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Advisory body to the San Francisco Redevelopment Agency 

 
 

GENERAL PAC 

Monday March 19, 2007 
6:00 PM 

 
Presiding Chair (6:22 PM) 
Chris Durazo 
 
Chair’s Report (6:22 PM) 
Ms. Durazo announced that we are getting started fairly late and she hopes that next 
month we can all be on time. 
 
Determination of Quorum (6:23 PM) 
Present: Ingrid Aquino, Angelica Cabande/Bindlestiff Studio (/6:18 PM), William Curry III, 
Chris Durazo/SOMCAN, Don Marcos/SOM Employment Center (/6:35 PM), John 
Markham, John Melone/SAN, Jason Ortega (/6:18 PM) Dipak Patel (/6:20 PM), Marie 
Romero (/6:22 PM) and Raymon Smith  
 
Absent: Rudy Corpuz, Jr./United Playaz, Andrew Hart, Jerry Longoria, Sam Patel, 
Charles Range/SOM Health Center and Mark Swenson 
Staff: Marcia Ban and Karen Nolan 
 
Agency: Mike Grisso, Cathy Pickering, Lucia Mele and Jeff White 
 
Guests: Tracy Everwine, Jenny McNulty/Urban Solutions, Art Crowther, Jeoflin Roh, Lisa 
Matthews, Paul Hogarth/THC and Peter Masiak/CCSRO Collaborative 
 
Approval of minutes (6:24 PM) 
Motion: “To approve the minutes of the February 2007 General PAC meeting as is.”  
 
Vote: Yes: 10 No: 0 Abstain: 0 Motion Passes 
  
Agenda Order 6:25 PM) 
1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12 
Motion: “To approve the agenda order as is.” 
Vote:  Yes: 10 No: 0 Abstain: 0  Motion Passes 
  
Announcement of next General PAC meeting 
Ms. Durazo announced that the next General PAC meeting would be Monday April 16, 
2007 at 6:00 PM. 
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Agenda Item 6. Redevelopment Agency Report by Mike Grisso (6:26 PM) 
a. Budget 
Mr. Grisso announced that the staff recommendation for the budget has not changed 
since it was presented in January. There have been a couple of Special Budget 
Committee meetings where a lot of questions were asked and answered. There seemed 
to be some confusion over the budget and the budget in the Implementation Plan. Mr. 
Grisso explained that the budget in the Implementation Plan is a projection of the 
budget over five years. It is a non-binding guide rather than an actual budget and it was 
approved before the Plan Amendment. 
 
Mr. Grisso announced that the budget would go before the Commission in April for a 
workshop. He stated that it would be helpful for members to bring up questions and 
concerns before, or at that time. The Commission would then vote on the budget in May. 
Mr. Grisso stated that there would be another Special Budget Committee meeting on 
Wednesday, March 28th at 6:00 PM. He would urge everyone to get any questions or 
concerns to him as soon as possible because once the Commission votes on the budget 
it could not be changed. 
 
b. 474 Natoma Street  
Ms. Mele announced that the RFP for 474 Natoma Street went out in December. The 
Agency received two very good proposals and they are in the process of reviewing them 
to ensure that they are complete. Once this is done, the proposals would go before the 
selection panel. Ms. Aquino will be participating on this selection panel as a member 
appointed to represent the PAC in the selection process. The two proposals are from 
Michael Simmons Development with David Baker, Architect and Bridge Housing with 
Ledde, Maytem & Stacy, Architects. 
 
