
File 091480
Petitions and Communications received from December 8, 2009, through December 28,
2009, for reference by the President to Committee considering related matters or to be
ordered filed by the Clerk on January 5,2010.

From Capital Planning Commission, submitting support for resolution of public interest
and necessity establishing the need for the Earthquake Safety and Emergency
Response General Obligation Bond. Copy: Each Supervisor, Budget and Finance Clerk
(1)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to proposed legislation to expand rent
control laws on bUildings built after 1979. Copy: Each Supervisor, File No. 090583, 6
letters (2)

From Harriet Rafter, submitting support for proposed legislation to expand rent control
laws on buildings built after 1979. File No. 090583 (3)

From Office of the Controller, submitting report regarding improving keyword searches
and reflecting Standard Industrial Classifications and the National American Industry
Classification System to enable users to refine searches and better identify small and
local businesses to bid on City work. (Reference No. 20091020-002) (4)

From Planning Department, submitting notice that a draft Environmental Impact Report
has been prepared for the Crystal Springs Pipeline NO.2 Replacement Project and a
copy of this report is available for public review and comment. (5)

From Becky Draper, submitting support for proposed project at 2750 Vallejo Street.
Copy: Each Supervisor, File No. 091309 (6)

From Kimo Crossman, regarding the 1996 amendment to the Administrative Code,
governing requirements for the release and storage of information stored in electronic
form. (7)

From Office of the Mayor, submitting notice that Mayor Newsom will be out of state from
8:20 a.m., December 15, 2009, until 11:59 p.m., December 16, 2009. Supervisor Chu
will serve as Acting Mayor. Copy: Each Supervisor, City Attorney (8)

From Eula Walters, submitting support for Ferry Park remaining the green, beautiful
park that it is today. Copy: Each Supervisor (9)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the Schedule of Cash, Investments, and
Accrued Interest Receivable Report for the Office of the Treasurer and Tax Collector.
Copy: Each Supervisor (10)

From Office of the Controller, submitting report concerning the cash handling audit of
the Security Access Office at San Francisco International Airport. (11)



From Office of the Controller, submitting an assessment and review report of the effect
of the Biotechnology Tax Exclusion, after it has been in effectfor five years. (12)

From Department of Public Health, submitting the Quarterly Surveillance Report of
AIDS cases reported through September 2009. (13)

From Dr. Ahimsa Sumchai, regarding the draft Environmental Impact Report for the
proposed development at Candlestick Point. (14)

From concerned citizens, submitting support for preserving the historic 18-hole Sharp
Park Golf Course. File No. 091307, 3 letters (15)

From Susan McCullough, submitting opposition to proposed legislation regarding
parking requirements and garage installation in existing residential buildings in
Telegraph Hill, North Beach, and Chinatown. File No. 091165 (16)

From James Chaffe, submitting letter entitled Bringing Game Theory to Sunshine. (17)

From Arthur Evans, commenting that in recent years the city has been flooded with
increasing throngs of nomadic psychotics, addicts, and alcoholics who flock here from
across the country. 2 letters (18)

From California Public Utilities Commission, submitting notice that PG &E has filed an
application seeking approval to construct, own, and operate the Manzana Wind Project
in eastern Kern County, in the Tehachapi region of southern California. (19)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the Monthly Economic Barometer Report for
October 2009. (20)

From SF Association of Realtors, submitting opposition to proposed ordinance that
would prohibit owner move-in evictions where any tenant is under the age of 18 and a
member of a household who has resided in the unit for at least 12 months. File No.
090835, Copy: Land Use Committee (21)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the Street and Sidewalk Maintenance Annual
Report for FY 2008-2009. This report provides the results from inspections in FY 2008­
2009 and includes recommendations to improve the City's performance. Copy: Each
Supervisor (22)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the Parks Annual Report for FY 2008-2009.
Copy: Each Supervisor (23)

From Human Services Agency, submitting the final report on the plan to coordinate all
foster care placement improvement plans among Juvenile Probation, Department of
Public Health, and Human Services Agency for children and youth in need of high-end
residential treatment. Copy: Each Supervisor (24)



From State Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation, submitting notice that the
Corrections Standards Authority conducted their Biennial Inspections of the following
San Francisco Police Department temporary holding facilities: Northern, Bayview, Park,
Ingleside, Taraval, Tenderloin, Richmond, Mission and South Terminal S.F.O. Copy:
Each Supervisor (25)

From State Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation, submitting the Corrections
Standards Authority Biennial Inspections Report for the following San Francisco Police
Department temporary holding facilities: Northern, Bayview, Park, Ingleside, Taraval,
Tenderloin, Richmond, Mission, and South Terminal S.F.O. Copy: Each Supervisor
(25)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the Government Barometer Report for October
2009. Copy: Each Supervisor (26)

From Office of the Controller, responding to request for an estimate as to the costs
incurred by the City and County of San Francisco during the November 23, 2009, SEIU
1021, demonstration that blocked part of Market Street. (Reference No. 20091124-001)
(27)

From Human Services Agency, submitting the Department of Aging and Adult Services'
Year End Report of its Area Plan. (28)

From James Corrigan, commenting on various issues with the Fire Department. 2
letters (29)

From Francisco Da Costa, urging the Board of Supervisors to vote against proposed
legislation regarding changes to discretionary review. File No. 091020 (30)

From various Bay Area conservation organizations, regarding the draft Environmental
Impact Report for the proposed project to rebuild the seismically challenged Calaveras
Dam in the upper Alameda Creek watershed. (31)

From Michael Beekboel, submitting support for affordable clean renewable energy in
San Francisco. (32)

From Commission on the Status of Women, submitting resolution opposing the Stupak­
Ellsworth-Pitts amendment to restrict reproductive choice. (33)

From Office of the Mayor, submitting notice that Mayor Newsom will be out of state from
December 20,2009, until December 27,2009. Supervisor Alioto-Pier and Supervisor
Elsbernd will serve as Acting-Mayor. Copy: Each Supervisor, City Attorney (34)

From Office of the Mayor, submitting letter explaining why Mayor Newsom is returning
legislation unsigned that was finally passed by the Board of Supervisors that de-



appropriates $1,881,896 in funding that is currently on reserve within the Department of
Public Health for salaries and benefits at SF General Hospital, and re-appropriating
those dollars to cover different salary costs within the Department of Public Health for
two months. File Nos. 091202, 091203, Copy: Each Supervisor, City Attorney (35)

From Office of the Mayor, submitting the Mayor's FY 2009-2010 proposed Mid-Year
budget solutions for City and County of San Francisco. Copy: Each Supervisor (36)

From Mary Sheeran, submitting opposition to proposed legislation prohibiting smoking
in enclosed areas, certain unenclosed areas, and sports stadiums. File No. 091443
(37)

From Amy Knight, submitting support for proposed legislation prohibiting smoking in
enclosed areas, certain unenclosed areas, and sports stadiums. File No. 091443 (38)

From concerned citizens, submitting support to uphold the Letter of Determination
issued by the Planning Department to allow the Masonic Memorial Temple to continue
to serve the community as a vital cultural venue in San Francisco. 2 letters (39)

From Save Stow Lake Boat House Coalition, submitting support for saving the one of a
kind, old fashioned snack bar at Stow Lake for future generations. (40)

From Abdalla Megahed, regarding his family's proposed plan to open a restaurant in the
new hotel at Treasure Island. (41)

From Roland Wong, thanking the Municipal Transportation Authority for the installation
of the automatic push-button door openers at Forest Hill Station. (42)

From Christine Harris, urging the Board of Supervisors to pass legislation for stronger
anti-stalking laws. (43)

From Department of Animal Care and Control, submitting request for waiver of
Administrative Code Chapter 12B for Merry X-Ray Chemical Corporation to provide
radiographic equipment. (44)

From William Zimmerman, suggesting one way to get rid of cigarette butts is to ban
filtered cigarettes within the City and County of San Francisco. (45)

From Marilyn Buchler, submitting support for appeal of Conditional Use Authorization for
proposed project at 1969 California Street. (46)

From California Public Utilities Commission, submitting application of Blue &Gold Fleet,
L.P., for authorization to increase passenger fares on its Vessel Common Carrier
service on San Francisco Bay between Angel Island State Park and authorized points in
San Francisco. (47)



From California Public Utilities Commission, submitting application of Blue & Gold Fleet,
L.P., for authorization to increase passenger fares on its Vessel Common Carrier
service on San Francisco Bay between Tiburon and authorized points in San Francisco.
(48)

From California Public Utilities Commission, submitting application of Blue & Gold Fleet,
L.P., for authorization to increase passenger fares on its Vessel Common Carrier
service on San Francisco Bay between the City of Sausalito and authorized points in
San Francisco. (49)

