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REF.

30" MIN.

(b) PUSH SIDE APPROACH

(c) PUSH SIDE APPROACH - DOOR
W/BOTH LATCH & CLOSER

IDENTIFICATION SIGNS TO COMPLY WITH CBC SECTIONS 1013 & 11434
RAISED ARABIC NUMERAL + CORRESPONDING GRADE Il BARILLE
IDENTIFIES STAIRWAY LOCATION, FLOOR LEVEL NUMBER AND UPPER
AND LOWER TERMINUS OF STAIRWAY

INSTALL ON WALL ADJACENT TO LATCH SIDE OF DOOR
CONTRASTING CHARACTERS WITH THEIR BACKGROUND ON NON-

WA STROKE ———— = STAR T
ROOF ACCE!

GLARE SURFACE

5" W/ 34" STROKE

1" W/ 114" STROKE

MINIMUM 6" SQUARE DECAL
LOCATED AT ALL BUILDING
ENTRANCES AND VISIBLE TO
PERSONS ALONG APPROACHING
PEDESTRIAN WAYS. SIGNAGE SHALL
COMPLY WITH

CBC SECTION 1143A.8 #1

&

DIRECTIONAL SIGNAGE TO COMPLY
WITH CBC SECTIONS 11870354 &

08-0768

02

— T 7 CLEAR@ . 11B-703.5.5/11B-703.2 & 11B-703.6
24 My, | EXTERIOR 14" RADIUS CORNERS REGARDING PROPORTIONS, HEIGHT,
= DOORS EXIT FINISH, AND CONTRAST.
H ceme 1" HIGH LETTERS ON ST:':;ﬁw" Revisions
e = 'CONTRASTING /ANCHOR SIGNAGE TO CMU
c)"U" SHAPED KITCHEN WITH SINK AT THE BASE 2 INTERIOR EAOKEROUNS £ E / LANDSCAPE WALLS WITH 15"
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2 @
=
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NOTE: IF A MINIMUM 9 INCHES HEIGHT OF TOE HALL LANTERN
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HOT WATER PIPING TO }
PREVENT CONTACT & 4 LemTerinG
SECONDARY SHALL HAVE NO SHARP AUTOMATIC DOOR
EXTERIOR DOOR OR ABRASIVE PROTECT SHADED REOPENING DEVICES
SURFACES " AREA FROM CROSS NOTE: THE AUTOMATIC DOOR
IMPERVIOUS THRESHOLD AT MIN, TRAFFIC REOPENING DEVICE IS
SURFACE ¥ 48" CLEAR ACTIVATED IF AN OBJECT
———— 3 PASSES THROUGH EITHER
- INTERIOR ; | Z| B LANE A OR 8. LINE A AND LINE
FLOOR LEVEL E] == 8 REPRESENT THE VERTICAL N
. 3 2l o \TI F THI R
L ES Hi 17 e FIXTURES OR N e o CORRESPONDING
, CLEAR 2 REOPENING DEVICE NOT E
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22 | (DWELLING UNITS ONLY) 18 7
FIGURE 11A-8K FIGURE 11A-9D SECTION 112642 FIGURE 11A7C
() TYPICAL KITCHEN
NOTES:
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7 1525 PINE STREET
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LATCH AND
CLOSER NOTICE
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FLOOR OR WORKING PLATFORM. - not be used on any other work except
> ‘ 22" MIN., ‘ ‘ _ GUIDE CURB DETAIL INTERIOR DOORS by written agrsemgm with "
PULLBOX PULL CORDS | r—*{ o 'WITH MIN. CLEAR OPENING OF <34 Kerman/Mortis Architects.
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= ‘ ! The Contractor shallverfy al existing
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WALL OUTLET o FIGURE 11A-1D. Al attachments, connections,
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o {2) FRONT APPROACH secured n conformance with best
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= = = responsible for providing and installing
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TUB/SHOWER W / WATER WING WALL OR CABINET @ WATER 2 | | 01 :AREING?IINLFZ?:‘\ELTH;:E v\‘;VHTTDE N
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f——— -y -
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These drawings and specifications
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Kerman/Moris Architects
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conditions. Witten dimensions take
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. NOTICE

These drawings and specifications
are the property and copyrght of
L g-0us Kerman/Moris Architects and shall
7-6 notbe used on any other work except
(E) SIDEWALK. (E) SIDEWALK by written agreement with

/ﬁ Kerman/Morrs Architects.

The Contractor shl verify al exsting
conditons. Wten dimensions take
preference over scaled dimensions
and shal be verified on the project
site. Any discrepancy shallbe brought
10 the attention of Kerman Morris
Architects prior o the commencement
of any work.
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NOTICE

These drawings and specifications

185'- 21127 are the property and copyright of
Kerman/Moris Architects and shall
ot be used on any other work except
by written agreement with
Kerman/Moris Architects

]_—— (E) GRUBSTAKE SIGN TO BE REUSED IN (N) BUILDING

The Contractor shal verify al existing
T — conditions. Written dimensions take

el (E) GRUBSTAKE BLADE SIGN TO BE REUSED IN (N) BUILDING preference over scaled dimensions

and shall be verified on the project

site. Any discrepancy shallbe brought
‘ tothe attention of Kerman Morris

Architects priorto the commencement
of any work.
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standards buiders set for buiding

permitand to assist the contractor in
construction. The dravings show
limited and only representativeltypical
N details.
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D fastenings,etc, re to be properly
secured n conformance with best
praciie, and the Contractor shal be:
responsble for providing and instaling
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NOTICE

These drawings and specifications
are the property and copyright of
Kerman/Morts Architects and shall
not be used on any other work except
by witten agreement with
Kerman/Mortis Architects.

The Contractor shal verify al existing
conditions. Written dimensions take
preference over scaled dimensions
and shall be verified on the project
site. Any discrepancy shallbe brought
1o the attention of Kerman Morris
Architects prior o the commencement
of any work.

These drawings are an industry
standards builders set for buiding
permit and to assistthe contractor in
construction. The dravings show
limited and only representative/typical
details,

Al attachments, connections,
fastenings,etc, re to be properly
secured n conformance with best
praciie, and the Contractor shal be:
responsble for providing and instaling
them.
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NOTICE

These drawings and specifications
are the property and copyright of
Kerman/Morts Architects and shall
not be used on any other work except
by witten agreement with
Kerman/Mortis Architects.

The Contractor shal verify al existing
conditions. Written dimensions take
preference over scaled dimensions
and shall be verified on the project
site. Any discrepancy shallbe brought
1o the attention of Kerman Morris
Architects prior to the commencement
of any work.

These drawings are an industry
standards builders set for buiding
permit and to assistthe contractor in
construction. The dravings show
limited and only representative/typical
details,

Al atachments, connections,
fastenings,etc, are 1o be properly
secured in conformance with best
practice, and the Contractor shall be
responsible for providing and instaling
them
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These drawings and specifications
are the property and copyright of
Kerman/Morts Architects and shall
not be used on any other work except
by witten agreement with
Kerman/Mortis Architects.

The Contractor shal verify al existing
conditions. Written dimensions take
preference over scaled dimensions
and shall be verified on the project
site. Any discrepancy shallbe brought
1o the attention of Kerman Morris
Architects prior to the commencement
of any work.

These drawings are an industry
standards builders set for buiding
permit and to assistthe contractor in
construction. The dravings show
limited and only representative/typical
details,

Al atachments, connections,
fastenings,etc, are 1o be properly
secured in conformance with best
practice, and the Contractor shall be
responsible for providing and instaling
them
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These drawings and specifications
(E) SIDEWALK (E) SIDEWALK are the property and copyrightof
Kerman/Morris Architects and shall
not be used on any other work except
by written agreement with
Kerman/Morts Archiects.

7 The Contracor shal veiy al eising
7 conditons. Writen cimensions take
preference over scled dimensions
and shall be verified on the project
site. Any discrepancy shall be brought
to the attention of Kerman Morris
Architects prior to the commencement
of any work

These drawings are an indusiry
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permitand to assist the contractor in

ADJACENT BUILDING ADJACENT BUILDING construction, The crawings show
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Al attachments, connections,
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NOTICE

These drawings and specifications
are the property and copyright of

Kerman/Morts Architects and shall
not be used on any other work except
by witlen agreement with
Kerman/Moris Architects

The Contractor shl verify al existing
conditions. Witten dimensions take
preference over scaled dimensions
and shal be verified on the project
site. Any discrepancy shall be brought
1o the attention of Kerman Morris
Architects prior to the commencement
of any work.

These drawings are an industry
standards builders set for building
permit and to assistthe contractor in
construction. The dravings show
limited and only representative/typical
detals,

Al attachments, connections,
fastenings,elc, are to be properly
secured n conformance with best
praciie, and the Contractor shal be:
responsle for providing and instaling

them,
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SITE PLAN
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CORRIDOR
NOTICE

26 SF These drawings and specifications
are the property and copyright of

Kerman/Morris Architects and shall

— — WECHANICADUTILITY ot be used on any other work except
ROOM by written agreement with

e Kerman/Morts Archiects.

The Contractor shall verify all existing

STAIR 2 conditions. Written dimensions take
e preference over scaled dimensions

and shall be verified on the project

| CONTINUED i site. Any discrepancy shall be brought

| A — EGRESS PATH FORu o the attention of Kerman Morris.

1 STAIR 2 TP EXIT Architects prior to the commencement

| DISCHARGE 1 ofany work

These drawings are an industry
i e standards builders set for buiiding
permit and to assist the contractor in
NO HOLD-OPEN DOOR IS REQUIRED: -~ — construction. The drawings show
PROVIDE ROLL DOWN 20 MINS p— limited and ony representativeltypical
] SMOKE DOOR ONLY details

Al attachments, connections,
fastenings etc, are to be properly
secured n conformance with best
praciie, and the Contractor sl be
responsible for providing and instaling
them
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NOTICE

These drawings and specifications
are the property and copyright of
Kerman/Morts Architects and shall
not be used on any other work except
by writlen agreement with
Kerman/Morts Architects.

The Contractor shall veriy all existing
conditons. Wten dimensions take
preference over scaled dimensions
and shal be verified on the project
ste. Any discrepancy shall be brought
1o the attention of Kerman Morris
Architects prior to the commencement
of any work.

These drawings are an industry
standards builders set for building
permit and to assistthe contractor in
construction. The dravings show
limited and only representative/typical
details,
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fastenings,efc, are o be properly
secured n conformance with best
praciie, and the Contractor shal be:
responsble for providing and instaling
them
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San Francisco
ATTACHMENT B Planning

AGREEMENT TO IMPLEMENT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Record No.: 2015-009955ENV Block/Lot: 0667/020
Project Title: 1525 Pine Street Lot Size: 3,000 square feet
BPA Nos: 201802080768 Project Sponsor: 1525 Pine Street Dev LLC - ¢/o Toby Morris,
Zoning: Polk Street NCD (415) 749-0302
65-A Height and Bulk District Lead Agency: San Francisco Planning Department
Staff Contact: Michael Li, (628) 652-7538

The table below indicates when compliance with each mitigation measure must occur. Some mitigation measures span multiple phases. Substantive
descriptions of each mitigation measure’s requirements are provided on the following pages in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.

