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Discretionary Review Analysis 
Medical Cannabis Dispensary 

HEARING DATE JUNE 2, 2011 
Date: May 26, 2011 
Case No.: 2011.0265 D 
Project Address: 3139 MISSION STREET 
Zoning: NC-3 (Moderate Scale Neighborhood Commercial) District 
 50-X Height and Bulk District 
Block/Lot: 5501 / 046 
Project Sponsor: Dmitry Margusov 
 128 Lake Merced Hill 
 San Francisco, CA  94132 
Staff Contact: Diego R Sánchez – (415) 575-9082 
 diego.sanchez@sfgov.org 
Recommendation: Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve as proposed 

 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The proposal is to establish a new Medical Cannabis Dispensary (d.b.a. “Herbal Mission”) at 3139 
Mission Street.  While no physical expansion is proposed for the structure, the addition of a retail coffee 
store at the front of the existing structure is also included in the proposal.  The retail coffee store, of 
approximately 360 square feet, will have a distinct entry from the proposed 1,715 square foot Medical 
Cannabis Dispensary (MCD).  The MCD will sell medical cannabis and medical cannabis foodstuffs. It 
will not allow on-site smoking or vaporizing. The MCD will grow minor amounts of medical cannabis on 
site and offer a delivery service to accommodate those who, due to mobility issues, cannot physically 
access the MCD.  Modifications will be made in connection with this property to comply with Mayor’s 
Office of Disability requirements. 
 
SITE DESCRIPTION AND PRESENT USE 
The project is located on the east side of Mission Street, between Cesar Chavez Street and Precita Avenue, 
in the NC-3 (Moderate Scale Neighborhood Commercial) District and the 50-X Height and Bulk District. 
The site is improved with a one-story commercial building of approximately 2,075 square feet, measuring 
83 feet in depth and providing 25 feet of street frontage on Mission Street.  Planning Department records 
indicate that the existing structure was built in 1969.  It is currently vacant and was last used as a medical 
office.  The proposed MCD and retail coffee store would occupy the entire site. 
 
SURROUNDING PROPERTIES AND NEIGHBORHOOD 
The subject property is located on Mission Street, adjacent to the Mission and Bernal Heights 
neighborhoods.  To the north of the property are residential, retail and institutional uses, including an 
eating establishment, an employment center/workforce development center and a social service provider.  
Across Mission Street to the west there is an automotive use, a nightclub, an employment center and 
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residential uses.  To the south of the property are a medical office and an eating establishment.  
Immediately to the rear of the subject property are multifamily residential uses.  The surrounding 
properties are located within the RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) and NC-3 (Moderate Scale 
Neighborhood Commercial) Zoning Districts.   
 
ISSUES AND OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
The Project Sponsor is altering the existing Mission Street frontage to accommodate a street level retail 
coffee store with indoor seating and has committed to provide an outdoor seating area and planters to 
further enhance the pedestrian experience on Mission Street at the subject property.  This expansion to the 
original scope of the project is being done as part of, and as the express outcome of, the outreach effort to 
community groups and will add to the vitality of Mission Street.    
 
In response to a telephone call from the San Francisco Police Department (SFPD) about safety, the Project 
Sponsor is adding a security plan to the operation of the proposed MCD.  The security plan includes 
multiple indoor and outdoor surveillance cameras and a security guard at the entrance to the MCD.  The 
Project Sponsor has contacted the SFPD requesting input regarding the proposed security plan. 
 
While the 1,000 Foot Arc View GIS Proximity Map shows a Child Development Center/Child Care Center 
within the 1,000 foot radius of the subject property, Planning Code Section 790.141 excludes day care 
facilities and other like uses that are not primary or secondary educational institutions from those uses to 
which an MCD is prohibited from locating within 1,000 feet.  This distinction is in accord with the 
original Board of Supervisor legislation (Ordinance 275-05) amending the Planning Code to regulate 
MCDs. 
 