From Office of the Clerk of the Board, submitting Form 700 Statement of Economic
Interests for Gabe Cabrera, Office of Legislative Analyst (leaving). (50)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to proposed development by Lennar at
Candlestick Point pending completion of a thorough Environmental Impact Report.
Copy: Each Supervisor 2 letters (51)

From Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector, submitting the Monthly Investment Report
for November 2009. (52)

From Department of Public Works, regarding status of removing graffiti from utility
boxes and bus shelters at various locations in District 5. (Reference No. 20091124­
004) (53)

From Department of Public Works, regarding status of removing graffiti from utility poles
at various locations in District 5. (Reference No. 20091124-005) (54)

From Department of Public Works, regarding status of removing graffiti from various
locations in District 5. (Reference No. 20091124-007) (55)

From Department of Public Works, regarding status of removing graffiti from various
locations in District 5. (Reference No. 20091208-003) (56)

From Department of Public Works, regarding status of removing graffiti from various
locations in District 5. (Reference No. 20091215-003) (57)

From Department of Public Works, regarding status of removing graffiti from various
locations in District 5. (Reference No. 20091124-006) (58)

From Matt Gunderson, regarding the increase in city fees and the uncertainty of soccer
fields in San Francisco. (59)

From Sarah Lefton, commenting on the Haight Ashbury district that has become a
hostile, scary neighborhood. (60)



From J. Taylor, submitting proposal for a carbon offset tax based on a one cent or
partial cent tax on a gallon of gasoline. (61)

From Francisco Da Costa, regarding the lack of representation on the Redevelopment
Agency Commission for the Bayview Hunters Point, Candlestick Point and Visitation
Valley neighborhoods. (62)

From Tara Vance, regarding the San Francisco Police Department and the citizens of
San Francisco. (63)

From State Fish and Game Commission, submitting notice of proposed emergency
regulatory action relating to incidental take of Pacific fisher. (64)

From Department of Public Works, regarding status of removing graffiti from various
locations in District 5. (Reference No. 20091208-008) (65)

From Kimo Crossman, regarding proposal that would attach a warning feature when
purchasing cell phones of the danger of brain cancer. (66)

From Human Rights Commission, submitting report regarding improving keyword
searches and reflecting Standard Industrial Classifications and the National American
Industry Classification System to enable users to refine searches and better identify
small and local businesses to bid on City work. (Reference No. 20091020-004) (67)

From Daniel Baker, submitting notice that an application for Bay Airporter Express, lnc.,
was filed with California Public Utilities Commission, seeking a passenger stage
corporation certificate to perform an on-call, door-to-door service on a 24-hours per day,
seven days per week basis between points in San Francisco, Alameda, Contra Costa,
Solano and San Mateo Counties, and San Francisco, Oakland and San Jose
International Airports. (68)



Bos~il

COB I C rt:L~ I

Capital Planning Committee

EdwinM. Lee,City Administrator, Chair

MEMORANDUM
December 8, 2009

To: Supervisor David Chiu, Board President ~
From: Edwin Lee, City Administrator & Capital Planning Committee (CPC) C~ir

Copy: Members of the Board of Supervisors l
Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board ~ ;::if,
Capital Planning Committee ~~:: r

Regarding: Recommendations on Action Items from December 7,2009 CPC Meeti g
::p-""
_¥i..~

------------------------------+--f"v ..-,
In accordance with Section 3.21 of the Administrative Code, on December 7,2009, th CPC'­
reviewed materials on the Earthquake Safety & Emergency Response (ESER) Generarl cD

Obligation Bond and the issuance of general obligation bonds for capital improvements to
park and recreation facilities and the rebuild of San Francisco General Hospital (SFGH).
The CPC's recommendations are set forth below.

1. Board File Number TBD:

Recommendation:

Comments:

2. Board File Number TBD:

Resolution of Public Interest and Necessity
establishing the need for the Earthquake Safety &
Emergency Response General Obligation Bond
($616,000,000).

Support adoption of the Resolution of Public Interest
and Necessity.

The CPC recommends approval of this item by a vote
of 11-0.

Committee members or representatives in favor
include: Edwin M. Lee, City Administrator; David
Chiu, Board President; Ed Harrington, SFPUC; Ben
Rosenfield, Controller's Office; John Rahaim,
Planning Department; Ed Reiskin, Department of
Public Works; Phil Ginsburg, Recreation and Parks
Department; Daley Dunham, Port of San Francisco;
Amit Ghosh, Municipal Transportation Agency; Rick
Wilson, Mayor's Budget Office; and Jackson Wong,
San Francisco International Airport.

Ordinance submitting for voter consideration the
Earthquake Safety & Emergency Response General
Obligation Bond ($616,000,000) to finance the
rehabilitation of the Auxiliary Water Supply
System, the construction and renovation of
neighborhood fire stations, the construction of a
Public Safety Building and a Forensic Sciences



5. Board File Number TBD:

Recommendation:

Comments:

November 2008. The CPC recommends approval of
this item by a vote of 10-0.

Committee members or representatives in favor
include: Edwin M. Lee, City Administrator; Daley
Dunham, Port of San Francisco; Amit Ghosh,
Municipal Transportation Agency; Ed Harrington,
SFPUC; David Noyola, Board President's Office;
Rhoda Parhams, Recreation and Parks Department; Ed
Reiskin, Department of Public Works; Ben Rosenfield,
Controller's Office; Rick Wilson, Mayor's Budget
Office; and Jackson Wong, San Francisco International
Airport.

Supplemental appropriation of San Francisco general
obligation bonds totaling $296,790,000 to build
and/or rebuild and improve the earthquake safety
of SFGH and Trauma Center.

Support adoption of the supplemental appropriation
request.

The CPC recommends approval ofthis item by a vote
of 10-0.

Committee members or representatives in favor
include: Edwin M. Lee, City Administrator; Daley
Dunham, Port of San Francisco; Amit Ghosh,
Municipal Transportation Agency; Ed Harrington,
SFPUC; David Noyola, Board President's Office;
Rhoda Parhams, Recreation and Parks Department; Ed
Reiskin, Department of Public Works; Ben Rosenfield,
Controller's Office; Rick Wilson, Mayor's Budget
Office; and Jackson Wong, San Francisco International
Airport.

Page 3 on
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Dec.10, 2009
San Francisco, Ca.

To: San Francisco Board of Supervisors, Committee Chair
Re: Mar's pending legislation

Hello,

I own one (1) building with two flats. One flat is one bedroom, I live in this flat, alone. The
other flat ( rented to a family with two children), has two bedrooms. I am 84 years old
woman, and in the last two years, I have been taken to emergency hospital three times.
I am going to need to move into the two bedroom...so as to have some one live with me
to assist me.

Or does this pending legislation by Mr. Mar's mean that I will have to move away from my
home of 39 years, to an assisted living place?

As the law is now, Seniors are protected from eviction, should it not work the other way as
well?

Thank you,

Douris Reed
2918 21st Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94110

dourisreed@comcast.net
415.643.8108

CC: letters to the editor, SF Chronicle



December 8, 2009

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

hie- oq os-f?3
0o~'-li L-llc/eR{~.

Cox, Castle & Nich61son LLP C pCL4---e... .
555 California Street, 10'1> Floor . 0'­
San Francisco, California 94104-1513
p 415.392.4200 F 415.392.4250

Paul N. Dubrasich
415.262.5120
pdubrasichrs'coxcasrlc.corn

FileNo, 99126

Re: Proposed Amendments to San Francisco Rent Control Ordinance
lust Cause Eviction Protections for Non-Rent Controlled Units

To the Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors:

On behalf of the Home Builders Association of Northern California ("HBANC"), we
respectfully submit this letter requesting that the Board ofSupervisors decline to enact proposed
amendments sponsored by Supervisor Avalos to Section 37 of the San Francisco Administrative
Code, the Residential Rent Stabilization and Atbitration Ordinance. By extending eviction
protection to newly constructed buildings, the proposed amendments would have a significant and
adverse impact on the ability of residential builders to weather the severe economic conditions facing
them today in San Francisco. It would alter the playing field for existing project lenders, making
viable workouts and project recoveries effectively impossible. It would also discourage anyone in San
Francisco from purchasing a new condominium.

We apologize that these objections were not presented earlier to the committees studying the
proposed amendment of Section 37, but proposal was not brought to the attention ofHBANC until
Friday, December 4,2009. We submit this letter as a matter of urgency.

HBANC is a professional, non-profit association committed to promoting housing for
people of all income levels and the production of quality homes. HBANC's membership comprises
over 500 members companies and thousands of employees. Our members are builders, developers,
trade contractors, suppliers and industry professionals in the Bay Area. Recently, HBANC has
redirected much of its attention to urban areas, where its members are striving to accomplish the
State mandate for infill, transit oriented and sustainable development in the Bay Atea. The
HBANC's "DRE" Committee, ofwhich the undersigned in a member, monitors regulations and
activities of the California Department of Real Estate and advocates with the DRE and local agencies
to ensure fair and just consumer protection for home purchasers throughout northern California.