Ms. Mele stated that aside from the aesthetics, the Agency would be looking at the 
number of units. This is an odd shaped lot and they are looking to maximize units. The 
maximum number of units for this lot is 60 with a maximum height of 85 feet, which 
would be nine stories. The interviews will take place around April 4th and then references 
and backgrounds will be checked. The Agency is hoping to bring this project to the PAC 
in May. If all goes according to plan they will bring the project to the Commission for 
approval on June 5th, 
 
Ms. Durazo wanted to know if the Agency would be hosting an affordable 
homeownership workshop for those interested in purchasing a unit in this project. Ms. 
Mele responded that this is something the PAC should discuss. She stated that other 
PAC’s have held homeownership workshops and they are usually conducted by the 
Mission Economic Development Association. Ms. Mele stated that the Agency follows 
an extensive marketing plan. Ms. Durazo wanted to know if the 94103 zip code would 
be a priority for this project. Mr. Grisso responded that this is a part of the 
redevelopment plan. 
 
c. Other Developments 
Mr. Grisso referred to the Alley Streetscape Improvements and announced that the 
Agency has a draft proposal from DPW as well as a proposal on the design from the 
AIA. An all day workshop will be held for the PAC and the community. The PAC, Agency 
and DPW will take the ideas and discuss what is wanted and come up with a concrete 
plan. They will then enter into a letter agreement next month. The plan would then be 
discussed at the Economics Committee on the first Thursday of the month. 
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Ms. Durazo wanted to know if members could receive a copy of the draft scope for 
review. Mr. Grisso stated that this would be provided as soon as it is ready. 
 
Ms. Pickering announced that the Agency has awarded a contract to a property 
management firm to keep the 474 Natoma site clean until construction begins. If anyone 
notices any problems at the site, they should give her a call and she will make sure it is 
addressed. Ms. Durazo wanted to know what property management firm was awarded 
the contract and how it was funded. Ms. Pickering stated that she did not have the 
information at this time, but she would provide it as soon as possible. Mr. Grisso stated 
that it is funded through the affordable housing budget. 
 
Ms. Pickering referred to a Letter from Mr. Range regarding the dumpster on Minna 
Street and the mess left behind by the garbage disposal company. She stated that she is 
having a meeting with MJM Management and John Ratta with Golden Gate Disposal 
this week to discuss the problem. Ms. Durazo wanted to know if the PAC would be 
invited to this meeting. Mr. Grisso stated that he could provide the information regarding 
this meeting to the HS & HS Committee and that it would be possible for one or two PAC 
members to be present. Ms. Pickering stated that this area on Minna Street is not under 
MJM Management’s contract, but they have agreed to clean the area because the PAC 
has requested this be done. 
 
Ms. Pickering referred to the complaints from businesses and residents on 6th Street 
with regard to loitering. She stated that she had a meeting with MJM and the police 
department. MJM has offered “No Loitering” signs to the businesses and the police have 
agreed to address this problem. Mr. Smith referred to the street cleaning and wanted to 
know when this is supposed to occur. He stated that lately they have been cleaning the 
streets at 2:00, 3:00 and 4:00 AM and this is very noisy when residents are trying to 
sleep. Ms. Pickering agreed to look into this and get back to Mr. Smith. Mr. Smith 
stated that he has a schedule of street cleaning through the end of the month and he 
wondered if it were flexible as MJM deviates from this schedule. Mr. Grisso stated that 
they are not supposed to deviate from the schedule, but there could be times when this 
occurs. 
 
Mr. Markham referred to the palm trees and stated that when it rains, the water washes 
down the side of the trees pushing all of the sand away, exposing the roots. Mr. Grisso 
explained that MJM is responsible for the trees and the intent was to dig around the 
roots to get water into them for healthy trees. Mr. Smith referred to the palm trees and 
stated that they are not being watered regularly and when they do water them, they are 
not watering inside the hose next to the tree, to ensure the water gets to the roots. Mr. 
Grisso explained that the hoses are not placed next to the trees for water. They are 
there to ensure air can get to the roots. A palm specialist looked at the trees and stated 
that they are healthy palms but to ensure continued health they must be watered 
differently. This will continue until the palm trees are completely healthy. 
 