HEARING NOTIFICATION 

TYPE 
REQUIRED 

PERIOD 
REQUIRED NOTICE DATE ACTUAL NOTICE DATE 

ACTUAL 
PERIOD 

Posted Notice 30 days May 4, 2011 April 27, 2011 37 days 
Mailed Notice 30 days May 4, 2011 April 27, 2011 37 days 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 

 SUPPORT OPPOSED NO POSITION 

Adjacent neighbor(s)    
Other neighbors on the 
block or directly across 
the street 

 X  

Neighborhood groups or 
others 

X   
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DESCRIPTION OF PUBLIC COMMENT AND OUTREACH  
The Planning Department staff has received multiple telephone calls and letters regarding the project.  
Those in opposition to the project are concerned about the proximity of the project to other uses in the 
community, including an employment training center, another existing Medical Cannabis Dispensary 
(d.b.a Bernal Heights Collective), a day care center and nearby residential uses.  In addition, those in 
opposition also express concerns of added crime and loitering that the proposed project could bring to 
the area.  
 
Those in support cite the extensive outreach effort conducted by the Project Sponsor and his willingness 
to address concerns of the community.  In particular, and as referenced above in the Issues and Other 
Considerations Section, the Project Sponsor, in collaboration with the North West Bernal Alliance, agreed 
to significantly alter the existing Mission Street frontage to incorporate a new storefront and retail coffee 
store, to eliminate on site smoking and vaporizing, and to truncate hours of operation to close no later 
than 9PM.  The Project Sponsor has also secured the support of a number of other members of the area, 
including business owners/operators and residents along Mission Street. 
 
PROJECT ANALYSIS 
MEDICAL CANNABIS DISPENSARY CRITERIA  
Below are the six criteria to be considered by the Planning Commission in evaluating Medical Cannabis 
Dispensaries, per Planning Code Section 217(k): 
 

1. The Medical Cannabis Dispensary has applied for a permit from the Department of Public Health 
pursuant to Section 3304 of the San Francisco Health Code.  

 
Project Meets Criteria 
The applicant has applied for a permit from the Department of Public Health. 
 

2. That the proposed site is located not less than 1,000 feet from the parcel containing the grounds of 
an elementary or secondary school, public or private, or recreation buildings as defined by 
Section 221(e) of the Planning Code.  

 
Project Meets Criteria 
The subject parcel is not located within 1,000 feet of an elementary or secondary school, public or private, 
or active recreation buildings or permitted community centers which primarily serve persons 18 years or 
less as defined by Section 790.141 of the Planning Code. 
 

3. If Medical Cannabis is smoked on the premises the dispensary shall provide adequate ventilation 
within the structure such that doors and/or windows are not left open for such purposes 
resulting in odor emission from the premises.  

 
Criteria Not Applicable 
The proposed MCD will not include smoking or vaporizing on site. 
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4. The parcel containing the MCD cannot be located on the same parcel as a facility providing 
substance abuse services that is licensed or certified by the State of California or funded by the 
Department of Public Health.  

 
Project Meets Criteria 
The subject parcel does not contain a facility providing substance abuse services that is licensed or certified 
by the State of California or funded by the Department of Public Health. 

 
5. No alcohol is sold or distributed on the premises for on or off site consumption.  

 
Project Meets Criteria 
No alcohol is sold or distributed on the premises for on or off-site consumption. 

 
6. A notice shall be sent out to all properties within 300-feet of the subject lot and individuals or 

groups that have made a written request for notice or regarding specific properties, areas or 
Medical Cannabis Dispensaries.  Such notice shall be held for 30 days. 

 
Project Meets Criteria 
A 30-day notice was sent to owners and occupants within 300-feet of the subject parcel on April 27, 2011 
indicating that a MCD is proposed at the subject property and that a hearing before the Planning 
Commission regarding the proposal is scheduled for June 2, 2011.   
 

GENERAL PLAN COMPLIANCE:   
The Project is, on balance, consistent with the following Objectives and Policies of the General Plan: 
 
COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
Objectives and Policies 

 
OBJECTIVE 1: 
MANAGE ECONOMIC GROWTH AND CHANGE TO ENSURE ENHANCEMENT OF THE 
TOTAL CITY LIVING AND WORKING ENVIRONMENT. 
Policy 1.1: 
Assure that all commercial and industrial uses meet minimum, reasonable performance 
standards. 
 
The location for the proposed MCD meets all of the requirements in Section 790.141 of the Planning Code. 
 
OBJECTIVE 7:  
ENHANCE SAN FRANCISCO’S POSITION AS A NATIONAL AND REGIONAL 
CENTER FOR GOVERNMENTAL, HEALTH, AND EDUCATIONAL SERVICES. 