&--- www.coxcastle.com Los Angeles IOrange County ISan Francisco



Board of Suoervisors
December 8, 2009
Page 2

In today's marker, builders of new condominium projects are faced with a crisis of increased
building costs, a collapsed finance market, a struggling economy and waning demand. Many, in
order to survive rhis perfecr storm and to save rheir projects from foreclosure, have been forced to
"shelve" fully approved and mapped condominium projects by renting units on an interim basis.
Temporary rental programs are necessary to create cash flow until market conditions improve and
until presale requirements strictly imposed by Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac and the Federal Housing
Administration can be achieved. Builders must be able to freely rent their inventory, without
governmental eviction control, in order eventually to complete sales of their projects.

The proposed amendments to Section 37 make this impossible. They impose eviction
prohibitions on tenancies that are fully understood by both the developer and the tenant to be
interim and temporary. These tenancies are on newly constructed or converted, approved and
mapped condominiums intended for ultimate sale. The Ordinance should not apply to these units.

While revisions to Section 37.9(a)(l6) attempt to address the circumstance of a landlord
who rents a unit while intending to eventually sell it, the revisions are deficient in several significant
respects. They require "honest intent" and "no ulterior motives," the lack ofwhich is far too easy to
allege and far too difficult to refute, whereas a simple recital in a lease should be sufficient evidence
of intent. Further, the exceptions for bulk sales to subsequent developers/owners, contained in
subpart 37.9(a)(l6)(A), are insufficient and vague. They ignore that under State law, unlimited bulk
sales of more than five units in a project may be made without a subdivision public report
(California Business and Professions Code § 11010.35). Under the current draft of the
amendments, a second bulk sale of the project would subject the entire project to rent and eviction
control. Moreover, Subsection 37.9(a)(l6)(A) (E) would require that ifa tenancy is terminated, the
landlord must offer ro re-rent the unit, on a fully rent-controlled basis, to the same tenant if the unit
has not been sold. The fact is that the landlord cannot control whether a sale of a unit can be
accomplished or not, especially in this difficult market. The proposed re-Ieasing requirement, which
has no stated deadline (inviting litigation), would possibly force the landlord to complete an ill­
advised fire sale of the condominium unit merely to avoid having it become fully rent- and eviction­
controlled, and unmarketable.

The same restrictions would apply to lenders who take over newly constructed condominium
projects. If units were rented on an interim basis, the lender could not foreclose and then convey the
project in bulk as REO without the entire project becoming subject to rent and eviction control.
This would undoubtedly alter the playing field for existing construction lenders, making foreclosures
and receiverships lessviable alternatives in workout scenarios. It could spell the end of construction
financing for new condominiums in San Francisco, especially in areas badly in need of
redevelopment and renewal.

Perhaps the most insidious effect of the amendments would be on individual condominium
owners. These individuals could not rent their condominiums temporarily in the event, say, of a
long term job assignment abroad or a temporary relocation, without subjecting the units to eviction
control under the Ordinance. If the amendments to the Ordinance are enacted, it is not difficult to
predict that many potential home purchasers will restrict their searches to outside the ciry limits of



Board ofSuoervisors
December 8, 2009
Page 3

San Francisco, further depressing the home sales market in the City. This was never intent of the
Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Ordinance.

For these reasons, we respectfully ask you to vote to disapprove the proposed amendments to
Section 37 of the Residential Rent Stabilization Ordinance, as currently drafted, and return it to
committee for further study and revision to address the concerns of homelcondominium developers
and builders and their lenders.

-I~o.. _
PND/HDL
Cc:: Paul Campos, Esq., General Counsel, Home Builders Association of Northern California
99126\154134v2
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San Francisco
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P: 415.431.8500
F: 415.553.3968

December 7,2009

Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco
Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, California 94102

Re: Agenda Item #4~ December 8, 2009

Dear Supervisors:

This letter is written to urge you to reject amendments to the Rent Ordinance

being proposed by Supervisor John Avalos which would extend "just cause"

eviction protections to tenants in units that are not now subject to eviction

controls (i.e., most residential rental units with a certificate of occupancy issued

after the effective date of the Rent Ordinance, June 13, 1979).

Compelling arguments exist supporting the notipn that if the amendments are

passed by the Board of Supervisors and signed into law by the mayor, they will

adversely impact both property owners and tenants. The San Francisco

Chronicle expresses this same point of view in its "Locked Out" editorial of

December 7, 2009 (a copy of which is enclosed).

Among the arguments supporting rejection of the amendments are the following:

1. The Avalos amendments will reduce the availability of rental units by:

a. Discouraging owners from renting units in post-1979 structures

because of problems likely to be experienced recovering

possession.

b. Discouraging the construction of residential structures that can be

rented.

2. The Avalos amendments will make construction loans for residential

structures more difficult to obtain if the units are rented.

3. The Avalos amendments will unfairly penalize property owners who have

done nothing wrong by:

www.sfrealtors.com



a. Impeding an owner's ability to move into a rental unit in structures
for which a certificate of occupancy was issued after June 13,
1979-a problem no owner had reason to believe would ever exist
when a decision was made to buy and rent.

b. Exposing a property owner to the payment of tens of thousands of
dollars in legal fees and settlement costs if an owner move-in is
challenged, which it typically is. And, if the tenant is elderly,
disabled or catastrophically ill, the owner may not be able to move
in at all.

4. The Avalos amendments provide only the flimsiest justification for their
passage. Two examples:

a. "Evictions without just cause from these post-1979 residential
units are a groWing concern ... particularly due to the increasing
number of no-fault evictions following property foreclosures." (No
specifics are provided.)

b. "As a matter of fairness to all residential renters, just cause
eviction protections should be extended to units with a certificate
of occupancy first issued after June 13,1979." (Again, no specifics
are provided.)

5. The Avalos amendments provide no verifiable evidence-only hearsay
from biased tenant activists and others-that evictions without cause
have become a problem in structures for which a certificate of occupancy
was issued after June 13, 1979.

The Chronicle urges, in its December 7, 2009, editorial, that "the supervisors
should put the brakes [on the Avalos amendments]." We agree and hope that
reason will prevail when you consider the amendments for adoption at your
Tuesday, December 8, 2009, meeting.

Enclosure

cc: Mayor Gavin Newsom
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advertisement I your ad here

Monday, December 7, 2009

At issue is a proposal by Supervisor John Avalos that
would extend certain eviction protections to tenants
living in residences built after 1979. Avalos and
tenants' rights advocates characterize the proposal, which is expected to come up for a key committee
hearing today, as a matter of fairness for tenants living in relatively modern buildings, which are not
covered by the city's most stringent rent regulations. They suggest it could be particularly helpful to
tenants in condominiums that are facing foreclosure.

SFGate.com ZPrint This Article') Back to Article
SFGate.com

Landlords could be locked out

San Francisco's Board of Supervisors is getting ready to
vote on a proposal that would make it difficult and
costly - in some cases, impossible - for property owners
who have rented out their homes to move back into
them.

The city's sweeping rent control laws of 1979 included provisions that allowed evictions only when a
landlord could establish "just cause," which includes nonpayment of rent, illegal activity in the residence

and other breaches of lease. Owners who want to move into their own homes must pay relocation benefits
of $5,000 per adult tenant - and an additional $3,300 to households with children.

Even then, a challenge to the landlord's "just cause" can add thousands of dollars in legal fees or
settlement costs - or, if the tenant is elderly, disabled or catastrophically ill,' he or she might not be able to
be evicted at all.

"In San Francisco, it's easier for a camel to pass through the eye of a needle than for a homeowner to
move into his home," said Bart Murphy, a rent board commissioner.

But those rules only apply to units that existed when the 1979 rules were passed.

Murphy said the eviction requirements make sense for apartment buildings, the overwhelming portion of
which were built before 1979. In fact, 70 percent of San Francisco's housing stock predates World War II.

But since 1979, the vast majority of residential construction in San Francisco has been geared toward
homeownership. Although some of those units have since been rented - about half, by some estimates - the
owners bought them with the understanding that they would not be subject to the rent control laws.

If the Avalos measure were to pass, homeowners who want to move back into their units could have a big
fight on their hands. And homeowners who find themselves wanting or needing to rent out their residences

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/artide.cgi?f.... / c/a/2009/12/07/ EDJO lAV7JF.DTl&type""printable Page 1 of 2



Landlords could be locked out 12/7/095:09 PM

when they suddenly leave the city - perhaps because of a job layoff or relocation - may not be able to
return to their homes months or years later.

The prospect of these restrictions could have a chilling effect on new construction in the city, which will
only aggravate its perpetual housing shortage.