Mr. Marcos referred to the lottery process for housing selection and wanted to know if 
this were law, or Agency policy. Ms. Mele responded that the Agency decided that the 
lottery is the best and fairest way to ensure everyone has an equal chance at housing 
opportunities. The lottery process benefits those who work by not forcing them to stand 
in long lines during work hours. Ms. Mele explained that it is a random drawing lottery 
with earthquake displacees receiving first priority and South of Market residents 
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receiving second priority. Mr. Marcos mentioned that many residents that get in on the 
lottery never qualify and therefore can not get into the affordable housing in the area. 
Ms. Mele explained that the objective is to qualify as many as possible at the deepest 
levels of affordability. It can take a number of years to repair damaged credit and even 
though someone gets in on the lottery for homeownership opportunities, they must still 
qualify for a conventional loan and meet the bank’s criteria.   
 
Agenda Item 7. SRO Loan Program by Jeff White (6:50 PM)  
Mr. White announced that Agency staff brought recommended changes to the SRO 
Hotel Rehabilitation Loan Program to the Housing Committee on March 5th. He stated 
that Agency staff has been assessing the next steps for the program. 
 
The program was developed during 2002-03 with active input and participation of hotel 
owners, the SOMPAC and other stakeholders to provide loans for quality of life 
investments to privately owned 6th Street hotels. The program was specifically designed 
and tailored to meet the needs of SRO hotel owners. Since the inception of the program, 
only one hotel has completed improvements with a program loan. Three other loans 
have closed but have not completed improvements. In 2006 the Agency contracted with 
Urban Solutions to increase outreach in the hopes that more hotel owners would use the 
program but demand for the loans continues to be low. 
 
Mr. White stated that Agency staff is now recommending winding down the program so 
that the unused funds could be redeployed elsewhere in the Project Area. They intend to 
accept applications through June 30, 2007. According to Urban Solutions there are 
currently several loans in the pipeline. Any loans that are not completed by June 30, 
2008, would be cancelled. During this wind down period the Agency intends to extend 
both the underwriting consultant and the contract with urban Solutions for outreach until 
June 30, 2008. 
 
Mr. White explained that total allocation for the program was $1.9 million and there are 
approximately $1.2 million in funds remaining. These remaining funds would be used for 
affordable housing elsewhere in the Project Area. The Housing Committee 
recommended that the Agency plan for winding down the program as previously stated. 
 
Mr. Smith stated that the Housing Committee did not have a lot of information regarding 
the program when this recommendation was made. He has invited guests to attend 
tonight’s meeting to discuss the quality of life in the hotels. Mr. Smith stated that many 
hotel residents are concerned about a lack of security systems, kitchens, electrical 
upgrades, mailboxes for residents, etc. Mr. Smith would like to hear comments from the 
public. Mr. Ortega wanted to know why the hotel owners are not completing the 
upgrades once they obtain the loans. Mr. White stated that he does not know why the 
owners are not completing the upgrades. He stated that the Sharon, the Shree Ganeshe 
and the Alder have closed loans for electrical upgrades, but have yet to do the work. 
 
Members of the public spoke of the quality of life problems in the SRO hotels and the 
constant reports of electrical blackouts. They wanted to know if more could be done to 
ensure the hotel owners take advantage of this loan program to improve the lives of the 
residents living in the hotels. Mr. White explained that the Agency went through an 
elaborate process to ensure the program would be used. They had several meetings 
with the hotel owners, the Tenderloin Housing Clinic, the SOMPAC and hotel residents. 
Originally the maximum loan amounts were set at $500,000, but everyone stated that 
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this amount should be less to allow for more hotels to access the program. Fifteen hotels 
originally applied for the loans, but there was no follow through. The Agency repeatedly 
went to the Independent Hotel Owners Association for assistance and then contracted 
with Urban Solutions to market the program. 
 
Ms. Everwine stated that Urban Solutions is working closely with the hotel owners with 
regard to the loan application process but when it comes time to submit the estimated 
rent rolls, tax returns and operating expenses, everything slows down and it is very 
difficult to get this information from the owners. Mr. White reminded everyone that these 
are forgivable loans with 0% interest up to $100,000. A formula based on the loan 
amount is used to keep units affordable. If the affordability is maintained over the life of 
the loan, the loan is forgiven. 
 