Policy 7.3:  Promote the provision of adequate health and educational services to all geographical 
districts and cultural groups in the city. 
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The chronically ill patients who would be served by the proposed use are in great need of this type of 
medical service.  By allowing the services provided by the MCD, its patients are assured to safe access to 
medication for their aliments. 
 

SECTION 101.1 PRIORITY POLICIES 
Planning Code Section 101.1 establishes eight priority policies and requires review of permits for 
consistency, on balance, with these policies.  The Project complies with these policies as follows:    
 
1. Existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future opportunities for 

resident employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced. 
 

The proposed use is a neighborhood serving use.  The proposed location is currently vacant and will not displace 
a previous neighborhood serving use. 

 
2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to preserve 

the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods. 
 

The inclusion of the retail coffee store, and the necessary storefront improvements to accommodate such use, will 
add to the existing neighborhood commercial character of the area.  The proposal will adhere to all signage 
regulations defined in Article 33 of the Health Code to help preserve the existing neighborhood character.  

 
3. That the City's supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced. 
 

The exiting building is occupied by non-residential uses so the proposed use will not displace any affordable 
housing.  

 
4. That commuter traffic not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or neighborhood 

parking. 
 

The site is close to multiple public transit lines including the MUNI 14, 14L and 49 bus lines, and the 
immediate neighborhood provides sufficient short-term parking so the use will not impede transit operations or 
impact parking. 

 
5. A diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from 

displacement due to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for resident 
employment and ownership in these sectors be enhanced. 

 
The subject building is vacant and will not displace any industrial or service industry establishments. 

 
6. The City achieves the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an 

earthquake. 
 

The proposal will follow standard earthquake preparedness procedures and any construction would comply with 
contemporary building and seismic codes. 
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7. Landmarks and historic buildings be preserved. 
 

The subject building was constructed in 1969 is not considered an historic resource. 
 
8. Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from development. 
 

The project will not restrict access to any open space or parks and will not impact any open space or park’s 
access to sunlight or vistas. 

 
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 
The project is categorically exempt from the environmental review process under Section 15061(b) (1) of 
the State CEQA Guidelines, pursuant to Title 14 of the California Administrative Code. 
 
BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION  
In 1996, California voters passed Proposition 215, known as the Compassionate Use Act, by a 56% 
majority.  In San Francisco, Proposition 215 passed by a 78% majority.  The legislation established the 
right of seriously ill Californians, including those suffering from illnesses such as AIDS, cancer and 
glaucoma, to obtain and use marijuana for medical purposes when prescribed by a physician. 
 
MCDs began to be established in San Francisco shortly after Proposition 215 passed as a means of 
providing safe access to medical cannabis for those suffering from debilitating illnesses.  At that time, San 
Francisco did not have any regulatory controls in place to restrict the placement and operations of the 
dispensaries.  As a result, over 40 dispensaries were established in the city without any land use controls, 
often resulting in incompatible uses next to each other. 
 
On December 30, 2005, the Medical Cannabis Act, as approved by the Board of Supervisors and Mayor, 
became effective. The Act, set forth in Ordinance 275-05 and supported by Ordinances 271-05 and 273-05, 
amended the Planning, Health, Traffic, and Business and Tax Regulation Codes in order to establish a 
comprehensive regulatory framework for MCDs in San Francisco. 
 
The Act designates the Department of Public Health (DPH) as the lead agency for permitting MCDs. DPH 
conducts its own review of all applications and also refers applications to other involved City Agencies, 
including the Planning Department, in order to verify compliance with relevant requirements. The 
Planning Department’s review is generally limited to the location and physical characteristics of MCDs.   
 

 The MCD complies with all standards and requirements of the Planning Code and advances the 
objectives and policies of the General Plan. 

 The proposed site is more than 1,000 feet from primary and secondary schools. 
 The proposed site is more than 1,000 feet from any active permitted youth-services facility. 
 The proposed project includes the addition of a retail coffee store, and the necessary storefront 

alterations to accommodate such a use, at the front of the existing building.  These storefront 
alterations will add to the existing neighborhood commercial character of the area and enliven 
the 3100 block of Mission Street with individuals providing a positive presence on the street. 
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 The proposed project will generate between 15 to 20 full- and part-time employees. 
 There will be no on site smoking or vaporizing. 
 The 3100 block of Mission is well served by transit as the MUNI 14, 14L and 49 run along Mission 

Street and have stops within a reasonable walking distance. 
 To minimize the potential impact of the proposed use on the surrounding commercial area the 

following conditions are recommended for imposition on the project: 
 

1. The operator of the establishment shall maintain the main entrance and all sidewalks 
abutting the subject property in a clean condition.  Such maintenance shall include, at 
minimum, daily sweeping and litter pickup and disposal and washing or steam/pressure 
cleaning of the main entrance and abutting sidewalks at least once every month. 