In a phone interview Friday, Avalos said his intent was to stop "unjustified evictions" - not to prevent
homeowners from being able to move into their residences. He insisted the measure maintained flexibility
for homeowners to arrange temporarily rentals without being subject to the relocation benefits
requirement when they return.

Mayor Gavin Newsom has yet to take a clear position on the bill.

Supervisors should put the brakes on a measure that could work against the interests of both property
owners and renters.

http://sfgate.com/cgi -bln/artlcle.cq i?f=/c/a/2009/12/07/EDJO lAV7IF. DTL

This article appeared on page A - 17 of the San Francisco Chronicle
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mjohan6494@aoJ.com

12/07/200911:12 PM

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc

bcc

Subject proposed eviction ordinance

Please, please - all of you use common sense and do not vote for this ridiculous proposal.

Marge Johansen



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/10/200912:06 PM

To BaS Constituent Mail Distribution,

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Rent Control

cc

To <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/10/2009 12:06 PM ----­

Lorri UngareW
<Iorrisf@comcasl.net>

12/10/200910:41 AM

Subject Rent Control

Board of Supervisors,

I just learned of the plan, which surely will pass, to allow rent control to
be extended to all units. Isn't it enough that 10 years ago it was estimated
that 10,000 units are kept off the market in this city because of fears of
rent control?

As an SF native who can only afford to own a post-1979 condo (and only
because I inherited the mortgage), I now know that when I retire, I'll have
to leave the city and SELL my condo--not rent it out-- because the rental
laws here are so draconian to owners.

By the way, I had a small jr one-bedroom unit in the Western Addition when I
first moved into my current home. I can't tell you how much money I LOST
during the 18 months I was a landlord renting that place to people who broke
leases, destroyed property, etc. Not all property owners are wealthy jerks,
but San Francisco seems to think they are.

Lorri Ungaretti
1591 Jackson St_ #23 (District 6)



EGold
<egold3610@earthlink.net>

12/10/2009 10:48 AM

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc

bcc

Subject rent control iegislation

Dear Supervisors:

As a native San Franciscan who cares deeply about this city, it is my
sincere hope that Supervisor Avalos' proposed legislation to extend
rent control to buildings built after 1979 is defeated. Rent control
is flawed public policy and does not serve those in need, rather it
benefits those who know how to work the system.

I work and own a building in SF. My tenants have always earned
substantially higher income than me and yet I subsidize their living
expenses because my building is subject to rent control. My building
expenses have gone up 5-25% per year yet the rent board permitted
rent increase is only 1-2% each year. Moreover, as a landlord I
have to pay around 5% per year on their rental deposit, yet a
certificate of deposit (CD) returns one-half to one percent these
days. And, to cap things off, as a landlord I cannot evict a tenant
so that I can use the very unit I own for a residence, without
clouding my title. Its ridiculous to think landlords can maintain
their buildings When their revenue is being eroded annually or
maintain property that they cannot move back into once they put it on
the rental market. Through rent control, the board of supervisors has
given all of the upside of ownerShip to the tenant and all of the
downside to owners.

If, as the board of supervisors claims, it wants to enact policy to
have affordable housing in SF, then it actually should eliminate rent
control. Thousands of properties are not put on the rental market
because owners do not want to subject themselves to the misguided and
truly unfair rent control laws SF has. By eliminating rent control,
thousands of units would be placed on the market, and rents would come
down because of excess supply. Moreover, owners would have an
incentive to improve their properties because they can get higher
rents if their properties are not run down. It is true, those that
are currently gaming the system by playing the role of master tenant
or holding onto the apartment as a pied d tier or living in a rent
controlled apartment for the past 20 years and not paying anything
close to market rent, even though their income may have increased
steadily over the years, would no longer be able to take advantage of
their landlord. But that is a small price to pay to have SF be
restored to the livable, affordable, vibrant city it once was.

Sincerely,

A native San Franciscan



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/10/200912:09 PM

To BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

cc

bcc

Subject File 090583 eviction protection legislation

To "board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org"
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc

Subject eviction protection legislation

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking HERE.

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/10/2009 12:09 PM ----­

Harriel Rafter
<hrafler@sfsu.edu>

12/09/2009 08:56 PM

To our Board of Supervisors,

I hope that you will vote YES to extend eviction protection to units built
after 1979 when you reconsider that legislation next week. In a city where
the housing stock nowhere near meets the demand, and at a time of massive un­
and underemployment and foreclosures, tenants need all the protection they can
get. I've been a (very responsible) renter in San Francisco all my adult life,
and my life-long fear is losing my home. I work, study, volunteer, shop, pay
taxes, and vote in San Francisco--in other words, contribute to the life and
revenue of the city as much as any property owner--and feel it only fair that
renters have some security in where they live.

Thank you.

Harriet Rafter
San Francisco



CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER

MEMORANDUM

TO: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

FROM: Peg Stevenson, Controller's City Performance Director

DATE: December 7, 2009

SUBJECT: Response to inquiry reference number 20091020-002
Supervisor Dufty, requestor

Request text: Requesting that the Controller, Human Rights Commission (HRC) and
Department of Technology report on the need and value of upgrading HRC database of
certified firms to improve keyword search capabilities.

Improving keyword searches and reflecting Standard Industrial Classifications (SIC) and
NAICS Classifications could enable users to refine searches and better identify small and
local businesses to bid on City work.

Controller's Response:

The City would benefit from being better able to identify small and local businesses to bid on
City work. The City has an interest in insuring that its bid and procurement processes are fully
available to small and local businesses.

There are two primary sources of information for City users to help them identify small and local
businesses-1) the Human Rights Commission database of registered and certified Local
Business Enterprises (LBEs) and 2) the vendor information files maintained by the Controller in
the City's mainframe financial and accounting management information system (FAMIS).

The Human Rights Commission (HRC) certifies businesses under Chapter 14B (Local Business
Enterprises or LBEs). These business names and contact information are made available to
city staff and the public on the HRC website in formats that do support identification of certified
small and local business. Users can download an Excel file of LBEs that includes registration
and certification status, complete contact and demographic information, a primary business
type listing and up to eight commodity type listings. This LBE file can be used to perform
keyword searches, can be organized using sorts and groupings to identify all vendors in a
particular sector, and other database-type functions. The Human Rights Commission website
also has a function that allows users to use keywords to search for and generate lists of vendor
names on screen. These sources use the Standard Industrial Classifications (SIC) word
typology but do not include the SIC numeric coding.

415-554-7500 City Hajl- 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place- Room 316· San Francisco CA 94102-4694 FAX 415-:554-,'466,
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Page 2

The Controller's Office maintains vendor files that support making and tracking payments.
These business names and information are made available to city staff and the public on the
web through the Vendor Payments website. For City staff they are also available through the
City's mainframe system, FAMIS.

Using the search pages on the web under the Controller's Vendor Payments website, users can
create and download files with various selection options. The files list amounts that businesses
are being paid by the city, by year, with city department names. Payments are classified by the
expenditure types in the city's chart of accounts. A keyword search capability is also available
in that website today. These sources do not include SIC or National American Industry
Classification System (NAICS) coding.

City staff using the mainframe FAMIS system can access vendor files that include contact
information, taxpayer identification numbers, insurance and HRC certification and registration
information, SIC codes and a variety of other information. There is no keyword search
capability within the mainframe itself; however files can be created that support searches and
database functions, including keyword usage.

Conclusion:

The HRC's database of certified LBE firms, and the City's vendor files, can already be searched
using keywords. Standard commodity classifications using keywords are also searchable
through the HRC files. Both commodity classifications and the associated numeric codes are
searchable through the vendor files. Improvements could make these searches more user­
friendly and complete, however they do exist today.

More importantly, the HRC's database only includes those small and local businesses which
are already certified. Certification is a considerable effort and not all small and local businesses
have the resources to undertake the process. Only a fraction of the possible pool of small and
local businesses is actually available to the City through certification. City procurement efforts
would be well served by investing in outreach or other programs that make the certification
process more accessible, particularly in industry sectors where there are gaps or where more
bidders for the City's work could significantly improve the quality of outcomes and decrease
costs. There are many general listings and sources of more detailed information about small
and local businesses including local business tax registration files, State Employment
Development Department files, and others that could be tapped to build databases that would
improve the City's ability to identify small and local businesses to bid on City work.