Mr. Grisso reminded everyone that we are not proposing to close the program right 
now, but we are proposing to wind down the program as there are $1.2 million in funding 
just sitting and these funds could be used for other affordable housing projects in the 
Project Area. 
 
A member of the public stated that she currently lives in the Dudley Apartments and has 
lived in other SRO hotels for many years. She stated that her experience has been that 
the hotel owners do not want to pay for anything that they do not have to. If the residents 
of the hotels are made aware of this program, they could put pressure on the owners of 
the hotels to use the loan program for improvements. 
 
A member of the Central City SRO Collaborative wanted to know the rules and 
requirements for approval of the loans to ensure the owners are using the funds 
properly. He wondered if the Agency could create a situation where the tenants could 
apply for the loans on their own to improve their living conditions. Mr. White stated that 
there are guidelines for the program as well as a list of eligible uses pertaining to quality 
of life and code compliance.  He referred to the suggestion of tenant loans and explained 
that these are real estate secured property loans and could not be given to a tenant. 
 
A resident of the Hillsdale Hotel wanted to know about the loan that the owners obtained 
and what it was used for. He explained that the hotel is in bad condition and 
management does nothing about it. Ms. Mele stated that the loan for the Hillsdale was 
used solely for the elevator repairs. She explained that the Hillsdale Hotel is master 
leased by the Department of Human Services and DHS contracts with John Stewart Co. 
for property management. 
 
Mr. Patel wanted to know if the $100,000 cap for the loan program could be raised. He 
explained that when the cap was lowered to $100,000 there was less interest, as the 
hotel owners did not want to complete the tremendous amount of paper work for such 
small loan amounts. Mr. Smith stated that he would prefer that we take no action on this 
item tonight. He would like to refer the SRO Loan Program back to the Housing 
Committee for review. Mr. Smith made a motion and Mr. Melone seconded the motion. 
Motion: “The PAC recommends sending the SRO Hotel Rehabilitation Loan Program 
back to the Housing Committee for further review.” 
 
A roll call vote was taken: 
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Those voting Yes: Ingrid Aquino, Angelica Cabande/Bindlestiff Studios, William 
Curry III, Chris Durazo/SOMCAN, Don Marcos/SOM Employment Center, John 
Markham, John Melone/SAN, Jason Ortega, Dipak Patel, Marie Romero and 
Raymon Smith 
 
Those voting No: 0 
 
Those Abstaining: 0 
 
Vote:  Yes: 11 No: 0  Abstain: 0  Motion Passes   
 
Agenda Item 8. Baldwin Hotel SRO Loan by Lucia Mele (7:13 PM) 
Ms. Mele announced that the Baldwin Hotel is seeking a loan in the amount of $100,000 
for elevator upgrades. This elevator is currently missing floors by anywhere from 5-6 
inches and has sparks coming out of the motor when used. Ms. Mele stated that the 
housing division at the Agency recommended approving this loan. The loan was taken to 
the Agency, the Mayor’s office of Housing and the loan committee. They initially asked 
for $400,000, but it took so long to approve the program and they did not want the 
further delay of going back for revisions. 
 
The owner of the hotel plans to seek his own loan in the amount of $1.5 million for 
upgrades that will include electrical, heating, replacing windows, remodeling of the front 
lobby and façade, new furniture and doors for every room, upgrading the retail tenant 
spaces that have been vacant for many years and installing new sheetrock, paint and 
molding. They would keep 10 rooms affordable for 15 years. Mr. Grisso stated that Sam 
Devdehara is the sponsor for the Baldwin Hotel and he did the same improvements to 
the Alder Hotel. 
 
Mr. Smith stated that this item was brought before the Housing Committee so he went 
to the Baldwin Hotel to check the elevator. After riding the elevator he stated that he 
could see it is in great need of repairs.  Mr. Smith made a motion and Mr. Markham 
seconded the motion. 
Motion: “The PAC endorses approval of a loan in the amount of $100,000 to the 
Baldwin Hotel for elevator upgrades.” 
 
