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Hi Anna and Kaela,

Please see attached for planning department corrections to the draft hearing script. This is based on
review of the video of the hearing on GovTv.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Kind regards,
Jenny

Jenny Delumo, AICP (she/hers)

Senior Planner and Transportation Review Team Lead
Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7568 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Ma

B o~ @ & X

From: Radonich, Anna <Anna.Radonich@stantec.com>

Sent: Monday, December 12, 2022 2:32 PM

To: Delumo, Jenny (CPC) <jenny.delumo@sfgov.org>

Cc: CPC.469Stevenson <CPC.469Stevenson@sfgov.org>; Johnson, Kaela
<Kaela.Johnson@stantec.com>

Subject: 469 Stevenson Street Project - DRAFT transcript 12/8 PC

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

Jenny,

Attached please find the Draft Transcript from the December 8, 2022, 469 Stevenson Street Project,
Planning Commission hearing.

Thanks!
Anna Radonich

Principal Planner
Stantec
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PLANNING COMMISSION
ITEM 11

DECEMBER 8, 2022,

ITEM 11 STARTS:

>>MODERATOR: WE CAN MOVE ONTO ITEM 11 FOR CASE
2017—014833ENVJ§69 STEVENSON STREET,JEHE DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT. WRITTEN COMMENTS ON THE
REVISED CHAPTERS OR PORTIONS INCLUDED IN THE PARTIALLY
RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR WILL BE ACCEPTED AT
CPC.469STEVENSON@SFGOV.ORG. EMAIL ADDRESS FOR THE
PLANNING DEPARTMENT UNTIL 5:00 P.M. ON DECEMBER 19,
2022.

>>COMMISSIONER BRAUN: BEFORE WE START THIS ITEM

I HAVE A DISCLOSURE TO MAKE. THE SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT

JE’OTENTIAL GENTRIFICATION AND DISPLACEMENT PACKS FOR THE

DRAFT EIR WAS PREPARED BY SEIFEL CONSULTINGQ}ﬂfEMPLOYER
MY WORK— WE DON'T HAVE ANY DIRECT RELATIONSHIP WITH
SEIFEL CONSULTING AT ALL. BUT ON OCCASION I WORK ON
PROJECTS THROUGH MY JOB FOR CITIES IN WHICH SEIFEL
CONSULTING IS ALSO WORKING ON A SEPARATE POSSIBLY
RELATED ANALYSIS THAT REQUIRES POINTS OF CONTACTjﬁﬂARED
INFORMATION OR THE CLIENT MIGHT MERGE OUR WORK AND

FINDINGS TOGETHER INTO SINGLE REPORT. BUT THERE'S NO
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FINANCIAL RELATIONSHIP OF ANY KIND BETWEEN MY EMPLOYER

J§EIFEL CONSULTING AND NONE OF THIS SHOULD HAVE ANY

EFFECT ON MY BEING FAIR AND IMPARTIALJ?EARING THIS ITEM.
>>JENNY DELUMO: GOOD AFTERNOON, PRESIDENT
TANNER AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION. I AM JENNY DELUMO,
PLANNING DEPARTMENT STAFF AND ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR
FOR THE 469 STEVENSON STREET PROJECT, OR THE PROPOSED
PROJECT.)FLANNING DEPARTMENT STAFF JOINING ME TODAY
INCLUDE JESSICA RANGE, THE PRINCIPAL PLANNER FOR THE
PROJECT.
THE ITEM BEFORE YOU TODAY IS REVIEW AND COMMENT ON THE
PARTIALLY RECIRCULATED DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
PREPARED FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT. HEREAFTER REFERRED TO
AS THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR.
NO APPROVAL OF THIS DOCUMENT IS REQUESTED AT THIS TIME.
THE PURPOSE OF TODAY'S HEARING IS TO TAKE PUBLIC
COMMENTS ON THE ADEQUACY, ACCURACY, AND COMPLETENESS OF
THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR, PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT OR CEQA, AND SAN FRANCISCO'S
LOCAL PROCEDURES FOR IMPLEMENTING CEQA.
STAFEF WILL NOT BE ANSWERING QUESTIONS CONCERNING THIS
DRAFT AT TODAY'S HEARING.
IN LIGHT OF THE BACKGROUND AND LEVEL OF INTEREST IN THIS
PROJECT, IN ADDITION TO THE TYPICAL INFORMATION PROVIDED

AT A DRAFT EIR HEARING, THE FOLLOWING PRESENTATION WILL
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INCLUDE THE HISTORY OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW FOR THE
PROJECT, INCLUDING THE BOARD OF SUPERVISOR'S FINDINGS IN
SUPPORT OF THE DECERTIFICATION OF THE PREVIOUS FINAL
EIR, AND AN OVERVIEW OF THE ADDITIONAL AND NEW ANALYSIS
PREPARED FOR THIS RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR.

THE PROJECT SITE IS LOCATED IN THE SOUTH OF
MARKET NEIGHBORHOOD AND HAS FRONTAGE ON BOTH STEVENSON
STREET AND JESSIE STREET, BETWEEN SIXTH AND FIFTH
STREETS.
THE PROJECT SPONSOR PROPOSES TO DEMOLISH THE EXISTING
SURFACE PARKING LOT AT THE PROJECT SITE AND CONSTRUCT A
NEW 27-STORY MIXED-USE BUILDING. THE APPROXIMATELY
535,000 GROSS SQUARE FOOT BUILDING WOULD BE
APPROXIMATELY 274 FEET TALL, WITH AN ADDITIONAL 16 FEET
FOR THE ELEVATOR OVERRUN THAT WOULD BE USED TO ACCESS
THE ROOF DECK.
THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD INCLUDE 495 DWELLING UNITS,
4,000 SQUARE FEET OF COMMERCIAL RETAIL USE ON THE GROUND
FLOOR, 30,000 SQUARE FEET OF PRIVATE AND COMMON OPEN
SPACE, 178 PARKING SPACES, AND ON-SITE FREIGHT AND
SERVICE VEHICLE LOADING SPACES.
THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD USE THE INDIVIDUALLY
REQUESTED STATE DENSITY BONUS PROGRAM AND PROVIDE 73
AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNITS ONSITE.

THE PROJECT SPONSOR ALSO INTENDS TO SUBMIT AN
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APPLICATION WITH THE GOVERNOR'S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND
RESEARCH FOR CERTIFICATION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT AS AN
ENVIRONMENTAL LEADERSHIP DEVELOPMENT PROJECT, COMMONLY
KNOWN AS AN SB 7 RRQIECT.

THE DEPARTMENT PUBLISHED A NOTICE OF
PREPARATION OF AN EIR AND THE INITIAL STUDY FOR THE
PROPOSED PROJECT ON OCTOBER 2, 2019 AND TOOK COMMENTS ON
THE SCOPE OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS THROUGH NOVEMBER
1ST OF THAT YEAR.

IN 2020, THE DEPARTMENT PUBLISHED THE PREVIOUSLY
CIRCULATED DRAFT EIR AND SOLICITED PUBLIC COMMENTS ON
THAT DOCUMENT.

LAST YEAR, THE DEPARTMENT PUBLISHED RESPONSES TO
COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED DRAFT
EIR'JEHE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED DRAFT EIR AND THE
RESPONSES TO COMMENTS DOCUMENT CONSTITUTE THE PREVIOUS
FINAL EIR, WHICH THE COMMISSION CERTIFIED IN JULY OF
2021.