Controller's Office
BOS Inquiry 20091020-002 12/7/09



SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

PUBLIC NOTICE

Availability of Draft Environmental Impact Report for Crystal
Springs Pipeline No.2 Replacement Project

Planning Department Case No. 2005.0963E

State Clearinghouse No. 2008112050

1650 Mission 51.
Suit~400

San Franclsco,
CA 94103·2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax:
415.558.6409

Pianning
Information:
415.558.6377

A Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) has been prepared by the San Francisco
Planning Department in connection with this project. A copy of the report is available for
public review and comment at the Planning Department offices at 1660 Mission Street, 1"
Floor, Planning Information Center, and online at http://www.sfplanning.org/mea.
Referenced materials are available for review by appointment at the Planning
Department's office at 1650 Mission Street, 4th Floor (call 415-558-6378). Copies of !re
report are also available for public review at the following libraries:-"t \~

San Francisco Main Library (Civic Center, 100 Larkin Street, San Francisco); \ ~:~
San Mateo County Library (25 Tower Road, San Mateo); ~ '<4
San Mateo Main Public Library (55 West 3'd Avenue, San Mateo); "0
Millbrae Public Library (1 Library Avenue, Millbrae); p>

Burlingame Public Library (480 Primrose Road, Burlingame); -::t~

South San Francisco Library (840West Orange Avenue, South San Francisco); \ q
Brisbane Public Library (250 Visitacion Avenue, Brisbane); \ f},
Daly City Main Library (40 Wembley Avenue, Daly City); and
San Bruno Public Library (701 Angus Avenue West, San Bruno). '

Project Description: The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUq proposes to
upgrade and replace portions of the Crystal Springs Pipeline No. 2 (CSPL2), which
extends (south to north) from the Crystal Springs Pump Station at the base of Lower
Crystal Springs Dam in an unincorporated area of San Mateo County, through the Town
of Hillsborough and the cities of San Mateo, Burlingame, Millbrae, San Bruno, South San
Francisco, Brisbane, Daly City, and into the City and County of San Francisco, terminating
at the University Mound Reservoir in southeastern San Francisco. The proposed project
seeks to improve seismic and delivery reliability of the CSPL2 in the event of a major
earthquake. The SFPUC has identified 19 sites along the 19-mile CSPL2 alignment where
improvements are proposed to meet seismic reliability level-of-service goals. The
improvements include pipeline rehabilitation and seismic retrofit activities at 15 sites and
general improvements to protect the pipeline from corrosion and exposure at 4 sites. In
addition to these improvements, the SFPUC proposes to install new cathodic protection
equipment at 9 locations and insulated flange joints (referred to as electrical isolation) at
31 locations along the CSPL2 alignment to further protect the pipeline from corrosion.

o

www.sfplanning.org



Specific components of the project include:

• Replacement of portions of existing pipe with new thicker-walled pipe
• Sliplining portions of existing pipeline by inserting a new, smaller-diameter pipe

section within the larger existing pipe section
• Relocation of portions of existing pipeline within unstable or inaccessible areas
• Retrofit or replacement of pipe bridge support piers and walkways
• General improvements such as recoating, repainting and screening
• Installation of cathodic protection equipment to resist pipeline corrosion
• Replacement of valve gaskets (electrical isolation) to resist corrosion

The DEIR identified that significant impacts may occur to land use, aesthetics, cultural
resources, traffic, noise and vibration, air quality, recreation, utilities and service systems,
biological resources, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality, hazards and
hazardous materials, and energy resources. All impacts would be reduced to less-than­
significant levels through the implementation of mitigation measures, with the exception
of impacts relative to land use, traffic, and noise at one project site. Further, the project
may result in cumulative impacts when viewed in combination with other past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable future projects. The DEIR identifies that with mitigation, the
project would not have a cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts,
with the exception of impacts relative to cumulative land use, cumulative traffic,
cumulative noise, and cumulative air quality.

A public hearing on this DEIR and other matters will be held by the Planning
Commission on Thursday, January 14, 2010, in Room 400, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B.
Goodlett Place, beginning at 1:30 p.m. or later (call 415-558-6422, the week of the hearing
for a recorded message giving a more specific time). An additional public hearing will be
held at Hillsborough Town Hall, 1600 Floribunda Avenue, Hillsborough CA 94010 on
Thursday, January 7, 2010, starting promptly at 6:30 pm.

Public comments will be accepted from December 10, 2009 to January 25, 2010. Written
comments should be addressed to: Bill Wycko, Environmental Review Officer, San
Francisco Planning Department, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94103
or provided via fax to 415-558-6409, or by email to brett.becker@sfgov.org. Comments
received at the public hearing and in writing will be responded to subsequently in a
comments and responses document. If you have any questions about the environmental
review of the proposed project, please call the EIR Coordinator, Brett Becker, at 415-575­
9045.

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

2



HETCH HETCHY

WATER SYSTEM
IMPROVEMENT

PROGRAM

Crystal Springs Pipeline N

Dear Neighbor,

TheSan Francisco Public Utilities
Commission (SFPUC) isproposingto
replace or repairsegments ofa 19-mile
pipeline known as CrystalSprings
PipelineNo.2. Currently, thisproject is
in environmental review andproposed
construction is slated to beginas early
asfall 2010. Thegoal ofthisproject is
to ensure that our regionSwater system
infrastructure has a sustainable anda
reliable watersupply. Thisproject ispart
ofthe Water SystemImprovement Program
(WSIP) a voterapprovedmeasure designed
to repair, replace and successfully retrofit
ouraging water system infrastructure.

The SFPUCand 27 wholesale agencies are
workingtogetheron the $4.6 billionwater
infrastructure program. This pipeline is
one ofmany waterfacilities in the region
that has been identifiedfor repair. Crystal
SpringsPipelineNo.2 was installed
between 1900and 1930, and is one ofthe
oldest and mostcritical water mains in the
regionalwater system.

I inviteyou to learnmoreabout thisproject
by reviewing thisfact sheet. We welcome
your suggestionsfor how we may minimize
disruption and inconvenience inyour
segmentofthepipeline repair. I encourage
you to work with our SFPUC WSIP
communication liaisonsto shareyour ideas
and obtain responses to your questions.
In addition, theproject teamwill be
hostinga public meetingto receive public
comments on theadequacyoftheDraft
EIR on Thursday, Jan. 7 at 6:30p.m. at
Hillsborough Town Hall, 1600Floribunda
Avenue, Hillsborough, CA 94010. We look
forward to meetingwithyou.

Sincerely,~

--
SusanHou
Project Manager

Project Locations & Anticipated Work
The SFPUC project team has identified a number of sites in need of repair
along Crystal Springs Pipeline No.2 between Hillsborough and the northem
county line. When construction
begins, not all areas will be affected
at the same time. Future project
newsletters and the project Web site
will provide updated information
about the phased work locations and
approximate schedules for work in
each area.

This work will have noise, dust
and possible traffic delays that
often come with construction projects. Work areas will be swept at the end of
each workday and traffic controls will be in place as there may be some lane
closures and detours in the work zone. The contractor will maintain driveway
access to all residences and businesses, however there may be temporary delays.
All efforts would be made in advance to ensure that construction
will not interrupt your water supply delivery,

EI Camino Real
Several intermittent sites along
El Camino Real (southbound)
between Burlingame and Millbrae
have been identified to complete the
pipe rehabilitation work using the
sliplining technique. Sliplining is
a trenchless pipeline rehabilitation
process where a new pipeline is
inserted inside the aging line.

Hillsborough
In Hillsborough intermittent sites
have been identified mostly along
Crystal Springs Road. Other streets

continued on side 2

If you have any questions about this project, please call your
WSIP Communication liaison at 415-554-3297 or visit us online at
www,sfwater,orgIWSIP

www.sfwater.orgIWSIP • 415·554·3297 • peninsula@sfwater.org



continued

identified for improvement include sites along EI Cerrito Avenue,
Brentwood Road, West Santa Inez Avenue and Chelmsford Road. This
work involves installing new pipe in several areas, updating a pipeline
trestle and painting the outside of the pipeline to protect it against
corrosion,

South San Francisco
Further north, work will occur at intermittent sites in South San
Francisco along Palm Avenue, Elm Court, Park Way, Spruce Avenue
and Randolph Avenue. Open trench work would be planned in much of
this area.

Brisbane/Daly City
The kind ofwork expected inclndes trenchless pipeline rehabilitation or sliplining and painting of the pipeline. The
intermittent sites are located along Bayshore Boulevard and Main Street leading into the PG&E property.

For more detailed maps and descriptions of all Crystal Springs
Pipeline No.2 work, please visit our Web site.

Anticipated Work Schedule
Our project team is working closely with each municipality to ensure
construction schedules are timely, and traffic and community inconveniences
are minimized. More information about construction will be sent to you as the
design phase nears completion. Here is the projected schedule:

• Design Completion - Fall 2010

• Public Hearings on Draft EIR - January 7, 2010

• Completion of Environmental Review - Summer 2010

• Anticipated beginning of Construction - Fall 2010

• Anticipated completion of Construction - Spring 2013

Last Update Dec. 2009

Contact Us

Additional information about this project can be found at www.sfwater.org/

WSIP. You may call our SFPUC WSIP communication liaisons at 415-554-3297
or e-mail them at peninsula@sfwater.org. Please provide your address and

telephone number when contacting us. Inquiries will be responded to within one

business day.

