIFORNIA g
SAN MATEO COUNTY -
Comm Exp DEC 12,2018

This area for official notanal seal





APN BLK 4812 LOT 030 File No 56604-1493616-17

A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate verifies only the identity of the

indwvidual who signed the document to which this
certificate s attached, and not the truthfulness,
acauracy, or validity of that document.

STATE OF Lour;i jand )SS

COUNTY OF cLeans ) —_—

on_amary 3l, 2% , before me, Jﬂhr\ W ‘UOﬂdoom , Notary

Public, personally appeared TJevesi a_ & Moatalvp
, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be

the person(s) whose name(s) isfare subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they
executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument
the person(s), or the enhty upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument

Lguisiona
I certfy under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of Gahzgﬂma-mat the foregoing paragraph is true
and correct

WITNESS my hand and official seal A\/E John W Norwood IV
L?:,"‘ J  Notary Public for Lowisiana
Siazd

Slg}&reﬂfrn CJ‘ 77 otary ID No 81880

Comnusstoned for Life

This area for official notanal seal





A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual
who signed the document to which this certificate 1s attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or
vahdity of that document

State of California

County of M% A

On 7’} | /} [ g before me, Willy Santos, Notary Public personally appeared

Do l&J@)/

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) 1s/are
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same 1n
his/her/their authonized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California the foregoing
paragraph 1s true and correct

WITNESS my hand and official seal

IND e

Signature of Notary Public o

WILLY SANTOS
; COMM # 2089929 =
R} NOTARY PUBLIC ®CALIFORNIA @

SAN MATEO COUNTY -
Comm Exp DEC 12 2018

My commuisston expires on 12/12/2018
Commussion number 2089929





APN BLK 4812 LOT 030 File No 56604-1493616-17

EXHIBIT A

PARCEL A

CONDOMINIUM UNIT NO 4, LOT NO 30, AS SHOWN UPON THE CONDOMINIUM MAP AND DIAGRAMMATIC
FLOOR PLAN ENTITLED "PARCEL MAP OF 2089 INGALLS STREET, A COMMERCIAL CONDOMINIUM" WHICH WAS
FILED FOR RECORD ON MAY 3, 1983 IN PARCEL MAP BOOK 25, AT PAGES 84-86, INCLUSIVE, IN THE OFFICE
OF THE RECORDER OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA (REFERRED TO
HEREIN AS THE MAP), AND AS FURTHER DEFINED IN THE ENABLING DECLARATION ESTABLISHING A PLAN
FOR COMMERCIAL CONDOMINIUM OWNERSHIP OF 2089 INGALLS STREET OWNERS' ASSOCIATION RECORDED
ON MAY 5, 1983 IN BOOK D520, PAGE 507 AND FOLLOWING, AND ALSO RECORDED ON JUNE 3, 1983 IN BOOK
D533, PAGE 1271 AND FOLLOWING, WHICH WAS RERECORDED ON JUNE 24, 1983 IN BOOK D542, PAGE 727
AND FOLLOWING, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
(REFERRED TO HEREIN AS THE DECLARATION)

EXCEPTING THEREFROM, ANY PORTION OF THE COMMON AREA LYING WITHIN SAID UNIT
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM

(A) EASEMENTS THROUGH SAID UNIT, APPURTENANT TO THE COMMON AREA AND ALL OTHER UNITS, FOR
SUPPORT AND REPAIR OF THE COMMON AREA AND ALL OTHER UNITS

(B) EASEMENTS, APPURTENANT TO THE COMMON AREA FOR ENCROACHMENT UPON THE AIR SPACE OF THE
UNIT BY THOSE PORTIONS OF THE COMMON AREA LOCATED WITHIN THE UNIT

PARCEL B

AN UNDIVIDED 25 08% INTEREST IN AND TO THE COMMON AREA AS SHOWN ON THE MAP AND DEFINED IN
THE DECLARATION, EXCEPTING THEREFROM THE FOLLOWING

(A) EXCLUSIVE EASEMENTS, AS SHOWN ON THE MAP AND EXCEPTED TO UNITS FOR USE AS DEFINED IN THE
DECLARATION, AND

(B) NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENTS APPURTENANT TO ALL UNITS FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS, SUPPORT, REPAIR
AND MAINTENANCE

PARCEL C

A NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT APPURTENANT TO PARCEL A ABOVE FOR SUPPORT, REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE,
AND FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS THROUGH THE COMMON AREA IN ACCORDANCE WITH CALIFORNIA CIVIL
CODE SECTION 1361(A)"

PARCEL D

ENCROACHMENT EASEMENTS APPURTENANT TO THE UNIT IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE
DECLARATION






Application #:

9991901680 Date Filed: 7/12/2019

X 01 9-0)4133 S

HEALTH DEPARTMENT USE ONL

<1 7/15/2019

Date to Zoning

7/17/2019

Inspector: -

.1 Amelia Castelli

s

Date from Zoning:

‘Inspector Email:

Amelia.Castelli@sfdph.org

Please submit to:
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

EHreferrals@sfdph.org - (415) 252-3800

Zoning Referral for Health Permit

1 Busmess Informatlon

P

DCP
FEE

RECEIVED

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BRANCH
1390 Market Street, Suite 210, San Francisco, CA 94102

205 FREDERlCK ST

'Flrst/Ground Yes Second Yes
Third Floor - No

Other - No

HANLEY HOLD|NGS LLC

1a Is this a Change of Use? (May require neighborhood No
) notification.)
If yes, what is the existing use?
1b. Is this a Change of Ownership of an existing food facility? Yes
If yes, previous owner: bnjr lic
If yes, previous DBA: ashbury market
1c. Start Date of Food Operations: 4/2/2019
1d. Is the establishment vacant? No
VJ If yes, how long was the establishment vacant?
1e Do you propose to alter the interior or exterior of the No
: establishment?
If yes, what is the Building permit application number?
Is the business a Formula Retail chain or Franchise with 11 or
1f. more locations anywhere worldwide? The Planning Department | No
requires a Formula Retail Affidavit for Formula Retail chains.
1g. Does this business sell alcoholic beverages? Yes
Do you plan to sell off-sale alcohol? Yes
Do you have an ABC Type 20 or 21 license? Yes

2. Type of Food Business Operation: Market/General/Specialty Grocery

2a. Accessory Use (business within another business)?

No

2b. Days/Hours of Operation:

Mon 09:00-22:00 Tue 09:00-22:00 Wed 09:00-22:00 Thu
09:00-22:00 Fri 09:00-22:00 Sat 09:00-22:00 Sun 09:00-22:00

3 Appllcatlon Contact Information:

Adelheid Hanley

415)716-1027

resident

shburymarketsf@gmail.com

Adelheid Hanley

ADELHEID HANLEY

shburymarketsf@gmail.com

shburymarketsf@gmail.com

4162135626

JUL 18 2019

TY & COUNTY OF S.F.
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING





s \fPapeyig s ORiN ST RUDFSUDE e

PLANNING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

-.| DATE RECEIVED BY.PLANNING: -

L LCUENCY: s

F11/312NOTICECOMPLETE:
7 Yes O No

RECOMMENDATION:
\.”

\APPROVAL
"CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: "

Per Planning Code Section(s):

01 DISAPPROVAL

@mw@épﬁ’gj’ 4 Qoshudaies Can, 2R

| AUTHORIZATION:

‘;Date: ﬁ(@( 1 (,q
O@ ....... Phone: é%t ¥ 24

Signature:

Printed Name:

For more information regarding types of establishments, zoning, and Planning Code questions, you may go on-
line to www.sfplanning.org or contact the Planning Information Center (PIC) for more information:

Planning Information Center (PIC)
1660 Mission Street, First Floor

San Francisco CA 94103-2479

TEL:  415.558.6377

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT V.12.18.17
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SAN FRANCISCO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BRANCH

' 1390'Market Street Suite 210, San Francisco, CA 94102

https://www.sfdph.org/dph/EH/Food/
Phone: (415) 252-3800

Application for Food Permit to Operate

Business Account and Application Information

ltem 1 Business Account Number (BAN) 1100288
Iltem 2 | Business Name HANLEY HOLDINGS LLC
Iltem 3 | Organization Type Limited Liability Company
ltem 4 ! Business Start Date in San Francisco 04/02/2019
Iltem 5 Location Identification Number (LIN) 1217823-04-191
ltem6 | DBA Name ASHBURY MARKET
Iltem 7 | Business Location (Situs) 205 FREDERICK ST SAN FRANCISCO CA 94117
tem 8 | Recipient Name ADELHEID HANLEY
ltem 9 | Business Account Email Address ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
Item 10 | Business Account Contact Phone Number 4152135626
ltem 11 | Mailing Address PO BOX 31248, WALNUT CREEK, CA 94598
Iltem 12 | Application Number 9991901680
Item 13 | Application Submission Time 07/11/2019 9:00PM
Business Owner Information
ltem 1 | Owner Name ADELHEID HANLEY
ltem 2 | Owner Title &nbsp;
ltem 3 [Owner Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
ltem 4 [Owner Phone 4152135626
ltem 1 | Owner Name Dale Hanley
ltem 2 | Owner Title &nbsp;
tem 3 | Owner Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
ltem 4 | Owner Phone 4152135626
Application Background
Item 1 Is the Business Operating Now? Yes
ltem 2 Start Date of Food Operations: 04/02/2019
ltem 3 Is this a change of ownership of an existing food facility? Yes
Iltem 3.1 | Previous Business Owner Name bnjr lic
Item 3.2 | Previous DBA ashbury market
Iltem 4 Is this a change of use? (May require neighborhood notification) No

Type of Food Business

Formula Retail Affidavit for Formula Retail chains.

em 1 | Type of food business Market/General/Specialty Grocery
Item 2 oes this business sell alcoholic beverages? Yes
Food Preparation
Item 1 | Will this operation prepare food and/or beverages? No
ltem 2 | Will you be cooking food? No
ltem 3 | Does the facility have an exhaust hood used for cooking? No
- > - -

ltem 4 \‘:\gil:s);ou be hot holding foods? (e.g. steam table, hot holding cabinets or No
ltem 5 | Will you be cooking and then cooling large batches of food? No
ltem 6 | Will you be reheating foods to be hot held? No

Will all food/beverages that are stored, sold or provided be: Pre-packaged:;
Item 7 | Non-potentially hazardous; Contained in a floor space of food display less

than 25 square feet?
Iltem 8 | Types of Specialized Processes (Check All That Apply)

Facility Information

ltem 1 | Total square footage of area (includes storage and bathroom space) 1,600
ltem 2 | What floor of the building will the business occupy? (select all that apply) | Ground (First) Level :Second Level :
Item 3 | Number of seats available for customers? 0
ltem 4 | Number of restrooms? 1
Item 5 | Outdoor seating area? No
Item 6 | Outdoor food/drink service? No
Item 7 | Is the establishment vacant? No
Item 8 | Do you propose to alter the interior or exterior of the establishment? No

Is the business a Formula Retail Chain or franchise with 11 or more
Item 9 |locations anywhere worldwide? The Planning Department requires a No
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Operation Information

Accessory Use? (Business Within Another Business) The Planning

Item 1 Department may contact you regarding floor plans for your business.

No

Monday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Tuesday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Wednesday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Item 2 | Days/Hours of Operation Thursday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Friday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Saturday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Sunday Open 09:00 Close 22:00

Additional Information

Item 1 | Do You Plan on Using an Automated Point of Sale (POS) Station? Yes
Item 2_| Do You Plan to Use a Scale or Other Weighing &Measuring Device? Yes
Iltem 3 | Do You Plan to Sell Tobacco Products? No

Does Your Business Store or Plan to Store Carbon Dioxide or Nitrogen
Iltem 4 | Gas On-Site? (e.g. Tanks for Soda Dispensing Machine, Beer Drafts, or No
Liguid Nitrogen Ice Cream)

item 5 | Do You Plan to Sell Off-sale Alcohol? Yes
Iltem 6 |Do You Have a California Beverage Control (ABC) Type 20 or 21 License? | Yes
Item 7 | Do You Have a Public Pool or Spa? No

Supplemental Information

Item 1 |lIs this application for the San Francisco Unified School District? No
ltem 2 |is this application for a business located on San Francisco Port property? |No
Item 3 |is this application for a business located on state owned property? No
Are you a U.S. military veteran with an honorable discharge or release
ltem 4 A - No
who is a sole proprietor?
Uploded Documents
| tem 7 | Detailed Diagram or Floor Plan | abmfp 1.pdf
Fee Summary
Item 1 | DPH Application Fee $341.00
item 2 | Zoning Referral Fee $150.00
ltem 3 | Fire Referral Fee $125.00
APPLICATION FEE TOTAL $616.00

Declaration of Healthy and Safe Working Conditions

The Department of Public Health is responsible for ensuring healthy and safe conditions for those working and living in San
Francisco. Establishments permitted by the Department must remain compliant with all laws.