 
2. The project sponsor shall maintain appropriate odor control equipment to prevent any 

significant noxious or offensive odors from escaping the premises. 
 

3. An enclosed garbage area shall be provided within the establishment.  All garbage 
containers shall be kept within the building until pick-up by the disposal company. 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

RECOMMENDATION:  Do Not Take Discretionary Review and Approve as proposed 

 

Attachments: 
Applicant’s MCD Application 
Parcel Map  
Sanborn Map 
Zoning Map 
Aerial Photographs 
Site Photographs 
1,000 Foot Arc View GIS Map 
Section 312 Notice 
Letters of Support / Opposition 
Project Sponsor Submission 
Context Photographs 
Reduced Architectural Plans 
 



Application to Operate a 
Medical cannabis Dispensary 

APPLICATION TO OPERATE A 

Medical Cannabis Dispensary 

1 Owner/Applicant Information 

PROPERTY OWNER’S NAME: 

---------------.---.--,--,- -----------.- 
MJSJ 

EPROPERTY OWNERS ADDRESS:-  

13 	 (3 

- ------ ---------------------.------....--.-------- -------- ----.----.-.-____ 

Same asAbove 	 . 

EMAIL 

- 

ISARY SO FT: 	 - 	SO FT. ACCESSIBLE To PATRONS: 	 FLOOR ON WHICH DISPENSARY IS LOCATED:: I 

Ffs+ 

5 



3. Dispensary Proximity 

I have used all reasonable resources available to me, including maps and zoning 
information made available by the Planning Department and a personal and thorough 
inspection of the broader vicinity of the subject property and have found that, to the best of 
my knowledge, the property is not within 1,000 feet of an elementary or secondary school, 	0M 
public or private. 

I have used all reasonable resources available to me, including maps and zoning 
information made available by the Planning Department and a personal and thorough 
inspection of the broader vicinity of the subject property and have found that, to the best of 
my knowledge, the property is not within 1,000 feet of a recreation building, as defined in 	"D 
the Planning Code. 

I have used all reasonable resources available to me, including a personal inspection of 
the subject property and have found that, to the best of my knowledge, the property does 
not contain a substance abuse treatment facility. 	 /Y’\ 

4. Dispensary Services 

Will you allow patrons or employees to smoke or vaporize medical cannabis on the 	E YES 
premises? 

Will you offer medical cannabis in the form of food or drink? 	 ES 
(Note that if foodstuffs are prosidad additional permits will be required from the Departrnerrt of Public Health) 	 ONO 

Will any live marijuana plants be kept on the premises for purposes of harvesting medical 
product? if so, please declare the proposed square footage to be dedicated to growing 
activities. 
(Note that additional mechanical systems may be required and that Planning Code standards for accessory uses may preclude the 
dedication of more than 1/401 the total floor area of the dispensary for such use 

YES 

El NO 

SQFT2’ roo vili  

1 S , , AtrA 

ç0r 	ra?IlJ 

(, 	 sus FRANCISCO PLA11I5O IDEIAIII.EN’ III PeaRls 



Application to Operate & 
Medical Cannabis DIspisar 

5. Applicants Statement 

Please discuss: 

1. The business plan for the proposed Medical Cannabis Dispensary; 

.!P- ( Ir rc4 L0ikth’_...oc 
t’_ 	 ç 	CS.. 	– 	J.Lcie LJt 

caikcb ’iX 	cA 	 �LAe 	 icj,;J 

f ’cv’ 	 ,.. ic j.b._re.-’lc’c  

cS  

sj  eJ ..e .sLJy . -ie 
iQLe 	eect PL 	 ci�A 	 j 

Ta 5E 	 4e. 