Period of Compliance

Prior to the start  During z::ts-truction -
of Construction*  Construction** :
Operational
Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Archeological Testing X X
Mitigation Measure M-TC-1: Tribal Cultural Resources
Archeological Resource Preservation Plan and/or Interpretive X X
Program
Mitigation Measure M-NO-2: Protection of Adjacent
Buildings/Structures and Vibration Monitoring During X X X
Construction
Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2: Construction Air Quality X X
Mitigation Measure M-GE-6a: Worker Environmental Awareness X X
Training
Mitigation Measure M-GE-6b: Discovery of Unanticipated X
Paleontological Resources

CASE NO. 2015-009955ENV 1525 Pine Street
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM l January 2021



Post-
Construction or

Prior to the start  During

of Construction*  Construction**

Operational
Improvement Measure I-CR-1a: Documentation X
Improvement Measure I-CR-1b: Interpretation X X
Improvement Measure I-CR-1c: Salvage Architectural Materials X X X
from the Site for Public Information and Reuse
Improvement Measure I-TR-1: Coordinated Construction Traffic X X

Management Plan

*Prior to any ground disturbing activities at the project site.
**Construction is broadly defined to include any physical activities associated with construction of a development project including, but not limited to: site preparation, clearing,
demolition, excavation, shoring, foundation installation, and building construction.

AIPI agree to implement the attached mitigation measure(s) as a condition of project approval.

v

7 01/25/2021
Property Owner or Legal Agefit Signature Date

Note to sponsor: Please contact CPC.EnvironmentalMonitoring@sfgov.org to begin the environmental monitoring process prior to the submittal of your
building permits to the San Francisco Department Building Inspection.

CASE NO. 2015-009955ENV 1525 Pine Street
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 2 January 2021
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San Francisco

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM!

Monitoring Actions/

Schedule and
Implementation Mitigation Monitoring/ Reporting Verification of
Adopted Mitigation Measures Responsibility Schedule Responsibility Compliance

MITIGATION MEASURES AGREED TO BY PROJECT SPONSOR
CULTURAL RESOURCES
Mitigation Measure M-CR-2: Archeological Testing
Based on a reasonable presumption that archeological resources may be  Project sponsor’s Prior to issuance of ERO Considered complete
present within the project site, the following measures shall be qualified construction after Final Archeological
undertaken to avoid any potentially significant adverse effect from the archeological permits and Resources Report is
proposed project on buried or submerged historical resources and on consultant and throughout the approved.
human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects. The construction construction
project sponsor shall retain the services of an archeological consultant contractor. period.

from the rotational Qualified Archeological Consultants List (QACL)
maintained by the Planning Department (Department) archeologist. After
the first project approval action or as directed by the Environmental
Review Officer (ERO), the project sponsor shall contact the Department
archeologist to obtain the names and contact information for the next
three archeological consultants on the QACL.

The archeological consultant shall undertake an archeological testing
program as specified herein. In addition, the consultant shall be available
to conduct an archeological interpretation, monitoring, and/or data
recovery program if required pursuant to this measure. The archeological
consultant’s work shall be conducted in accordance with this measure at
the direction of the ERO. All plans and reports prepared by the consultant
as specified herein shall be submitted first and directly to the ERO for
review and comment and shall be considered draft reports subject to
revision until final approval by the ERO. Archeological monitoring and/or
data recovery programs required by this measure could suspend
construction of the project for up to a maximum of four weeks. At the
direction of the ERO, the suspension of construction can be extended
beyond four weeks only if such a suspension is the only feasible means to

CASE NO. 2015-009955ENV
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

1525 Pine Street
January 2021



MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM!

Adopted Mitigation Measures

Implementation
Responsibility

Mitigation Monitoring/ Reporting

Schedule Responsibility

Monitoring Actions/
Schedule and
Verification of

Compliance

reduce to a less-than-significant level potential effects on a significant
archeological resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Sections 15064.5(a)
and (c).

Archeological Testing Program. The archeological consultant and the ERO
shall meet and consult on the scope of the archeological testing program
reasonably prior to commencement of any project-related soils-disturbing
activities. The archeological consultant shall prepare and submit to

the ERO for review and approval an archeological testing plan (ATP). The
archeological testing program shall be conducted in accordance with the
approved ATP. The ATP shall identify the property types of the expected
archeological resource(s) that potentially could be adversely affected by
the proposed project, the testing method to be used, and the locations
recommended for testing. The purpose of the archeological testing
program will be to determine to the extent possible the presence or
absence of archeological resources and to identify and to evaluate
whether any archeological resource encountered on the site constitutes
an historical resource under CEQA.

At the completion of the archeological testing program, the archeological
consultant shall submit a written report of the findings to the ERO. If,
based on the archeological testing program, the archeological consultant
finds that significant archeological resources may be present, the ERO, in
consultation with the archeological consultant, shall determine if
additional measures are warranted. Additional measures that may be
required include preservation in place, archeological interpretation,
monitoring, additional testing, and/or an archeological data recovery
program. No archeological data recovery shall be undertaken without the
prior approval of the ERO or the Department archeologist.

If the ERO determines that a significant archeological resource is present
and that the resource could be adversely affected by the proposed project,
the ERO, in consultation with the project sponsor, shall determine whether
preservation of the resource in place is feasible. If so, the proposed
project shall be redesigned so as to avoid any adverse effect on the
significant archeological resource. If preservation in place is not feasible, a
data recovery program shall be implemented, unless the ERO determines

Project sponsor’s
qualified
archeological
consultant and
construction
contractor.

Project sponsor /
archeological
consultant at the
direction of the
ERO.

Prior to issuance of Planning Department
construction

permits and

throughout the

construction

period.

After completion of Archeological consultant

the Archeological  shall submit report of the

Testing Program.  findings of the ATP to the
ERO.

Considered complete
after approval of
Archeological Testing
Report.

Archeological Testing
Result report or memo
on file with
Environmental Planning,
with email or other
written documentation
of concurrence on need
to archeological data
recovery.
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that the archeological resource is of greater interpretive than research
significance and that interpretive use of the resource is feasible.
Consultation with Descendant Communities. On discovery of an The Monitoring of soils  Consultation with ERO on Descendant group
archeological site! associated with descendant Native Americans, the archeological disturbing identified descendant provides
Overseas Chinese, or other potentially interested descendant group, an consultant, activities. group. recommendations and

appropriate representative? of the descendant group and the ERO shall be
contacted. The representative of the descendant group shall be given the
opportunity to monitor archeological field investigations of the site and to
offer recommendations to the ERO regarding appropriate archeological
treatment of the site, of recovered data from the site, and, if applicable,
any interpretative treatment of the associated archeological site. A copy
of the Final Archaeological Resources Report shall be provided to the
representative of the descendant group.

Human Remains and Associated or Unassociated Funerary Objects. The
treatment of human remains and of associated or unassociated funerary
objects discovered during any soils-disturbing activity shall comply with
all applicable state and federal laws. This shall include immediate
notification of the Medical Examiner of the City and County of

San Francisco and, in the event of the Medical Examiner’s determination
that the human remains are Native American remains, notification of the
Native American Heritage Commission, which shall appoint a Most Likely
Descendant (MLD). The MLD shall complete his or her inspection and
make recommendations or preferences for treatment and disposition
within 48 hours of being granted access to the site (Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98). The ERO shall also be notified immediately upon
discovery of human remains.

The project sponsor and the ERO shall make all reasonable efforts to
develop a Burial Agreement (“Agreement”) with the MLD, as expeditiously
as possible, for the treatment and disposition, with appropriate dignity, of
the human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects (as

project sponsor,
and project
contractor at the
direction of the
ERO.

Project sponsor/ Inthe event that
archeological
consultantin uncovered during
consultation with the construction
the San Francisco period.

Medical

Examiner, NAHC,

and MLD.

human remains are

Planning Department

1 The term “archeological site” is intended here to minimally include any archeological deposit, feature, burial, or evidence of burial.

An “appropriate representative” of the descendant group is here defined to mean, in the case of Native Americans, any individual listed in the current Native American Contact List for the City and County of
San Francisco maintained by the California Native American Heritage Commission and, in the case of the Overseas Chinese, the Chinese Historical Society of America. An appropriate representative of other

descendant groups should be determined in consultation with the Department archeologist.

is given a copy of the
FARR.

Considered complete
after approval of Final
Archeological Results
Report and disposition
of human remains has
occurred as specified in
Agreement.
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detailed in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(d)). The Agreement shall take
into consideration the appropriate excavation, removal, recordation,
scientific analysis, custodianship, curation, and final disposition of the
human remains and associated or unassociated funerary objects.

Nothing in existing state regulations or in this mitigation measure compels
the project sponsor and the ERO to accept recommendations of an MLD.
However, if the ERO, project sponsor, and MLD are unable to reach an
agreement on scientific treatment of the remains and associated or
unassociated funerary objects, the ERO, in cooperation with the project
sponsor, shall ensure that the remains and associated or unassociated
funerary objects are stored securely and respectfully until they can be
reinterred on the property, with appropriate dignity, in a location not
subject to further or future subsurface disturbance (Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98).

Treatment of historic-period human remains and of associated or
unassociated funerary objects discovered during soils-disturbing activity
additionally shall follow protocols laid out in the archeological testing
program and any agreement established between the project sponsor, the
Medical Examiner, and the ERO.

Archeological Monitoring Program. If the ERO, in consultation with the

archeological consultant, determines that an archeological monitoring
program shall be implemented, the archeological monitoring program
shall minimally include the following provisions:

e TheERO, in consultation with the archeological consultant, shall
determine what project activities shall be archeologically monitored.
In most cases, any soils-disturbing activities, such as demolition,
foundation removal, excavation, grading, utilities installation,
foundation work, driving of piles (foundation, shoring, etc.), site
remediation, etc., shall require archeological monitoring because of
the risk these activities pose to potential archeological resources and
to their depositional context;

e Thearcheological consultant shall undertake a worker training
program for soils-disturbing workers that will include an overview of

Project sponsor  Prior to issuance of Consultation with ERO on
and site permits. scope of AMP.
archeological

consultant at the

direction of the

ERO.

After consultation with
and approval by ERO of
AMP.
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expected resource(s), how to identify the evidence of the expected
resource(s), and the appropriate protocol in the event of apparent
discovery of an archeological resource;

e Thearcheological monitor(s) shall be present on the project site
according to a schedule agreed upon by the archeological consultant
and the ERO until the ERO has, in consultation with the project
archeological consultant, determined that project construction
activities could have no effects on significant archeological deposits;

e Thearcheological monitor shall record and be authorized to collect
soil samples and artifactual/ecofactual material as warranted for
analysis;

e Ifanintact archeological deposit is encountered, all soils-disturbing
activities in the vicinity of the deposit shall cease. The archeological
monitor shall be empowered to temporarily redirect
demolition/excavation/pile driving/construction activities and
equipment until the deposit is evaluated. If, in the case of pile driving
or deep foundation activities (foundation, shoring, etc.), the
archeological monitor has cause to believe that the pile driving or
deep foundation activities may affect an archeological resource, the
pile driving or deep foundation activities shall be terminated until an
appropriate evaluation of the resource has been made in consultation
with the ERO. The archeological consultant shall immediately notify
the ERO of the encountered archeological deposit. The archeological
consultant shall make a reasonable effort to assess the identity,
integrity, and significance of the encountered archeological deposit,
and present the findings of this assessment to the ERO for a
determination as to whether the resources are significant and
implementation of an archeological data recovery program therefore
is necessary.