1. | understand that this business must comply with all local, state, and federal labor laws in order to obtain and maintain
a valid Permit To Operate from the Department. | affirm that as an operator of the above business, | am aware of and
agree to comply with the following laws when applicable to my business: San Francisco Labor CodesCalifornia Labor
Code Division 4 — Have and maintain Workers Compensation Insurance or be self-insuredCalifornia Labor Code
Division 2 — Employment Regulation and SupervisionCalifornia Labor Code Division 5 — Occupational Health and
SafetyAll other federal, state, and local labor codes

2. | will request my provider of Workers Compensation Insurance to designate as a “Certificate Holder” the SF
Environmental Health Branch at 1390 Market St., #210, San Francisco, CA 94102.

| agree to operate in accordance with all federal, state, and local regulations, laws and ordinances. | understand that permits
are not transferrable. | also understand that any construction, change of use, equipment change, menu change, and/or
structural alterations requires SFDPH EHB review and approval.

| declare under penalty of perjury that 1 have the legal authority to submit this application, and that the information provided
herein is true and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. | understand that any false or incomplete information
provided by me as part of this permit application may be considered cause to deny the application or later revoke the permit
that is granted. | understand that if the permit is granted, the business will be subject to inspections, fees, and penalties as
authorized by law.

Application Submitter Information

{tem 1 | Submitter Name | Adelheid Hanley






DocuSign Envekzpe ID: 436F0F49-8497-407B-A8C9-EFE79A19E638

ltem 2 | Submitter Title President
ltem 3_ | Submitter Phone (415)716-1027
Iltem 4 | Submitter Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com

Signer Requirements
-Sole Proprietor - Must be signed by sole proprietor
-Partnership - must be signed by general partner
-LLC - must be signed by managing member
-Corporation - must be signed by a person authorized by the corporation to sign on its behalf

gg_;nem Information

Item 1 _| Signer Name Adelheid Hanley
ltem 2 | Signer Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
Signature1

Signer2 Information

ltem 1 | Signer Name Dale Hanley
Item 2 | Signer Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com

Signature2
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SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT:
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO):
RELEAF HERBAL COOPERATIVE, INC. AND DOES 1 TO 10

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF:
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE):

SUM-100

FOR COURT USE ONLY
(SOLO PARA USO DE LA CORTE)

CHRISTOPHER GRANT

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard uniess you respond within 30 days. Read the information
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfheip), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. if you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property
may be taken without further warning from the court.

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
JAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su version. Lea la informacion a
continuacion.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le entreguen esta citacién y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandants. Una carta o una llamada telefénica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene que estar
en formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta.
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la corte y més informacion en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Califomia (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en fa
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en la corte que le quede més cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota de presentacién, pida al secretario de la corte
que le dé un formulario de exencion de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
podré quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mas advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. Es recomendable que llame a un abogado inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remisién a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios legales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitio web de California Legal Services, ,
(www lawhelpcalifornia.org), en e/ Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacién de $10,000 6 més de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesién de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the court is: . . CASE N
(El nombre y direccién de la corte es): Superior Court of San Francisco {Nomero - 1 8 - 5 6 7
Civic Center Court, 400 McAllister Street, San Francisco, CA 94102 O_ZZ

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
(El nombre, la direccién y el nimero de teléfono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es):

Adante D. Pointer, Esq. SBN 236229; 7677 Oakport Street, Suite 1120, Oakland, CA 94621; 510.839.5200

DATE: JUN 0 8 2018 DEPUTY CLERK Clerk.by ' .Deputy

(Fecha) (Secretaffo (Adjunto)
(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form ).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citation use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)). BOWMAN m

— NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
BEAL) 1. as an individual defendant.
2. [] as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):

3. [ on behalf of (specify):

under: (1 CCP 416.10 (corporation) CCP 416.60 (minor)
1 ccCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) CCP 416.70 (conservatee)
[] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [_] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
[ other (specify):
4. [_] by personal delivery on (date):

Pagetof 1
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use Code of Civil Procedure §§ 412.20, 465
Judicial Council of California SUMMONS WWW. o%s;llflnfo ca.gov

SUM-100 [Rev. July 1, 2009]
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PLD-PI-001
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY
Adante D. Pointer, Esq. SBN 236229
Law Offices of John L. Burris
7677 Oakport Street, Suite 1120
Oakland, CA 94621
TELEPHONENO: 51().839.5200 FAXNO. (optoral: 51(),839.3882
E-MAIL ADDRESS (optiona: adante.pointer@johnburrislaw.com F
ATTORNEY For (vame): Christopher Grant Superior Court of California
. County of San Francisco
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Francisco
street aporess: 400 McAllister Street
MAILING ADDRESS: JUN 0 8 2018

oy ano zie cone: San Francisco 94102 CLEE%Z{AE COURT

eranct Nave: Civic Center Court
BY& o
erk

PLAINTIFF: CHRISTPOHER GRANT
SOWMAR 1T

DEFENDANT: RELEAF HERBAL
COOPERATIVE, INC.

poEs1To 10
COMPLAINT—Personal Injury, Property Damage, Wrongful Death

[] AMENDED (Number):
Type (check all that apply):

MOTOR VEHICLE [ ] OTHER (specify):

Property Damage Wrongful Death
v _| Personal Injury Other Damages (specify):
Jurisdiction (check all that apply): CASE NUMBER:

[_] ACTION IS A LIMITED CIVIL CASE
Amount demanded [___] does not exceed $10,000

[ exceeds $10,000, but does not exceed $25,000
[v_] ACTION IS AN UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE (exceeds $25,000) CGC- 1 8 - 56 7 0 7 7
[_] ACTION IS RECLASSIFIED by this amended complaint

(1 from limited to unlimited
[ from unlimited to limited

1. Plaintiff (name or names): Christopher Grant
alleges causes of action against defendant (name or names):
Releaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc.
2. This pleading, including attachments and exhibits, consists of the following number of pages:

3. Each plaintiff named above is a competent adult
a. [_1 except plaintiff (name):
(1) [_1 a corporation qualified to do business in California
(2) [] an unincorporated entity (describe):
(3) (1 a public entity (describe):
(4) 1 aminor [_] an aduit
(a) [_] for whom a guardian or conservator of the estate or a guardian ad litem has been appointed
(b) [ other (specify):
(5) [_] other (specify):
b. [_] except plaintiff (name):
(1) (] a corporation qualified to do business in California
(2) [__] an unincorporated entity (describe):
(3) [ a public entity (describe):
4) (] aminor [_] an adult
(a) [_] for whom a guardian or conservator of the estate or a guardian ad litem has been appointed
(b) [ other (specify):
(5) [ other (specify):

1 information about additional plaintiffs who are not competent aduits is shown in Attachment 3. Page { of 3

Fi for Optional U: i Codi ivil Procedure, § 425.
o Approved for Optional Use COMPLAINT—Personal Injury, Property o of C | Procedure n,gm?gg

PLD-PI-001 [Rev. January 1, 2007] Damage, Wrongful Death
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PLD-PI-001
SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Grant v. ReLeaf
4. [ Plaintiff (name):
is doing business under the fictitious name (specify):
and has complied with the fictitious business name laws.
5. Each defendant named above is a natural person
a. except defendant (name): Releaf Herbal Coop. ¢. [__] except defendant (name):
6] a business organization, form unknown (1) [ a business organization, form unknown
(2) [ a corporation (2) [ a corporation
(3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe): (3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe):
(4) 1 a public entity (describe): (4) 1 a public entity (describe):
(5) [ other (specify): (5) [_] other (specify):
b. [1 except defendant (name): d. [] except defendant (name):
(1) [ a business organization, form unknown (1) [ a business organization, form unknown
(2) [ a corporation (2) [] a corporation
(3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe): (3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe):
(4) (1 a public entity (describe): (4) [] a public entity (describe):
(5) [ other (specify): (5) [ other (specify):

[ Information about additional defendants who are not natural persons is contained in Attachment 5.

6. The true names of defendants sued as Does are unknown to plaintiff.

a. Doe defendants (specify Doe numbers): 1 to 10 were the agents or employees of other
named defendants and acted within the scope of that agency or employment.

b. Doe defendants (specify Doe numbers):1 to 10 are persons whose capacities are unknown to
plaintiff.

7. [] Defendants who are joined under Code of Civil Procedure section 382 are (names):

8. This court is the proper court because
a. [] atleast one defendant now resides in its jurisdictional area.
b. [_] the principal place of business of a defendant corporation or unincorporated association is in its jurisdictional area.
c. injury to person or damage to personal property occurred in its jurisdictional area.

d. [] other (specify):

9. [] Piaintiff is required to comply with a claims statute, and
a. [_] has complied with applicable claims statutes, or

b. [ ] is excused from complying because (specify):

PLD-P1-001 [Rev. January 1, 2007] COMPLAINT—Personal injury, Property Page 2 of 3
Damage, Wrongful Death





PLD-PI-001

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Grant v. ReLeaf

10. The following causes of action are attached and the statements above apply to each (each complaint must have one or more
causes of action attached):
a. Motor Vehicle
b. General Negligence

. [_] Intentional Tort

. [ Products Liability

. [ Premises Liability

1 Other (specify):

[2]

o o

11. Plaintiff has suffered

wage loss

[_1 loss of use of property

hospital and medical expenses
general damage

[_] property damage

loss of eaming capacity

[] other damage (specify):

@m0 apop

12. [_] The damages claimed for wrongful death and the relationships of plaintiff to the deceased are
a. [__] listed in Attachment 12.
b. {__] as follows:

13. The relief sought in this complaint is within the jurisdiction of this court.
First Cause - General Negligence

14. Plaintiff prays for judgment for costs of suit; for such relief as is fair, just, and equitable; and for
a. (1) [/} compensatory damages
(2) (] punitive damages
The amount of damages is (in cases for personal injury or wrongful death, you must check (1)):
(1) [[~] according to proof
(2) [] in the amount of: $

15. [] The paragraphs of this complaint alleged on information and belief are as follows (specify paragraph numbers):

oue: 06| 09 /2015 /¢£ ‘Q 4
Adante D. Pointer, Esq. } - WE

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {SIGNATURE OF PLAINTIFF OR ATTORNEY)

PLD-PI001 [Rev. January 1, 2007] COMPLAINT—Personal Injury, Property Page3of3
Damage, Wrongful Death
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PLD-PI-001(2)

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Grant v. ReLeaf

First CAUSE OF ACTION—General Negligence  Page 4

(number)
ATTACHMENT TO Complaint [__] Cross - Complaint

(Use a separate cause of action form for each cause of action.)

GN-1. Plaintiff (name): Christopher Grant

alleges that defendant (name): ReLeaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc.

Does 1 to 10

was the legal (proximate) cause of damages to plaintiff. By the following acts or omissions to act, defendant
negligently caused the damage to plaintiff

on (date): April 20, 2016
at (place): Mission Street; 116 feet west of Laskie Street, San Francisco, CA

(description of reasons for liability):

Tony Aumoeualogo was working for ReLeaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc. on April 20, 2016. Mr.
Aumoeualogo enlisted the help of Mr. Grant to load items into his Dodge Ram for an event that
ReLeaf was having. Mr. Aumoeualogo was illegally stopped/parked on Mission Street in front of
the ReLeaf Club and was blocking a lane of traffic. Mr. Grant was loading the truck with another
person while Mr. Aumoeualogo was sitting inside of the truck. ReLeaf failed to utilize proper
loading procedures to ensure that Mr. Grant and others would be safe while loading and
unloading trucks. The strobe light on Mr. Aumoeualogo's truck and the cones were not adequate
and thereby led to Mr. Grant's leg being severed when another vehicle collided into Mr. Grant.