THE CERTIFICATION WAS APPEALED TO THE BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS, WHO HELD A PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER THE
APPEAL IN OCTOBER 2021.J§TJ§HE HEARING, THE BOARD
GRANTED THE APPEAL, OVERTURNING THE CERTIFICATION OF THE
PREVIOUS FINAL EIR. THE BOARD'S FINDINGS SUPPORTING THAT

DECISION WERE PUBLISHED IN DECEMBER OF 2021.

JSN NOVEMBER 2, 2022, THE DEPARTMENT PUBLISHED THE
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RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR, WHICH WAS PREPARED FOLLOWING THE
DIRECTION OF AND TO ADDRESS THE ISSUES RAISED IN THE

BOARDS' FINDINGS.

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS' FINDINGS DIRECTED
THE DEPARTMENT TO FURTHER STUDY THE PROPOSED PROJECT'S
POTENTIAL IMPACTS IN THREE AREAS: (1) POTENTIAL IMPACTS
TO HISTORIC RESOURCES; (2) POTENTIAL GEOTECHNICAL
IMPACTS RESULTING FROM CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROJECT; AND
(3) POTENTIAL PHYSICAL IMPACTS RESULTING FROM
GENTRIFICATION AND DISPLACEMENT OF LOCAL RESIDENTS. THE
DEPARTMENT ALSO STUDIED POTENTIALLY FEASIBLE MITIGATION
MEASURES AND ALTERNATIVES TO ADDRESS SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS
IN THOSE AREAS.
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS' FINDINGS STATE THAT “AS TO ALL
OTHER TOPICS STUDIED IN THE FINAL EIR, THAT DOCUMENT
COMPLIES WITH CEQA; IS ADEQUATE, ACCURATE AND OBJECTIVE;
IS SUFFICIENT AS AN INFORMATIONAL DOCUMENT; ITS
CONCLUSIONS ARE CORRECT; AND IT REFLECTS THE INDEPENDENT
JUDGMENT OF THE CITY.”
RECIRCULATION OF AN EIR IS REQUIRED IF SIGNIFICANT NEW
INFORMATION IS ADDED AFTER PUBLIC NOTICE BUT BEFORE
CERTIFICATION. IN ADDITION, PER THE CEQA GUIDELINES, IF
THE REVISIONS ARE LIMITED TO A FEW CHAPTERS OR PORTIONS

OF THE EIR, THE LEAD AGENCY NEED ONLY RECIRCULATE THE
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CHAPTERS OR PORTIONS THAT HAVE BEEN MODIFIED.

THEREFORE, THE DEPARTMENT HAS PREPARED AND PUBLISHED A

PARTIALLY RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR TO DISCLOSE THE NEW

INFORMATION PRODUCED THROUGH THE ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS

CONDUCTED TO ADDRESS THE BOARD'S FINDINGS ON THE PRIOR

ANALYSIS OF POTENTIAL HISTORIC RESOURCES, GEOTECHNICAL,

AND GENTRIFICATION AND DISPLACEMENT IMPACTS.

BECAUSE THE BOARD FOUND ALL OTHER TOPICS STUDIED TO BE

COMPLETE AND ADEQUATE, CONSISTENT WITH THE REQUIREMENTS

OF CEQA, THE DEPARTMENT DID NOT UNDERTAKE NEW ANALYSIS

REGARDING OR RECIRCULATE THOSE SECTIONS OF THE

PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED DRAFT EIR. FOR THIS REASON, THE

RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR IDENTIFIES WHAT IS NEW TEXT AND

WHAT HAS BEEN CHANGED OR MODIFIED.

THE FOLLOWING SLIDES OUTLINE THE ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS

THAT WAS CONDUCTED, AND THE CONCLUSIONS REACHED, IN THE

RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR.

JE‘HE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR PROVIDES A NEW

CONSULTANT-PREPARED HISTORIC RESOURCES EVALUATION TO

SUPPLEMENT THE DEPARTMENT-PREPARED HISTORIC RESOURCES

ANALYSIS PROVIDED IN THE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED INITIAL

STUDY. THE DEPARTMENT REQUESTED THAT THE CONSULTANT

ASSESS WHETHER THE PROPOSED PROJECT COULD ADVERSELY

IMPACT THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED

HISTORIC DISTRICTS THAT SURROUND THE SUBJECT PROPERTY.
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THE CONSULTANT WAS ALSO ASKED TO PROVIDE A
RECOMMENDATION AS TO WHETHER OR NOT THERE ARE HISTORIC
DISTRICTS WITH SIGNIFICANT ASSOCIATIONS WITH THE
FILIPINO COMMUNITY WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF THE SOMA
PILIPINAS FILIPINO CULTURAL HERITAGE DISTRICT, AND IF
THERE MAY BE INDIVIDUAL HISTORIC RESQHRCESJWITHIN A .25
MILE RADIUS OF THE PROJECT SITE THAT ARE ASSOCIATED WITH
THE FILIPINO COMMUNITY.

THE NEW CONSULTANT-PREPARED HISTORIC RESOURCES ANALYSIS
FOUND THAT THERE ARE TWO EXISTING HISTORIC DISTRICTS
THAT HAVE AN ADDED LAYER OF SIGNIFICANCE FOR THEIR
ASSOCIATION WITH THE FILIPINO COMMUNITY: THE CALIFORNIA
REGISTER-ELIGIBLE SOUTH PARK HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE
WESTERN SOMA LIGHT INDUSTRIAL AND RESIDENTIAL HISTORIC
DISTRICT. IN ADDITION, BASED ON THE CONSULTANT'S
RESEARCH AND DISCUSSION WITH REPRESENTATIVESJ%E THE SOMA
PILIPINAS FILIPINO CULTURAL HERITAGE DISTRICT,
DEPARTMENT STAFF HAVE DETERMINED THAT THERE IS
SUFFICIENT INFORMATION IN THE RECORD TO FIND THAT 1010
MISSION STREET, A CONTRIBUTOR TO THE SIXTH STREET
LODGINGHOUSE HISTORIC DISTRICT, AND 953 MISSION STREET,
A CONTRIBUTOR TO THE MINT-MISSION ARTICLE 11
CONSERVATION DISTRICT, ARE ALSO INDIVIDUALLY ELIGIBLE
FOR LISTING IN THE CALIFORNIA REGISTER FOR THEIR

LONGSTANDING ASSOCIATION WITH THE FILIPINO COMMUNITY IN
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SOMA. THE U.S. MINT, WHICH IS LISTED IN THE NATIONAL
REGISTER, IS A NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK, AND IS AN
INDIVIDUAL ARTICLE 10 LANDMARK,JEAS ALSO BEEN IDENTIFIED
FOR ITS IMPORTANCE TO THE SOMA FILIPINO COMMUNITY.

THE ANALYSIS FOUND THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD NOT
CAUSE A SUBSTANTIAL ADVERSE CHANGE IN THE SIGNIFICANCE
OF ANY OF THE HISTORIC DISTRICTS OR THE INDIVIDUAL
RESOURCES WITHIN THESE HISTORIC DISTRICTS THAT ARE
ADJACENT TO OR NEAR THE PROJECT SITE; OR IMPACT THE
HISTORIC DISTRICTS AND POTENTIAL INDIVIDUAL RESOURCES
SIGNIFICANT FOR THEIR ASSOCIATION WITH THE SOMA FILIPINO
COMMUNITY. THE DEPARTMENT'S PRESERVATION STAFF REVIEWED
AND CONCURRED WITH THE CONSULTANT'S ANALYSIS.