~ www.sfwater.orgIWSIP

IIIlI!II peninsula@sfwater.org

415-554-3297
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San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco, CA94102

Dear President Chiu and members of the Board of Supervisors,

I am a resident of Pacific Heights, and live near the residence at 2750 Vallejo Street. I was recently

informed of the planned historically compliant remodel at that location. I was happy to hear the project

was supported by the Planning Department and office of Major Environmental Analysis, and even voted

for unanimously in front of the Planning Commission.

As a tight knit community, we value the designs of our neighboring homes, and I feel the remodel of this

home will be a welcomed change.

I appreciate your time, Supervisors.

Sincerely,
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Kimo Crossman
<kimo@webnetic.net>
Sent by:
kimocrossman@gmail.com

12/10/2009 12:45 AM

To James Chaffee <chaffeej@pacbell.net>, Terry Francke
<terry@calaware.org>, Peter Warfield
<iibraryusers2004@yahoo.com>, Allen Grossman

cc

bcc

Subject SF Open Government & Tech? James Chaffee lead the way
in 96 with respect to Technology

(Attached)

In 1996, James Chaffee as Chair of the SOTF lead this amendment to SF Sunshine regarding
use of technology to increase open government. The attached document recounts the efforts.

It is sad to realize this portion of Sunshine is widely ignored in the city.

This is why I advocate that all city contracts have a mandatory clause that requires access
online in near real-time for all nonexempt data system purchased, installed, hosted, used
or modified for the city.



California Public Records A9t and this ordinance. Nothing in this

section shall require a department to program or reprogram a computer

to respond to a request for information or to release information where

the release of that information would violate a licensing agreement or

copyright law.

.i.J;;.L It is the policy of the City and Cpunty of San Francisco to

utilize qomputer teqhnology in order to reduce the cost of public

records managment. incIudin>!" the costs of collecting, maintaining, and

disclosing records subject to disclosure to members of the public under

this sectiQn, TQ th~ ext~nt thaI; it 1,s t~qhnQIQgiqal1y and

economically feasible, departments that use cQmputer systems to collect

,
designand store public records shall program and these systems to

s=:nslire convenient. efficient. and economical public access to records.

Ml. Departments purqhasing new computer systems shall attempt to

reach the following gQals as a means to achieve lower CQsts to the

public in connection with the public disclosure of records:

.ill Implementing a computer sysl'em in which exempt information is

segregated or filed s~tely from otherwise disclosab15LinfQ:J811at.:!&!h

80ARDOF SUPERVISORS

Page 2
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i! .

2 [I intertwined with information not sUbject to disclosure under the

3 I

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21



APPROVED AS TO FORM

industry standard format.

~opies of records in a format that is ggD~lly tecogn;Lzed as an

.LU .Implementing a system that permits making records available

.l2l Implementing a system that permits reproduction of electronic

through the largest non-profit. non-proprietary public computer

network. consistent with the requirement for security of information.

1
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3
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8

9

10· LOUISE H. RENNE
City Attorney

11
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13 By:
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LEGISLATIVE DIGEST

(Access To Public Information)

AMENDING CHAPTER 67 OF THE SAN FRANCISCO ADMINISTRATIVE CODE BY
AMENDING SECTION 67.21, GOVERNING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE RELEASE
AND STORAGE OF INFORMATION STORED IN ELECTRONIC FORM.

Board of Supervisors File No.

Under the Sunshine Ordinance, documentary public information
stored in electronic form must be made available to the requester
in any form which is available to. the department. Existing law
is silent with regard to the capability of departmental computer
systems to segregate electronic information subject to public
disclosure from that which is exempt from disclosure.

This amendment to the Sunshine Ordinance would establish a
policy encouraging departments to program and design their
computer systems to provide for convenient, efficient and
economical access to pUblic records. When purchasing new
systems, departments would be encouraged to develop systems that
would: 1) facilitate segregating exempt information from
nonexempt information, 2) permit the reproduction of electronic
recQrdsin a stanqarqfq:que,t; and 3) make public records
available on the Internet.



Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

April1S, 1996

Mr. John Taylor
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 306
401 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Mr. Taylor:

The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force at its March 20,1996 meeting approved the
enclosed amendment to the Sunshine Ordinance.

It is very important to the Task Force that in this area of computer information
the interests of the public in access to public records are protected. As the city moves
to computerized records, maintaining an open and democratic system will be an
increasingly sensitive area of the public's right of access to government.

This proposed amendment was drafted by the City Attorney and the Task Force
held several hearings and made a number of changes in the wording to make sure that

.... ·theptibliC'sr!ghtsWerebalancedWith·theinterestitfefficienfoperationofdepaftinents~·····

The Task Force feels that with this proposed amendment the principles of Sunshine in
government are protected without burdening city agencies.

It is the hope of the Task Force that this proposed amendment can be placed on
the Board of Supervisors' calender at an early opportunity. I and the Task Force stand
ready to assist the Board of Supervisors in any way that may be needed. Thank you for
your attention to this matter.

cc: Members of the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force

401 Van Ness. Room 402 (415) 554-6075 San Francisco. CA 94102



Office of the Mayor
City & County of San Francisco

December 12, 2009 rn

Ms. Angela Calvillo
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94109

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

I, ...J

Pursuant to Charter Section 3.100, I hereby designate Supervisor Carmen Chu as
Acting-Mayor from the time I leave the state of California at 8:20AM on Tuesday,
December 15,2009, until 11:59PM Wednesday, December 16, 2009.

In the event I am delayed, I designate Supervisor Chu to continue to be the Acting­
Mayor until .rrtf}etum to Califomia.

" ~<

A :~
/1/ ,

i / • ! i
,: n j l !
i 1----11 iif! fr.-tl/ .' I ----.--------.-.......~'G inNe:w.~o,.1)" , /

Mayor, City~ County of San Francisco

cc: Mr. Dennis Herrera, City Attorney

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 200, San Francisco, California 94102~4641

gavin.newsom@sfgov.org • (415) 554-6141



CITIZENS FOR OPEN SPACEAND TO

RETAIN THE VAILLANCOURTFOUNZAIN

To: Supervisor David Chiu, President of Board of 1\.

\ \

Supervisors, and all other Supervisors. ~ 0')

From: Eula Walters: See caption above. \\ ~
Re: Ferry Park remaining the green, beautiful park \ s:

that it is today. Please stop Park Rec and Planning

from destroying the greenery, the over-pass bridge

at Davis St.,The platforms, the The Sculpture

honoring South Korea, the Gazebo. Please repair

the sidewalks as necessary. Ferry Park exists on soft

soil on fill-in from sunken ships, etc., and extensive

digging and planting a lot of cement on it would

destroy the ecology and our neighborhood

environment. Spending 1;707,000 will only benefit

the greedy developers. This community needs this

greenery as it is. I am here, as always to help.

Eula Walters representing 2300 Residents.

Citz for Open Space, 440 Davis Court, #3II, San

Francisco, Ca. 941II

VeQ em b eJt 9, 2009
440 DAVIS COURT, #311 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94lU T: 415-391-3339

EUI-A.WALTERS@ATT.NET
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December 7, 2009

Quarterly Review of the Schedule of
Cash, Investments, and Accrued
Interest Receivable as of
September 30,2008

OFFICE OF THE TREASURER
AND TAX COLLECTOR:

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office

IFrom: Office of the Controller
Room 244, City Hall City Services Auditor
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To: Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board
From: Office of the Controller
City Services Auditor

December 10,2009

Cash Handling Audit of Security
Access Office

AIRPORT COMMISSION:

Document is available
at the Clerk'~ Office
Room 244, CIty Hall



Five-Year Evaluation of the
Biotechnology Payroll Tax
Exclusion

December 7, 2009



San Francisco Department of Public Health

AIDS Cases Reported Through September 2009

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City HallQUARTERLY AIDS SUR v L;;1L..L..I"U'Iva;;;; I"'\a;;;;r-vl"'\ r

\~ !