Page 1 of 1
. P 3
Form Approved for Optional Use CAUSE OF ACTION—General Negligence o0 o etz

PLD-PI-001(2) [Rev. January 1, 2007}
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—~Adante D. Pounter, £sq, SEN 356539 - oo mmoon and sdcrees)
Law Offices of John L. Burris
7677 Oakport Street, Suite 1120
Oakland, CA 94621
TeLeprone No: 510.839.5200
ATTORNEY FOR vame): Christopher Grant
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Francisco
streeT appRess: 400 McAllister Street
maiLing aporess: 400 McAllister Street

CM-010

FOR COURT USE ONLY

F

Superior Court of California
County of San Francisco

JUil 082018

raxno: 510.839.3889

. CLE FTHE COURT
CITY AND ZIP CODE: (S:a}n_Frénc1scoC94102 BY: , Ty
BRANCH NAME: 1VIC entel' Oul't » e e -
CASE NAME: WMA Wer
Grant v. ReLeaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc.
CIVIL CASE COER SHEET Complex Case Designation CASE NUMBER: 1 8 5 6 7 Q 7 7
v - -
mﬁd mﬁ (] counter [ 1 Joinder —C G C = =
demanded demanded is Filed with first appearance by defendant JUDGE:
exceeds $25,000)  $25,000 or less) {Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DEPT:

Iltems 1-6 below must be completed (see instructions on page 2).
1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:

Auto Tort Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation
Auto (22) ] Breach of contractiwarranty (06)  (Cal- Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured motorist (46) [_] Rule 3.740 collections (09) [_] Astitrust/Trade regulation (03)
Other PUPD/WD (Personal Injury/Property L Other collections (09) Construction defect (10)
Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort Insurance coverage (18) Mass tort (40)
Asbestos (04) Other contract (37) Securities litigation (28)
Product I:::Iity @) ) Real Property [ ] EnvironmentaliToxic tort (30)
Medical malpractice Eminent domain/inverse i i
[ other PPDMWD (23) condemnation (14) Boove horod provisional m'ly"so:{m oy the
Non-PUPD/WD (Other) Tort ] Wrongful eviction (33) types (41)
[1 Business tortunfair business practics (07) Other real property (26) Enforcement of Judgment
[_1 cwirights (08) Unlawful Detainer L1 Enforcement of judgment (20)
[ Defamation (13) Commercial (31) Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
L1 Fraud (16) Residential (32) L] rico@n
[ intellectual property (19) L] prugs 38 Other complaint (not specified above) (42)
[ Professional negiigence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Clvil Petition
[E—_—IlomMPVPDMD ort ) :::.:on re: a:m(::t))n award (11) Pa ""pi and fiod @
m » p
Wrongful termination (36) [ 1 writof mandate (02) L1 omer (not above) 43)

[ ] other employment (15) [1 other judicial review (39)
2. Thiscase | _|is isnot complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management:
a. |:| Large number of separately represented parties
b.[_] Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novet
issues that will be time-consuming to resolve
c. [_] substantial amount of documentary evidence

d[] Large number of withesses
e. [__] Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts
in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court

f. [_] Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
Remedies sought (check all that apply): a.[ v ] monetary b.[__] nonmonetary; declaratory or injunctive relief
Number of causes of action (specify): One

Thiscase [_lis is not a class action suit.

. If there are any related cases, file and serve a notice of related case.
Date: © (2307 2 Dl Y

Adante D. Pointel, Esq.

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

c.[Ipunitive

o0k

(SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY FOR PARTY}

NOTICE

« Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claims cases or cases fied
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Code). (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result
in sanctions. '

® File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local court rule.

* if this case is complex under rule 3.400 et seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all
other parties to the action or proceeding.

* Unless this is a collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes

Form Adoptad for Mendalory Use CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

CM-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007]

10f2

Cal. Rules of Court, rules 2.30, 3.220, 3.400-3.403, 3.740;
Cal. Standards of Judicial Administration, std. 3.10
wwnw.cowstinfo.ce.gov
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INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET CM-010
To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. If the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court.

To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit. A collections case does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Civil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex.

Auto Tort

Auto (22)-Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death

Uninsured Motorist (46) (if the
case involves an uninsured
motorist claim subject to
arbitration, check this item
instead of Auto)

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort

Asbestos (04)

Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal Injury/
Wrongful Death

Product Liability (not asbestos or
toxic/environmental) (24)

Medical Malpractice (45)

Medical Malpractice—
Physicians & Surgeons

Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice

Other PI/PD/WD (23)

Premises Liability (e.g., slip
and fall)

Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD
(e.g., assault, vandalism)

Intentional infliction of
Emotional Distress

Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Other PI/PD/WD

Non-PI/PD/WD (Other) Tort
Business Tort/Unfair Business
Practice (07)

Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,
false arrest) (not civil
harassment) (08)

Defamation {e.g., slander, libel)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)
Breach of Rental/Lease
Contract (not unlawful detainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Warranty Breach—Seller
Plaintiff (not fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty
Other Breach of Contract/Warranty
Collections (e.g., money owed, open
book accounts) (09)
Collection Case—Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Collections
Case
Insurance Coverage (not provisionally
complex) (18)
Auto Subrogation
Other Coverage

Other Contract (37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispute

Real Property

Eminent Domain/Inverse
Condemnation (14)

Wrongful Eviction (33)

Other Real Property (e.g., quiet title) (26)
Wirit of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Title
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landlordftenant, or
foreclosure)

Unlawfut Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residential (32)

Drugs (38) (if the case involves illegal
drugs, check this item; otherwise,

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type listed above) (41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Confession of Judgment (non-
domestic relations)
Sister State Judgment
Administrative Agency Award
(not unpaid taxes)
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes

Other Enforcement of Judgment
Case

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
RICO (27)
Other Complaint (not specified
above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
Injunctive Relief Only (non-
harassment)
Mechanics Lien
Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-tort/non-complex)
Other Civil Complaint
({non-tort/non-complex)
Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporate
Governance (21)
Other Petition (not specified

report as Commercial or Residential)
(13) Judicial Review ) éli,\?ilvle-l)agg)sment
Fraud (16) Asset Forfeiture (05) Workplace Violence
Inteliectual Property (19) Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11) Elder/Dependent Aduit
Professional Negligence (25) Writ of Mandate (02) Abuse
Legal Malpractice Writ-Administrative Mandamus Election Contest
Other Professional Malpractice Wirit-Mandamus on Limited Court Petition for Name Change
{not medical or legal) Case Matter Petition for Relief From Late
E IOther Nton-PIIPD/WD Tort (35) Wirit-Other Limited Court Case Claim
mploymen L Review ivi iti
Wrongful Termination (36) Other Judicial Review (39) Other Gl Petion
Other Employment (15) Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeal-Labor
Commissioner Appeals

CM-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007)
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In addition, the equity applicant claimed to ensure that protocols will be in place to protect the
surrounding community near 5801 Mission. Through public records, on April 20, 2016 (420 Party),
the equity applicant owned and managed Releaf Herbal (Medical Cannabis dispensary). Due to the
equity applicant failure to utilize proper safety loading procedures, an individual leg was severed.
Please see attached personal injury complaint and our community needs a more detailed safety
loading protocol to ensure this type tragedy will not happen again.

Please add this information to support the appeal of 5801 Mission Street



From: Yalu Jiao

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 10:55:11 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Yalu Jiao
hui.meng3588@gmail.com
5825-45 Mission St

CA , California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Xia Wang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 10:48:54 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Xia Wang
mh358@hotmail.com
5825-45 Mission St
CA, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Anita Siu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: 5801 Mission Street
Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 10:35:04 PM

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

| do not want the cannabis dispensary on 5801 Mission Street to open. The dispensary would
mean more cars in the area and cause traffic. There would be more cars double parking on the
streets. There are already 2 dispensaries that are a couple of blocks down from 5801 Mission
Street. There are many times where I've driven by there and there would be a small traffic
jam. Also, there does not need to be another dispensary when there are already two that are so
close by. I am worried that this dispensary might bring unwanted attention to my
neighborhood and make it more dangerous. Thisincrease in danger would be an
inconvenience to the community and would endanger children. There are always children that
pass by that are either walking to and from school. There is also groups of children from San
Francisco Christian School that walk by in order to get to the San Francisco Christian Center
for afterschool program. Thisiswhy | do not want the cannabis dispensary at 5801 Mission
Street.

- AnitaSiu


mailto:anitasiu19@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: winston siu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: 5801 Mission Street Cannabis Dispensary
Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 10:23:05 PM

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

| object to the opening of a new cannabis dispensary at 5801 Mission Street. Opening the
dispensary would only cause issues such as; creating dangerous situations for families
attending church or for the children of Longfellow Elementary and San Francisco Christian
School attending after school programs at San Francisco Christian Center, an increasein
vehicular activity that would lead to constant traffic, a constant halt to the Muni, already
apparent parking difficulties, and yet even more potentially dangerous situations for the
community. There exists 2 dispensaries afew blocks down Mission from 5801 Mission Street
therefore there truly is no need for another. For these reasons | oppose the opening of a new
cannabis dispensary at 5801 Mission Street.

Winston Siu


mailto:winstonyorksiu@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: Nathan Siu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: 5801 Mission Street - Cannabis Dispensary
Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 10:01:17 PM

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

| do not agree with the opening of the cannabis dispensary located at 5801 Mission Street.
There are already 2 dispensaries that are a couple of blocks down so why would there need to
be another one? Thereis no need for athird one. | know for afact that children that attend
Longfellow Elementary School and San Francisco Christain School would be passing by on
their way home, or for afterschool programs at the San Francisco Christian Center. | am
worried that this dispensary might create situations that would endanger me, my family, and
the community around. The dispensary would aso bring in unwanted vehicular traffic. We
already struggle to find parking on the streets. We don't need it to be more difficult. Opening
this dispensary would be total ignorance to the opinions of the community.

- Nathan Siu


mailto:nathansiu829@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

From: Peter Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 7:56:59 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Peter Wong
meiwong8812@gmail.com

69 Oliver

San Francisco , California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Yuen Wong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Tuesday, July 27, 2021 8:34:08 AM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Yuen Wong
kevieepig@hotmail.com

150 Felton st

San Francisco, California 94134


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Moon Ong

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 11:24:54 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Moon Ong
splimoon@hotmail.com

350 Friedell st, Apt 509

San Francisco , California 94124


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Po Poon

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 11:21:08 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Po Poon
applewong82@hotmail.com

15 Regent Street

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Kev sen

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: Item #64, File No. 210801 - Opposition to 5801 Mission Street Cannabis Store, Parcel No. 64725, Lot No. 001
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 9:59:10 PM

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

Dear Supervisors,

Due to schedule conflict with work, | am not able to attend the Remote Public Hearing/Video
Conference scheduled on Tuesday, July 27, 2021 for appealing the opening of the Cannabis Store at
5801 Mission Street. | am writing to express my objections to the proposed opening of this Cannabis
Store.

The Group responsible for this Cannabis Store claimed to have completed the necessary Community
Outreach. This is false and disingenuous. As everyone knows, last year was the height of the global
COVID-19 pandemic. This once in a century pandemic killed thousands of people each day and
forced everyone into stay-at-home quarantine, as mandated by the San Francisco COVID-19 Health
Orders. This is the time when this Group chooses to do their “Community Outreach”. Make no
mistake, this is completely intentional and is a strategy that seeks to capitalized on the unfortunate
circumstances the world was in to force the opening of this store without the approval of the
community. If this Group truly had the intention of working with the community, they would not
have started their “Community Outreach” during a global pandemic.

This Group claimed to have sent letters to everyone in the neighborhood about their store but in
reality very few people actually received their letters. When we reached out to the neighbors about
this issue, most of them were caught completely off-guard because they have not received the
notice letters and it was the first time they even heard of this issue.