THE DEPARTMENT DIRECTED THE CONSULTANT TO UPDATE THE
PREVIOUS CONSTRUCTION VIBRATION ANALYSIS TO ACCOUNT FOR
THE UPDATES TO CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT SPECIFIED IN THE
UPDATED GEOTECHNICAL REPORT. THE UPDATED CONSTRUCTION
VIBRATION ANALYSIS FOUND THAT DEMOLITION OF THE EXISTING
SURFACE PARKING LOT AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE PROPOSED
PROJECT COULD RESULT IN VIBRATION AT LEVELS THAT COULD
CAUSE A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT TO ADJACENT HISTORIC
RESOURCES. HOWEVER, THIS IMPACT WOULD BE REDUCED TO LESS
THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH IMPLEMENTATION OF A MITIGATION
MEASURE THAT WOULD REDUCE CONSTRUCTION VIBRATION FOR ANY

VIBRATORY EQUIPMENT USED FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THEJFROJECT
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THROUGH REQUIREMENTS SUCH AS A VIBRATION MITIGATION

PLAN, MONITORING, INSPECTION, AND REPAIR OF ANY DAMAGE.

OVERALL, THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR FOUND THAT ALL

PROJECT-LEVEL AND CUMULATIVE IMPACTS TO HISTORIC

RESOURCES WOULD BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT OR

LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION.

THE GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANT FOR THE PROPOSED

PROJECT CONDUCTED FURTHER GEOTECHNICAL ANALYSIS OF THE

SITE, INCLUDING DRILLING TWO BORINGS TO BEDROCK. THE

RESULTS OF THIS ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS WERE USED TO PREPARE

A NEW PRELIMINARY GEOTECHNICAL REPORT AT THE DIRECTION

OF THE DEPARTMENT. THE SCOPE AND CONTENT OF THE UPDATED

REPORT WAS APPROVED BY DEPARTMENT STAFF AND PEER

REVIEWED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION.

IN ADDITION, THE GEOTECHNICAL CONSULTANT PREPARED A MEMO

DOCUMENTING THEIR CONCLUSIONS ON THE GEOTECHNICAL

FEASIBILITY OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT. THIS MEMO IS BASED

ON REVIEW OF THE UPDATED PRELIMINARY GEOTECHNICAL REPORT

AND OF THE PERFORMANCE OF EXISTING BUILDINGS NEAR THE

PROJECT SITE WITH MAT FOUNDATIONS AND FOUNDATION LOADS

SIMILAR TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND SUBSURFACE

CONDITIONS SIMILAR TO THOSE FOUND AT THE PROPOSED

PROJECT SITE.

AT THE REQUEST OF THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT AND IN

COMPLIANCE WITH BUILDING CODE REQUIREMENTS IN
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ADMINISTRATIVE BULLETIN 111, AN INDEPENDENT THIRD-PARTY
TECHNICAL EXPERT PEER-REVIEWED THE UPDATED GEOTECHNICAL
REPORT, INCLUDING THE FEASIBLE FOUNDATION TYPES FOR THE
PROPOSED STRUCTURE, AND THE SCOPE OF WORK FOR THE FINAL

GEOTECHNICAL REPORT. THEY ALSO ANALYZED WHETHER THE

GEOTECHNICAL ISSUES THAT OCCURRED AT 301 MISSION STREET,

ALSO KNOWN AS MILLENNIUM TOWER, COULD OCCUR AT THE

PROPOSED PROJECT SITE.

THE NEW PRELIMINARY GEOTECHNICAL REPORT AND

NEW GEOTECHNICAL FEASIBILITY MEMORANDUM CONFIRMED THE

CONCLUSION OF THE PRIOR PRELIMINARY GEOTECHNICAL REPORT

PREPARED FOR THE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED INITIAL STUDY AND

FOUND THAT A MAT FOUNDATION SUPPORTED ON THE DENSE COLMA

SAND LAYER IS FEASIBLE FOR THE SUPPORT OF THE STRUCTURE
PROPOSED FOR THIS PROJECT. THE DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING
INSPECTION CONCURRED WITH THE ANALYSIS IN THE NEW
PRELIMINARY GEOTECHNICAL REPORT. THE THIRD-PARTY
TECHNICAL REVIEWER ALSO AGREED WITH THE REPORT'S
CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER FOUND THAT LARGE AND
UNACCEPTABLE SETTLEMENTS, SUCH AS THAT OBSERVED AT 301
MISSION STREET, WOULD NOT OCCUR AT THE PROJECT SITE,
PROVIDED THE PROPOSED PROJECT IS CONSTRUCTED BASED ON
THE RECOMMENDATIONS IN THE PRELIMINARY GEOTECHNICAL
REPORT.

AS REQUIRED BY THE BUILDING CODE, FURTHER GEOTECHNICAL

10







10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

INVESTIGATION WILL OCCUR WHEN THE PROJECT IS REVIEWED

FOR BUILDING PERMITS. IF THAT FURTHER ANALYSIS FINDS A

MAT FOUNDATION IS NOT FEASIBLE, THEN A DEEP FOUNDATION

WOULD BE NECESSARY AND IS ALSO FEASIBLE. HOWEVER, THE

THIRD-PARTY TECHNICAL REVIEW CONCLUDED THAT USE OF DEEP

FOUNDATIONS EXTENDING TO BEDROCK FOR THIS PROJECT WOULD

NOT NECESSARILY REDUCE SETTLEMENT AS COMPARED TO THE USE

OF A MAT FOUNDATION SUPPORTED ON THE DENSE COLMA SAND

LAYER.

THEREFORE, THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR FOUND THAT ALL

PROJECT-LEVEL AND CUMULATIVE IMPACTS TO GEOLOGY AND

SOILS WOULD BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT, AND NO MITIGATION

IS REQUIRED.

TO ADDRESS CONCERNS ABOUT THE PROPOSED PROJECT'S

POTENTIAL DISPLACEMENT AND GENTRIFICATION EFFECTS, THE

DEPARTMENT DIRECTED A NEW CONSULTANT TO PEER REVIEW THE

PRIOR DISPLACEMENT ANALYSIS FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT AND

CONDUCT ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS OF THE POTENTIAL

DISPLACEMENT OF PEOPLE AND CULTURAL ASSETS IN THE

VICINITY OF THE PROJECT SITE. THIS ANALYSIS INCLUDED AN

ASSESSMENT OF THE EXISTING HOUSING, SOCIOECONOMIC, AND

NEIGHBORHOOD CONDITIONS OF THE AREA SURROUNDING THE

PROJECT SITE, THE CHANGES THAT HAVE OCCURRED OVER THE

PAST TWO DECADES, AND WHETHER THE PROPOSED PROJECT COULD

RESULT IN RESIDENTIAL DISPLACEMENT. THAT ADDITIONAL

11
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12

ANALYSIS INCLUDES REVIEWING RESEARCH PUBLISHED ON THE
TOPIC SINCE THE FIRST SOCIOECONOMIC ANALYSIS, AND AN
ANALYSIS OF HOUSING PRODUCTION, PROTECTED UNITS, MARKET
RATE UNITS, AND INCOME AND RACIAL DEMOGRAPHIC CHANGE IN
THE CITY AND IN THE AREA SURROUNDING THE PROJECT SITE.
THE ANALYSIS ALSO IDENTIFIES SOMA PILIPINAS FILIPINO
CULTURAL HERITAGE DISTRICT ASSETS AND EVALUATES THE
DEGREE TO WHICH THOSE ASSETS ARE OR ARE NOT PROTECTED
FROM POTENTIAL CULTURAL DISPLACEMENT THAT COULD RESULT
FROM THE PROPOSED PROJECT.