.UEde. ..To 

2. Specific factors which contribute to the compatibility and appropriateness of the Medical Cannabis Dispensary 
with the immediate neighborhood and broader City environment; 

5k 	 icdAL 

V.
.....c 

- 	 ........ 	c. 	I_i._� 	iRL 	1’ 
.L..ov .-. 

- 

. 	e. 
. ......... ..................................... 



3. Neighborhood outreach efforts made and the results/input from those efforts; 

kr.1-L V.V 	iv%c L,k  

L-190 0-4k  1- -L L AN4k 
................."-L 

.... 	h,.. 

.’ 	 2.Th. - All 

°’ 

111 	 IV A 11,1~ . 	_jgp..t-.L ..oc..... 
4" 	 .... dllvt 	. 

.... 
-- 	

/ 
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4. Any other circumstances applying to the property involved which you feel support your application. 

JL 

c 	 - 

i’i.SS 

4’... 	 -.... Le, ly. 

..C,or............................ 1._i-c’............ cc es . .........3-................ . 

SAN FRANCISCO PlANNiNG DApruCNrS 1.06 2010 
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Priority Genera’ Plan Policies Findings 

Proposition M was adopted by the voters on November 4, 1986. It requires that the City shall find that proposed 
projects and demolitions are consistent with eight priority policies set forth in Section 101.1 of the City Planning 
Code. These eight policies are listed below. Please state how the project is consistent or inconsistent with each policy. 
Each statement should refer to specific circumstances or conditions applicable to the property. Each policy must have 
a response. LF A GIVEN POLICY DOES NOT APPLY TO YOUR PROJECT,  EXPLAIN WHY IT DOES NOT. 

1. That existing neighborhood-serving retail uses be preserved and enhanced and future opportunities for resident 
employment in and ownership of such businesses enhanced; 

. 	 ’ 

J- 	 Ar. cJe_CiL_cJ Lei, 

L4. H  ..LJ.._A 

2. That existing housing and neighborhood character be conserved and protected in order to preserve the cultural 
and economic diversity of our neighborhoods; 

Lib-_)  

I IVL

IL 1,................................................... 	 e LCt. 

JI _JLA . p i-ri 

- i.eAic 	7cj 	L; 	A 	 %Mt 	 cLc t  if oE- j- 	-f-9 

3. That the City’s supply of affordable housing be preserved and enhanced; 

9 



4. That commuter traffic not impede Muni transit service or overburden our streets or neighborhood parking; 

...d1c ............ y ... 
\� 	 i.°........ 

........................................................................................................................ 

5. That a diverse economic base be maintained by protecting our industrial and service sectors from displacement 
du� e to commercial office development, and that future opportunities for resident employment and ownership in 
these sectors be enhanced; 

............................. 	 ..–

........................ 

6. That the City achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss of life in an earthquake; 

............ 	 J?LY 

.. co, 	 - 
............ 

e– 	 ---. 

7. That landmarks and historic buildings be preserve 

- 	 IS 

d ._L 	....... 

...Y’.QJ’ ........ t 0  
- ................................ . 

1; and 

i-, o  ’I- 

di 

r 

V. - 

8. That our parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas be protected from development. 

.1--------------------- ...-..........s 
i -....... -L 	 ’. 	 4 

.5S5- 	 .. 	 -i\ -........... 

SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CEPAGAMENT V. 11.082UiO 
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CASE 

 Affidavit 

Under penalty of perjury the following declarations are made: 
a: The undersigned is the owner or authorized agent of the owner of this property. 
b: The information presented is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 
C: The other information or applications maybe required. 

Signature: 	 Date: 

Print name, and indicate whether owner, or authorized agent: 

uthorized Age(it (circle One)  

0 
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MCD – Mission Herbal 
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SUBJECT PROPERTY 



*The Sanborn Maps in San Francisco have not been updated since 1998, and  this map may not accurately reflect existing conditions. 

Sanborn Map* 
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Aerial Photo 
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Zoning Map 
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Site Photo 

Discretionary Review Hearing 
Case Number 2011.0265D 
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3139 Mission Street 
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SAN FRANCISCO 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
1650 Mission Street Suite 400 San Francisco, CA 94103 

On December 30, 2010, the Applicant named below filed Building Permit Application No. 2010.12.30.7623 (Alteration) 
with the City and County of San Francisco. 