Whether or not significant archeological resources are encountered, the
archeological consultant shall submit a written report of the findings of
the monitoring program to the ERO.

CASE NO. 2015-009955ENV 1525 Pine Street
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Archeological Data Recovery Program. archeological data recovery Project sponsor’s Inthe eventthatan Planning Department Considered complete
program shall be conducted in accord with an archeological data recovery qualified archeological site upon approval of Final
plan (ADRP). The archeological consultant, project sponsor, and ERO shall archeological is uncovered Archeological Results
meet and consult on the scope of the ADRP prior to preparation of a consultant and during the Report.
draft ADRP. The archeological consultant shall submit a draft ADRP to construction construction
the ERO. The ADRP shall identify how the proposed data recovery contractor. period.

program will preserve the significant information the archeological
resource is expected to contain. That is, the ADRP will identify what
scientific/historical research questions are applicable to the expected
resource, what data classes the resource is expected to possess, and how
the expected data classes would address the applicable research
questions. Data recovery, in general, should be limited to the portions of
the historical property that could be adversely affected by the proposed
project. Destructive data recovery methods shall not be applied to
portions of the archeological resources if nondestructive methods are
practical.

The scope of the ADRP shall include the following elements:

e  Field Methods and Procedures. Descriptions of proposed field
strategies, procedures, and operations.

e  Cataloguing and Laboratory Analysis. Description of selected
cataloguing system and artifact analysis procedures.

e Discard and Deaccession Policy. Description of and rationale for field
and post-field discard and deaccession policies.

e Interpretive Program. Consideration of an on-site/off-site public
interpretive program for significant finds.

e  Security Measures. Recommended security measures to protect the
archeological resource from vandalism, looting, and non-
intentionally damaging activities.

e  Final Report. Description of proposed report format and distribution
of results.

CASE NO. 2015-009955ENV 1525 Pine Street
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e  Curation. Description of the procedures and recommendations for
the curation of any recovered data having potential research value,
identification of appropriate curation facilities, and a summary of the
accession policies of the curation facilities.
Public Interpretation. If project soils disturbance results in the discovery of Archeological Following Preparation of APIP. APIP is complete on

a significant archeological resource, the ERO may require that information
provided by archeological data recovery be made available to the publicin
the form of a non-technical, non-confidential archeological report,
archeological signage and displays or another interpretive product. The
project archeological consultant shall prepare an Archeological Public
Interpretation Plan that describes the interpretive product(s), locations, or
distribution of interpretive materials or displays, the proposed content
and materials, the producers or artists of the displays or installation, and a
long-term maintenance program. The draft interpretive plan may be a
stand-alone document or may be included as an appendix to the Final
Archeological Resources Report, depending on timing of analyses. The
draft interpretive plan shall be subject to the ERO for review and approval
and shall be implemented prior to project occupancy.

Final Archeological Resources Report. The archeological consultant shall
submit a Draft Final Archeological Resources Report (FARR) to the ERO
that evaluates the historical significance of any discovered archeological
resource and describes the archeological and historical research methods
employed in the archeological testing/monitoring/data recovery
program(s) undertaken. The Draft FARR shall include a curation and
deaccession plan for all recovered cultural materials.

Copies of the Draft FARR shall be sent to the ERO for review and approval.
Once approved by the ERO, the consultant shall also prepare a public
distribution version of the FARR. Copies of the FARR shall be distributed as
follows: the California Archaeological Site Survey Northwest Information
Center (NWIC) shall receive one (1) copy and the ERO shall receive a copy
of the transmittal of the FARR to the NWIC. The Environmental Planning
Division of the Planning Department shall receive one bound and

one unlocked, searchable PDF copy of the FARR on CD or other electronic
medium, along with GIS shapefiles of the site and feature locations and
copies of any formal site recordation forms (CA DPR 523 series) and/or

consultant atthe completion of

direction of the  cataloguing,

ERO. analysis, and
interpretation of
recovered

archeological data.

Project sponsor’s At completion of

qualified archeological
archeological investigations.
consultant.

Planning Department

review and approval of
ERO. Interpretive
program is complete on
certification to ERO that
program has been
implemented.

Considered complete
after Final Archeological
Resources Report is
approved.
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documentation for nomination to the National Register of Historic
Places/California Register of Historical Resources.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Mitigation Measure M-TC-1: Tribal Cultural Resources Archeological
Resource Preservation Plan and/or Interpretive Program

In the event of the discovery of an archeological resource of Native Project sponsor, If a significant Planning Department Considered complete
American origin, the Environmental Review Officer (ERO), the project archeological archeological upon project redesign,
sponsor, and the tribal representative shall consult to determine whether  consultant,and  resourceis completion of ARPP, or
preservation in place would be feasible and effective. If it is determined ERO, in present, during interpretive program of
that preservation-in-place of the TCR would be both feasible and effective, consultation with implementation of the TCR, if required.
then the archeological consultant shall prepare an archeological resource  the affiliated the project.
preservation plan, which shall be implemented by the project sponsor Native American
during construction to ensure the permanent protection of the resource.  tribal
representatives.
If the ERO, in consultation with the project sponsor and the tribal
representative, determines that preservation in place of the TCRis not a
sufficient or feasible option, then the project archeologist shall prepare an
interpretive program of the TCR in consultation with affiliated Native
American tribal representatives and the project sponsor. The plan shall
identify proposed locations for displays or installations, the proposed
content and materials of those displays or installations, the producers or
artists of the displays or installations, and a long-term maintenance
program. The interpretive program may include artist installations,
preferably by local Native American artists, oral histories with local Native
Americans, artifacts displays and interpretation, and educational panels or
other informational displays. Upon approval by the ERO and prior to
project occupancy, the interpretive program shall be implemented by the
project sponsor.

NOISE

Mitigation Measure M-NO-2: Protection of Adjacent
Buildings/Structures and Vibration Monitoring During Construction

Prior to issuance of any demolition or building permit, the property owner
shall submit a project-specific Pre-construction Survey and Vibration
Management and Monitoring Plan to the Planning Department (Lead
Agency) for approval. The plan shall identify all feasible means to avoid

CASE NO. 2015-009955ENV 1525 Pine Street
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damage to potentially affected buildings. The property owner shall ensure
that the following requirements of the Vibration Management and
Monitoring Plan are included in contract specifications.
Pre-construction Survey. Prior to the start of any ground-disturbing Project sponsor  Prior to any ground Project sponsor and Considered complete
activity, the property owner or their designees shall engage a consultant ~ and structural disturbing or structural engineer, historic upon approval of the
to undertake a Pre-construction Survey of potentially affected buildings. If engineer, historic vibration- architect, or qualified Pre-construction Survey
potentially affected buildings and/or structures are not potentially architect, or generating historic preservation by the Lead Agency.
historic, a structural engineer or other professional with similar qualified historic  construction professional to submit a
qualifications shall document and photograph the existing conditions of ~ preservation activities. Pre-construction Survey to
the potentially affected buildings and/or structures. The project sponsor  professional. the Lead Agency.

shall submit the survey to the Lead Agency for review and approval prior
to the start of vibration-generating construction activity.

If nearby affected buildings are potentially historic, the project sponsor
shall engage a historic architect or qualified historic preservation
professional and a structural engineer or other professional with similar
qualifications to undertake a Pre-construction Survey of potentially
affected historic buildings. The Pre-construction Survey shall include
descriptions and photographs of both the exterior and interior of all
identified historic buildings including all facades, roofs, and details of the
character-defining features that could be damaged during construction,
and shall document existing damage, such as cracks and loose or
damaged features. The report shall also include pre-construction
drawings that record the pre-construction condition of the buildings and
identify cracks and other features to be monitored during construction.
The historic architect or qualified historic preservation professional should
be the lead author of the Pre-construction Survey if historic buildings
and/or structures could be affected by the project. These reports shall be
submitted to the Lead Agency for review and approval prior to the start of
vibration-generating construction activity.

Vibration Management and Monitoring Plan. The property owner or their ~ Project sponsor/ Prior to issuance of Project sponsor to submita Considered complete

designee shall undertake a monitoring plan to avoid or reduce project- contractor(s). any demolition or  Vibration Managementand upon approval of the
related construction vibration damage to adjacent buildings and/or building permits. ~ Monitoring Plan to the Lead Vibration Management
structures and to ensure that any such damage is documented and Agency. and Monitoring Plan by
repaired. The Vibration Management and Monitoring Plan shall apply to the Lead Agency.

all potentially affected buildings and/or structures. Prior to issuance of

CASE NO. 2015-009955ENV 1525 Pine Street
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any demolition or building permit, the project sponsor shall submit the
Vibration Management and Monitoring Plan that lays out the monitoring
program to the Lead Agency for approval. If historic buildings could be
affected, the Vibration Management and Monitoring Plan shall also be
submitted to the Lead Agency’s preservation staff for review and approval,
if applicable.

The Vibration Management and Monitoring Plan shall include, at a
minimum, the following components, as applicable:

Maximum Vibration Level. Based on the anticipated construction
and condition of the affected buildings and/or structures on
adjacent properties, a qualified acoustical/vibration consultant
in coordination with a structural engineer (or professional with
similar qualifications) and, in the case of potentially affected
historic buildings/structures, a historic architect or qualified
historic preservation professional, shall establish a maximum
vibration level that shall not be exceeded at each
building/structure on adjacent properties, based on existing
conditions, character-defining features, soil conditions, and
anticipated construction practices (common standards are a
peak particle velocity [PPV] of 0.25 inch per second for historic
and some old buildings, a PPV of 0.3 inch per second for older
residential structures, and a PPV of 0.5 inch per second for new
residential structures and modern industrial/commercial
buildings).

Vibration-generating Equipment. The plan shall identify all
vibration-generating equipment to be used during construction
(including, but not limited to, site preparation, clearing,
demolition, excavation, shoring, foundation installation, and
building construction).

Alternative Construction Equipment and Techniques. The plan
shall identify potential alternative equipment and techniques
that could be implemented if construction vibration levels are
observed in excess of the established standard (e.g., pre-drilled
piles could be substituted for driven piles, if feasible, based on
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soil conditions, or smaller, lighter equipment could be used in
some cases).

e Pile Driving Requirements. For projects that require pile driving,
the project sponsor shall incorporate into construction
specifications for the project a requirement that the construction
contractor(s) use all feasible means to avoid or reduce damage
to potentially affected buildings. Such methods may include one
or more of the following:

o Incorporate “quiet” pile-driving technologies into
project construction (such as predrilling piles, using
sonic pile drivers, auger cast-in-place, or drilled-
displacement), as feasible; and/or

o Ensure appropriate excavation shoring methods to
prevent the movement of adjacent structures

e  Buffer Distances. The plan shall identify buffer distances to be
maintained based on vibration levels and site constraints
between the operation of vibration-generating construction
equipment and the potentially affected building and/or structure
to avoid damage to the extent possible.

e  Vibration Monitoring. The plan shall lay out the method and
equipment for vibration monitoring. To ensure that construction
vibration levels do not exceed the established standard, the
acoustical consultant shall monitor vibration levels at each
affected building and/or structure on adjacent properties and
prohibit vibratory construction activities that generate vibration
levels in excess of the standard.

o  Should construction vibration levels be observed in
excess of those established in the plan, the
contractor(s) shall halt construction and put
alternative construction techniques identified in the
plan into practice, to the extent feasible.

o  The historic architect or qualified historic preservation
professional (for effects on historic buildings and/or
structures) and/or structural engineer (for effects on
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historic and non-historic buildings and/or structures)
shall inspect each affected building and/or structure in
the event the development project exceeds the
established standards.