ADDRESSED IN THE POPULATION AND HOUSING
SECTION OF THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR, THE NEW
GENTRIFICATION AND DISPLACEMENT ANALYSIS FINDS THAT THE
PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD NOT RESULT IN THE DIRECT PHYSICAL
DISPLACEMENT OF RESIDENTS OR CULTURAL ASSETS, INCLUDING
THOSE ASSOCIATED WITH THE SOMA PILIPINAS FILIPINO
CULTURAL HERITAGE DISTRICT, AS THE PROJECT SITE IS A
PARKING LOT AND DOES NOT CONTAIN ANY BUILDINGS THAT
HOUSE RESIDENTS, BUSINESSES, OR COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS.
THE ANALYSIS FINDS THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT COULD
RESULT IN THE INDIRECT DISPLACEMENT OF BETWEEN 10 AND 41
HOUSEHOLDS AND THAT SOME CULTURAL ASSETS COULD BE MORE
VULNERABLE TO CULTURAL DISPLACEMENT PRESSURES. HOWEVER,
IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO QUANTIFY OR KNOW WHETHER THE

PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD DISPLACE THOSE CULTURAL
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ASSETS. THE ANALYSIS ALSO FOUND THAT THE PROJECT SITE IS
IN AN AREA EXPERIENCING EARLY/ONGOING GENTRIFICATION,
AND THE PROPOSED PROJECT MIGHT CONTRIBUTE TO
GENTRIFICATION. HOWEVER, RESEARCH STUDIED BY THE
CONSULTANT AND REVIEWED BY THE DEPARTMENT INDICATES THAT
NEW MARKET RATEJEONSTRUCTION NEITHER WORSENS NOR EASES
THE RATES OF PEOPLE MOVING OUT OF GENTRIEFYING AREAS.
BASED ON THE RESEARCH STUDIES ANALYZED, INCLUDING
RESEARCH SPECIFIC TO IHE SAN FRANCISCO AREA, THE
ANALYSIS CONCLUDES THAT THE PROPOSED PROJECT INCLUDES
RESIDENTIAL AND CULTURAL ANTI-DISPLACEMENT STRATEGIES
THAT WOULD LIKELY LESSENJFOTENTIAL GENTRIFICATION, AND
INDIRECT DISPLACEMENT EFFECTS FROM THE PROPOSED PROJECT
IN THE AREA SURROUNDING THE PROJECT SITE. THESE REQUIRED
AND VOLUNTARY MEASURES INCLUDE ON-SITE AFFORDABLE
HOUSING, MARKET RATE HOUSING, PAYMENT OF APPROXIMATELY
$8 MILLION IN FEES FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING, DONATION OF
PROPERTY AT 59 SIXTH STREET FOR COMMUNITY BENEFIT USE
THAT COULD INCLUDE AFFORDABLE HOUSING, NEGOTIATION OF A
LEASE FOR AN URBAN REST AND SLEEP CENTER AT THE HELEN
HOTEL, LOCATED AT 166 TURK STREET, AND DESIGNATION OF
TWO GROUND FLOOR SPACES ON THE PROJECT SITE AT BELOW
MARKET RATE RENTS FOR COMMUNITY-SERVING SOMA RETAIL AND
COMMUNITY SPACES.

THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR FINDS THAT, DESPITE THE

13
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ANTI-DISPLACEMENT STRATEGIES PROVIDED BY THE PROJECT, IT

CANNOT BE CONCLUDED WITH ABSOLUTE CERTAINTY WHETHER OR

NOT THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD INDIRECTLY RESULT IN THE

DISPLACEMENT OF BETWEEN 10 AND 41 RESIDENTS AND

INDIVIDUAL CULTURAL ASSETS. IT THEREFORE ANALYZED THE

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THAT HYPOTHETICAL

INDIRECT DISPLACEMENT. IF INDIRECTLY DISPLACED

HOUSEHOLDS OR CULTURAL ASSETS MOVE TO EXISTING HOUSING

UNITS AND FACILITIES ELSEWHERE IN THE BAY AREA OR

BEYOND, THOSE DISPLACED PEOPLE MAY EXPERIENCE LONGER

COMMUTES OR BE REQUIRED TO DRIVE TO GOODS AND SERVICES

MORE OFTEN AND FURTHER THAN THEY DID AT THEIR PRIOR

LOCATION. THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR FOUND THAT THE

VEHICLE MILES TRAVELLED, GREENHOUSE GAS, AND AIR QUALITY

IMPACTS OF INDIRECT DISPLACEMENT WOULD BE LESS THAN

SIGNIFICANT, AND THAT ALL OTHER PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACTS OF THE POTENTIAL INDIRECT DISPLACEMENT WAS

ADEQUATELY ADDRESSED IN THE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED DRAFT

EIR, INCLUDING THE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED INITIAL STUDY.

THEREFORE, THE PROPOSED PROJECT WOULD NOT RESULT IN

PROJECT-LEVEL OR CUMULATIVE IMPACTS TO POPULATION AND

HOUSING, AND NO MITIGATION IS REQUIRED.

THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR FOUND DEMOLITION OF

THE EXISTING SURFACE PARKING LOT AND CONSTRUCTION OF THE

PROPOSED PROJECT COULD RESULT IN A SIGNIFICANT IMPACT TO

14
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ADJACENT HISTORIC RESOURCES, BUT THESE IMPACTS CAN BE
REDUCED TO LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION. NO
OTHER SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS WERE IDENTIFIED.

BECAUSE THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR FOUND NO NEW
SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS THAT COULD RESULT
FROM THE PROPOSED PROJECT, THERE WAS NO NEED TO IDENTIFY
NEW PROJECT ALTERNATIVES. AS SUCH, THE ALTERNATIVES IN
THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR ARE THE SAME AS THE
ALTERNATIVES IN THE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED DRAFT EIR.
HOWEVER, THE ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS IN THE RECIRCULATED
DRAFT EIR REFLECTS THE UPDATED AND NEW ANALYSIS PREPARED
FOR THE POPULATION AND HOUSING, HISTORIC RESOURCES, AND
GEOLOGY AND SOILS SECTIONS INJ%HE DOCUMENT. NONE OF THE
PROJECT ALTERNATIVES WOULD RESULT IN SIGNIEFICANT AND

UNAVOIDABLE IMPACT FOR THESE TOPICS.