Applicant: Dmitry Margosov Project Address: 3139 Mission Street 
Address: 128 Lake Merced Hill Cross Streets: Precita I Cesar Cahvez 
City, State: San Francisco, CA 94132 Assessor’s Block /Lot No.: 5501/046 
Telephone: (310) 770-0366 Zoning Districts: NC-3 150-X 

Under San Francisco Planning Code Section 312, you, as a property owner or resident within 150 feet of this proposed project, 
are being notified of this Building Permit Application. You are not obligated to take any action. For more information 
regarding the proposed work, or to express concerns about the project, please contact the Applicant above or the Planner 
named below as soon as possible. If your concerns are unresolved, you can request the Planning Commission to use its 
discretionary powers to review this application at a public hearing. Applications requesting a Discretionary Review hearing 
must be filed during the 30-day review period, prior to the close of business on the Expiration Date shown below, or the next 
business day if that date is on a week-end or a legal holiday. If no Requests for Discretionary Review are filed, this project will 
be approved by the Planning Department after the Expiration Date. 

DEMOLITION 	and/or 
	

(] NEW CONSTRUCTION 	or 
	

[X] ALTERATION 

[] VERTICAL EXTENSION 
	

(] CHANGE # OF DWELLING UNITS [] FACADE ALTERATION(S) 

HORIZ. EXTENSION (FRONT) 	(] HORIZ. EXTENSION (SIDE) 	[] HORIZ. EXTENSION (REAR) 

1 IIlILtMItIJIuJllLsJ, 	 (’IA’k-11A’i’II’iIL’ 

BUILDING USE ...................................................................Vacant...........................................Medical Cannabis Dispens 
..........................................................................................................................Retail Coffee Store 

NUMBEROF STORIES .......................................................1 ....................................................No Change 
NUMBER OF OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES ...............0 ....................................................No Change 

The proposal is convert an existing vacant commercial building to a medical cannabis dispensary and a retail coffee store. In 
addition to the change of use the applicant is proposing façade alterations. In conjunction with Building Permit Application 
No. 2010.12.30.7623, Case No 2011.0265D will be heard by the Planning Commission on June 2, 2011. 

PLANNER’S NAME: 	 Diego R Sanchez 
/ 

PHONE NUMBER: 	 (415)575-9082 	 DATE OF THIS NOTICE: 	 / /1 

EMAIL: 	 diego.sanchez@sfgov.org 	 EXPIRATION DATE: 
 

/ 



Pete DuBois 	 To diego.sanchez@sfgov.org  
� 	 <pete.dubois@me.com > 	 cc 

04/25/2011 06:37 PM 	
bcc 

Subject 3139 Mission Street MMD 

Mr. Sanchez, 

I live in the Bernal Heights neighborhood, and today while walking to BART, I 
noticed a SF Planning Department announcement on the property at 3139 Mission 
Street indicating that there is a proposed Medical Marijuana Dispensary at 
this location. Within 150 feet of this location is a facility at the corner 
of Cesar Chavez and Mission Street in which is located The Family School" and 
CARECEN (Central American Resource Center) . 	These facilities include day 
care, after school programs, and a number of community programs for children 
and adolescents, some of which are for at-risk youth. 

It is my understanding that an MMD is not permitted within 1000 feet of such a 
community center or school, as defined in the SF Municipal code. I do not 
understand how this application could even be considered for this location 
given its proximity to the facility within 150 feet of its entrance. 

Sincerely, 

Pete DuBois 
81 Aztec Street 
San Francisco, CA 94110 



3129 Mission Street Home Owners Association 
3129 Mission Street, #1 

San Francisco, CA 94110 
415-285-5540 

May 12, 2011 

San Francisco Planning Department 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
SF Planning Department: 

The Home Owners Association (HOA) of 3129 Mission Street want to go on record of strongly 
opposing the application for permit No: 2010.12.30.7623, case No 2011.0265D with the city and 
county of San Francisco. The applicant is Dmitry Margosov,128 Lake Merced Hill, San 
Francisco, CA 94132. The permit is to open a medical cannabis dispensary and retail coffee store 
at 3139 Mission Street Assessor Block/Lot No.: 5501/046. 

The location of this dispensary in combination with a coffee shop is next to the training center 
for the unemployed and directly across the street from the largest night club in San Francisco, 
Rocapulco. The location of this business is extremely problematic given the businesses 
surrounding this location. We have serious concerns of persons entering and staying in the coffee 
shop of this business and using cannabis while their actual purpose in this neighborhood is to 
seek services at the unemployment office, obtain training and go to classes at the unemployment 
office, or go to the night club across the street and bars. 