If vibration has damaged nearby buildings
and/or structures that are not historic, the
structural engineer shall immediately notify
the Lead Agency and prepare a damage
report documenting the features of the
building and/or structure that has been
damaged.

If vibration has damaged nearby buildings
and/or structures that are historic, the
historic preservation consultant shall
immediately notify the Lead Agency and
prepare a damage report documenting the
features of the building and/or structure that
has been damaged.

If no damage has occurred to nearby
buildings and/or structures, then the historic
preservation professional (if potentially
affected buildings are historic) and/or
structural engineer (for effects on historic and
non-historic buildings) shall submit a
monthly report to the Lead Agency for review.
This report shall identify and summarize the
vibration level exceedances and describe the
actions taken to reduce vibration.

Following incorporation of the alternative construction
techniques and/or Lead Agency review of the damage
report, vibration monitoring shall recommence to
ensure that vibration levels at each affected building
and/or structure on adjacent properties are not
exceeded.
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Periodic Inspections. The plan shall lay out the intervals and
parties responsible for periodic inspections. The historic
architect or qualified historic preservation professional (for
effects on historic buildings and/or structures) and/or structural
engineer (for effects on historic and non-historic buildings
and/or structures) shall conduct regular periodic inspections of
each affected building and/or structure on adjacent properties
during vibration-generating construction activity on the project
site. The plan will specify how often inspections and reporting
shall occur.

Repairing Damage. The plan shall also identify provisions to be
followed should damage to any building and/or structure occur
due to construction-related vibration. The building(s) and/or
structure(s) shall be remediated to their pre-construction
condition at the conclusion of vibration-generating activity on
the site. For historic resources, should damage occur to any
building and/or structure, the building and/or structure shall be
restored to its pre-construction condition in consultation with
the historic architect or qualified historic preservation
professional and Lead Agency.

Vibration Monitoring Results Report. After construction is complete, the
Lead Agency shall receive a final report from the historic architect or
qualified historic preservation professional (for effects on historic
buildings and/or structures) and/or structural engineer (for effects on
historic and non-historic buildings and/or structures). The report shall
include, at minimum, collected monitoring records, building and/or
structure condition summaries, descriptions of all instances of vibration
level exceedance, identification of damage incurred due to vibration, and

corrective actions taken to restore damaged buildings and structures. The

Lead Agency shall review and approve all Vibration Monitoring Results

Reports.

Project sponsor
and structural
engineer, historic activities. architect, or qualified
architect, or
qualified historic
preservation
professional.

Following end of Project sponsor and
construction structural engineer, historic

historic preservation
professional to submit a
Vibration Monitoring
Results Report to the Lead
Agency.

Considered complete
after approval of the

Vibration Monitoring

Results Report by the
Lead Agency.
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AIR QUALITY

Mitigation Measure M-AQ-2: Construction Air Quality

The project sponsor or the project sponsor’s Contractor shall comply with
the following:

A.

B.

Engine Requirements.

1.

All off-road equipment greater than 25 hp and operating for
more than 20 total hours over the entire duration of construction
activities shall have engines that meet or exceed either U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) or California Air
Resources Board (ARB) Tier 2 off-road emission standards, and
have been retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 Verified Diesel
Emissions Control Strategy. Equipment with engines meeting
Tier 4 Interim or Tier 4 Final off-road emission standards
automatically meet this requirement.

Where access to alternative sources of power are available,
portable diesel engines shall be prohibited.

Diesel engines, whether for off-road or on-road equipment, shall
not be left idling for more than two minutes, at any location,
except as provided in exceptions to the applicable state
regulations regarding idling for off-road and on-road equipment
(e.g., traffic conditions, safe operating conditions). The
Contractor shall post legible and visible signs in English, Spanish,
and Chinese, in designated queuing areas and at the
construction site to remind operators of the two minute idling
limit.

The Contractor shall instruct construction workers and
equipment operators on the maintenance and tuning of
construction equipment, and require that such workers and
operators properly maintain and tune equipment in accordance
with manufacturer specifications.

Waivers.

1.

The Planning Department’s Environmental Review Officer or
designee (ERO) may waive the alternative source of power
requirement of Subsection (A)(2) if an alternative source of

Project sponsor and
contractor(s) to submit
certification statement to
the ERO.

Project sponsor/ Priorto

contractor(s). construction
activities requiring
the use of off-road
equipment.

Considered complete
upon submittal of

certification statement.
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power is limited or infeasible at the project site. If the ERO grants

the waiver, the Contractor must submit documentation that the
equipment used for onsite power generation meets the
requirements of Subsection (A)(1).

2. The ERO may waive the equipment requirements of Subsection
(A)(1) if: a particular piece of off-road equipment with an ARB
Level 3 VDECS is technically not feasible; the equipment would
not produce desired emissions reduction due to expected
operating modes; installation of the equipment would create a

safety hazard or impaired visibility for the operator; or, there is a

compelling emergency need to use off-road equipment that is
not retrofitted with an ARB Level 3 VDECS. If the ERO grants the
waiver, the Contractor must use the next cleanest piece of off-
road equipment, according to Table below.

Table — Off-Road Equipment Compliance Step-down Schedule

gﬁ:ﬁgzr“;e Engine Emission Standard Emissions Control
1 Tier 2 ARB Level 2 VDECS
2 Tier 2 ARB Level 1 VDECS
3 Tier 2 Alternative Fuel*

How to use the table: If the ERO determines that the equipment
requirements cannot be met, then the project sponsor would need to meet
Compliance Alternative 1. If the ERO determines that the Contractor cannot
supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance Alternative 1, then the
Contractor must meet Compliance Alternative 2. If the ERO determines that
the Contractor cannot supply off-road equipment meeting Compliance
Alternative 2, then the Contractor must meet Compliance Alternative 3.

** Alternative fuels are not a VDECS.

C. Construction Emissions Minimization Plan. Before starting on-site
construction activities, the Contractor shall submit a Construction
Emissions Minimization Plan (Plan) to the ERO for review and
approval. The Plan shall state, in reasonable detail, how the
Contractor will meet the requirements of Section A.

Project sponsor/ Prior to issuance of Project sponsor and
contractor(s). a permit specified  contractor(s) to prepare
in Section and submit a Plan to the
106A.3.2.6 of the ERO.
San Francisco

Considered complete on
findings by ERO that
Plan is complete.

Building Code.
1. ThePlanshallinclude estimates of the construction timeline by
phase, with a description of each piece of off-road equipment
required for every construction phase. The description may
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include, but is not limited to: equipment type, equipment
manufacturer, equipment identification number, engine model
year, engine certification (Tier rating), horsepower, engine serial
number, and expected fuel usage and hours of operation. For
VDECS installed, the description may include: technology type,
serial number, make, model, manufacturer, ARB verification
number level, and installation date and hour meter reading on
installation date. For off-road equipment using alternative fuels,
the description shall also specify the type of alternative fuel
being used.

2. The project sponsor shall ensure that all applicable
requirements of the Plan have been incorporated into the
contract specifications. The Plan shall include a certification
statement that the Contractor agrees to comply fully with the
Plan.

3. The Contractor shall make the Plan available to the public for
review on-site during working hours. The Contractor shall post
at the construction site a legible and visible sign summarizing
the Plan. The sign shall also state that the public may ask to
inspect the Plan for the project at any time during working hours
and shall explain how to request to inspect the Plan. The
Contractor shall post at least one copy of the sign in a visible
location on each side of the construction site facing a public
right-of-way.

D. Monitoring. After start of Construction Activities, the Contractor shall
submit quarterly reports to the ERO documenting compliance with
the Plan. After completion of construction activities and prior to
receiving a final certificate of occupancy, the project sponsor shall
submit to the ERO a final report summarizing construction activities,
including the start and end dates and duration of each construction
phase, and the specific information required in the Plan.

Project sponsor/ Quarterly
contractor(s).

Project sponsor and
contractor(s) to submit
quarterly reports to the
ERO.

Considered complete
upon findings by the
ERO that the Plan is
being/has been
implemented.
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Mitigation Measure M-GE-6a: Worker Environmental Awareness

Training

Project sponsor and
contractor(s) to submit a
confirmation letter to the
Planning Department each
time a training session is
held. The letter shall be
submitted within five (5)
business days of conducting
a training session.

Considered complete
upon end of ground
disturbing activities.

Project sponsor/ Prior to and during
contractor(s). ground disturbing
activities

Prior to commencing construction, the project sponsor shall ensure that
all workers are trained on the contents of the Paleontological Resources
Alert Sheet, as provided by the Planning Department. The Paleontological
Resources Alert Sheet shall be prominently displayed at the construction
site during ground disturbing activities to provide pre-construction worker
environmental awareness training regarding potential paleontological
resources.

In addition, the project sponsor (through a designated representative)
shall inform construction personnel of the immediate stop work
procedures and contact information to be followed if bones or other
potential fossils are unearthed at the project site, and the laws and
regulations protecting paleontological resources. As new workers arrive at
the project site for ground disturbing activities, they would be trained by
the construction supervisor.

The project sponsor shall submit a letter confirming the timing of the
worker training to the Planning Department. The letter shall confirm the
project’s location, the date of training, the location of the informational
handout display, and the number of participants. The letter shall be
transmitted to the Planning Department within five (5) business days of
conducting the training.

Mitigation Measure M-GE-6b: Discovery of Unanticipated
Paleontological Resources

If necessary, the project
sponsor and a qualified
paleontologist shall submit
a Paleontological Mitigation
Program to the Planning
Department.

Considered complete
upon end of ground
disturbing activities or,
if necessary, approval of
a Paleontological
Resources Report by the

In the event of the discovery of an unanticipated paleontological resource
during construction, excavations within 25 feet of the find shall
temporarily be halted until the discovery is examined by a qualified
paleontologist (pursuant to Society of Vertebrate Paleontology standards
(SVP 1995, 1996)). Work within the sensitive area shall resume only when
deemed appropriate by the qualified paleontologist in consultation with

Project sponsor,
qualified
paleontologist,
and construction
contractor.

During ground
disturbing
activities.

the Planning Department.

Planning Department.
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The qualified paleontologist shall determine if: (1) the discovery is
scientifically significant; (2) the necessity for involving other agencies and
stakeholders; (3) the significance of the resource; and (4) methods for
resource recovery. If a paleontological resource assessment results in a
determination that the resource is not scientifically important, this
conclusion shall be documented in a Paleontological Evaluation Letter to
demonstrate compliance with applicable statutory requirements. The
Paleontological Evaluation Letter shall be submitted to the Planning
Department for review within 30 business days of the discovery.

If a paleontological resource is determined to be of scientific importance
and there are no feasible avoidance measures, a Paleontological
Mitigation Program (mitigation program) must be prepared by the
qualified paleontologist engaged by the project sponsor. The mitigation
program shall include measures to fully document and recover the
resource. The mitigation program shall be approved by the Planning
Department. Ground disturbing activities in the project area shall be
monitored as determined by the qualified paleontologist for the duration
of such activities in collaboration with the Planning Department, once
work is resumed.