THE DEPARTMENT REQUESTS THAT REVIEWERS LIMIT
THEIR COMMENTS TO THE REVISED CHAPTERS OR PORTIONS THAT
ARE INCLUDED IN THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR AND NOT
SUBMIT COMMENTS ON PORTIONS OF THE PREVIOUSLY CIRCULATED
DRAFT EIR THAT ARE NOT REVISED IN THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT
EIR OR RE-SUBMIT COMMENTS ALREADY INCLUDED IN THE
PREVIOUS RESPONSES TO COMMENTS DOCUMENT, AS THOSE
COMMENTS HAVE ALREADY BEEN ADDRESSED IN THE PREVIOUS

FINAL EIR AND THE DEPARTMENT WILL NOT RECIRCULATE THOSE

15
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RESPONSES.

AS DIRECTED BY CHAPTER 31 OF THE CITY'S
ADMINISTRATIVE CODE, ANY FURTHER APPEALS OF THE EIR
SHALL BE LIMITED TO THE PORTIONS OF THE EIR THAT THE
COMMISSION HAS REVISED. ANY PARTY WISHING TO APPEAL THE
RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR MUST HAVE COMMENTED ON THE
DOCUMENT AT OR BEFORE A PUBLIC HEARING HELD ON THE
RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR OR THE PROJECT. IN ANY APPEAL OF
THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR TO THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS,
THE BOARD'S REVIEW ON APPEAL SHALL ALSO BE LIMITED TO
THOSE PORTIONS OF THE EIR THAT THE COMMISSION HAS
REVISED INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, ANY NEW ISSUES
THAT HAVE BEEN ADDRESSED.

TODAY THE DEPARTMENT IS SEEKING COMMENTS ON THE
ADEQUACY, ACCURACY, AND COMPLETENESS OF THE INFORMATION
CONTAINED IN THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR.

STAFEF IS NOT HERE TO RESPOND TO COMMENTS AT THIS
HEARING. COMMENTS WILL BE TRANSCRIBED AND RESPONDED TO
IN WRITING IN A RESPONSES TO COMMENTS DOCUMENT, WHICH
WILL RESPOND TO ALL RELEVANT VERBAL AND WRITTEN COMMENTS
RECEIVED DURING THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD AND MAKE
REVISIONS TO THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR, AS
APPROPRIATE.

FOR MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC WHO WISH TO PROVIDE VERBAL

COMMENTS, PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME FOR THE RECORD AND

16
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SPEAK SLOWLY AND CLEARLY SO THAT THE COURT REPORTER CAN

MAKE AN ACCURATE TRANSCRIPT OF TODAY'S)?ROPPPDTNCQ.

ANYONE WHO WOULD LIKE TO COMMENT ON THE RECIRCULATED

DRAFT EIR IN WRITING MAY EMAIL THOSE COMMENTS OR MAIL CONTACT
INFORMATION ON THIS SLIDE BY 5 PM ON DECEMBER 19, 2022.

YOU MAY ALSO USE THIS SAME CONTACT INFORMATION TO

REQUEST A HARD COPY OF THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR OR A

COPY OF THE WRITTEN RESPONSES TO COMMENTS, ORJEALL
628.652.7568 TO REQUEST A COPY OF EITHER DOCUMENT.

THE PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA FOR THIS ITEM STATED THE

WRONG EMAIL ADDRESS FOR SUBMITTING PUBLIC COMMENTL

THE CORRECT EMAIL IS ON THIS SLIDE AND ON THE CORRECTED AGENDA
FOR THIS HEARING.

IF ANYONE HAS PROVIDED COMMENTS TO THE WRONG EMATIL

ADDRESS BETWEEN DECEMBER 2 AND DECEMBER 5, PLEASE SUBMIT

THEM TO THE CORRECT EMAIL ADDRESS. THE CORRECT EMAIL

ADDRESS IS ALSO PROVIDED ON THE COVER OF THE

RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR AND IN ALL OTHER NOTICES FORJ?HE
DOCUMENT.

THANK YOU.

>>MODERATOR: OKAY. IF THAT CONCLUDES STAFF'S

PRESENTATION WE SHOULD OPEN UP PUBLIC COMMENT. THIS IS

17
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YOUR OPPORTUNITY TO SUBMIT YOUR COMMENTS ON THIS DRAFT
EIR. AND CHAMBERS PLEASE COME FORWARD. IF YOU'RE
CALLING IN REMOTELY YOU NEED TO PRESS STAR 3 AND ON
WEBEX YOU NEED TO RAISE YOUR HAND.

>>TINDIVIDUAL CALLER:JEHIS ISJ¥ILQ TRAUSS. I
AM SPEAKING ON BEHALF OF YIMBY LAW TO COMMENT ON THE
RIDICULOUS FARCE+J§ FISHING EXPEDITION.. THAT WAS A
PARTIALLY RECIRCULATED DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE STEVENSON PROJECT. AN UNNECESSARY ILLEGAL WASTE
OF TIME OVER THE PAST 12 MONTHS. THE PRDEIR WAS DRAFTED
FOLKS ON 3 AREAS THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
IDENTIFIED DURING HEARINGS IN OCTOBER AND DECEMBER OF
2021. SPECIFICALLY,JFADE CONCERNS ABOUT THE PROJECTS
IMPACTS ON GENTRIFICATIONJEISPLACEMENT, THE PROJECT'S
IMPACTS ON HISTORICAL RESOURCES AND THE PROJECT IMPACT
ON GEOLOGY AND SOILS. JéNALYSIS ASJEHAI JUST EXPLAINED
SHOWS NONE OF THE BOARD'S CONCERNS HAD ANY MERIT. THE
PRDEIR FOUND THAT THE PROJECT IMPACT OF GENTRIFICATION
AND DISPLACEMENT WOULD BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT AND IN
FACT, SOME OF THE RESEARCH CITED IN THE ANALYSIS SHOWS
THAT NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE, IE DISAPPROVING THE PROJECT
LIKELY HAS A GREATER NEGATIVE IMPACT ON GENTRIFICATION
AND DISPLACEMENT THAN BUILDING THE PROJECT. THE
ANALYSIS CONDUCTED BY SEIFEL CONSULTING ALSO NOTES

FINDINGS FROM ANOTHER RECENT STUDY PUBLISHED BY
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PENNINGTON, AND PENNINGTON'S RESEARCH SUGGESTED
INCREASING THE SUPPLY OF MARKET RATE HOUSING HAS
BENEFICIAL SPILLOVER EFFECTS FOR EXISTING RESIDENTS
REDUCING RENTS AND DISPLACEMENT PRESSURES WHILE
IMPROVING NEIGHBORHOOD QUALITY.
THE STUDY CONCLUDES THAT POLICYMAKERS WHO WANT TO SLOW
DISPLACEMENT GENTRIFICATION SHOULD ACCELERATE BOTH
MARKET RATE ANDJ§EEQRDING HOUSING CONSTRUCTION.
PENNINGTON SUMMARIZES HER FINDING THAT EMPHASIZING THAT
BUILDING MORE MARKET RATE HOUSING AND BUILDING MORE
AFFORDABLE HOUSING ARE COMPLIMENTARY POLICY LEVERS.
AFFORDABLE HOUSING OBVIOUSLY IS MUCH BETTER TARGETING
PEOPLE WHO ARE ACTUALLY HIGH RISK FOR DISPLACEMENT. BUT
THIS PROPOSAL INCLUDES BOTH.
IT WAS BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WHO DENIED THE PROPOSAL.
THE PLANNING COMMISSION, THIS BODY APPROVED IT, SO YOU
DID THE RIGHT THING, BUT FOR THE SAKE OF THE RECORD THIS
HAS BEEN A HUGE WASTE OF TIME AND CIRCUS RESTUDYING
BASELESS CONCERNS. MOREOVER, DURING -- IT KICKED OFF
AN INVESTIGATION WHERE THE STATE IS NOW LOOKING AT OUR
HABITUAL BEHAVIOR AROUND HOUSING APPROVALS. THIS IS
JUST EMBLEMATIC OF USING CEQA TO INDEFINITELY --
>>MODERATOR: THANK YOU SIR. YOUR TIME IS UP.
>>TINDIVIDUAL CALLER:J?ELLQ COMMISSIONE%LMY NAME