The Group will argue that they did their “Community Outreach” though zoom meetings during the
pandemic. What they will not tell you is that few members of the community had the chance to
attend these zoom meetings because the Group failed to deliver written notices to the community.
Additionally, many members of this community are elderly and are not tech-savvy enough to set up
devices to attend these zoom meetings. Most of these elderly citizens are against the opening of this
store and yet their voices are not being heard. Lastly, everyone was preoccupied with surviving this
global pandemic to dedicate time for an issue such as this. It should be obvious that any “Community
Outreach” under these circumstances is completely disingenuous and grossly insufficient.

| personally attended one of these “Community Outreach” zoom meetings and the meeting was
really not about the community’s concerns. The Group spent the majority of the meeting advertising
their company and product, which really was not the point of the meeting and no one really cared
about. When members of the community asked them questions about the impacts of their store on
the neighborhood, they side-stepped the questions and did not provide any clear answers. For
example, someone expressed concern about the impact of the store being located right next to a
church with young children studying at the church. The Group’s representative mumbled something
about starting some “after school programs”. When pressed for more details, they ignored the
questions and just went on advertising their store/product again. It was clear that the zoom meeting
was a farce and just another “checking the box” to fulfill whatever minimum requirement the Group
was legally obligated to do. There were no real intentions of addressing the concerns of the
community.

Unfortunately, through deception and taking advantage of others during this global pandemic, this
Group has managed to sneak the approval of this Store though the City Departments without the


mailto:kev81421@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

awareness of the community. The approval for opening this store should be revoked immediately
because the Group has not performed sincere Community Outreach as they claimed. They have
capitalized on the global pandemic and force their way to opening the store without the consent of
the Community. These actions are unconscionable and we urge you to put a stop to this process.
Additionally, | must again stress the fact that many members of the community, such as the elderly
and non-English speakers, are not adequately represented here because of their inability to attend a
virtual meeting and any virtual “Community Outreach” meetings. However, members of the
community have gathered signatures as best as they can, which shows they are against the opening
of this store.

Real Community Outreach cannot happen during a global pandemic. If the Group intends on
opening this store, they need to restart the process after the pandemic has ended so that real
Community Outreach can occur, and all members of the Community can voice their opinions on the
matter. Please revoke the opening of the Cannabis Store at 5801 Mission Street.

Thank you,

Kev



From: Jamie Jeanette Barrera

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 9:52:43 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center; San Francisco Christian School preK-
high school; Longfellow elementary school; Lincoln Park

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FHMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H EER:
1) &7 - BEES 11 B =@ AREED,

2) fihirBESBRENRE aiEMNESILEERP LSRR ER
) MZHE—E-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacion de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center; San Francisco Christian
School preK-high school; Longfellow elementary school; Lincoln Park

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Jamie Jeanette Barrera
thetinyprincess@yahoo.com
736 Russia Ave

San Francisco , California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Yanying Zhang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 9:31:41 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Yanying Zhang

313257087 @gmail.com

5870 Mission St.

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Aida Fortier

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 8:57:33 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Aida Fortier
fortierins@yahoo.com

354 Ralston Street

San Francisco, California 94142


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Wei Situ

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 8:31:11 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Wei Situ

kpsgty@gmail.com

5870 Mission St.

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Yanying Zhang

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 8:29:18 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Yanying Zhang

313257087 @gmail.com

5870 Mission St.

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Yuhao Situ

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 8:25:05 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Yuhao Situ
yuhaositu@gmail.com

5870 Mission St.

San Francisco, California 94112


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Anita Lau

To: Board of Supervisors. (BOS)
Subject: Communities & Neighbors Oppose 5801 Mission Cannabis Retail
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 6:44:43 PM

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

Ms. Clerk of The Board,

We challenge the approval of 5801 Mission Street based on the following:

1) CLUSTERING - already have THREE cannabis storefronts operating in District 11;

2) HIGH DENSITY OF CHILDREN NEARBY including a well-used facility for school-age
children located at the San Francisco Christian Center;

3) LACK OF APPROPRIATE OUTREACH TO MONOLINGUAL RESIDENTS.

FMERIUTERY 5801 Mission Street KRFIEBHL AR H BEET:
1) 7 - BASES 11 ESE =@ A RIS,

2) lfiEE S RENRE SEMNES I LEEH PO L0 R ERIE,
) MZHE—F-ERMEEEE,

Desafiamos la aprobacién de 5801 Mission Street con base en lo siguiente:

1) AGRUPACION - ya tenemos TRES escaparates de marijuana operando en el Distrito 11;
2) ALTA DENSIDAD DE NINOS CERCANOS, que incluye una instalacién bien utilizada para
nifios en edad escolar ubicada en el San Francisco Christian Center;

3) FALTA DE ALCANCE APROPIADO A LOS RESIDENTES MONOLINGUES.

Anita Lau
ahlau399@gmail.com
43 John st

Sf, California 94133


mailto:info@sg.actionnetwork.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org




From: Justin Siu

To: Board of Supervisors, (BOS)
Subject: 5801 Mission Street Cannabis Dispensary
Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 6:28:03 PM

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

| oppose to the opening of a cannabis dispensary at 5801 Mission Street for the following
reasons:

Children walk through the neighborhood to and from San Francisco Christian School
and Longfellow Elementary School.

Decrease in available parking spaces around the neighborhood, which is already limited.
Additional vehicle traffic, causing potential problems for pedestrians.

Two cannabis dispensaries have already been established afew blocks away.

Justin Siu


mailto:jsiu125@gmail.com
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

RE: Board File 210801 Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA Appeal of
Conditional Use Authorization for 5801 Mission Street

Public Comments for Planned Continuance on July 27, 2021
Dear Supervisors,

IN THE INTEREST OF FAIRNESS AND JUSTICE I URGE YOU TO NOT
APPROVE A MOTION TO CONTINUANCE FOR THE REASONS BELOW:

The Appeal is a Ruse

The appeal was made possible because a large land-owner used their combined
landmass holdings and got another large land-owner to their stall and sabotage an
economic opportunity from an experienced woman, minority-owned cannabis
retail store.

The appeal was granted with 37% of the land mass owners within 300 feet signing
to the appeal.

Of the 37%, 19.3% of the total represent signatures from properties owned by the
Appellant.

37% Land Mass
Ownership

Without the church
signature gathering,
the actual number
would be 17.7%
signatures and would
fall short of an
appeal.

COMMERCIAL AND RESIDENTIAL
78.1%



The organizations that support this appeal have done nothing to address the
commercial vacancy in the area and by their own admission were notified of the
neighborhood outreach.

They did not make their concerns known to the Planning Department during the
outreach process requesting adequate monligual support and therefore exhausted
their opinions/comments to support any appeal.

The Appellant is uninterested in neighborhood collaboration

The Appellant was contacted by the project sponsor in September 2020 before
officially filing with the Planning Department. The Appellant never responded.

The Appellant was in attendance for all Neighborhood Outreach Meetings.
November 13, 2020 for a Pre-Application meeting.
February 12, 2021 and April 20, 2021 for two Good Neighborhood Meetings.

The Appellant was contacted in July 2021 to discuss collaboration for the
neighborhood. The Appellant never responded.

Support Facts over Theory-Opinion

The Planning Commission approved the project 4-2 on June 10th 2021 on the basis
of the project being highly regulated and its ownership by a minority woman.

The Commission did not make any errors in granting a conditional use authority

and the project sponsor followed all City and County rules and regulations.

Hardship for Social Equity
The project owner is a verified social equity applicant and has spent two years in

the permitting process suffering to make the rent payments.



THERE ARE NO SOCIAL EQUITY BUSINESSES IN DISTRICT 11

Beyond Parents/Residents - Community Involved

The retail cannabis project has the support of neighboring merchant owners who
have expressed the need for additional foot traffic, seen in their submission of
letters to the Planning Department. Many of the neighboring businesses have been
struggling to regain their clients due to pre-existing struggles that exist for them on
Mission/Oliver, and now compounded by the slow recovery of the pandemic.

The project sponsors have already begun to support the neighborhood Holding a
Merchant-Customer Appreciation Day on June 5, 2021, in which they served 168
plates of tacos to everyone who was hungry, including nurses and ambulance
EMTs working at San Francisco Post Acute.

The merchant has had meetings with Excelsior Works (for multilingual job
positions, Excelsior Action Group (discussing support for other commercial
merchants and a woman cannabis incubator - La Cocina model) and Excelsior
Coffee to help raise money for a June Jordan High School Youth Dirt Bike Training
Program.

To delay them would be to delay the support that their presence and neighborhood
plan would provide for District 11.

Please, I urge you to hear this matter today.

F

Thank you,
,O o ,S 61\(/2&}2/) CZ? ] W//
Name Signature

DaM(&Sorengw L/ /3@9“5/\ COmM



From: Ryan Miller

To: BOS Legislation. (BOS)

Subject: Board File 210801 Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization for 5801 Mission
Street

Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 11:38:47 AM

Attachments: BOS.pdf

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


mailto:ryan@opevac.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org

HVARC

July 26, 2021

Dear Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for accepting letters of support on behalf of Releaf Herbal Cooperative. It’s my honor and
moral obligation to offer these words of endorsement for their intention to relocate to 5801 Mission
Street. Releaf is a staple of San Francisco cannabis culture and has earned a reputation for generously
supporting the local community.

Among the most vulnerable communities, military veterans, Releaf has demonstrated a substantially
generous commitment. Beyond public relations photo-ops and online virtue signaling, Releaf generously
contributes financial resources to ensure that local veterans are not left behind. Our organization,
Operation EVAC has benefitted tremendously from generous philanthropic patronage by Releaf.

Our work in veteran suicide and opiate overdose prevention was launched on Memorial Day, 2016 in the
lobby of Releaf Herbal Cooperative. We’ve since grown to five additional locations throughout the Bay
Area and Sacramento, facilitated over six hundred peer-led social support groups, serving a membership
of nearly two hundred veterans. Our membership is primarily low-income, poverty-class elders of color,
along a spectrum of substance abuse recovery, many familiar with housing insecurity, and often
survivors of both the military- and prison-industrial complexes. We practice curating trauma-informed
safe space for all genders, races, sexual orientations, and we had a large presence in the San Francisco
Pride Parade.

Not only have we intervened in and prevented multiple suicides, but we’ve ushered transformative
growth in our membership. Converting bitter, rude, curmudgeons to warm, gentle, caring, funny
contributors of a supportive community. None of this would be possible without Heidi Hanley and
Releaf Herbal Cooperative.

In service,

e Ol

Ryan Miller, USMC

Founder, Operation EVAC
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From: Aaron Flynn

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: No continuance for Board File 210801 Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA Appeal of Conditional Use
Authorization for 5801 Mission Street

Date: Monday, July 26, 2021 10:36:22 AM

Attachments: No Continuance.pdf

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

Hello Supervisors,

Please see that attached

Aaron Flynn
Co-founder & CEO, Gold Seal SF

(415) 404-8541 | aaron@goldsealsf.com
www.goldsealsf.com

IMPORTANT: The contents of this email and any attachments are confidential. They are intended for the named recipient(s) only. If
you have received this email by mistake, please notify the sender immediately and do not disclose the contents to anyone or make
copies thereof.

Create your own email signature

=

(7]
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RE: Board File 210801 Planning Case No. 2020-007152CUA Appeal of
Conditional Use Authorization for 5801 Mission Street

Public Comments for Planned Continuance on July 27, 2021

Dear Supervisors,

IN THE INTEREST OF FAIRNESS AND JUSTICE I URGE YOU TO NOT
APPROVE A MOTION TO CONTINUANCE FOR THE REASONS BELOW:

The Appeal is a Ruse

The appeal was made possible because a large land-owner used their combined
landmass holdings and got another large land-owner to their stall and sabotage an
economic opportunity from an experienced woman, minority-owned cannabis
retail store.

The appeal was granted with 37% of the land mass owners within 300 feet signing
to the appeal.

Of the 37%, 19.3% of the total represent signatures from properties owned by the
Appellant.

37% Land M.ass 1A

Ownership 2.6% Without the church
signature gathering,
the actual number
would be 17.7%
signatures and would
fall short of an
appeal.

COMMERCIAL AND RESIDENTIAL
78.1%





The organizations that support this appeal have done nothing to address the
commercial vacancy in the area and by their own admission were notified of the
neighborhood outreach.

They did not make their concerns known to the Planning Department during the
outreach process requesting adequate monligual support and therefore exhausted

their opinions/comments to support any appeal.

The Appellant is uninterested in neighborhood collaboration

The Appellant was contacted by the project sponsor in September 2020 before
officially filing with the Planning Department. The Appellant never responded.