The mitigation program shall include: (1) procedures for construction
monitoring at the project site; (2) fossil preparation and identification
procedures; (3) curation into an appropriate repository; and (4)
preparation of a Paleontological Resources Report (report or paleontology
report) at the conclusion of ground disturbing activities. The paleontology
report shall include dates of field work, results of monitoring, fossil
identifications to the lowest possible taxonomic level, analysis of the fossil
collection, a discussion of the scientific significance of the fossil collection,
conclusions, locality forms, an itemized list of specimens, and a repository
receipt from the curation facility. The project sponsor shall be responsible
for the preparation and implementation of the mitigation program, in
addition to any costs necessary to prepare and identify collected fossils
and for any curation fees charged by the paleontological repository. The
mitigation program shall be submitted to the Planning Department for
review within 10 business days of the discovery. The paleontology report
shall be submitted to the Planning Department for review within 30
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business days from conclusion of ground disturbing activities or as
negotiated following consultation with the Planning Department.
IMPROVEMENT MEASURES AGREED TO BY PROJECT SPONSOR
CULTURAL RESOURCES
Improvement Measure I-CR-1a: Documentation
A. Historic American Building/Historic American Landscape Survey
Prior to the issuance of demolition or site permits, the project sponsor Project sponsor  Prior to the Project sponsor and Considered complete
should undertake Historic American Building/Historic American and qualified issuance of qualified professional to upon approval of
Landscape Survey-like (HABS/HALS-like) level documentation of the professionalwho demolition, site, or submit HABS/HALS HABS/HALS
subject property, structures, objects, materials, and landscaping. The meets the building permits.  documentation to the documentation by the
documentation should be funded by the project sponsor and undertaken  standards for Planning Department. Planning Department.
by a qualified professional who meets the standards for history, history,

architectural history, or architecture (as appropriate), as set forth by the architectural
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards (36 Code history, or
of Federal Regulation, Part 61) and will assist with the reuse and/or architecture.
replication of character-defining features to be incorporated into the new

construction and provide content to the interpretation program, both of

which are part of the proposed project. The professional overseeing the

documentation should meet with Planning Department staff for review

and approval of a coordinated documentation plan before work on any

one aspect may commence. The specific scope of the documentation

should be reviewed and approved by the Planning Department. The

documentation package created should consist of the items listed below.

Measured Drawings: A set of measured drawings that depict the existing
size, scale, and dimension of the subject property. Planning Department
preservation staff will accept the original architectural drawings or an as-
built set of architectural drawings (plan, section, elevation, etc.) with
modification to meet HABS guidelines as determined by Planning
Department preservation staff. Planning Department preservation staff
will assist the consultant in determining the appropriate level of measured
drawings.
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Historic American Buildings/Historic American Landscape Survey Level
Photographs: Either Historic American Buildings/Historic American
Landscape Survey (HABS/HALS) standard large-format or digital
photography should be used. The scope of the digital photographs should
be reviewed by Planning Department preservation staff for concurrence,
and all digital photography should be conducted according to the latest
National Park Service standards. The photography should be undertaken
by a qualified professional with demonstrated experience in HABS/HALS
photography. Photograph views for the data set should include
contextual views; views of each side of the building and interior views,
including any original interior features, where possible; oblique views of
the building; and detail views of character-defining features, including
landscape elements. Allviews should be referenced on a photographic
key. This photographic key should be on a map of the property and should
show the photograph number with an arrow to indicate the direction of
the view. Historic photographs should also be collected, reproduced, and
included in the data set.

The professional(s) should prepare the documentation and the Planning
Department should monitor its preparation. The HABS/HALS
documentation scope will determine the requested documentation type
for each facility, and the project sponsor will conduct outreach to identify
other interested repositories.

The professional(s) should submit the completed documentation for
review and approval by Planning Department preservation staff before
issuance of building permits. All documentation will be reviewed and
approved by Planning Department preservation staff before any
demolition or site permit is granted for the affected historical resource.
The final approved documentation should be provided in both printed and
electronic form to the Planning Department and offered to repositories
including, but not limited to, the San Francisco Public Library, the
Northwest Information Center, San Francisco Architectural Heritage, the
California Historical Society, and the GLBT Historical Society. The
Planning Department will make electronic versions of the documentation
available to the public at no charge.
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B. Video Recordation

Prior to any demolition or substantial alteration of an individual historical
resource or contributor to a historic district on the project site, the project
sponsor should retain a qualified professional to undertake video
documentation of the affected historical resource and its setting. This
mitigation measure would supplement the traditional HABS/HALS
documentation, and would enhance the collection of reference materials
that would be available to the public and inform future research.

The documentation should be conducted by a professional videographer
with experience recording architectural resources. The professional
videographer should provide a storyboard of the proposed video
recordation for review and approval by Planning Department preservation
staff. The documentation should be narrated by a qualified professional
who meets the standards for history, architectural history, or architecture
(as appropriate), as set forth by the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards (36 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 61). The
documentation should include as much information as possible—using
visuals in combination with narration—about the materials, construction
methods, current condition, historical use, and historic context of the
historic resources.

The final video should be reviewed and approved by Planning Department

preservation staff prior to issuance of a demolition permit or site permit or

issuance of any building permits for the project.

Archival copies of the video documentation should be submitted to the
Planning Department, and to repositories including: History Room at the
San Francisco Public Library, Prelinger Archives, the California Historical
Society, San Francisco Architectural Heritage, and the Northwest
Information Center of the California Historical Information Resource
System. This improvement measure would supplement the traditional
HABS documentation, and would enhance the collection of reference

materials that would be available to the public and inform future research.

Project sponsor,  Prior to issuance of Project sponsor, qualified Considered complete
qualified demolition, site, or videographer, and qualified upon approval of video
professional building permits.  narrator to submit video documentation by the
videographer, documentation to the Planning Department.
and qualified Planning Department.

narrator who

meets the

standards for

history,

architectural

history, or

architecture.
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Improvement Measure I-CR-1b: Interpretation

The project sponsor should facilitate the development of an interpretive
program focused on the history of the project site as outlined in the
project description. The interpretive program should be developed and
implemented by a qualified professional with demonstrated experience in
displaying information and graphics to the public in a visually interesting
manner, such as a museum or exhibit curator. The project sponsor should
utilize the oral histories and subsequent transcripts prepared as part of
the Historic Resource Evaluation review process. As feasible, coordination
with local artists or community members should occur. The primary goal
of the program is to educate visitors and future residents about the
property’s historical themes, associations, and lost contributing features
within broader historical, social, and physical landscape contexts. These
themes would include but not be limited to the subject property’s historic
significance as a contributor to the identified-eligible Polk Gulch LGBTQ
Historic District and should include the oral histories previous undertaken
for this project.

This program should be initially outlined in a Historic Resources Public
Interpretive Plan (HRPIP) subject to review and approval by Planning
Department preservation staff. The HRPIP will lay out the various
components of the interpretive program that should be developed in
consultation with a qualified preservation professional. The HRPIP should
describe the interpretive product(s), locations or distribution of
interpretive materials or displays, the proposed content and materials, the
producers or artists of the displays or installation, and a long-term
maintenance program. The HRPIP should be approved by Planning
Department staff prior to issuance of a site permit or demolition permit.

The interpretive program should include the installation of permanent on-
site interpretive displays but may also include development of
digital/virtual interpretive products. For physical interpretation, the plan
should include the proposed format and accessible location of the
interpretive content, as well as high-quality graphics and written
narratives. The permanent display should include the history of 1525 Pine
Street and the historical context of the Polk Gulch LGBTQ Historic District.
The display should be placed in a prominent, public setting within, on, or
in the exterior of the new building. The interpretive material(s) should be

Project sponsor  Prior to issuance of Project sponsor and

and qualified the architectural qualified professional to
professional with addendumtothe  submita HRPIP to the
demonstrated site permit. Planning Department.
experience in

displaying

information and
graphics to the
public (e.g.,
museum or
exhibit curator).

Ongoing during project
operation following
approval of the HRPIP
by the Planning
Department.
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installed within the project site boundaries and made of durable all-
weather materials. The interpretive material(s) should be of high quality
and installed to allow for high public visibility. The interpretive plan
should also explore contributing to digital platforms that are publicly
accessible, such as the History Pin website or phone applications.
Interpretive material could include elements such as virtual museums and
content, such as oral history, brochures, and websites. All interpretive
material should be publicly available.

The HRPIP should be approved by Planning Department preservation staff
prior to issuance of the architectural addendum to the site permit. The
detailed content, media and other characteristics of such interpretive
program should be approved by Planning Department preservation staff
prior to issuance of a Temporary Certificate of Occupancy.

Prior to finalizing the HRPIP, the sponsor and consultant should attempt
to convene a community group consisting of local preservation
organizations and other interested parties such as SF Heritage and the
GLBT Historical Society to receive feedback on the interpretive plan.

The interpretive program should be developed in coordination with the
archaeological program if archaeological interpretation is required.

The interpretive program should also coordinate with other interpretive
programs currently proposed or installed in the vicinity or for similar
resources in the city.

Improvement Measure I-CR-1c: Salvage Architectural Materials from
the Site for Public Information and Reuse

As included in the project description, the project sponsor proposes to
reuse many of the significant features associated with Grubstake in the
proposed project. Prior to the removal of the character-defining features
of the historic district contributor that are proposed to be incorporated
into the proposed project, the project sponsor should provide Planning
Department preservation staff with a salvage plan that outlines the details
of how the features to be reused and incorporated into the proposed
project would be removed, stored, reinstalled, and maintained. The
salvage plan should be reviewed and approved by Planning Department

contractor(s). the architectural

site permit.

addendum to the

Project sponsor/ Prior to issuance of Project sponsor and

contractor(s) to submit a
salvage plan to the
Planning Department.

Considered complete
upon approval of the
salvage plan by the
Planning Department
and implementation of
the salvage plan by the
project sponsor and
contractor(s).
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preservation staff prior to issuance of the architectural addendum to the
site permit.

TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

Improvement Measure I-TR-1: Coordinated Construction Traffic
Management Plan

The project sponsor should participate in the preparation and Project sponsor/ Priorto and during Project sponsor and Considered complete
implementation of a coordinated construction traffic management plan contractor(s). construction contractor(s) to prepare upon end of

that includes measures to reduce hazards between construction-related activities. and submit a coordinated construction activities.
traffic and pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit vehicles. The coordinated construction traffic

construction traffic management plan should be prepared in coordination management plan to the

with other public and private projects within a one-block radius that may City’s interdepartmental

have overlapping construction schedules and should be subject to review Transportation Advisory

and approval by the City’s interdepartmental Transportation Advisory Staff Committee.

Staff Committee (TASC). The plan should include, but not necessarily be

limited to, the following measures:

Restricted Construction Access Hours: Limit truck movements and
deliveries requiring lane closures to occur between

9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., outside of peak morning and evening
weekday commute hours.

Alternative Transportation for Construction Workers: Provide
incentives to construction workers to carpool, use transit, bike, and
walk to the project site as alternatives to driving alone to and from
the project site. Such incentives may include, but not be limited to,
providing secure bicycle parking spaces, participating in the free-to-
employee-and-employer ride matching program from www.511.org,
participating in the emergency ride home program through the City of
San Francisco (www.sferh.org), and providing transit information to
construction workers.