IS NAME IS CHRISELLE RAGURO AND I AM A COMMUNITY




jdelumo


Inserted Text


affordable





jdelumo


Cross-Out





jdelumo


Inserted Text


Good evening





jdelumo


Cross-Out





jdelumo


Inserted Text


s








10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

ORGANIZERJ?HE FILIPINO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION,Jé NONPROFIT ORGANIZATION WORKING TO
ADVOCATE FOR AFFORDABLE AND SUSTAINABLE HOUSING FOR LOW
INCOME FAMILIES IN THE SOUTH OF MARKET. J.E.CE;I IS A
MEMBER OF MID MARKET COALITION ALONG WITH OTHER RESIDENT
GROUPS AND RESIDENT PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS. I AM HERE ON
BEHALF OF THE MID MARKET COALITION TO SUPPORT THE 469
STEVENSON PROJECT.

SINCE 2018 OUR COALITION OF RESIDENTS AND
COMMUNITY MEMBERS FROM SOMA AND TENDERLOIN HAD WORKED
WITH A PROJECT SPONSOR BUILD INC. AS A RESULT OF ALL
THIS WORK WE DEVELOPED A COMMUNITY BENEFITS AGREEMENT.

THE TERMS OF OUR CBA ARE INCLUDED IN THE RECIRCULATED

j}lR. WE AGREE WITH RECIRCULATED EIR FINDINGS THAT SINCE

THE PROJECT SITE IS A PARKING LOT IT WILL NOT DISPLACE
RESIDENTS, BUSINESSES OR COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS.
INSTEAD, WE THE PROJECT AND OUR COMMUNITY BENEFITS
AGREEMENT WILL BENEFIT RESIDENTS, COMMUNITY ORGANIZATION
AND COMMUNITIES SERVING BUSINESSES. OURJEEA IS A RESULT
OF A COMMUNITY CENTERED PROFIT, IT INCLUDES AFFORDABLE
HOUSING, COMMUNITY SPACES, FUNDING FOR COMMUNITY
PROGRAMS, FUNDING FOR PUBLIC ART RECOGNIZING THE
HISTORY, CULTURE AND CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE FILPINA
COMMUNITY ALONG WITH MANY OTHER BENEFITS IN TO OUR

COMMUNITY. AGAIN, WE SUPPORT THE PROJECT. THANK YOU FOR

20
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LISTENING.
>>INDIVIDUAL CALLER:J¥AX NAME IS REBECCA
BROWNING AND I AM ALSO WITH MID MARKET COALITION AS WELL

AS AJEOMMITTEE MEMBER OF THE TENDERLOIN PEOPLES

JCONPPPWNFP I ALSOJ§M IN AGREEMENT AND APPROVED OF THE
469 STEVENSON PROJECT. THANK YOU FOR MY TIME. JI:IAVE A
GREAT DAY.
>>INDIVIDUAL CALLER: HELLO, DAVID WOO, - I'M WITH SOMA

J.LELLLEIN.A. THE 469 STEVENSON PROJECT WILL NOT GET US OUT
OF OUR AFFORDABLE HOUSING CRISIS. IF THE CITY IS
SERIOUS ABOUT ADDRESSING THE LACK OF EQUITY IN PLANNING
THERE MUST BE A CONCERTED EFFORT TO COLLECT, STUDY, AND
ANALYZE DATA RELATED TO RACE, CLASS, AND DISPLACEMENT.
THE CONCLUSIONS OF THE UPDATED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR THIS PROJECT THAT CONCLUDES IT WILL NOT HAVE
SIGNIFICANT GENTRIFICATION DISPLACEMENT OR CULTURAL
DISPLACEMENT IMPACT

i
SHALLOW. THE REPORT ITSELF ADMITS THAT 10 TO 41

iFLLS SIMPLISTIC, CONTRADICTORY, AND

HOUSEHOLDS COULD BE DISPLACED AS A RESULT OF THE
PROJECT. THE REPORTIP& THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT STILL
OPERATE UNDER THE FALSE NARRATIVE THAT BUILDING NEW
MARKET RATE HOUSING WILL TRICKLE DOWN AND LOWER PRICES
FOR EVERYONE.

THE REALITY IS THAT MARKET RATE UNITS INCREASE RENTS FOR

WORKING PEOPLE THAT ALREADY LIVE THERE, SOMETHING LOW
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INCOME COMMUNITIES AND COMMUNITIES OF COLOR HAVE KNOWN

FOR A VERY LONG TIME WITH NEW DATA COMING OUT THAT

CONCRETELY SHOWS THAT SUCH AS THE ANTHONY DAMIANO STUDY

OUT OF UNIVERSITY MINNESOTA. REAL ESTATE AND HOUSING

SPECULATION IS NEVER STUDIED BY THESE REPORT CONSULTANTS

OR BY THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT. THE TRUTH IS THAT

HOUSING IS USED IN THE PRIVATE MARKET AS A WAY TO MAKE

MONEY THROUGH EVICTING PEOPLE, RAISING RENTS, AND

FLIPPING BUILDINGS, BUYING LAND AND BUILDINGS TO

SPECULATE. SOMETHING THAT NEVER FITS INTO THE EQUATION

FOR THE CITY AND HOW TO SOLVE THE AFFORDABILITY AND

DISPLACEMENT CRISIS.

THE 469 PROJECT SHOWS US WHAT NOT TO DO. THIS PROJECT

SHOULD NEVER HAVE GOTTEN THIS FAR IN PLANNING. ITS

TRULY MEANT TO CENTER RACIAL AND SOCIAL EQUITY. THESE

ARE EXPENSIVE LUXURY UNITS NEARLY 70 PERCENT ARE STUDIOS

AND ONE BEDROOMS. THIS PROJECT WILL INCREASE THE

JPISPLACEMENT PRESSURES IN THE SOUTH OF MARKET. SAN

FRANCISCO HAS OVERBUILT LUXURY HOUSING AND UNDERBUILT

AFFORDABLE HOUSING. THAT'S WHY THERE ARE 60 THOUSAND

VACANT MARKET RATE UNITS AND 52 THOUSAND MARKET RATE

UNITS THAT HAVE APPROVED BUT NOT YET BUILT AND AT THE

SAME TIME LONG WAITING LISTS FOR AFFORDABLE HOUSING.

THE CITY AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT NEEDED AN AFFORDABLE

HOUSING PLAN AS WE JUST DISCUSSED IN THE HOUSING
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ELEMENT. HALF OF THE STATE MANDATED UNITS, MORE THAN
HALF, 4 TO 6 THOUSAND MUST BE AFFORDABLE. IT’S TIME TO
STOP PRIORITIZING MARKET RATE HOUSING AND START BUILDING
AFFORDABLE HOUSIN%LACQUIRING AT RISK UNIT%LLANDJ?ASLNG
SITES FOR 100 PERCENT QE AFFORDABLE HOUSIN%kAND
EXPANDING LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES. THANK YOU.
>>INDIVIDUAL CALLER: HELLO?