The Appellant was in attendance for all Neighborhood Outreach Meetings.
November 13, 2020 for a Pre-Application meeting.
February 12, 2021 and April 20, 2021 for two Good Neighborhood Meetings.

The Appellant was contacted in July 2021 to discuss collaboration for the
neighborhood. The Appellant never responded.

Support Facts over Theory-Opinion

The Planning Commission approved the project 4-2 on June 10th 2021 on the basis
of the project being highly regulated and its ownership by a minority woman.

The Commission did not make any errors in granting a conditional use authority
and the project sponsor followed all City and County rules and regulations.

Hardship for Social Equity

The project owner is a verified social equity applicant and has spent two years in
the permitting process suffering to make the rent payments.





THERE ARE NO SOCIAL EQUITY BUSINESSES IN DISTRICT 11

Beyond Parents/Residents - Community Involved

The retail cannabis project has the support of neighboring merchant owners who
have expressed the need for additional foot traffic, seen in their submission of
letters to the Planning Department. Many of the neighboring businesses have been
struggling to regain their clients due to pre-existing struggles that exist for them on
Mission/Oliver, and now compounded by the slow recovery of the pandemic.

The project sponsors have already begun to support the neighborhood Holding a
Merchant-Customer Appreciation Day on June 5, 2021, in which they served 168
plates of tacos to everyone who was hungry, including nurses and ambulance
EMTs working at San Francisco Post Acute.

The merchant has had meetings with Excelsior Works (for multilingual job
positions, Excelsior Action Group (discussing support for other commercial
merchants and a woman cannabis incubator - La Cocina model) and Excelsior
Coftee to help raise money for a June Jordan High School Youth Dirt Bike Training
Program.

To delay them would be to delay the support that their presence and neighborhood
plan would provide for District 11.

Please, I urge you to hear this matter today.

Thank you,

Aaron Flynn 74?‘%/—

Name Signature
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From: Nick Ames

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS); Wong. Jocelyn (BOS); angela.cavillo@sfgov.org

Cc: jumpstreet1983; josephine8zhao@gmail.com; info@aaece.orq; fitzpatrick.delia@gmail.com
Subject: Appeal 5801 Mission Street, BOS File#210801

Date: Sunday, July 25, 2021 10:56:53 PM

Attachments: 1604(b)(2) Household asset limits for equity applicants _ Office of Cannabis.pdf

Grant Deed on Jan 20. 2018.pdf
DPH Referral - 205 Frederick St - 2019-014133MIS[1].pdf
Releaf Personal Jury Lawsuit.pdf

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

Hello, my name is Nick Ames and I live near 5801 Mission Street and | support the appeal of
5801 Mission Street.

| would like to inquire if the equity applicant, Heidi Hanley, has met the asset test requirements for a
cannabis equity applicant.

According to Office of Cannabis guidelines, an equity applicant must meet the requirement test
requirements (see attached). For example, a household size of 4 cannot have assets above
$319,750.

Through public records, the equity applicant purchased in November 2018, the Ashbury Market at
205 Frederick Street, SF for approximately $100,000.

In addition, the equity applicant owns a percentage of the industrial property located at 2089 Ingalls
Street, SF. According to the grant deed on Jan 20, 2018, 2089 Ingalls LLC (which consisted of
managing members: Dale Hanley, Adeleid (Heidi) Hanley, and Sesan LLC) transferred ownership of
the commercial condo located 2089 Ingalls, unit 4 at a value of $985,000 and procured a hard
money loan of $595,000 which would imply an equity of $390,000 at the time of 2/2/2018.

| am unsure that the equity applicant meets the asset test requirements established by the office of
cannabis. | also respectfully request that the proposed cannabis store at 5801 Mission Street be
postponed until more due diligence can be conducted to ensure the equity applicant meets the
asset requirements.

In addition, the equity applicant claimed to ensure that protocols will be in place to protect the
surrounding community near 5801 Mission. Through public records, on April 20, 2016 (420 Party),
the equity applicant owned and managed Releaf Herbal (Medical Cannabis dispensary). Due to the
equity applicant failure to utilize proper safety loading procedures, an individual leg was severed.
Please see attached personal injury complaint and our community needs a more detailed safety
loading protocol to ensure this type tragedy will not happen again.

Please add this information to support the appeal of 5801 Mission Street
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mailto:angela.cavillo@sfgov.org
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7/24/2021 1604(b)(2) Household asset limits for equity applicants | Office of Cannabis

1604(b)(2) Household asset
limits for equity applicants

Asset Test Requirements

Pursuant to Police Code, Article 16, Section 1604(b)(2), Equity Program
Applicants are required to have assets at limits established by the Office
of Cannabis.

1604(b)(2): Asset Test

1. Asset Limits and Requirements

a. The Office will consider applicants with net assets at, or below,
three times the 80% median unadjusted area median income for
the previous year, by Household size. For 2020, these limits are
as follows:

2020 ASSET LIMITS AND REQUIREMENTS PER HOUSEHOLD

Household 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

size

80% AMI 74,600 85,250 95,900 106,550 | 115,100 | 123,600 | 132,100 | 140,650 | 149,200
3X 223,800 | 255,750 | 287,700 | 319,650 | 345,300 | 370,800 | 396,300 | 421,950 | 447,600

b. Examples of liquid accounts that shall be disclosed include but
are not limited to, saving accounts, checking accounts,
certificates of deposit, money market accounts, stocks, trusts,
and gifts.

(el

. Qualified retirement accounts and an applicant's primary
residence shall be excluded for purposes of the calculation, but
other forms of real estate shall be included. Such retirement
accounts are limited to accounts that are intended for retirement
and that would incur a penalty if withdrawn before a specified
retirement age per each account.

d. Applicants are required to submit no less than three current and
consecutive statements from every liquid asset account or
personal cash holdings, including all custodial accounts held for

https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/node/2693
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minors.

e. The Director may consider granting an exemption on a one-time
basis to applicants with assets that marginally exceed this
measure.

2. Household Definition and
Requirements
a. As defined in Planning Code Section 401, and for the purpose of

qualifying, a Household is defined as any person or persons who
reside or intend to reside in the same residence

b. All Spouses or Domestic Partners must be included in the
Household and must appear in the submission content.

[a]

. All Household members who are under 18 years of age must be
the legal dependent of an adult Household member, except in
the case of emancipated minors, as claimed on the most recent
income tax return, or legal minor children of title holders.

d. Pregnant applicants will only be counted as two Household
members with verifiable medical documentation.

e. Temporarily absent Household members who intend to live in
the residence upon return may be considered, if verifiable
documentation supporting their absence is provided. Such
Household members include, but are not limited to, Household
members serving temporarily in the armed forces, or who are
temporarily institutionalized.

f. Live-in assistants and foster children will not be counted toward
Household size.

Limits Effective: June 2, 2021

Comment period start date
March 16, 2018

Comment period end date
March 30, 2018

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Place, Room 018, San Francisco, CA 94102 415-554-4420

© City & County of San Francisco

https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/node/2693 2/3
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Recording Requested by ' San Francisco Rssessor-Recorder

56604~1493616-17 Carmen Chu, Assessor=-Recorder
' DOC- 2018-K575069-00

' Check Number 5412
Friday, FEB 02, 2018 14 54 31

When Recorded Mail to Tl Pd §6,743.00  Rept # 0005756252
Dale Hanley and Adelheid Hanley oke/KC/1-8
Sesan LIC

1837 Cleveland Ct, Concord CA 94521 o '"'b
M
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) Block 4812 ot 030
2089 Ingalls St, #4 SF CA 94124

Street Address

GRANT DEED
(Please fill iIn Document Title(s) above this line)

This document i1s exempt from the $75 Building Homes and Jobs Act Fee (per Government Code
§27388 1) because

Document is a transfer of real property subject to the imposition of transfer tax

[0 Document is a transfer of real property that I1s a residential dwelling to an owner-occupier

[ Document i1s recorded in connection with an exempt transfer of real property (1 e, subject to
transfer tax or owner-occupied) If not recorded concurrently, provide recording date and
document number of related transfer document

Recording date Document Number

O The $225 per transaction cap i1s reached

1 Document is not related to real property

This page added to provide adequate space for recording information
(additional recording fee applies)





Recording Requested By

North American Title Company, Inc
File No 56604-1493616-17

AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO
Name Dale Hanley and Adelheid Hanley
Street Address
City & State
SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

Situs Property Address 2089 Ingalis Street, #4, San Francisco, CA 94124
Lot Number 4812 Block Number 030 APN: BLK: 4812 LOT: 030

GRANT DEED File No 56604-1493616-17

The Undersigned Grantor(s) Dedlare(s) DOCUMENTARY TRANSFER TAX $6,698 00 , CITY TRANSFER TAX $NONE,
[ X ] computed on the consideration or full value of property conveyed, OR

[ ] computed on the consideration or full value less value of liens and/or encumbrances remaining at time of sale,
[ ] unincorporated area, [ X] City of San Franasco, and

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which 1s hereby acknowledged, 2089 Ingalls LLC, a California
limited liability company

hereby GRANTS TO Dale Hanley and Adelheid Hanley, husband and wife, as joint tenants, as to an

undivided 50% interest and Sesan LLC, a California limited liability company, as to an undivided
50% interest, all as Tenants in common.

the following described property in the City of San Francisco, County of San Francisco, State of California

LEGAL DESCRIPTION ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT "A" AND MADE A PART HEREOF

Dated January 30, 2018





2089 Ingalls LLC, a Califorma hmited liability
company

By

Name Dale Hanley
Title Managing Member

Name Adelheid Hanley
Title Managing member

By @t&éU\S\
O

By Sesan LLC, a California imited liability
company

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Teresita S Montalvo
Title Managing Member

By Community First USA, a California
imited liability company

o

Name Paul LeJoy v
Title Managing Member





2089 Ingalls LLC, a California hmited hiability
company

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Dale Hanley
Title Managing Member

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Adelheid Hanley
Title Managing member

By Sesan LLC, a California imited liability
company

/
By @&

¥
Namd Teresita S Moﬁ{alvo
Title Managing Member

By Community First USA, a California
limited liabilbity company

By SIGNED IN COUNTERPART

Name Paul LeJoy
Title Managing Member





APN BLK 4812 LOT 030 File No 56604-1493616-17

A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate venfies only the identity of the
individual who signed the document to which this
certificate 1s attached, and not the truthfulness,
accuracy, or vahdity of that document

STATE OF CBUJokN . yss
COUNTY OF Shrviftantlcs
On 1/31]1¢ __, before me, L\MW Zarbs , Notary

Public, personally appeared " DALE Hanley AOZLHE(D fnwizey
, who proved to me on tihe basis of satisfactory evidence to be

the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they
executed the same n his/her/their authonzed capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument
the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph is true
and correct

WITNESS my hand and official seal

Signature lég g g i

WILLY SANTOS

N\ COMM # 2089929 =
JENRE NOTARY PUBLIC @ CALIFORNIA g
SAN MATEO COUNTY -
Comm Exp DEC 12,2018

This area for official notanal seal





APN BLK 4812 LOT 030 File No 56604-1493616-17

A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate verifies only the identity of the

indwvidual who signed the document to which this
certificate s attached, and not the truthfulness,
acauracy, or validity of that document.