Construction Worker Parking Plan: The location of construction
worker parking will be identified as well as the person(s) responsible
for monitoring the implementation of the proposed parking plan. The
use of on-street parking to accommodate construction worker
parking will be discouraged.
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Coordination of Temporary Sidewalk Closures: The project sponsor
should coordinate sidewalk closures with other projects requesting
concurrent lane or sidewalk closures through the TASC and
interdepartmental meetings to minimize the extent and duration of
requested closures.

Maintenance of Transit, Vehicle, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Access: The
project sponsor/construction contractor(s) should meet with Public
Works, SFMTA, the Fire Department, Muni Operations, and other City
agencies to coordinate feasible measures to include in the
Coordinated Construction Management Plan to maintain access for
transit, vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians. This should include an
assessment of the need for temporary transit stop relocations or
other measures to reduce potential traffic, bicycle, and transit
disruption and pedestrian circulation effects during construction of
the project.

Proposed Project Construction Updates for Adjacent Businesses and
Residents: Provide regularly updated information regarding project
construction, including a construction contact person, construction
activities, duration, peak construction activities (e.g., concrete pours),
travel lane closures, and lane closures (bicycle and parking) to nearby
residences and adjacent businesses through a website, social media,
or other effective methods acceptable to the Environmental Review
Officer.

1 Definitions of MMRP Column Headings:

Adopted Mitigation Measures: Full text of the mitigation measure(s) copied verbatim from the final CEQA document.

Implementation Responsibility: Entity who is responsible for implementing the mitigation measure. In most cases this is the project sponsor and/or project’s sponsor’s contractor/consultant and at times
under the direction of the planning department.

Mitigation Schedule: Identifies milestones for when the actions in the mitigation measure need to be implemented.

Monitoring/Reporting Responsibility: 1dentifies who is responsible for monitoring compliance with the mitigation measure and any reporting responsibilities. In most cases it is the Planning Department who is
responsible for monitoring compliance with the mitigation measure. If a department or agency other than the planning department is identified as responsible for monitoring, there should be an expressed
agreement between the planning department and that other department/agency. In most cases the project sponsor, their contractor, or consultant are responsible for any reporting requirements.

Monitoring Actions/Completion Criteria: 1dentifies the milestone at which the mitigation measure is considered complete. This may also identify requirements for verifying compliance.
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From: Beinart, Amy (BOS)

To: Jimmy Choi; BOS Legislation, (BOS)

Subject: Re: appeal of 1525 Pine St project

Date: Thursday, September 30, 2021 2:28:53 PM

Hi, Jimmy,

| am forwarding your request to the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, which oversees
requests for appeals.

Amy

S>SSS>S>>>>>>

Amy Beinart| Legislative Aide/Chief of Staff
Office of Supervisor Hillary Ronen

| amy.beinart@sfgov.org
https://sfbos.org/supervisor-ronen-district-9

From: Jimmy Choi <jimchoi729@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, September 30, 2021, 12:43 PM
To: Beinart, Amy (BOYS)

Subject: appeal of 1525 Pine St project

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

Hi Amy,
| am writing to request an appeal the construction of the 1525 Pine St Project

The project sponsors have not adequately studied the significant negative impact of the
construction on:

1. accessto light and air for 20 unitsin the light well which will be boxed in on four
sides. 10 of those units have no other accessto light and air. The study sponsors
analyzed only the light outside the window of the units and not inside the unit and
minimized the negative impactsin front of the Planning Commission.

2. additional traffic and congestion in the Austin alley and the surrounding area without
additional parking spaces

3. increased wind tunnel effectsin the areawhich is dangerous for senior residentsin the
areaand close by senior living facilities

Thanks in advance for your consideration,
-Jimmy Choi


mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=6983487FD26E4D27BAF76360D39BA5B6-AMY BEINART
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=user756dd392
mailto:bos.legislation@sfgov.org
https://sfbos.org/supervisor-ronen-district-9

From: Madeline Snyder

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 10:07:26 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Cassy Alepoudakis

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 4:52:43 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Mark Langan

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 3:52:28 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Mark Langan
SF District 9 homeowner

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Anastasia Fourakis

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com; anastasia65f@agmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 1:07:30 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Daisy Gideon

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 11:38:09 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Daisy Gideon

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 11:26:56 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Marilynn Bean

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 10:05:31 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Marilynn Bean

1626 Northpoint St
San Francisco Ca 94123

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Deborah Gehlen

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 6:54:34 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to addressits
next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA
requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on
the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith
voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City'sland use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the
Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well
asthe project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood.” The residents of the
neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeal s to various aspects of the
project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that
all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped,
and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address
any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed
form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Save the Grubstake! It isanational treasure and should be a protected landmark!

Yourstruly,

Deborah Gehlen
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From: Thea Harvey-Brown

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:21:54 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Brad Kayal

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai. Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors. (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Supporting Grubstake Diner / More Housing in SF

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 4:55:48 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to me (a late-night staple for potato skins and their Portuguese soup)
and also the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community
treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new
Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into
the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a light
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and
safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lights to its building, timed to match
daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeals to
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate
the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods.
The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the
viability of this important LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents
and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Thank you,
Brandun Kayal
1790 Broadway, SF 94109
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From: Bernadine Calaguas

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:44:33 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Best,
Bernadine Posadas
(650) 892-7188
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From: Mara Martin

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); RonenStaff
(BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; Marstaff (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS);
PrestonStaff (BOS); sfarubstake@agmail.com; Waltonstaff (BOS)

Subject: | Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner!

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 2:41:02 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and the entire BoS,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and as a queer
resident of District 3| am pleased to express my full support for the rebuilding of this
community treasure. | am also in full support of the mission to create more middle income
housing in the neighborhood.

| hope you will support the District 3 community in helping maintain our LGBTQ+ space and
preserving the history for the community. The time has come for this proposal to move
forward so we can benefit the entire neighborhood for years to come.

Thank you for you time and consideration!

Mara Martin

Mara Martin
*Pronouns: She/Her
Mobile +1 970-430-8425

*Safe self-expression and self-identification is one of my professional and personal values. One way to practice these values is to share
your gender pronouns. My name is Mara and | use she/her pronouns. What pronouns do you use?
Learn more about why pronouns matter at mypronouns.org.
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From: lan Ho-Wong

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 1:41:12 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Sincerly,
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lan Ho-Wong
Grubstake aficionado



From: Marc Lewis

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:58:32 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Tessa Jorgensen

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); RonenStaff
(BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; Marstaff (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS);
PrestonStaff (BOS); sfarubstake@agmail.com; Waltonstaff (BOS)

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:46:55 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Tessa Jorgensen
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Unforeseen Events and Marketing
P. 916.532.8377

E: tessgjorg@gmail.com
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From: Lynnie mca

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:45:54 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Lynn McArdle
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225 Lincoln Way
SF, CA 94122



From: Jessica Perla

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:45:36 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to
address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets
CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with amatching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will
receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor hasin good
faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Jessica Perla

Real Estate Broker
Jessicaperla.com
Nexusschools.com
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From: Tanya Zimbardo

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 11:16:53 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Tevon Strand-Brown

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai. Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors. (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner (from an Austin condo resident)

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 9:19:37 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

| am aresident of the Austin condo adjacent to the Grubstake location. | want to write to
express my firm support of their proposal to redevel op the restaurant as well as add much
needed housing to our city.

We were informed when we bought our units that this development would take place, and
additionally the Austin building is designed to take the Grubstake devel opment into account.
Its time to let them move forward.

My family livesin three of the units of the Austin, and | speak for all of usthat we support
Grubstake's devel opment. Thank you for your consideration.

Tevon Strand-Brown
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From: Rebecca Michael

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 8:36:33 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Holly Haraguchi

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Please Support Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 9:46:42 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | want to express my support for the
rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site with 21-units of middle-
income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who
only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
| hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this appeal.

Thank you,
Holly
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From: Hebert Lucio

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 9:00:09 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Chad Heimann

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 8:23:02 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jaclyn Epter

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 8:15:47 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

I’m writing because the Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the queer community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site
with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from
adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Warmly,

Jaclyn Epter
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From: WALTER GAYTAN

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 7:52:49 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Noelani Piters

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: ! Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 7:22:55 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sincerely,
Noelani Piters
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From: Megan Tabel

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 7:13:17 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.


mailto:tabel.mug@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:marstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:prestonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ChanStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:MelgarStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ronenstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:waltonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:sfgrubstake@gmail.com

From: Liz J Miller

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 6:53:07 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six years to redevel op the site with 21 units of middle income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sincerely,
Elizabeth J. Miller
San Francisco Voter

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Ann Wolf

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 26, 2021 6:29:18 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to addressits
next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA
requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on
the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith
voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address
any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed
form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Liz Torres

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 25, 2021 12:55:34 AM

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

SiDear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sincerely
Liz Torres San Francisco Voter
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Allyson Baker

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 24, 2021 8:08:13 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to
address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets
CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with amatching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will
receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor hasin good
faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City'sland use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the
Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well
asthe project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of
the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of
the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note
that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be
developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted. The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to
elevate the height and devel opment capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban
neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help
ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team has made every attempt
possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this
project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal .
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From: Judith Baker

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 24, 2021 6:41:52 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to
address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets
CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with amatching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will
receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor hasin good
faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long
abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the
project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's
units, as well asthe project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood.” <BR><BR>The
residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeals to various
aspects of the project while their soleintent isto block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which
encourages devel opers to elevate the height and devel opment capacity of a project in order to generate increased
housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home
development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. <BR><BR>The
Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we
hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone

Judith Baker
415-518-4052
judith_baker@att.net
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From: Roberto Arce

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Cc: Roberto Arce
Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner
Date: Friday, September 24, 2021 6:01:38 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPad
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From: Andy Gutierrez

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 24, 2021 4:33:21 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Sincerely,
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Andy Gutierrez



From: Amanda Staight

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 24, 2021 3:05:20 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sincerely,
Amanda Staight


mailto:astaight@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:marstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:prestonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ChanStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:MelgarStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ronenstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:waltonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:sfgrubstake@gmail.com

From: Vivek Krishnan

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai. Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors. (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 24, 2021 12:20:19 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express
my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop
the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues
to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including
having a light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units
would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project
would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has
in good faith voluntarily added UV lights to its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance
the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's
land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project
by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing
building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the
neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to
file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height
adjacent to their building. It is important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and that light, air, and views on
the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers
to elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing
in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home
development and will help ensure the viability of this important LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the
Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny
this frivolous appeal.

Sent from Mail for Windows
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From: Brett Jones

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 8:41:05 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Lisa

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 8:12:51 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors, The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community,
and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continuesto
face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have
continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative
Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private
terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in
the neighborhood.” The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible
to file appeal s to various aspects of the project while their soleintent isto block any additional height adjacent to
their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating
the Grubstake site would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the
lightwell exists would be impacted. The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which
encourages devel opers to elevate the height and devel opment capacity of a project in order to generate increased
housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home
development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team
has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you
see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivol ous appeal.
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From: malindakai@gmail.com

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai. Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors. (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 6:36:45 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

| have written the Board in the past with concerns about building new housing and am a member of the NOPAWN
community organization that opposed the project at 1846 Grove Street. Thank you very much for placing limits on
that Conditional Use permit such that it was no longer financially lucrative for the devel opers to build on that
landlocked ot where there is only one small egress which would make it extremely dangerous for residents to
escape an emergency. | remind you of this because | want you to see | am not in any way anti-housing or NIMBY
and that | recognize thereis a dire need for housing in the City. | support building new housing because our City
desperately needs it but | cannot support new housing that would be unsafe. This project is well-researched, well-
planned, and the project sponsors have done everything they can to accommodate the neighbors.