Vote:  Yes: 11 No: 0  Abstain: 0  Motion Passes 
 
Agenda Item 9. Amendments to the Sixth Street Economic Revitalization Program 
by Mike Grisso (7:20 PM) 
Mr. Grisso announced that many businesses have benefited from the Sixth Street 
Economic Revitalization Program, formerly known as 6 on 6th. At this time the Agency is 
proposing major changes to address properties in extreme need. Mr. Grisso stated that 
they have found the program works for those businesses that are not in need of a great 
deal of help. Some of the properties are in such poor condition that it requires quite a bit 
more to make a difference. 
 
Mr. Grisso stated that the proposal is to increase the façade and tenant improvement 
grants for specific properties and to change the forgivable loan period for tenant 
improvement grants from 15 years to five. The Economics Committee requested a 
clause be added to encourage hotel owners to install security systems. There will be no 
impact to the overall program because there is enough money for all of the properties to 
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participate. Mr. Grisso referred to the handout that everyone received with packets and 
stated that below the proposed changes is the list of properties and addresses included 
in the proposal. 
 
Ms. Aquino referred to the Pontiac Hotel and wanted to know if it was a private hotel 
and whether or not they could access the funds. Mr. Grisso stated that they are one of 
the properties listed under Rancho Parnassus. Ms. McNulty pointed out that Split Pea 
Production should be listed under the Pontiac as well at 138 6th Street. Mr. Smith stated 
that a great deal of unscrupulous activity takes place at these locations and he would 
request everyone consider making security systems a condition of the funds. Mr. Grisso 
stated that the Economics Committee voted to encourage property owners to install 
security systems and this is what the Agency has brought to the full PAC. Mr. Smith 
stated that the Agency is supposed to take the advice of the PAC back to the 
Redevelopment Agency civil servants. 
 
Mr. Patel referred to the installation of security cameras and wanted to know if this is a 
requirement of the tenant or the property owner. He wanted to know if we would be 
requiring a tenant who applies for a grant to install a security system, and he wondered if 
members realize how expensive these systems could be. Mr. Melone stated that 
security and loitering is a vital concern at these locations. Security is the weakest link 
and it should be the strongest. 
 
A member of the public stated that the occurrence of gunshots has risen dramatically for 
those creating a living with a business on 6th Street. Business owners should not be 
required to run people off from in front of their business because this puts them in 
danger and what we really need is to see is more police on 6th Street. 
 
Ms. Durazo asked Ms. Romero the reasoning behind encouraging security systems 
and not requiring them. Ms. Romero stated that the major concern of the Economics 
Committee is the cost of the security system on the small business owners. Ms. Durazo 
wondered if a cap could be placed on the amount of the grant used for security systems. 
Mr. Grisso stated that the security clause was added for the hotel owners not the 
commercial business owners. Mr. Patel stated that an average security system could 
cost upwards of $4,000 and with all of the funding rules involved in dealing with a 
government agency, most people feel it just isn’t worth it and the program does not get 
used. Mr. Grisso stated that a discussion was held at the Economics Committee and all 
agreed to encourage security systems, but not require them as these are retail tenants. 
They do not own the property and most are not open at night to monitor the systems. To 
discourage the loitering, you must fill the vacant storefronts. Mr. Grisso stated that if we 
want a requirement of security systems, it should be included in the hotel owner loans, 
not the commercial tenant loans. 
 
Mr. Smith stated that he brought this up as a condition of the loans because safety and 
security are the biggest concerns at these sites. To make them safe you must have 
security cameras. Mr. Smith stated that Mr. Grisso is requesting that this be made a 
condition of the hotel loans and not the tenant loans. Mr. Smith would ask that we make 
this a condition of these loans. Mr. Grisso stated that we did not want to make security 
systems a requirement of the loans because they are expensive and most business 
owners would not want the loans. Ms. Everwine wanted to ensure that everyone is clear 
that these are retail commercial spaces with retail tenants, not the hotel property owners. 
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Mr. Smith stated that we should make this a condition of the loan to the retail tenant with 
the condition that if they remain in the space for five years, the loan is forgiven. 
 