STATE OF Lour;i jand )SS

COUNTY OF cLeans ) —_—

on_amary 3l, 2% , before me, Jﬂhr\ W ‘UOﬂdoom , Notary

Public, personally appeared TJevesi a_ & Moatalvp
, who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be

the person(s) whose name(s) isfare subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they
executed the same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument
the person(s), or the enhty upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument

Lguisiona
I certfy under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of Gahzgﬂma-mat the foregoing paragraph is true
and correct

WITNESS my hand and official seal A\/E John W Norwood IV
L?:,"‘ J  Notary Public for Lowisiana
Siazd

Slg}&reﬂfrn CJ‘ 77 otary ID No 81880

Comnusstoned for Life

This area for official notanal seal





A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual
who signed the document to which this certificate 1s attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or
vahdity of that document

State of California

County of M% A

On 7’} | /} [ g before me, Willy Santos, Notary Public personally appeared

Do l&J@)/

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) 1s/are
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same 1n
his/her/their authonized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the
person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California the foregoing
paragraph 1s true and correct

WITNESS my hand and official seal

IND e

Signature of Notary Public o

WILLY SANTOS
; COMM # 2089929 =
R} NOTARY PUBLIC ®CALIFORNIA @

SAN MATEO COUNTY -
Comm Exp DEC 12 2018

My commuisston expires on 12/12/2018
Commussion number 2089929





APN BLK 4812 LOT 030 File No 56604-1493616-17

EXHIBIT A

PARCEL A

CONDOMINIUM UNIT NO 4, LOT NO 30, AS SHOWN UPON THE CONDOMINIUM MAP AND DIAGRAMMATIC
FLOOR PLAN ENTITLED "PARCEL MAP OF 2089 INGALLS STREET, A COMMERCIAL CONDOMINIUM" WHICH WAS
FILED FOR RECORD ON MAY 3, 1983 IN PARCEL MAP BOOK 25, AT PAGES 84-86, INCLUSIVE, IN THE OFFICE
OF THE RECORDER OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA (REFERRED TO
HEREIN AS THE MAP), AND AS FURTHER DEFINED IN THE ENABLING DECLARATION ESTABLISHING A PLAN
FOR COMMERCIAL CONDOMINIUM OWNERSHIP OF 2089 INGALLS STREET OWNERS' ASSOCIATION RECORDED
ON MAY 5, 1983 IN BOOK D520, PAGE 507 AND FOLLOWING, AND ALSO RECORDED ON JUNE 3, 1983 IN BOOK
D533, PAGE 1271 AND FOLLOWING, WHICH WAS RERECORDED ON JUNE 24, 1983 IN BOOK D542, PAGE 727
AND FOLLOWING, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO, STATE OF CALIFORNIA
(REFERRED TO HEREIN AS THE DECLARATION)

EXCEPTING THEREFROM, ANY PORTION OF THE COMMON AREA LYING WITHIN SAID UNIT
ALSO EXCEPTING THEREFROM

(A) EASEMENTS THROUGH SAID UNIT, APPURTENANT TO THE COMMON AREA AND ALL OTHER UNITS, FOR
SUPPORT AND REPAIR OF THE COMMON AREA AND ALL OTHER UNITS

(B) EASEMENTS, APPURTENANT TO THE COMMON AREA FOR ENCROACHMENT UPON THE AIR SPACE OF THE
UNIT BY THOSE PORTIONS OF THE COMMON AREA LOCATED WITHIN THE UNIT

PARCEL B

AN UNDIVIDED 25 08% INTEREST IN AND TO THE COMMON AREA AS SHOWN ON THE MAP AND DEFINED IN
THE DECLARATION, EXCEPTING THEREFROM THE FOLLOWING

(A) EXCLUSIVE EASEMENTS, AS SHOWN ON THE MAP AND EXCEPTED TO UNITS FOR USE AS DEFINED IN THE
DECLARATION, AND

(B) NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENTS APPURTENANT TO ALL UNITS FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS, SUPPORT, REPAIR
AND MAINTENANCE

PARCEL C

A NON-EXCLUSIVE EASEMENT APPURTENANT TO PARCEL A ABOVE FOR SUPPORT, REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE,
AND FOR INGRESS AND EGRESS THROUGH THE COMMON AREA IN ACCORDANCE WITH CALIFORNIA CIVIL
CODE SECTION 1361(A)"

PARCEL D

ENCROACHMENT EASEMENTS APPURTENANT TO THE UNIT IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE
DECLARATION






Application #:

9991901680 Date Filed: 7/12/2019

X 01 9-0)4133 S

HEALTH DEPARTMENT USE ONL

<1 7/15/2019

Date to Zoning

7/17/2019

Inspector: -

.1 Amelia Castelli

s

Date from Zoning:

‘Inspector Email:

Amelia.Castelli@sfdph.org

Please submit to:
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

EHreferrals@sfdph.org - (415) 252-3800

Zoning Referral for Health Permit

1 Busmess Informatlon

P

DCP
FEE

RECEIVED

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH, ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BRANCH
1390 Market Street, Suite 210, San Francisco, CA 94102

205 FREDERlCK ST

'Flrst/Ground Yes Second Yes
Third Floor - No

Other - No

HANLEY HOLD|NGS LLC

1a Is this a Change of Use? (May require neighborhood No
) notification.)
If yes, what is the existing use?
1b. Is this a Change of Ownership of an existing food facility? Yes
If yes, previous owner: bnjr lic
If yes, previous DBA: ashbury market
1c. Start Date of Food Operations: 4/2/2019
1d. Is the establishment vacant? No
VJ If yes, how long was the establishment vacant?
1e Do you propose to alter the interior or exterior of the No
: establishment?
If yes, what is the Building permit application number?
Is the business a Formula Retail chain or Franchise with 11 or
1f. more locations anywhere worldwide? The Planning Department | No
requires a Formula Retail Affidavit for Formula Retail chains.
1g. Does this business sell alcoholic beverages? Yes
Do you plan to sell off-sale alcohol? Yes
Do you have an ABC Type 20 or 21 license? Yes

2. Type of Food Business Operation: Market/General/Specialty Grocery

2a. Accessory Use (business within another business)?

No

2b. Days/Hours of Operation:

Mon 09:00-22:00 Tue 09:00-22:00 Wed 09:00-22:00 Thu
09:00-22:00 Fri 09:00-22:00 Sat 09:00-22:00 Sun 09:00-22:00

3 Appllcatlon Contact Information:

Adelheid Hanley

415)716-1027

resident

shburymarketsf@gmail.com

Adelheid Hanley

ADELHEID HANLEY

shburymarketsf@gmail.com

shburymarketsf@gmail.com

4162135626

JUL 18 2019

TY & COUNTY OF S.F.
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNING





s \fPapeyig s ORiN ST RUDFSUDE e

PLANNING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

-.| DATE RECEIVED BY.PLANNING: -

L LCUENCY: s

F11/312NOTICECOMPLETE:
7 Yes O No

RECOMMENDATION:
\.”

\APPROVAL
"CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL: "

Per Planning Code Section(s):

01 DISAPPROVAL

@mw@épﬁ’gj’ 4 Qoshudaies Can, 2R

| AUTHORIZATION:

‘;Date: ﬁ(@( 1 (,q
O@ ....... Phone: é%t ¥ 24

Signature:

Printed Name:

For more information regarding types of establishments, zoning, and Planning Code questions, you may go on-
line to www.sfplanning.org or contact the Planning Information Center (PIC) for more information:

Planning Information Center (PIC)
1660 Mission Street, First Floor

San Francisco CA 94103-2479

TEL:  415.558.6377

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING DEPARTMENT V.12.18.17





DocuSign Envelope ID: 436F0F49-8497-407B-A8C9-EFE79A19E638

SAN FRANCISCO DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH BRANCH

' 1390'Market Street Suite 210, San Francisco, CA 94102

https://www.sfdph.org/dph/EH/Food/
Phone: (415) 252-3800

Application for Food Permit to Operate

Business Account and Application Information

ltem 1 Business Account Number (BAN) 1100288
Iltem 2 | Business Name HANLEY HOLDINGS LLC
Iltem 3 | Organization Type Limited Liability Company
ltem 4 ! Business Start Date in San Francisco 04/02/2019
Iltem 5 Location Identification Number (LIN) 1217823-04-191
ltem6 | DBA Name ASHBURY MARKET
Iltem 7 | Business Location (Situs) 205 FREDERICK ST SAN FRANCISCO CA 94117
tem 8 | Recipient Name ADELHEID HANLEY
ltem 9 | Business Account Email Address ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
Item 10 | Business Account Contact Phone Number 4152135626
ltem 11 | Mailing Address PO BOX 31248, WALNUT CREEK, CA 94598
Iltem 12 | Application Number 9991901680
Item 13 | Application Submission Time 07/11/2019 9:00PM
Business Owner Information
ltem 1 | Owner Name ADELHEID HANLEY
ltem 2 | Owner Title &nbsp;
ltem 3 [Owner Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
ltem 4 [Owner Phone 4152135626
ltem 1 | Owner Name Dale Hanley
ltem 2 | Owner Title &nbsp;
tem 3 | Owner Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
ltem 4 | Owner Phone 4152135626
Application Background
Item 1 Is the Business Operating Now? Yes
ltem 2 Start Date of Food Operations: 04/02/2019
ltem 3 Is this a change of ownership of an existing food facility? Yes
Iltem 3.1 | Previous Business Owner Name bnjr lic
Item 3.2 | Previous DBA ashbury market
Iltem 4 Is this a change of use? (May require neighborhood notification) No

Type of Food Business

Formula Retail Affidavit for Formula Retail chains.

em 1 | Type of food business Market/General/Specialty Grocery
Item 2 oes this business sell alcoholic beverages? Yes
Food Preparation
Item 1 | Will this operation prepare food and/or beverages? No
ltem 2 | Will you be cooking food? No
ltem 3 | Does the facility have an exhaust hood used for cooking? No
- > - -

ltem 4 \‘:\gil:s);ou be hot holding foods? (e.g. steam table, hot holding cabinets or No
ltem 5 | Will you be cooking and then cooling large batches of food? No
ltem 6 | Will you be reheating foods to be hot held? No

Will all food/beverages that are stored, sold or provided be: Pre-packaged:;
Item 7 | Non-potentially hazardous; Contained in a floor space of food display less

than 25 square feet?
Iltem 8 | Types of Specialized Processes (Check All That Apply)

Facility Information

ltem 1 | Total square footage of area (includes storage and bathroom space) 1,600
ltem 2 | What floor of the building will the business occupy? (select all that apply) | Ground (First) Level :Second Level :
Item 3 | Number of seats available for customers? 0
ltem 4 | Number of restrooms? 1
Item 5 | Outdoor seating area? No
Item 6 | Outdoor food/drink service? No
Item 7 | Is the establishment vacant? No
Item 8 | Do you propose to alter the interior or exterior of the establishment? No

Is the business a Formula Retail Chain or franchise with 11 or more
Item 9 |locations anywhere worldwide? The Planning Department requires a No
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Operation Information

Accessory Use? (Business Within Another Business) The Planning

Item 1 Department may contact you regarding floor plans for your business.

No

Monday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Tuesday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Wednesday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Item 2 | Days/Hours of Operation Thursday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Friday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Saturday Open 09:00 Close 22:00
Sunday Open 09:00 Close 22:00

Additional Information

Item 1 | Do You Plan on Using an Automated Point of Sale (POS) Station? Yes
Item 2_| Do You Plan to Use a Scale or Other Weighing &Measuring Device? Yes
Iltem 3 | Do You Plan to Sell Tobacco Products? No

Does Your Business Store or Plan to Store Carbon Dioxide or Nitrogen
Iltem 4 | Gas On-Site? (e.g. Tanks for Soda Dispensing Machine, Beer Drafts, or No
Liguid Nitrogen Ice Cream)

item 5 | Do You Plan to Sell Off-sale Alcohol? Yes
Iltem 6 |Do You Have a California Beverage Control (ABC) Type 20 or 21 License? | Yes
Item 7 | Do You Have a Public Pool or Spa? No

Supplemental Information

Item 1 |lIs this application for the San Francisco Unified School District? No
ltem 2 |is this application for a business located on San Francisco Port property? |No
Item 3 |is this application for a business located on state owned property? No
Are you a U.S. military veteran with an honorable discharge or release
ltem 4 A - No
who is a sole proprietor?
Uploded Documents
| tem 7 | Detailed Diagram or Floor Plan | abmfp 1.pdf
Fee Summary
Item 1 | DPH Application Fee $341.00
item 2 | Zoning Referral Fee $150.00
ltem 3 | Fire Referral Fee $125.00
APPLICATION FEE TOTAL $616.00

Declaration of Healthy and Safe Working Conditions

The Department of Public Health is responsible for ensuring healthy and safe conditions for those working and living in San
Francisco. Establishments permitted by the Department must remain compliant with all laws.