\
f ~~i

Contents . ~e
Surveillance Summary 1\ ;:q

U1
Table 1: AdulUAdolescent AIDS Cases by Transmission Category [.,2

i
Table 2: AIDS Cases by Gender and Year of Diagnosis 2

Table 3: AIDS Cases by Transmission Category and Race/Ethnicity 3

Table 4: AIDS Cases by Transmission Category and Asian/Pacific Islander Ethnicity 3

Table 5: AIDS Cases by Transmission Category and Year of Diagnosis 4

Table 6: AIDS Cases by Gender, Age Group and Race/Ethnicity 5

Table 7: . AIDS Cases by Race/Ethnicity and Year of Diagnosis 6

Table 8: AIDS Cases and Cumulative Rates per 100,000 by Race/Ethnicity and Gender. ..... 6

Table 9: ·AIDS Incidence, Mortality, and Prevalence by Year. 7

Table 10: Cases by Initial AIDS-Defining Condition. 8

Table 11: Cumulative AIDS Indicator Conditions among Persons with AIDS 9

Table 12: Living AdulUAdolescent AIDS Cases by Transmission Category 10

Table 13: Living AIDS Cases by Transmission Category and Race/Ethnicity 10

Table 14: Living AIDS Cases by Gender, Age Group and Race/Ethnicity 11

Table 15: Living AIDS Cases by Initial AIDS-Defining Condition 12

Table 16: Cumulative AIDS Indicator Conditions among Persons Living with AIDS 13

The AIDS SurveillanceReport is publishedquarterly by the
San FranciscoDepartmentof Public Health, HIV EpidemiologySection

25 Van NessAvenue, Suite 500, San Francisco, CA 94102; Phone (415) 554-9050, FAX (415) 431-0353
Directorof Health: MitchellKatz, MD; SectionCo-Directors: Ling Hsu, MPH. Susan Scheer, PhD, MPH;

ProgramCoordinators: Maree Kay Parisi, Viva Delgado,MPH;
Epidemiologists: Mia Chen,PhD, MPH,Anne Hirozawa, MPH,

Priscilla Lee Chu, MPH, Sharon Pipkin,MPH, Tara Schubert,MS, Annie Vu, MPH
The AIDS Surveillance Report is accessible via internet:

www.sfdph.orgldph/comupg/oprogramslhivepisecldefault.asp
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1I0r. Ahimsa Sumchaill
<asumchai@live.com>

12/13/2009 07:54 PM

To Board Supervisors <board_oCsupervisors@cLsf.ca.us>,
Health commission <health.commission@sfdph.org>, Vicki
Hennessey <vickLhennessey@sfgov.org>,

cc

bcc

Subject The draft Environmental impact Report (EIR) for the
Shipyard/Candlestick]

AHIMSA PORTER SUMCHAI, M.D.

From: asumchai@live,com
To: communityfirstcoalition@yahoogroups.com; enough_bvhp@yahoogroups.com;
home@prosf.org; rolandgarret@aol.com; iolmisha@cs.com; editor@sfbayview.com;
mecsoft@pacbeli.net; frandacosta@att.net; espanolajackson@sbcglobal.net;
marie@greenaction.org; sfbay-sfgroup-excom@lists.sierraclub.org; bruce@sfbg.com;
tredmond@sfbg.com; jdiaz@sfchronicle.com; jkay@sfchronicle.com; asumchai@live.com
Subject: The draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Shipyard/Candlestick]
Date: Sun, 13 Dec 200919:41:47 -0800

This Draft EIR fails to analyze the sensitive receptors the U.S. Navy identified in the
Historical Radiological Assessment... the 17 schools and daycare centers located within a
mile of the shipyard and subjected to exposure from toxic air contaminants, criteria
pollutants and hazardous materials from construction and demolition dust at a federal
superfund site as well as stationary and vehicular sources of pollution.
Additionally, the Biological Resources section fails to adequately analyze the impacts to
sensitive plants, trees, avian and mammalian species and offers "compensatory
mitigation" ... the developer will pay for the destruction of threatened and endangered
species and sensitive ecological niches. Of note are negative impacts to eel grass and
negative and potential illegal impacts to a known nesting of a pair of endangered American
Peregrine falcons on Parcel D where extensive demolition is planned to meet the 4gers
deadline for a new stadium by 2014.

AHlMSA PORTER SUMCHAI, M.D.

To; asumchai@live.com
Date: Sun, 13 Dec 200919:31:17 -0800
Subject: The draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Shipyard/Candlestick]



From: asumchai@sfbayview.com

Ahimsa Porter Sumchai, M.D.

----- Original Message -----
From: SF Bay View editor@sfbayview.com
To: Community First Coalition communltyfirstcoalition@yahoogroups.com, Enough
BVHP ENOUGH_BVHP@yahoogroups.com
Sent: Fri 13/11/095:25 PM
SUbject: Fwd: [Fwd: The draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Shipyard/Candlestick]

-------- Original Message --------
SUbject:The draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the

Shipyard/Candlestick
Date: Fri, 13 Nov 200914:49:37 EST
From: SanFranciscoTIs@cs.com

To: editor@sfbay-view.com

FYI
Community Information:

The draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Shipyard/Candlestick
Development has been released,SF Planning Dept. Link:
htlp:llwww,sfgov,org/site/planning index,asp?id=80504

**Notice: There will be two public hearings on the Draft EIR, both at City Hall:
(1) before the Redevelopment Agency, Room 416, December 15,2009,4:00 PM or
later; and

(2) before the Planning Commission, Room 400, December 17, 2009, 1:00 PM or
later.

Public comments will be accepted until December 28. 2009.



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/14/200911;15AM

To Alisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV, Ross Mirkarimi/BOS/SFGOV,
Eric L Mar/BOS/SFGOV, Sophie MaxweIl/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bee

Subject File 091307Fw; Save Sharp Park Golf Course

cc

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

--.-- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/14/2009 11;15 AM --.-­

Mike Anda
<mike.anda@gmail.com>

12/13/200912:07 PM

Subject Save Sharp Park Golf Course

I support the recommendation to keep Sharp Park Golf Course an 18 hole
golf course. As a life long resident of Pacifica, I feel it is an
outrage to have the golf course shut-down when the ones lobbying for
this have no vested interest to keep the course. During this time,
economic considerations need to be at the forefront in my opinion.
While the course that has been in existence as long as I can remember
may have shrunk the habitat a bit for the SF Garter Snake and
endangered Red Legged Frog, but this is also true for housing. If
Sharp Park Golf Course never existed, this land would have undoubtedly
been developed with housing that would have completely eliminated the
habitats all together. Therefore, the habitat has actually been
preserved in a way by the Golf Course.

I urge you to go with the masses that have been born and raised with
the golf course as a sanctuary for recreation with our families.



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/14/200912:28 PM

To Alisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV, Eric L Mar/BOS/SFGOV, Sophie
MaxweIl/BOS/SFGOV, Ross MirkarimilBOS/SFGOV,

cc

bcc

Subject File 091307 Save Sharp Park Golf Course

cc

To board.of.supervisors@slgov.org

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking HERE.

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/14/2009 12:28 PM ----­

Laura Groban
<Iaumgroban@gmail.com>

12/14/200910:55 AM

Subject Save Sharp Park Goll Course

To whom it may concern, I support the rcommendation to keep Sharp Park Golf Course an 18
hole golf course.
I believe in a system that listens to it's people and that we support each other.

Thank you for the consideration and opportunity to be heard.

sincerely,

Laura Goerke
781 East Cotati Avenue, Apt. E-1
Rohnert Park CA 94928



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/14/200912:24 PM

To Alisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV, Sophie Maxwell/BOS/SFGOV,
Eric L Mar/BOS/SFGOV, Ross Mirkarimi/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bee

Subject File 091307 Fw: SAVE SHARP PARK GOLF COURSE

cc

Subject SAVE SHARP PARK GOLF COURSE

12/13/2009 02:50 PM

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/14/2009 12:24 PM ----­

Michael Anda
<michaelaanda@yahoo.com> To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org, gil anda

<anda_1@comcast.net>

I support the recommendation to keep Sharp Park Golf Course an
18 hole golf course.
I have played golf at Sharp Park Golf course for aprox. 30 years. This course
is a tradition with me and my friends and family. Some times I feel how greatful
it is for me to live in Pacifica and have a great golf course in our town.I can tell
you the whole course it things go right.
Hole;
1. driver 7 iron
2. driver wedge
3 driver 6 wood
4. driver 5 wood wedge
5.6 wood
6. driver 5 wood
7 driver 7 iron
8 sand wedge
9. driver 5 wood wedge
10 driver 5 wood if i'm lucky
II. driver 5 wood if i'm lucky
12 5 wood pending of weather
13 driver 5 wood 6 iron
14 driver 6 iron or 6 wood
15 8 iron
16 driver 6 wood
17 driver wedge
18th driver 5 wood 8 iron
000 love this course and the history it. But Please don't take is away...
Why does it have to be there their are other open spaces.Take some open land,
but not the gold course.There are alot of us who have alot of wonderful moments



and God willing more.

Sincerely
Mike Anda
17



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12109/2009 04:38 PM

To Sophie MaxweIl/BOS/SFGOV, Eric L Mar/BOS/SFGOV,
David Chiu/BOS/SFGOV, Aiisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bcc

Subject Case 2009.1053TZ, BOS File 091165

To tara.suilivan@sfgov.org, board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org,
rm@well.com, bHl.lee@f1ysfo.com, c_olague@yahoo.com,
hs.commish@yahoo.com, mooreurban@speakeasy.net,
plangsf@gmail.com, Wordweaver21@aol.com

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking HERE.