>>MODERATOR: YES, SIR.

>>INDIVIDUAL CALLER: MY NAME IS ERIC MARCOO. I
AM THE CO-CHAIR OF MID MARKET COALITION AS WELL AS SOMA
NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTS COUNCIL. AND WITH PEOPLE THAT
ARE WORRIED ABOUT GENTRIFICATION THERE'S ALSOJEOOD

THINGS THAT ARE BEING PROVIDED BY THIS IN THE COMMUNITY,

JSR COMMUNITY SPACE, FOR COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES AND ALSO

FOR COMMUNITY BASED BUSINESSES AND SOME AFFORDABLE
HOUSINGJ?NSIIE AS WELL AS WHAT'S ON SITE. SO I AM IN
FAVOR OF THIS PROJECT AND YIELD THE REST OF MY TIME.
>>INDIVIDUAL CALLER: GOOD AFTERNOON COMMISSIONER THIS IS
JESSICA POLA YOUR LOCAL REALTOR. I WANT TO SAY T
SUPPORT THE 469 STEVENSON STREET PROJECT. ‘E AM
DISAPPOINTED THAT IT'S BEEN DELAYED THIS LONG WITH THE
DENIAL THAT HAPPENED LAST YEAR. I HOPE YOU GUYS HAVE
AGREED TO THIS NEW EEIR REPORT AND ASK IF WE CAN HAVE
HOUSING IN A PARKING LOT. THANK YOU VERY MUCH.

>>INDIVIDUAL CALLER: HELLO THIS IS ANASTASIA
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YOVANOPOULOS, MEMBER OF THE SAN FRANCISCO TENANTS UNION.
I AM TELLING YOU THAT SOMEONE WAS SELECTED TO DO A STUDY
AND THAT PERSON WAS BIASED. IT SEEMS THAT THERE WILL BE
GENTRIFICATION AND THERE WILL BE DISPLACEMENT THIS IS
THE WRONG PROJECT FOR THIS SPACE AND THIS IS IN THE SOMA
FILIPINA DISTRICT. THERE WILL BE DIRECT AND INDIRECT
DISPLACEMENT. THERE'S NO PROVISION, HARDLY ANY
AFFORDABLE HOUSING ON THIS SITE AS MR. WOO STATED. IT'S
MOSTLY LUXURY UNITS. THERE SHOULD BE FURTHER STUDY AND
MORE INPUT ON THE GENTRIFICATION AND DISPLACEMENT
BECAUSE THIS PROJECT IS A MARKET RATE PROJECT, AND WHO
KNOWS IF IT WILL EVEN GET BUILT. THANK YOU.
>>MODERATOR: OKAY LAST CALL FOR PUBLIC COMMENT ON THIS
MATTER. PLEASE PRESS STAR 3 OR RAISE YOUR HAND IF YOU
ARE USING WEBEX. SEEING NO ADDITIONAL REQUESTS TO SPEAK
COMMISSIONE%L PUBLIC COMMENT IS CLOSED AND THE DRAFT
EIR IS NOW BEFORE YOU FOR YOUR REVIEW AND COMMENT.
>>COMMISSIONER TANNER: THANK YOU. I DON'T HAVE
ANY COMMENTS ON THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR OTHER THAN
THANK STAFEF FOR THEIR DILIGENCE AND THE FOLKS WHO WORK

WITH YOU TO PRODUCE THIS AND RECIRCULATE THE DRAFT AND

JE‘HANK THE FOLKS WHO CALLED IN TO PROVIDE THEIR COMMENTS.

ARE THERE ANY COMMENTS FROM COMMISSIONERS? ALL RIGHT.
THAT WILL DO IT.

>>MODERATOR: VERY GOOD COMMISSIONERS. jf WILL
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PLACE THIS UNDER YOUR DISCRETIONARY REVIEW CALENDAR.

FINAL ITEM ON AGENDA TODAY.

[END OF FILE]
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Hi Anna and Kaela,

Attached are the materials for this posting cycle.
1. Posting index
2. PDF emails for posting

Thank you!
Jenny

Jenny Delumo, AICP (she/hers)

Senior Planner and Transportation Review Team Lead
Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7568 | www.sfplanning.org
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For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
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Hello Brendan,

| am unable to participate in an interview about the 469 Stevenson Street project as there is active
litigation on this project.

All the best on your thesis paper.

Kind regards,

Jenny Delumo, AICP (she/hers)

Senior Planner and Transportation Review Team Lead
Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7568 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Ma
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From: Brendan Lenh <affordablehousinginsf@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 15, 2022 9:13 AM

To: Delumo, Jenny (CPC) <jenny.delumo@sfgov.org>
Subject: 469 Stevenson Street: Participant Interview

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

Greetings! | am currently a graduate student at the University of San Francisco
(USF). I am in the process of finding potential candidates that | can interview for my
thesis paper regarding housing in San Francisco, specifically 469 Stevenson Street.
My goal is to analyze who were directly involved with the development project, the
development's current status, and what obstacles it faced the past year. Through this
development, | hope to understand how the lack of housing built has affected San
Francisco, its residents, and what can be done to ensure more housing throughout
the city in the future. As the development's environmental planner, | would love to
hear about your perspective on 469 Stevenson Street, why you want it to be built, and
what you hope it will do for the community in the long-term. The interview would take
place either in-person or virtually on Zoom (your preference) early to mid-danuary and
would take anywhere between 45 minutes to an hour. If you are further interested,





mailto:Jenny.Delumo@sfgov.org



mailto:affordablehousinginsf@yahoo.com



mailto:CPC.469Stevenson@sfgov.org



http://www.sfplanning.org/



https://sfplanninggis.org/pim/



https://www.facebook.com/sfplanning



http://www.flickr.com/photos/sfplanning



https://twitter.com/sfplanning



http://www.youtube.com/sfplanning



http://signup.sfplanning.org/

























































feel free to reply back to this email. | hope to hear back from you soon. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Brendan L.
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Hi Anna,
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Thank you!
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Jenny Delumo, AICP (she/hers)
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From: Delumo, Jenny (CPC)

To: Radonich, Anna

Cc: CPC.469Stevenson; Johnson, Kaela; Range, Jessica (CPC)

Subject: 469 Stevenson SB 7 Website Posting Records - 12/8/2022-12/12/2022
Date: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 7:08:33 PM

Hi Anna,

The files were too large, so sending the index as an attachment, along with the other files as M-Files
links.

Emails_12.08.22 through 12.12.22

Re: Item 11, 2017-014833ENV - 469 Stevenson Street —

Public Hearing on the
Partially Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report.