Given the movement to relax regulation of cannabis in the state of California, we find this permit 
to be destructive to the neighborhood and likely to be abused by persons who are not residents of 
the area. The inclusion of a coffee shop enhances the chances that persons will "get high" and set 
up a situation of being unruly and intoxicated. Meanwhile they are supposedly in training at the 
unemployment office, or now that they are high go to the night club intoxicated. 

The HOA is strongly opposed that this permit be issued and request a denial. We will take 
whatever measures and procedures that are necessary to ensure that this permit is not issued. 

Sincerely, 

Eduardo Morales, Ph.D. 
President of 3129 Mission Street HOA 

Cc: Dmitry Margosov, 128 Lake Merced Hill, SF, CA 94132; 310-770-0366 
Diego R. Sanchez, 415-575-9082; diego.sanchez@sfgov.org  



David Beaupre 	 To diego.sanchezsfgov.org , david.campossfgov.org  
<beaupre9yahoo .com> 	

cc H ilia ry.Ronensfgov.org , Sheila.Chung.Hagensfgov.org  
05/23/2011 09:04 PM 	

bcc 

Subject Not another Mission Pot Club Reject Permit 2010.12.30.7623 

History: 	 This message has been replied to and forwarded. 

Dear Supervisor Campos and Mr. Sanchez, 

This e-mail is being sent to convey our strong opposition to the building permit for a Marijuana 

Club at 3139 Mission Street and referenced building permit 2010.12.30.7623. My family lives 

near the proposed site of the Marijuana Club and have witnessed first hand the detrimental 

effects of this type of use on our community. Based upon my experience of walking daily past 

the Bernal Cooperative on 29 Street and living directly across the street, we feel that another 

business of this nature would be a significant detriment to the neighborhood and community. 

In general, the existing Bernal Collaborative attracts nothing but bad behavior to the street and 

neighborhood. Recent examples of the types of behavior that I witness daily with my 5-year 

old daughter is: constant pot by patrons at my front door, littering of waste packaging and 

disrespect for the neighborhood loud conversations and derelict behavior. Why do we need 

another questionable use such as this 2 blocks away from an existing one, near a hospital, 

school and park, where families live and try to enjoy. Since I live directly across the street from 

the Bernal Collaborative, I often ask myself, if this is truly a legitimate business endeavor, why 

don’t I ever see patrons that remotely resemble me or my neighbors; shouldn’t it attract 

people that represent the community? IT DOES NOT. If you think this is an exaggeration, I 

invite you to join me for a cup of coffee at CafØ 78 across the Street from the Bernal 

Collaborative ( I will buy) at any hour to witness the clientele and activities at the existing 

Bernal Collaborative Marijuana Club. 

Our neighborhood has enough gang and drug activity, do we really need a use such as this to 

exasperate the conditions. 

On a final note, I notice the applicant Mr. Margosov has a limited number of canibas Clubs in 

his neighborhood,if he is anxious to open an operation such as this, he can open one in his 

neighborhood, although I truly question how many of these operations are required in a city of 

our size. 

I look forward to your response and active participation in denying this permit. 

Sincerely. 

David Beaupre and 

Voting members of the Beaupre Family. 



Karin Zahonk 	 To diego.sanchez@sfgov.org  

to 
<kannzahonk'yahoo.com > 	cc 
05/22/2011 06:22 PM 

bcc 

Subject 3139 Mission Street - comments on proposed Cannabis 
Dispensary 

History 	 i This message has been replied tO and forwarded 
i~ilL, IL 

Hi, 
I live on Precita, just around the corner from the proposed Cannabis 
dispensary and am writing to express my concerns about the proposal. I am 
not in favor of this, and ask that you deny the building permit application. 
In the last two years, we have had an increasing number of young adults 
hanging around the neighborhood, smoking pot, drinking, and vandalizing our 
properties. Specifically, they walk up Precita from Mission, duck into the 
stairways and alleys to party. It goes on daytime and nighttime. The public 
walkway next to my house at 112 Precita is a favored area for these groups of 
kids and young adults, who hang out drinking, smoking pot, then urinate on 
my house, and graffiti my house and fence (as well as the neighbors’ fences and 
houses) on a daily basis. I do not wish to encourage this, and feel that a 
cannabis dispensary only attracts more people like this, and encourages the 
existing problem to continue. 
What can I do to protest the approval of this dispensary? Do I need to request 
a Discretionary Review, or is this email sufficient? 
I appreciate your consideration, and hope that you listen to the input from the 
neighborhood. 
Thank you, 
Karin Zahorik 
112 Precita Avenue 
SF, CA 
94110 