As aproud member of the LGBTQ+ community, | also know our historically significant gathering places are
languishing and, even worse, being taken over for new developments. Thisis quickly becoming acity that is no
longer welcoming to members of my community. The City has the opportunity to save a historic safe space for my
community and build the housing we desperately need. 21 units of middle-income housing is a great start.

This City isaplace | love because of its welcoming spirit and acceptance of so may types of people. The opponents
of this project appear to be fighting this project to protect their own interests without thinking of the collective good
this building could achieve.

| urge you to support this project to help achieve the public good you were elected to do.

Thank you very much!

-Malinda Tuazon
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From: Rebecca Hardberger

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 6:08:32 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Rebecca

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Shoshanah Dobry

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 5:16:41 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Cesar Abella

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 5:00:10 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Best,

Cesar Abella
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Sharon Edelson

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 4:42:00 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Get Outlook for iOS
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From: Cathy Asmus

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); RonenStaff
(BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; Marstaff (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS);
PrestonStaff (BOS); sfarubstake@agmail.com; Waltonstaff (BOS)

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 1:45:00 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.

Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the
project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith
voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light
in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeal s to various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any
additional height adjacent to their building.

It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures
stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
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deny this frivolous appeal .

Resident Cathy Asmus



From: Will Castafieda

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 9:44:13 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Robert VanCamp

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 10:38:22 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPad
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From: Douglas Hudson

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 10:12:01 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Oran Scott

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support NOT TO Rebuild Grubstake Diner-EDITED

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 11:31:41 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support OF NOT REBUILDING THIS community treasure. After
waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middlie-income (WHAT DOES MIDDLE INCOME
ACTUALLY MEAN?NO ONE CURRENTLY IN THIS NEIGHBORHOOD WILL BE ABLE TO AFFORD
THESE UNITS)

housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only
recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-
door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA
requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on
the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith
voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long
abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the
project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's
units, as well asthe project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood.” <BR><BR>The
residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeals to various
aspects of the project while their soleintent isto block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which
encourages devel opers to elevate the height and devel opment capacity of a project in order to generate increased
housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home
development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. <BR><BR>The
Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we
hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

FROM THE ABOVE LETTER-IT SEEMS FOR GOOD REASONS AND THAT ITSIN THEIR OWN BEST
INTERESTS, THE AUSTIN ISTHE ONLY THING STANDING IN THE WAY OF THISHISTORICAL SAN
FRANCISCO LANDMARK BEING MUTILATED & BASICALLY TORN DOWN.

THE GRUBSTEAK BUILDING SHOULD BE REGISTERED AS A HISTORICAL LANDMARK & THE
GRUBSTEAK SHOULD HAVE LEGACY BUSINESS STATUSIN SF. THESE THINGS WILL NOT HAPPEN,
BECAUSE THE GREEDY LANDOWNERS WANT TO BUILD THEIR CONDOS.

THESE ARE DEVELOPERS THAT ARE TEARING THE HEART & SOUL OUT OF SF, MAKING IT A TALL
GENERIC CITY OF GREY BOXES.

SUPERVISOR PESKIN & SUPERVISORS
| STRONGLY URGE YOU TO NOT LET THIS PROPERTY BE DEVELOPED AS PLANNED, LET SF
RETAIN SOME OF ITSHEART.

SINCERELY,
ORAN R SCOTT
SF SMALL BUSINESS OWNER & 20 YEAR RESIDENT.


mailto:oran_scott@hotmail.com
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:marstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:prestonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ChanStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:MelgarStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ronenstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:waltonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:sfgrubstake@gmail.com




From: Douglas Russell

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 11:05:43 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:dougrussellsf@icloud.com
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:marstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:prestonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ChanStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:MelgarStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ronenstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:waltonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:sfgrubstake@gmail.com

From: Janet Witkosky

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 10:48:25 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Best Regards,

Ms. Janet Witkosky
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From: hsumax

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 10:37:37 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone



From: Humberto Vasquez

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 10:13:24 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPad
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From: Angela Layton

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 8:18:37 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Thank you for listening!
AngelaLayton

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Ken Walczak

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 3:21:28 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Anthony

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 1:39:49 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

-Anthony
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From: Ruth Nott

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Thursday, September 23, 2021 12:52:20 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

- Ruth
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Ruth Nott
415-793-5330

Preferred Gender Pronouns: she/her/hers

"We can choose to be affected by the world or we can choose to affect the world." Heidi
Wills, author



From: Terri Fellers

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai. Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors. (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 11:52:03 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a light
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and
safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lights to its building, timed to match
daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entittement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeals to
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate
the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods.
The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the
viability of this important LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents
and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Terri Fellers
1890 Clay ST
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From: Cameron Scott Espinoza Ohl

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 9:35:49 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Stacey Haysler

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); SE Grubstake

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 9:00:17 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Regards,
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Stacey Haydler



From: Gina Latter

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 5:43:36 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Kenneth r Jackman

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 5:38:20 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Ken Jackman
SF Resident 16 years

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Brad Armienti

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 4:30:53 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Lutf Mohsin

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 3:57:13 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: jamil mohamed

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 3:54:55 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Marissa Barker

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 3:36:02 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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Thank you,

Marissa Barker



From: Lidia G Davis

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 3:30:23 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Thanks,

LidiaG Davis
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From: Liam Hennessy

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner( FROM A NATIVE SAN FRANCISCAN )

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 3:10:23 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

AS A NATIVE San Franciscan WHO always went to the Grubstake on Sunday mornings for over 30 years| believe
that the project needs to be approved.

Sincerely,

Liam Hennessy

169 Pfeiffer St

San Francisco

CA 94131

dolbay @hotmail.com
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From: carolyn

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 1:33:54 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

carolyn conwell


mailto:cmconwell@gmail.com
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:marstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:prestonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ChanStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:MelgarStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ronenstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:waltonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:sfgrubstake@gmail.com




From: Jason Owens

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 1:25:01 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: chezza

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner - it was made very clear as the Austin went up that this deal was made

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 9:19:38 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its neighbors concerns. As the Austin
was being built deals were made and well-reported that The Grubstake was going to stay &
then be rebuilt to continue to stay. The hard-fought-for agreement was very public knowledge.
In recent years new residents have moved in to SF neighborhood situations of existing,
neighboring restaurants, clubs, live music, bars, etc, and then made many efforts to close those
existing, often very long-existing businesses. Asif they were 'shocked, shocked to find there
was nightlife happening in their location' asit had fir years and decades.

As covid closures have shown us these existing historical and cultural businesses are fragile
but vital to San Francisco's life and identity. They are the flavor, the spice for San Franciscans
and why tourists come. Businesses need to support themselves. But this kind of existential and
disingenuous attack should not be born just by the businesses as they continue to be falsely
attacked by folks who have no valid claim that they 'did not know' what was agreed upon and
literally in plain sight.

Please support The Grubstake.
Sincerely,

C. Martin
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From: Andres Chavez

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 8:07:37 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Larry Finn

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 7:20:28 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Larry Finn
120 29th St.
San Francisco, CA 94110

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Linda Carneiro

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Wednesday, September 22, 2021 5:50:26 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors, The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community,
and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continuesto
face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR><BR>The Grubstake
team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared
that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard
which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the
project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to
enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have
continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative
Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private
terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in
the neighborhood.” <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every
way possible to file appeal s to various aspects of the project while their soleintent isto block any additional height
adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that al owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale
disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the
building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State Density
Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the height and devel opment capacity of a project
in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and
financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.
<BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin
residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivol ous appeal .

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Barbara Conwell

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 10:57:48 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors:

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community and also to me as a straight/hetero person,
and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to
face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted. The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in
urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and
will help ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team has made every
attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of
this project in its proposed form and deny this frivol ous appeal .

Sincerely,
Barbara Conwell
SF Homeowner and Grubstake lover
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From: David Mauroff

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 10:44:55 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Thank you,
David Mauroff
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From: SamuellLK me

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 10:14:08 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Samuel L. Krauth
701.318.9362
samuelkrauth@gmail.com
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From: Michael Gonos

To: Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfgrubstake@amail.com
Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner
Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 3:24:47 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Stefani,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Michael Gonos
Resident of District Two
San Francisco, CA
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From: Giovanna Soto

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 3:21:10 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the
neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the
project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that
all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped,
and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR>
<BR>The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developersto
elevate the height and devel opment capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban
neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help
ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made
every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the
value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal .

Sent from my iPhone
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From: John Mccutchen

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 2:14:09 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: David Colbert

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 1:52:10 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Sincerely yours,

David S Colbert
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From: Henry Ostendorf

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 12:36:16 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: liz Rigali

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 12:07:57 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Donna Amador

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 10:45:10 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone


mailto:donna.amador@icloud.com
mailto:aaron.peskin@sfgov.org
mailto:catherine.stefani@sfgov.org
mailto:marstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:prestonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ChanStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:haneystaff@sfgov.org
mailto:MelgarStaff@sfgov.org
mailto:mandelmanstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ronenstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:ahsha.safai@sfgov.org
mailto:waltonstaff@sfgov.org
mailto:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
mailto:sfgrubstake@gmail.com

From: Eric Bishop

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 10:28:35 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Get Outlook for Android
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From: Robb Fleischer

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 10:12:16 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Robb Fleischer
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From: Steve Gallagher

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 10:04:40 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Steve Gallagher
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From: Irving

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 9:14:57 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Sandy Joachim

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 9:06:53 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Rolo Talorda

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 8:59:38 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Christopher Wichlan

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 17, 2021 11:41:48 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

he Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevelop the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns,
including having a light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.

Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the
project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith
voluntarily added UV lights to its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light
in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It is important to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of this important
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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The Grubstake is a SF institution. Having worked in the hotel industry many years in SF it is
one of the requested places to dine for our international guests. Please assist to settle this
dispute and compromise for both parties.

Kind Regards,

Chris Wichlan



From: Jerry W. Brown

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 8:45:22 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great
importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support for the
rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site with
21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face
opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.
<BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long
abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration
granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and
private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the
"over-supply of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring
Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appealsto various
aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their
building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale
disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the
eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The
project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt
possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see
the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Jerry Brown (he, his, him)
1201 California Street #604
San Francisco Ca. 94109
Front Porch

415-527-6537 (cell)

Email jbrown@frontporch.net

Covia and Front Porch have come together as one organization!
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Learn more at https.//covia.org/affiliation/



From: Jason Heffel

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 8:30:46 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Alexxi Adams

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 8:27:53 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Please save grubstake!!!