1. | understand that this business must comply with all local, state, and federal labor laws in order to obtain and maintain
a valid Permit To Operate from the Department. | affirm that as an operator of the above business, | am aware of and
agree to comply with the following laws when applicable to my business: San Francisco Labor CodesCalifornia Labor
Code Division 4 — Have and maintain Workers Compensation Insurance or be self-insuredCalifornia Labor Code
Division 2 — Employment Regulation and SupervisionCalifornia Labor Code Division 5 — Occupational Health and
SafetyAll other federal, state, and local labor codes

2. | will request my provider of Workers Compensation Insurance to designate as a “Certificate Holder” the SF
Environmental Health Branch at 1390 Market St., #210, San Francisco, CA 94102.

| agree to operate in accordance with all federal, state, and local regulations, laws and ordinances. | understand that permits
are not transferrable. | also understand that any construction, change of use, equipment change, menu change, and/or
structural alterations requires SFDPH EHB review and approval.

| declare under penalty of perjury that 1 have the legal authority to submit this application, and that the information provided
herein is true and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief. | understand that any false or incomplete information
provided by me as part of this permit application may be considered cause to deny the application or later revoke the permit
that is granted. | understand that if the permit is granted, the business will be subject to inspections, fees, and penalties as
authorized by law.

Application Submitter Information

{tem 1 | Submitter Name | Adelheid Hanley
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ltem 2 | Submitter Title President
ltem 3_ | Submitter Phone (415)716-1027
Iltem 4 | Submitter Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com

Signer Requirements
-Sole Proprietor - Must be signed by sole proprietor
-Partnership - must be signed by general partner
-LLC - must be signed by managing member
-Corporation - must be signed by a person authorized by the corporation to sign on its behalf

gg_;nem Information

Item 1 _| Signer Name Adelheid Hanley
ltem 2 | Signer Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com
Signature1

Signer2 Information

ltem 1 | Signer Name Dale Hanley
Item 2 | Signer Email ashburymarketsf@gmail.com

Signature2
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SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT:
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO):
RELEAF HERBAL COOPERATIVE, INC. AND DOES 1 TO 10

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF:
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE):

SUM-100

FOR COURT USE ONLY
(SOLO PARA USO DE LA CORTE)

CHRISTOPHER GRANT

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard uniess you respond within 30 days. Read the information
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfheip), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. if you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property
may be taken without further warning from the court.

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
JAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su version. Lea la informacion a
continuacion.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le entreguen esta citacién y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandants. Una carta o una llamada telefénica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene que estar
en formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta.
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la corte y més informacion en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Califomia (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en fa
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en la corte que le quede més cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota de presentacién, pida al secretario de la corte
que le dé un formulario de exencion de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
podré quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mas advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. Es recomendable que llame a un abogado inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remisién a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios legales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitio web de California Legal Services, ,
(www lawhelpcalifornia.org), en e/ Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacién de $10,000 6 més de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesién de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the court is: . . CASE N
(El nombre y direccién de la corte es): Superior Court of San Francisco {Nomero - 1 8 - 5 6 7
Civic Center Court, 400 McAllister Street, San Francisco, CA 94102 O_ZZ

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
(El nombre, la direccién y el nimero de teléfono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es):

Adante D. Pointer, Esq. SBN 236229; 7677 Oakport Street, Suite 1120, Oakland, CA 94621; 510.839.5200

DATE: JUN 0 8 2018 DEPUTY CLERK Clerk.by ' .Deputy

(Fecha) (Secretaffo (Adjunto)
(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form ).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citation use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)). BOWMAN m

— NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
BEAL) 1. as an individual defendant.
2. [] as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):

3. [ on behalf of (specify):

under: (1 CCP 416.10 (corporation) CCP 416.60 (minor)
1 ccCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) CCP 416.70 (conservatee)
[] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [_] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
[ other (specify):
4. [_] by personal delivery on (date):

Pagetof 1
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use Code of Civil Procedure §§ 412.20, 465
Judicial Council of California SUMMONS WWW. o%s;llflnfo ca.gov

SUM-100 [Rev. July 1, 2009]
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PLD-PI-001
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY
Adante D. Pointer, Esq. SBN 236229
Law Offices of John L. Burris
7677 Oakport Street, Suite 1120
Oakland, CA 94621
TELEPHONENO: 51().839.5200 FAXNO. (optoral: 51(),839.3882
E-MAIL ADDRESS (optiona: adante.pointer@johnburrislaw.com F
ATTORNEY For (vame): Christopher Grant Superior Court of California
. County of San Francisco
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Francisco
street aporess: 400 McAllister Street
MAILING ADDRESS: JUN 0 8 2018

oy ano zie cone: San Francisco 94102 CLEE%Z{AE COURT

eranct Nave: Civic Center Court
BY& o
erk

PLAINTIFF: CHRISTPOHER GRANT
SOWMAR 1T

DEFENDANT: RELEAF HERBAL
COOPERATIVE, INC.

poEs1To 10
COMPLAINT—Personal Injury, Property Damage, Wrongful Death

[] AMENDED (Number):
Type (check all that apply):

MOTOR VEHICLE [ ] OTHER (specify):

Property Damage Wrongful Death
v _| Personal Injury Other Damages (specify):
Jurisdiction (check all that apply): CASE NUMBER:

[_] ACTION IS A LIMITED CIVIL CASE
Amount demanded [___] does not exceed $10,000

[ exceeds $10,000, but does not exceed $25,000
[v_] ACTION IS AN UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE (exceeds $25,000) CGC- 1 8 - 56 7 0 7 7
[_] ACTION IS RECLASSIFIED by this amended complaint

(1 from limited to unlimited
[ from unlimited to limited

1. Plaintiff (name or names): Christopher Grant
alleges causes of action against defendant (name or names):
Releaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc.
2. This pleading, including attachments and exhibits, consists of the following number of pages:

3. Each plaintiff named above is a competent adult
a. [_1 except plaintiff (name):
(1) [_1 a corporation qualified to do business in California
(2) [] an unincorporated entity (describe):
(3) (1 a public entity (describe):
(4) 1 aminor [_] an aduit
(a) [_] for whom a guardian or conservator of the estate or a guardian ad litem has been appointed
(b) [ other (specify):
(5) [_] other (specify):
b. [_] except plaintiff (name):
(1) (] a corporation qualified to do business in California
(2) [__] an unincorporated entity (describe):
(3) [ a public entity (describe):
4) (] aminor [_] an adult
(a) [_] for whom a guardian or conservator of the estate or a guardian ad litem has been appointed
(b) [ other (specify):
(5) [ other (specify):

1 information about additional plaintiffs who are not competent aduits is shown in Attachment 3. Page { of 3

Fi for Optional U: i Codi ivil Procedure, § 425.
o Approved for Optional Use COMPLAINT—Personal Injury, Property o of C | Procedure n,gm?gg

PLD-PI-001 [Rev. January 1, 2007] Damage, Wrongful Death
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PLD-PI-001
SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Grant v. ReLeaf
4. [ Plaintiff (name):
is doing business under the fictitious name (specify):
and has complied with the fictitious business name laws.
5. Each defendant named above is a natural person
a. except defendant (name): Releaf Herbal Coop. ¢. [__] except defendant (name):
6] a business organization, form unknown (1) [ a business organization, form unknown
(2) [ a corporation (2) [ a corporation
(3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe): (3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe):
(4) 1 a public entity (describe): (4) 1 a public entity (describe):
(5) [ other (specify): (5) [_] other (specify):
b. [1 except defendant (name): d. [] except defendant (name):
(1) [ a business organization, form unknown (1) [ a business organization, form unknown
(2) [ a corporation (2) [] a corporation
(3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe): (3) [ an unincorporated entity (describe):
(4) (1 a public entity (describe): (4) [] a public entity (describe):
(5) [ other (specify): (5) [ other (specify):

[ Information about additional defendants who are not natural persons is contained in Attachment 5.

6. The true names of defendants sued as Does are unknown to plaintiff.

a. Doe defendants (specify Doe numbers): 1 to 10 were the agents or employees of other
named defendants and acted within the scope of that agency or employment.

b. Doe defendants (specify Doe numbers):1 to 10 are persons whose capacities are unknown to
plaintiff.

7. [] Defendants who are joined under Code of Civil Procedure section 382 are (names):

8. This court is the proper court because
a. [] atleast one defendant now resides in its jurisdictional area.
b. [_] the principal place of business of a defendant corporation or unincorporated association is in its jurisdictional area.
c. injury to person or damage to personal property occurred in its jurisdictional area.

d. [] other (specify):

9. [] Piaintiff is required to comply with a claims statute, and
a. [_] has complied with applicable claims statutes, or

b. [ ] is excused from complying because (specify):

PLD-P1-001 [Rev. January 1, 2007] COMPLAINT—Personal injury, Property Page 2 of 3
Damage, Wrongful Death





PLD-PI-001

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Grant v. ReLeaf

10. The following causes of action are attached and the statements above apply to each (each complaint must have one or more
causes of action attached):
a. Motor Vehicle
b. General Negligence

. [_] Intentional Tort

. [ Products Liability

. [ Premises Liability

1 Other (specify):

[2]

o o

11. Plaintiff has suffered

wage loss

[_1 loss of use of property

hospital and medical expenses
general damage

[_] property damage

loss of eaming capacity

[] other damage (specify):

@m0 apop

12. [_] The damages claimed for wrongful death and the relationships of plaintiff to the deceased are
a. [__] listed in Attachment 12.
b. {__] as follows:

13. The relief sought in this complaint is within the jurisdiction of this court.
First Cause - General Negligence

14. Plaintiff prays for judgment for costs of suit; for such relief as is fair, just, and equitable; and for
a. (1) [/} compensatory damages
(2) (] punitive damages
The amount of damages is (in cases for personal injury or wrongful death, you must check (1)):
(1) [[~] according to proof
(2) [] in the amount of: $

15. [] The paragraphs of this complaint alleged on information and belief are as follows (specify paragraph numbers):

oue: 06| 09 /2015 /¢£ ‘Q 4
Adante D. Pointer, Esq. } - WE

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {SIGNATURE OF PLAINTIFF OR ATTORNEY)

PLD-PI001 [Rev. January 1, 2007] COMPLAINT—Personal Injury, Property Page3of3
Damage, Wrongful Death
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PLD-PI-001(2)

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Grant v. ReLeaf

First CAUSE OF ACTION—General Negligence  Page 4

(number)
ATTACHMENT TO Complaint [__] Cross - Complaint

(Use a separate cause of action form for each cause of action.)

GN-1. Plaintiff (name): Christopher Grant

alleges that defendant (name): ReLeaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc.

Does 1 to 10

was the legal (proximate) cause of damages to plaintiff. By the following acts or omissions to act, defendant
negligently caused the damage to plaintiff

on (date): April 20, 2016
at (place): Mission Street; 116 feet west of Laskie Street, San Francisco, CA

(description of reasons for liability):

Tony Aumoeualogo was working for ReLeaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc. on April 20, 2016. Mr.
Aumoeualogo enlisted the help of Mr. Grant to load items into his Dodge Ram for an event that
ReLeaf was having. Mr. Aumoeualogo was illegally stopped/parked on Mission Street in front of
the ReLeaf Club and was blocking a lane of traffic. Mr. Grant was loading the truck with another
person while Mr. Aumoeualogo was sitting inside of the truck. ReLeaf failed to utilize proper
loading procedures to ensure that Mr. Grant and others would be safe while loading and
unloading trucks. The strobe light on Mr. Aumoeualogo's truck and the cones were not adequate
and thereby led to Mr. Grant's leg being severed when another vehicle collided into Mr. Grant.