Mr. Patel stated that security systems are a good idea, but Urban Solutions role is to get 
the spaces leased. To do that, they are asking for specific properties to be given these 
façade and tenant improvement grants. If a business owner has expensive items in their 
space they will put a security system in on their own. Mr. Patel suggested not holding up 
this proposal while we argue over security systems. That could be taken up at a later 
time. Mr. Ortega wanted to know how we categorize what businesses are appropriate 
for 6th Street. Mr. Grisso stated that we want businesses that will improve the 
neighborhood. The more people you have on the street, the more criminal activity is 
discouraged. Ms. Durazo wanted to know if there would be a problem if the proposal 
were held up one month. Mr. Grisso stated that the Agency would be taking this to the 
Commission on April 17th and they would then have to submit their memo prior to having 
a PAC vote. Ms. McNulty stated that a couple of businesses that are ready to open 
want the loans but may not be able to open if we hold this up. Mr. Curry made a motion 
and Ms. Aquino seconded the motion. 
Motion: “The PAC endorses the proposed funding changes to the Sixth Street 
Economic Revitalization Program while adding an item to ‘strongly encourage hotel 
owners to install security cameras’.”  
 
A roll call vote was taken: 
 
Those voting Yes: Ingrid Aquino, Angelica Cabande/Bindlestiff Studios, William 
Curry III, Chris Durazo/SOMCAN, Don Marcos/SOM Employment Center, John 
Markham, John Melone/SAN, Jason Ortega, Dipak Patel, Marie Romero and 
Raymon Smith 
 
Those voting No: 0 
 
Those Abstaining: 0 
 
Vote:  Yes: 11 No: 0  Abstain: 0  Motion Passes   
 
Agenda Item 10. Senate Bill 840 by John Melone (7:48 PM) 
Mr. Melone referred to Senate Bill 840 regarding universal health care. He stated that 
this bill has 47 Senators signed on as co-sponsors and this is the most of any Senate Bill 
ever. This is the gold standard of health care. If California passes this bill the savings to 
the state would be enormous in the first year alone. 
 
Ms. Aquino stated that the HS & HS Committee supports this Senate Bill and is 
requesting that we send a letter of support from the PAC. Mr. Curry stated that he feels 
the PAC should not be involved in political matters and he would not vote for this. Mr. 
Marcos wanted to know at what point we hear from the opposition in order to maintain 
our integrity. Ms. Durazo wanted to know if there were a time issue with regard to this 
senate bill, or could we wait to vote on this. Mr. Melone stated that this must be voted on 
now as the bill would be heard in committee in 10 days. Ms. Durazo stated that at this 
time we do not have a mechanism in place to address the other side of an issue. 
 
Mr. Marcos stated that he thought we had agreed after the last issue was brought to the 
PAC that whoever brings the issue to the table must invite the opposing side in order for 
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us to make an informed vote. Mr. Marcos understands that no committee member 
opposes this bill but we must hear the opposition to the bill or we are just voting our own 
side. Ms. Durazo stated that she has a concern of both sides of an issue being 
represented. When bringing an issue to the table, the chairs need to ensure that both 
sides of the issue are heard. Mr. Marcos stated that the point is not how many support 
or don’t support an issue. The point is to be fair and balanced on all issues. Mr. Melone 
made a motion and Mr. Markham seconded the motion. 
Motion: “The PAC endorses and will send a letter of support for Senate Bill 840.” 
 
A roll call vote was taken: 
 
Those voting Yes: Ingrid Aquino, Angelica Cabande/Bindlestiff Studios, Chris 
Durazo/SOMCAN, Don Marcos/SOM Employment Center, John Markham, John 
Melone, Jason Ortega, Marie Romero and Raymon Smith 
 
Those voting No: William Curry III 
 
Those Abstaining: Dipak Patel 
 
Vote:  Yes: 9  No: 1  Abstain: 1  Motion Passes 
 
Agenda Item 11. Senate Bill 464 Amending the Ellis Act by John Melone (7:58 PM) 
Mr. Melone announced that in November of last year the PAC voted to support the 
repeal of the Ellis Act. At that time we had not yet had a ruling from the Attorney 
General. The Attorney General has ruled that the Ellis Act could not be repealed, but 
instead it may be amended. Ms. Aquino stated that she supports this strongly as there 
are many seniors being evicted and this would give seniors and the disabled extensions 
to avoid evictions. 
 