cecilia vega 	 To "David.Campossfgov.org " <David .Campossfgov.org>, 
<vegaspen 'yahoo .com> 	 "Diego.Sanchezsfgov.org  <Diego.Sanchezsfgov.org > 

05/24/2011 09:01 PM 	 cc "Sheila.Chung.Hagensfgov.org " 

Please respond to 	 <Sheila.Chung.Hagensfgov.org> 
cecilia vega 	 bcc 

<vegaspen@yahoo.com > 	Subject Opposition to Cannabis Dispensary- 3139 Mission Street 

Dear Supervisor Campos and Mr. Sanchez, 

I aLm a resident of Coso Avenue located in District 9 and am writing to express 
concern about a proposal to open a marijuana dispensary at 3139 Mission 
Street. 

We have a marijuana dispensary on 29th Street, just two blocks away from the 
proposed Mission Street location. My question to city leaders and city 
planners is this: How many dispensaries does one neighborhood really need? 

Why is it acceptable to open a second dispensary in an urban neighborhood like 
ours, home to many families-- many of whom are Latino and who do not speak 
English as a primary language. 

Would two dispensaries located within two blocks be acceptable in 
neighborhoods like the Marina or Pacific Heights? I highly doubt it. 

I, and many other neighbors, find this proposal not only insulting, but 
unfair. 

Please do not allow our neighborhood to become a dumping gound for marijuana 
dispensaries. Other, more affluent neighborhoods in our city would not accept 
it. And neither will we. 

Sincerly, 
Cecilia Jimenez 
13 Coso Ave. 
San Francisco, CA 94110 
415-939-7740 



-- 

	

Member Board of Supervisors 	 City and County of San Francisco 
District 9 

DAVID CAMPOS 

San Francisco Planning Commission 
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

May 17, 2011 

Re: Herbal Mission Dispensary/Cafe - Proposed Project at 3139 Mission Street 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am writing in support of the proposed project at 3139 Mission Street to be heard by the 
Planning Commission on June 2 2011 Dr. Dmitry Margosov, the project sponsor, has conducted 
extensive outreach to residents and organizations in the surrounding area, and worked in a 
collaborative manner to address the concerns raised by neighbors In particular, the project 
sponsor worked with the Northwest Bernal Alliance to develop an agreement that included 
possible hours of operation, designated smoke-free and vapor-free areas, design, lighting and 
graffiti abatement If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office at 415-
554-5144. 

Sincere7) 

David Campos 
Supervisor, District 9 
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DATE: 	March 22, 2011 
RE: 	Herbal Mission Dispensary/Cafe 
TO: 	Dr. Dmitry Margusov 
FROM: 	The North West Bernal Alliance 

The North West Bernal Alliance agrees to support a medical marijuana dispensary 
and cafe at 3139 Mission Street with the following conditions: 

1.the front portion of said property will house a high end cafe 
serving coffee, tea and baked goods 

2.as permitted by SF Planning Code, the sidewalk area directly in 
front of the cafe must have at least three tables with seating 

3.as permitted by SF Planning Code there will be an awning large 
enough to shield patrons from the elements when sitting at the 
tables 

4.there will be at least two planters defining the seating area on 
the sidewalk 

5.the planters must be kept clean and the plants healthy at all 
times 

6there will be sufficient lighting to make patrons safe when 
accessing the cafe during the evening hours 

7.the entire property including the sidewalk cafe will be designated 
non smoking/non vaporizing 

8.Any/alt graffiti on the facade of the building must be removed 
within 24 hours 

9.hours of operation w+U be(’ 	AM to/___’’PM 7 days a week 

- 

I Ii 

Laurel Muitz,ChaiuJNOrth West Bernal Alliance date’ 

) 	
I 

Project Sponsor /Dr. Dmitry Margusov 	 date 
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