Page 1 of 1
. P 3
Form Approved for Optional Use CAUSE OF ACTION—General Negligence o0 o etz

PLD-PI-001(2) [Rev. January 1, 2007}
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—~Adante D. Pounter, £sq, SEN 356539 - oo mmoon and sdcrees)
Law Offices of John L. Burris
7677 Oakport Street, Suite 1120
Oakland, CA 94621
TeLeprone No: 510.839.5200
ATTORNEY FOR vame): Christopher Grant
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Francisco
streeT appRess: 400 McAllister Street
maiLing aporess: 400 McAllister Street

CM-010

FOR COURT USE ONLY

F

Superior Court of California
County of San Francisco

JUil 082018

raxno: 510.839.3889

. CLE FTHE COURT
CITY AND ZIP CODE: (S:a}n_Frénc1scoC94102 BY: , Ty
BRANCH NAME: 1VIC entel' Oul't » e e -
CASE NAME: WMA Wer
Grant v. ReLeaf Herbal Cooperative, Inc.
CIVIL CASE COER SHEET Complex Case Designation CASE NUMBER: 1 8 5 6 7 Q 7 7
v - -
mﬁd mﬁ (] counter [ 1 Joinder —C G C = =
demanded demanded is Filed with first appearance by defendant JUDGE:
exceeds $25,000)  $25,000 or less) {Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DEPT:

Iltems 1-6 below must be completed (see instructions on page 2).
1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:

Auto Tort Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation
Auto (22) ] Breach of contractiwarranty (06)  (Cal- Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured motorist (46) [_] Rule 3.740 collections (09) [_] Astitrust/Trade regulation (03)
Other PUPD/WD (Personal Injury/Property L Other collections (09) Construction defect (10)
Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort Insurance coverage (18) Mass tort (40)
Asbestos (04) Other contract (37) Securities litigation (28)
Product I:::Iity @) ) Real Property [ ] EnvironmentaliToxic tort (30)
Medical malpractice Eminent domain/inverse i i
[ other PPDMWD (23) condemnation (14) Boove horod provisional m'ly"so:{m oy the
Non-PUPD/WD (Other) Tort ] Wrongful eviction (33) types (41)
[1 Business tortunfair business practics (07) Other real property (26) Enforcement of Judgment
[_1 cwirights (08) Unlawful Detainer L1 Enforcement of judgment (20)
[ Defamation (13) Commercial (31) Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
L1 Fraud (16) Residential (32) L] rico@n
[ intellectual property (19) L] prugs 38 Other complaint (not specified above) (42)
[ Professional negiigence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Clvil Petition
[E—_—IlomMPVPDMD ort ) :::.:on re: a:m(::t))n award (11) Pa ""pi and fiod @
m » p
Wrongful termination (36) [ 1 writof mandate (02) L1 omer (not above) 43)

[ ] other employment (15) [1 other judicial review (39)
2. Thiscase | _|is isnot complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management:
a. |:| Large number of separately represented parties
b.[_] Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novet
issues that will be time-consuming to resolve
c. [_] substantial amount of documentary evidence

d[] Large number of withesses
e. [__] Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts
in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court

f. [_] Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
Remedies sought (check all that apply): a.[ v ] monetary b.[__] nonmonetary; declaratory or injunctive relief
Number of causes of action (specify): One

Thiscase [_lis is not a class action suit.

. If there are any related cases, file and serve a notice of related case.
Date: © (2307 2 Dl Y

Adante D. Pointel, Esq.

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

c.[Ipunitive

o0k

(SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY FOR PARTY}

NOTICE

« Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claims cases or cases fied
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Code). (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result
in sanctions. '

® File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local court rule.

* if this case is complex under rule 3.400 et seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all
other parties to the action or proceeding.

* Unless this is a collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes

Form Adoptad for Mendalory Use CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

CM-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007]

10f2

Cal. Rules of Court, rules 2.30, 3.220, 3.400-3.403, 3.740;
Cal. Standards of Judicial Administration, std. 3.10
wwnw.cowstinfo.ce.gov






© Q

INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET CM-010
To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. If the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court.

To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit. A collections case does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Civil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex.

Auto Tort

Auto (22)-Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death

Uninsured Motorist (46) (if the
case involves an uninsured
motorist claim subject to
arbitration, check this item
instead of Auto)

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort

Asbestos (04)

Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal Injury/
Wrongful Death

Product Liability (not asbestos or
toxic/environmental) (24)

Medical Malpractice (45)

Medical Malpractice—
Physicians & Surgeons

Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice

Other PI/PD/WD (23)

Premises Liability (e.g., slip
and fall)

Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD
(e.g., assault, vandalism)

Intentional infliction of
Emotional Distress

Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Other PI/PD/WD

Non-PI/PD/WD (Other) Tort
Business Tort/Unfair Business
Practice (07)

Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,
false arrest) (not civil
harassment) (08)

Defamation {e.g., slander, libel)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)
Breach of Rental/Lease
Contract (not unlawful detainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Warranty Breach—Seller
Plaintiff (not fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty
Other Breach of Contract/Warranty
Collections (e.g., money owed, open
book accounts) (09)
Collection Case—Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Collections
Case
Insurance Coverage (not provisionally
complex) (18)
Auto Subrogation
Other Coverage

Other Contract (37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispute

Real Property

Eminent Domain/Inverse
Condemnation (14)

Wrongful Eviction (33)

Other Real Property (e.g., quiet title) (26)
Wirit of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Title
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landlordftenant, or
foreclosure)

Unlawfut Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residential (32)

Drugs (38) (if the case involves illegal
drugs, check this item; otherwise,

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type listed above) (41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Confession of Judgment (non-
domestic relations)
Sister State Judgment
Administrative Agency Award
(not unpaid taxes)
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes

Other Enforcement of Judgment
Case

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
RICO (27)
Other Complaint (not specified
above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
Injunctive Relief Only (non-
harassment)
Mechanics Lien
Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-tort/non-complex)
Other Civil Complaint
({non-tort/non-complex)
Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporate
Governance (21)
Other Petition (not specified

report as Commercial or Residential)
(13) Judicial Review ) éli,\?ilvle-l)agg)sment
Fraud (16) Asset Forfeiture (05) Workplace Violence
Inteliectual Property (19) Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11) Elder/Dependent Aduit
Professional Negligence (25) Writ of Mandate (02) Abuse
Legal Malpractice Writ-Administrative Mandamus Election Contest
Other Professional Malpractice Wirit-Mandamus on Limited Court Petition for Name Change
{not medical or legal) Case Matter Petition for Relief From Late
E IOther Nton-PIIPD/WD Tort (35) Wirit-Other Limited Court Case Claim
mploymen L Review ivi iti
Wrongful Termination (36) Other Judicial Review (39) Other Gl Petion
Other Employment (15) Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeal-Labor
Commissioner Appeals

CM-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007)
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1604(b)(2) Household asset
limits for equity applicants

Asset Test Requirements

Pursuant to Police Code, Article 16, Section 1604(b)(2), Equity Program
Applicants are required to have assets at limits established by the Office
of Cannabis.

1604(b)(2): Asset Test

1. Asset Limits and Requirements

a. The Office will consider applicants with net assets at, or below,
three times the 80% median unadjusted area median income for
the previous year, by Household size. For 2020, these limits are
as follows:

2020 ASSET LIMITS AND REQUIREMENTS PER HOUSEHOLD

Household 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

size

80% AMI 74,600 85,250 95,900 106,550 | 115,100 | 123,600 | 132,100 | 140,650 | 149,200
3X 223,800 | 255,750 | 287,700 | 319,650 | 345,300 | 370,800 | 396,300 | 421,950 | 447,600

b. Examples of liquid accounts that shall be disclosed include but
are not limited to, saving accounts, checking accounts,
certificates of deposit, money market accounts, stocks, trusts,
and gifts.

(el

. Qualified retirement accounts and an applicant's primary
residence shall be excluded for purposes of the calculation, but
other forms of real estate shall be included. Such retirement
accounts are limited to accounts that are intended for retirement
and that would incur a penalty if withdrawn before a specified
retirement age per each account.

d. Applicants are required to submit no less than three current and
consecutive statements from every liquid asset account or
personal cash holdings, including all custodial accounts held for

https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/node/2693
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minors.

e. The Director may consider granting an exemption on a one-time
basis to applicants with assets that marginally exceed this
measure.

2. Household Definition and
Requirements
a. As defined in Planning Code Section 401, and for the purpose of

qualifying, a Household is defined as any person or persons who
reside or intend to reside in the same residence

b. All Spouses or Domestic Partners must be included in the
Household and must appear in the submission content.

[a]

. All Household members who are under 18 years of age must be
the legal dependent of an adult Household member, except in
the case of emancipated minors, as claimed on the most recent
income tax return, or legal minor children of title holders.

d. Pregnant applicants will only be counted as two Household
members with verifiable medical documentation.

e. Temporarily absent Household members who intend to live in
the residence upon return may be considered, if verifiable
documentation supporting their absence is provided. Such
Household members include, but are not limited to, Household
members serving temporarily in the armed forces, or who are
temporarily institutionalized.

f. Live-in assistants and foster children will not be counted toward
Household size.

Limits Effective: June 2, 2021

Comment period start date
March 16, 2018

Comment period end date
March 30, 2018

1 Dr Carlton B Goodlett Place, Room 018, San Francisco, CA 94102 415-554-4420

© City & County of San Francisco

https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/node/2693 2/3


https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/home
mailto:officeofcannabis@sfgov.org

7/24/2021 1604(b)(2) Household asset limits for equity applicants | Office of Cannabis

https://officeofcannabis.sfgov.org/node/2693 3/3




































































mailto:5801missionstreet@gmail.com
mailto:brownie.marysf@gmail.com
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:heidihanley@yahoo.com
mailto:kmkoehn@gmail.com
mailto:goodwin.bram@gmail.com
mailto:michaelbostarr@gmail.com
mailto:keithbaraka@gmail.com
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:brownie.marysf@gmail.com
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx%3FM%3DF%26amp%3BID%3D9627314%26amp%3BGUID%3DA2E03FC1-907B-4209-9541-A3E464673C02&g=ZDdkODM3M2IyMTUxYmU1YQ==&h=OGE0MzJlNmQ4YWM5MjU0OWEyOWE1YWM1MGJmYzg5ZjZjNzBhN2I3NWNiZDA4ZjM5NzhmMWNiZDgzOTYzN2Q5Mw==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvOmQ4MWU3NWZlNjY2YjYxYWI1NGUxYjkzMWE3YWY5YjQwOnYx
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx%3FM%3DF%26amp%3BID%3D9627314%26amp%3BGUID%3DA2E03FC1-907B-4209-9541-A3E464673C02&g=ZDdkODM3M2IyMTUxYmU1YQ==&h=OGE0MzJlNmQ4YWM5MjU0OWEyOWE1YWM1MGJmYzg5ZjZjNzBhN2I3NWNiZDA4ZjM5NzhmMWNiZDgzOTYzN2Q5Mw==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvOmQ4MWU3NWZlNjY2YjYxYWI1NGUxYjkzMWE3YWY5YjQwOnYx
mailto:Brownie.MarySF@gmail.com



https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=http%3A//www.BrownieMaryDemClub.com&g=YjQ4NzAzZTI1ZTA4M2ExNw==&h=ZjVhNGI5ZjRlM2E3ZWUzM2NiNzM2ZGMwODZkZmQ1YTVmZTdhMDc3YzI0YzViZjM3MzQzYTRjN2U2ZWIyYTU2Yg==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvOmQ4MWU3NWZlNjY2YjYxYWI1NGUxYjkzMWE3YWY5YjQwOnYx



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=F3905A4C41B14FB49072D7FCFE233E7A-JOCELYN D W
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org






mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=84E291D9506F4A1084CE381C44CF7F2F-ERNEST EDWA
mailto:natalie.gee@sfgov.org
mailto:alisa.somera@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=84E291D9506F4A1084CE381C44CF7F2F-ERNEST EDWA
mailto:natalie.gee@sfgov.org
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
mailto:alisa.somera@sfgov.org
https://avanan.url-protection.com/v1/url?o=https%3A//overview.mail.yahoo.com/%3F.src%3DiOS&g=ZTEzZmEwMTNjNWQyMTZjMA==&h=OGEyM2Q4NWE4MDA3YmJjOGVhMzk1NzJiOTc0YzFhNDllZjFjNDBhZWI1YzkxNDRhOTdkMzVjN2I1MTE2MzdiZQ==&p=YXAzOnNmZHQyOmF2YW5hbjpvOjllNTkzZDlhNmNhZmI3MmExN2M0ODU4MDlkZWI4YTQyOnYx
mailto:ernest.e.jones@sfgov.org






mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=05B2064905B54380B984CCB679E359EA-BOS LEGISLATION
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=9622348&GUID=ED376423-8067-4F32-A113-E4D35C0A9C5B
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=9622350&GUID=42522D35-D7F4-4659-AD17-FF459D8608E1
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=9622351&GUID=2CBE9AE3-CDC2-4F9F-A7AD-0408E0E9DF5A
https://sfgov.legistar.com/View.ashx?M=F&ID=9622352&GUID=2EAD96A4-33D9-496C-987D-D7D882B1E1DB
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?page=9681



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




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.

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.

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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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.
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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
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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' <5801 missionstreet@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) <devvani.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
below:

Board of Supervisors File No. 210801

Best regards,
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