Mr. Patel referred to amending the Ellis Act and wanted to know if this applies to all 
residential hotels and apartments in the city. He stated that this is not the right time to 
discuss this without hearing the opposing views. Mr. Patel pointed out that the Ellis Act 
is very controversial and there is a great deal of opposition to this in San Francisco. He 
stated that it would not be difficult to find someone willing to speak regarding opposition 
to the Ellis Act amendment. Mr. Melone commented that we are losing housing faster 
than it is being built. Mr. Melone made a motion and Mr. Ortega seconded the motion. 
Motion: “The PAC will send a letter of support for Senate Bill 464 amending the Ellis 
Act. The letter will include, for the record, that the PAC took a stand to repeal the Ellis 
Act, but will propose the amendment instead.” 
 
A roll call vote was taken: 
 
Those voting Yes: Ingrid Aquino, Angelica Cabande/Bindlestiff Studios, Chris 
Durazo/SOMCAN, Don Marcos/SOM Employment Center, John Melone, Jason 
Ortega, Marie Romero and Raymon Smith 
 
Those voting No: William Curry III and Dipak Patel 
 
Those Abstaining: John Markham 
 
Vote:  Yes: 8  No: 2  Abstain: 1  Motion Passes 
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Agenda Item 12. Reports by Committee Chairs (8:05 PM) 
Mr. Smith announced that he has been in contact with SRO organizations to set up a 
meeting to discuss quality of life in the hotels. He is awaiting a confirmed date for the 
hearing at the Entertainment Commission regarding the noise complaints at Club Six. 
Mr. Smith announced that the next Housing Committee would meet on Monday, April 
2nd at 6:00 PM instead of the previous time of 2:00 PM. 
 
Ms. Durazo announced that the Special Budget Committee met and reviewed the 
Implementation Plan budget in detail. The next Special Budget Committee meeting will 
be held on Wednesday, March 28th at 6:00 PM where we will review the coming year’s 
budget. Ms. Durazo encouraged all to attend. Mr. Grisso suggested that those not able 
to attend should send any comments or concerns to him. 
 
Ms. Aquino announced that she would be following up with Mr. Ortega with regard to 
the Friends of the Park group for VMD Park. She will attend the PCR meeting next week 
and provide an update for everyone at the next HS & HS Committee meeting. 
 
Ms. Romero announced that the Economics Committee held their first meeting this 
month. It was agreed to move the meeting to the first Thursday of every month at 6:00 
PM. The committee will continue the discussion regarding revitalization of 6th Street. 
 
PAC Comment on Non Agenda Items (8:12 PM) 
Mr. Markham stated that he heard that the Seneca elevator project has a new 
contractor and he requested further information from Mr. Patel. Mr. Patel stated that the 
nine month timeline for repairs was too long so they hired a new contractor that can get 
the work done much faster. The bad news is that it will take awhile for them to get 
started, but the good news is everyone will have use of the elevator in the meantime and 
once the work begins, the elevator will not be out of service for as long as previously 
stated. 
 
Public Comment (8:16 PM) 
A member of the public referred to public safety and mentioned the problems 
surrounding Club Six and the neighbors. He announced that a new drop in center for the 
homeless would be opening on 6th Street and there were concerns raised by neighbors 
regarding the entrance on 6th Street and possible safety issues. He suggested that 
anyone with concerns should contact him and he would forward the concerns to 
Supervisor Daly. His contact information is Jeoflin Roh and he can be reached at 
(415) 558-8823.  
 
Meeting Adjourned (8:20 PM) 
 
 

 
Chris Durazo 

Chair 

 