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Sharon Ireland

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 7:58:44 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Eddie Jen

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); RonenStaff
(BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; Marstaff (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS);
PrestonStaff (BOS); sfarubstake@agmail.com; Waltonstaff (BOS)

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 7:10:48 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors, The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the
LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this
community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition
from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. The Grubstake team
has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still
receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would
be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor
has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to
enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the
Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process,
appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's
units, aswell as the project'slack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the
neighborhood." The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in
every way possible to file appeal s to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto
block any additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at
the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be
developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell
exists would be impacted. The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program
(SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides
more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the
viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team has made every
attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that
you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Eddie Jen

5 Corbett ave
San Francisco ca
94114
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From: Lawrence Helman

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 4:52:37 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPad
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From: Kimya Dawson

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); RonenStaff
(BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; Marstaff (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS);
PrestonStaff (BOS); sfarubstake@agmail.com; Waltonstaff (BOS)

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Tuesday, September 21, 2021 12:41:10 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors, The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the
LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this
community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition
from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. The Grubstake team
has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still
receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would
be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor
has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to
enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the
Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process,
appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's
units, aswell as the project'slack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the
neighborhood." The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in
every way possible to file appeal s to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto
block any additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at
the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be
developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell
exists would be impacted. The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program
(SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides
more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the
viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team has made every
attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that
you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Martha

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 10:01:57 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Martha Brooder
( many good times there)!
Sent from my iPhone
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From: William Hack

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 9:48:27 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

William Hack
1728 Laguna street
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From: marowak105

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 8:18:59 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance not only to the LGBTQ+ community, but the
entire Upper Polk community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of
this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition
from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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Sent from my Galaxy



From: Roger Adkins

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 4:44:45 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Please Save Grubstake, they have great food there and we don't need to see another long time
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business, that is loved by many, go kerplunk! Please save it, Thanks!

Sincerely,
Roger Adkins



From: Julian Carey

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 4:35:59 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community,
and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this
community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site
with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only
recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door
neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that
found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still
receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV
lights to its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the
light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their
years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing
the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the
Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private
terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's

lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the
project while their sole intent isto block any additional height
adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at
the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the
Grubstake site would be developed, and that light, air, and views on
the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP),
which encourages devel opers to elevate the height and devel opment
capacity of aproject in order to generate increased housing in urban
neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and
financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of
this important LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any
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issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see
the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous

appeal.



From: Bruce R Parnas

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 4:05:16 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: Thomas Chimento

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 4:00:39 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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From: James Rumohr

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 17, 2021 11:27:58 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

*Sent from a mobile phone — please excuse the brevity and typos.
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From: Kenneth Cross

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 2:18:44 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors, The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community,
and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continuesto
face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. The Grubstake team has
worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found
the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a
matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the
Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor
hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in
the interior courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse
of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by
the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as
well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Thank you for hearing my concerns.
Ken Cross
Pine Street neighbor of Grubsteak
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From: marcella sanchez

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 2:07:01 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.

Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Grubstake is a piece of San Francisco’s history. Please don't let it crumble like so many other historic SF restaurants
and safe havens.

Sincerely,

Marcella Sanchez

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Jim Kroupa

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 12:35:53 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sincerely,
Jim Kroupa
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From: lisa moschetti

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 12:28:58 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: John Shifler

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 11:53:16 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Debbie Persselin

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 11:50:55 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Candace Jordan

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 11:42:29 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Lewis Brown Jr

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 9:33:09 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to addressits
next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA
requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on
the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith
voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City'sland use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the
Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well
asthe project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Thank you,
Lewlu Brown
Tenderloin resident

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Rob Rothrock

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 6:13:52 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone



From: Robyn

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Monday, September 20, 2021 2:39:57 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to
address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets
CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with amatching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will
receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor hasin good
faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long
abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the
project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's
units, as well asthe project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood.”" <BR><BR>The
residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appeals to various
aspects of the project while their soleintent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which
encourages devel opers to elevate the height and devel opment capacity of a project in order to generate increased
housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home
development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. <BR><BR>The
Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we
hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Sincerely,
Robyn Marsh
San Francisco, CA
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From: Marco Place

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 19, 2021 10:14:44 PM

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

Dear Supervisors,

| am writing in support of The Grubstake Diner. The Grubstake has held great importance to
the LGBTQ+ community over the decades. Now, after waiting over six-years to redevel op the
site with 21-units of middle-income housing over their business, the project continues to face
opposition from adjacent residents.

The Grubstake team has worked to address its neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared. The analysis found that the project meets CEQA requirements and the units
would receive light viathe interior courtyard which, with a matching lightwell on the project
would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, the project sponsor has voluntarily added
UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior
courtyard further.

Residents of the Austin condominium have tried to file appeal s to various aspects of the
project while their intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. Please
note that all Austin owners signed pre-sal e disclosures stating their knowledge that the
Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the
building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has addressed every issue brought forth by the Austin residents. | urge
you to support the efforts of this historical establishment - The Grubstake.

Respectfully,
Marco Place
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From: Anna Lederman

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 19, 2021 7:07:39 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Thank you very much for your time,
-Anna Lederman

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Justine Stanis

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 19, 2021 4:08:18 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: David Maddox

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 19, 2021 1:45:37 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.
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David Maddox
Crestive Services

2092 University Circle
Memphis, Tennessee 38112
9901.489.8548

dminmem@yahoo.com
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From: Gilbert A Villareal

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Sunday, September 19, 2021 11:59:58 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great
importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support for the
rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site with
21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face
opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.
<BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long
abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration
granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and
private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the
"over-supply of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring
Austin condominium building have tried in every way possible to file appealsto various
aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their
building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale
disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the
eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The
project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt
possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see
the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Warm regards,

Gilbert A. Villareal

150 Highland Ave

San Francisco, CA 94110
415-572-3966

Sent from my iPhone
Please forgive any typos.
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From: Jeff Suntech Gmail

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 18, 2021 2:11:34 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone

Sent from my iPhone
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This message i from outside the City emailsysterm. Do not openfinks o attachments from untrusted

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

Diner holds great GBTQ andlam support for treasure.
1 my support 1. and just recently, on the day they voted approval of the project! | am aformer PG&E engineer and know full well of the time and effort that went this project.
After waiting over six-years to redevelop the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubsteke Diner, the project from agjacent recently
neighbors’ concerns, including that found EQA recaive light from the interior courtyard which with ametching lightuwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
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From: Jennivine Lee

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Board of Supervisors, (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); RonenStaff
(BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; Marstaff (BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS);
PrestonStaff (BOS); sfarubstake@agmail.com; Waltonstaff (BOS)

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 18, 2021 11:52:12 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors, The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the
LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this
community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition
from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. The Grubstake team
has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still
receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would
be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive
sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety hazard, the project sponsor
has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight hours to
enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. Despite these efforts, some owners at the
Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process,
appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's
units, aswell as the project'slack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the
neighborhood." The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in
every way possible to file appeal s to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto
block any additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at
the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be
developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell
exists would be impacted. The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program
(SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides
more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the
viability of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project. The Grubstake team has made every
attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and we hope that
you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Be Well,

Jennivine Lee

Certified I deal Protein Coach/

CEO iWédlness Plan

Direct-415-562-5881

Click herefor moreinfo.:

Introduction to Fundamentals of Ideal Protein

Clinic L ocations:

San Mateo Clinic
951 Mariners Island Blvd., Suite 300
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From: Robert Young

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 18, 2021 11:30:11 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to express my support
for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of
middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the project continues to face opposition from adjacent
residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having alight
analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from the
interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally,
even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health and safety
hazard, the project sponsor hasin good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to match daylight
hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use
entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning
Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, aswell asthe
project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of housing in the neighborhood."

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way possibleto file appealsto
various aspects of the project while their sole intent is to block any additional height adjacent to their building. It is
important to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site
would be developed, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists
would be impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages devel opers to elevate the
height and development capacity of a project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The
SDBP provides more flexibility in planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability
of thisimportant LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by the Austin residents and
we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this frivolous appeal.

Robert Young
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From: Laura Mahoney

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Saturday, September 18, 2021 12:12:26 AM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Kelly Hernandez

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 17, 2021 11:57:21 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,<BR><BR>The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+
community, and | am pleased to express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting
over six-years to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over anew Grubstake Diner, the project
continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the neighborhood. <BR>
<BR>The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors' concerns, including having a
light analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements and the units would still receive light from
the interior courtyard which with a matching lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet.
Additionally, even though residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a
health and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its building, timed to
match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further. <BR><BR>Despite these efforts, some
owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the City's land use entitlement process, appealing the
Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light,
air, and private terraces of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply
of housing in the neighborhood." <BR><BR>The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have
tried in every way possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin were required to sign
pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be devel oped, and that light, air, and views on the eastern side
of the building where the lightwell exists would be impacted.<BR><BR>The project sponsor is using the State
Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages developers to elevate the height and development capacity of a
project in order to generate increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in
planning and financing new home development and will help ensure the viahility of thisimportant LGBTQ+
preservation project. <BR><BR>The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought
forth by the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and deny this
frivolous appeal.
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From: Erick Francisco

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 17, 2021 8:59:44 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Erick Francisco
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From: Brigida Vaccaro

To: Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Stefani, Catherine (BOS); Marstaff (BOS); PrestonStaff (BOS); ChanStaff (BOS); Haneystaff
(BOS); MelgarStaff (BOS); MandelmanStaff, [BOS]; RonenStaff (BOS); Safai, Ahsha (BOS); Waltonstaff (BOS);
Board of Supervisors, (BOS); sfarubstake@gmail.com

Subject: Support Rebuilding Grubstake Diner

Date: Friday, September 17, 2021 8:54:13 PM

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

Dear Supervisor Peskin and Supervisors,

The Grubstake Diner holds great importance to the LGBTQ+ community, and | am pleased to
express my support for the rebuilding of this community treasure. After waiting over six-years
to redevel op the site with 21-units of middle-income housing over a new Grubstake Diner, the
project continues to face opposition from adjacent residents who only recently moved into the
neighborhood.

The Grubstake team has worked tirelessly to address its next-door neighbors concerns,
including having alight analysis prepared that found the project meets CEQA requirements
and the units would still receive light from the interior courtyard which with a matching
lightwell on the project would be greater than 25 by 25 feet. Additionally, even though
residents of the Austin will receive sufficient sunlight and the project does not pose a health
and safety hazard, the project sponsor has in good faith voluntarily added UV lightsto its
building, timed to match daylight hours to enhance the light in the interior courtyard further.

Despite these efforts, some owners at the Austin have continued their years-long abuse of the
City's land use entitlement process, appealing the Mitigated Negative Declaration granted for
the project by the Planning Commission, citing the impact on the light, air, and private terraces
of the existing building's units, as well as the project's lack of parking, and the "over-supply of
housing in the neighborhood.”

The residents of the neighboring Austin condominium building have tried in every way
possible to file appeals to various aspects of the project while their sole intent isto block any
additional height adjacent to their building. It isimportant to note that all owners at the Austin
were required to sign pre-sale disclosures stating the Grubstake site would be developed, and
that light, air, and views on the eastern side of the building where the lightwell exists would be
impacted.

The project sponsor is using the State Density Bonus Program (SDBP), which encourages
developersto elevate the height and development capacity of a project in order to generate
increased housing in urban neighborhoods. The SDBP provides more flexibility in planning
and financing new home development and will help ensure the viability of thisimportant
LGBTQ+ preservation project.

The Grubstake team has made every attempt possible to address any issues brought forth by
the Austin residents and we hope that you see the value of this project in its proposed form and
deny this frivolous appeal.

Thank you for your kind attention
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