Commissioner Comment at 12.08.22 Hearing
Draft Transcript of PRDEIR Hearing
469 Stevenson Declaration of Posting for DEIR Hearing








mailto:Jenny.Delumo@sfgov.org





mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=user565b7fc3





mailto:CPC.469Stevenson@sfgov.org





mailto:Kaela.Johnson@stantec.com





mailto:jessica.range@sfgov.org





https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=25979acca8b4567ce0d8b2206434616f6466fc7149f3ee35e39e67f3ab751272&VaultGUID=A4A7DACD-B0DC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6E0___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5YTZlYWNjMDg5NjFjZTEzNWJhNGY3MzkyMjE4ODcwOTo2OmI3MmI6NDk0ZWFhOWQ5MDllNDgzMDNhYmMxMGQ5ODQwZDYyOTY1YWFmNDkxN2YyZWQ0ODcyNjIxZjU1NjUyOGE5ZTllYzpoOlQ





https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=c1e43e2dcbd5914f2dcda20d4aa7ccd072e2bcf692cbb9fbf17e26b0bfee501e&VaultGUID=A4A7DACD-B0DC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6E0___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5YTZlYWNjMDg5NjFjZTEzNWJhNGY3MzkyMjE4ODcwOTo2OmZmZDM6N2E2ZGY3NDUxZDZlOTQ2ZmY2ZWE4MTFiNjM2ZGFhNWIzYjZmYWMxOTEzNTExZTZkMjVlZmI4ZjMyYzdiOWVkZjpoOlQ





https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=c1e43e2dcbd5914f2dcda20d4aa7ccd072e2bcf692cbb9fbf17e26b0bfee501e&VaultGUID=A4A7DACD-B0DC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6E0___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5YTZlYWNjMDg5NjFjZTEzNWJhNGY3MzkyMjE4ODcwOTo2OmZmZDM6N2E2ZGY3NDUxZDZlOTQ2ZmY2ZWE4MTFiNjM2ZGFhNWIzYjZmYWMxOTEzNTExZTZkMjVlZmI4ZjMyYzdiOWVkZjpoOlQ





https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=c1e43e2dcbd5914f2dcda20d4aa7ccd072e2bcf692cbb9fbf17e26b0bfee501e&VaultGUID=A4A7DACD-B0DC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6E0___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5YTZlYWNjMDg5NjFjZTEzNWJhNGY3MzkyMjE4ODcwOTo2OmZmZDM6N2E2ZGY3NDUxZDZlOTQ2ZmY2ZWE4MTFiNjM2ZGFhNWIzYjZmYWMxOTEzNTExZTZkMjVlZmI4ZjMyYzdiOWVkZjpoOlQ





https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=dfbb77eebb98d71cc8743f4b7e969803681935e438a3c29040b3edb6de050ff5&VaultGUID=A4A7DACD-B0DC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6E0___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5YTZlYWNjMDg5NjFjZTEzNWJhNGY3MzkyMjE4ODcwOTo2OjdmNDI6MzUyMDY2YzFjOWYyY2UyMjc1YTE3ZjdiMzlhZmI4NmY1NTdmNmUzYzg4ZWVhN2M0ZGIyNTgyNDljNmQ2ZWI5OTpoOlQ





https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=3e1f2d15a8b8dcc35f1b09d5454b6ee732fdfb23fc846a8a34dd72e840311620&VaultGUID=A4A7DACD-B0DC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6E0___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5YTZlYWNjMDg5NjFjZTEzNWJhNGY3MzkyMjE4ODcwOTo2OjMxMjI6NTQxZWE5ODYyNTVhOTRlY2FmYjZiMzA1MDI4N2VkMTBiN2I2NTM4ODQ2ZWQxYWM1YjY5YmI1NzkzNjJkZWU3NzpoOlQ





https://url.avanan.click/v2/___https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?accesskey=792cfdcaf8d96ea4e1ba5df96212e722be7b40ab7c09700c7365cfb873a057e0&VaultGUID=A4A7DACD-B0DC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6E0___.YXAzOnNmZHQyOmE6bzo5YTZlYWNjMDg5NjFjZTEzNWJhNGY3MzkyMjE4ODcwOTo2OmMyMjM6MzlkNThmYzg1MzllZjU0ZTI5NWExZDRmMzYxM2Y1MTVlZGU1NTBkMjMzMThjNjVmMTIxZDYxZmY2ZGU3ZTdmZTpoOlQ
















From: Delumo, Jenny (CPC)
To: Radonich, Anna
Cc: CPC.469Stevenson
Subject: RE: 469 Stevenson SB 7 Website Posting Records - 12/8/2022-12/12/2022
Date: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 10:12:55 AM
Attachments: image001.png
image002.png
image003.png
image004.png
image005.png

Hi,

Resending the link: https://citypln-m-extnl.sfgov.org/SharedLinks.aspx?

accesskey=84fbab9e4e5f9507e2bd587aaa425ee068a17270c44e5daa954a661478c6f53d&VaultGUI
D=A4A7DACD-BODC-4322-BD29-F6F07103C6ED

Thanks,
Jenny

From: CPC.469Stevenson

Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 9:51 AM

To: Radonich, Anna <anna.radonich@stantec.com>

Cc: CPC.469Stevenson <CPC.469Stevenson@sfgov.org>; Delumo, Jenny (CPC)
<Jenny.Delumo@sfgov.org>

Subject: RE: 469 Stevenson SB 7 Website Posting Records - 12/8/2022-12/12/2022

Jenny Delumo, AICP (she/hers)

Senior Planner and Transportation Review Team Lead
Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7568 | www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map
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From: Delumo, Jenny (CPC) <jenny.delumo@sfgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, December 13, 2022 7:24 PM

To: Radonich, Anna <anna.radonich@stantec.com>

Cc: CPC.469Stevenson <CPC.469Stevenson@sfgov.org>

Subject: 469 Stevenson SB 7 Website Posting Records - 12/8/2022-12/12/2022
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From: Range, Jessica (CPC)

To: Brendan Lenh

Cc: CPC.469Stevenson

Subject: RE: 469 Stevenson Street: Participant Interview
Date: Wednesday, December 14, 2022 12:48:25 PM

Dear Brendan,

Sincere apologies for the delayed response. Your email went to my “Junk Email” folder and | only
saw it today. Upon review of your request, | am sorry that | will have to respectfully decline as there
is active litigation on this project and | do not think it would be appropriate for me to participate in
an interview at this time.

Sincerely,

Jessica Range, LEED AP, Principal Environmental Planner
Environmental Planning Division

San Francisco Planning

49 South Van Ness Avenue, Suite 1400, San Francisco, CA 94103
Direct: 628.652.7564| www.sfplanning.org

San Francisco Property Information Map

From: Brendan Lenh <affordablehousinginsf@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, December 5, 2022 4:44 PM

To: Range, Jessica (CPC) <jessica.range@sfgov.org>
Subject: 469 Stevenson Street: Participant Interview

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

Greetings! | am currently a graduate student at the University of San Francisco. | am
in the process of finding potential candidates that | can interview for my thesis paper
regarding housing in San Francisco, specifically 469 Stevenson Street. | was
recommended to you by one of my thesis readers, Tanu Sankalia, who teaches at
USF. My goal is to analyze who were directly involved with the development project,
its current status, and what obstacles it faced the past year. Through this
development, | hope to understand how the lack of housing built has affected San
Francisco, its residents, and what can be done to ensure more housing throughout
the city in the future. As an environmental planner involved with the development, |
would love to hear about your perspective on 469 Stevenson Street and the
complexity of the development process thus far. The interview would take place either
in-person or virtually on Zoom (your preference) and would take anywhere between
45 minutes to an hour. If you are further interested, feel free to reply back to this
email. | hope to hear back from you soon. Thank you.
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Sincerely,
Brendan L.
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