----- Forwarded byBoard ofSupervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12109/200904:38 PM ----­
SUSAN L MCCULLOUGH
<suemcsf@sbcglobal.net>

12/09/2009 10:28 AM

cc

Subject Case 2009.1 053TZ, BOS File 09-1165

I am writing to express my concern regarding the proposed new ordinance that would
require a conditional use permit to install a garage in a residential structure and place other
limits in residential parking.

While I understand the desire to limit cars and traffic congestion in in the city, placing such
strict restrictions on residential parking will have a negative impact on the neighborhood.
Having off street parking for residents is particularly important in our neighborhood where
residents are competing with visitors for parking. Having more off street parking would
decrease the number of residents circling the neighborhood looking for parking.

Speaking as an owner of a condominium with off street parking, I believe it is important to
allow residents to have parking in their buildings. Having a dedicated parking space keeps
my car safe and off the streets leaving street parking available for visitors. It does not
increase my use of my car within the city, as most of my vehicle use is for trips out of town,
to places where public transportation is not readily available or to transport my mobility
restricted parents when they are visiting.

I urge the planning commission and the Board of Supervisors to consider the negative
impact this proposal will have on the neighborhood and reject the changes proposed in the
new ordinance.

Susan L McCullough
530 Chestnut St #207
San Francisco, CA 94133



"James Chaffee"
<chaffeej@pacbell.net>

12/07/200907:13 PM

To <deelje@aol.com>, <frandacosta@att.net>,
<grossman356@mac.com>, <home@prosf.org>,
<joelynn114@hotmaiJ.com>, <kimo@webnetic.net>,

cc

bcc

Subject Chaffee -- Bringing Game Theory to Sunshine

Dear Friends,

This is the anniversary of the day which will live in infamy. I hope you are enjoying it.

Today's Chronicle has an article with far-reaching implications. I have pasted the link and article below.

The question posed by the article is, how to get people to work together create useful information. It is
of the essence that the winners were game theorists from MIT.

The lesson that is made concrete is that most people will withhold information unless it specifically
benefits themselves. Almost as a correllary of that, most people will supply disinformation in order to
undermine the benefit of others.

The question becomes how this is managed in the sphere that we all share -- the management of
governmental entities and public institutions where we all have the right to participate.

Let me give two recent examples. I made a request for public records to the California State Attorney
General on November 6. It asked for the full 24 day extension and then came up with no documents on
November 30. On November 2, I submitted citizen summaries to be "included" in draft Library
Commission minutes. The minutes came up for approval at the meeting of December 3, and the
secretary simply said she didn't know if she received my summaries or not.

Of course both of these are just examples of the "game" of discouraging people from obtaining
information and participating, although that participation leads to all sorts of benefits including making
our institutions accountable and efficient. It is pretty obvious the concept of "enforcement" has not
worked to bring the benefits of information sharing to the public sector. Of course, the incidents
described above are all too typical, to the point of being a cliche. The resources are there. The
secretary to the Library Commission makes in excessof $100k and her duties don't extend much
beyond ignoring my e-mails. The people I deal with at the State Attorney General's office certainly
make well in excess of that. There ought to be a way to direct that level of resources into putting
openness and participation into the system.

There was another article in the Chronicle of December 5 regarding EFF bringing a Freedom of
Information suit concerning the CIAand the justice department using Twitter and other social
networking sites as an initial prospecting tool to obtain information that will lead to search warrants.
Information to use against the citizens is certainly a profit center.

The point is that if democracy is one of society's goals then the economic and technological resources
are there to make it happen. Then the question becomes, who benefits from keeping the publlc



ignorant?

James Chaffee



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/07/200902:55 PM

To BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Muni Stabber May Trip Release Valve

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/07/2009 02:55 PM ----­

AEvans604@aol.com

12/05/200902:28 PM To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc

Subject Muni Stabber May Trip Release Valve

Dear Friends and Neighbors,

A suspect was recently arrested and accused of being the Muni Stabber.

He's an itinerant psychotic who allegedly stabbed several people at

random (mostly women and children) on Muni and elsewhere.

This case should come as no surprise. In recent years, the city has been

flooded with increasing throngs of nomadic psychotics, addicts, and

alcoholics who flock here from across the country .

. They live on the streets and in the parks. They pay no rent and get free

food and medical care. They have easy access to any drugs they want.

Short of felonies, they can get away with almost anything, with no real

consequences.

Offered many services by the city, but with few controls, they have created

a toxic subculture for themselves, rooted in shared addictions to drugs and

alcohol. With each passing year, their behavior, especially on the part of

males, has become increasingly territorial, aggressive, and crazed.

Along Haight Street, in particular, where I live, their abusiveness has now

reached a level not seen in decades. As soon as residents walk out of their

doors in the morning, they are confronted with aggressive, lurching figures,

like a scene from Night of the Living Dead .

The familiar mantra of "Buds? Nuggets?" hangs in the air at every street

corner. Not to mention the never-ending clean-up of feces, urine, vomit,



broken bottles, and used needles. Or the 24-hour-cycle of drums and
guitars, played by screaming stoners and drunks.

The politicians have failed to deal with this situation. Mayor Gavin Newsom
has spent the better part of the last two years on a quixotic quest to
become governor. Most city agencies have been running on auto-pilot,
while he has been doting on his own image in media mirrors.

The Board of Supes has never had its Public Safety Committee hold even
one hearing on the subject. In the past year, thanks to David Campos, their
big priority has been to shield young illegal immigrants, who are suspected
felons, from the feds.

But things may be about to change. Residents of the Haight, upset at the
ineptitude of City Hall, plan to attend a public meeting on the subject. It will
be held at Park Police Station, at Waller and Kezar Drive, on Tuesday,
December 8, at 6:00 p.m.

The mayor and the supe for the neighborhood, Ross Mirkarimi, have been
notified that their attendance is wanted. Not to speechify but to listen up
and get a grip.

My guess is that they won't show, or else send underlings bearing the
usual platitudes. But their respite from reality won't last long. The Haight
and many other parts of the city are seething over this issue. The Muni
Stabber may trip the release valve.

Throughout this long struggle, we, the residents, have learned a painful
lesson. We'll never make the public psychotics and addicts accountable
until we make the politicians accountable.

Fortified by this knowledge, we're ready to take on both groups. The first
encounter takes place this Tuesday. Regardless of what neighborhood you
live in, come by and contribute your own energy.

*****
Community Meeting
Park Police Station
Waller and Kezar Drive
Tuesday, December 8, at 6:00 p.m.



*****

Yours for rationality in government,

Arthur Evans

*****



aevans604@aol.com

121081200910:10 PM

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

ee
bee

Subject What I Saw in the Haight Tonight (1218)

Dear Friends and Neighbors,

Twenty residents and six police officers huddled in an unheated room at
Park Police Station
in the Haight tonight (12/8). The purpose was to discuss the increasing
aggressiveness
and violence of the city's public psychotics, addicts, and alcoholics. A
veteran attendee
said that usually only four or five people show up at such monthly station
meetings.

Captain Teresa Barrett revealed that Police Chief George Gascon has
convened a
special work group to deal with "homeless issues." The group is headed by
Commander
Jim Dudley, a former captain at Park Station.

One possibility being considered by the group is the passage of a "sit-lie
law." It would
forbid people to sit or lie in front of businesses or residences for extended
periods of
time. Many other cities have had success with such a law.

Another consideration is a better way to handle "serial inebriates." These
are persistent,
fall-down drunks who are repeatedly picked up by ambulances and taken
to emergency
rooms. They commonly refuse rehabilitation programs. Some cost the city
over a million
dollars a year in ambulance and emergency-room costs.

The group will render its recommendations to Chief Gascon, who will make
the final
decision as to whether to push ahead. It's possible, added Capt. Barrett,



that they
may first be tried as a pilot program in the Haight. Some suggestions would
require
approval by the board of supes.

Capt. Barrett noted that yuppie drug dealers are coming into the
neighborhood to
sell their wares to the stoners who live on the streets. In one case, a spiffy
van with
Oregon license plates came to the corner of Cole and Haight Streets. Out
stepped
three well dressed yuppies.

They messed up their hair, rumpled their clothes, and mingled with the
street people
who hang out there. When approached by police, they tried to flee but
were
apprehended. They had eight pounds of pot in their backpacks. One of the
dealers, as he was arrested, pleaded with the officer not to damage his I
Pod.

Neither the mayor nor the district's supe, Ross Mirkarimi, sent a rep to
tonight's
meeting. The feeling of some attendees was that it may be time to go down
to .

City Hall and challenge the look-the-other-way politicians in their offices.

Yours for rationality in government,

Arthur Evans

*****



December 8, 2009
TO: STATE, COUNTY AND
CITY OFFICIALS

I·······~~~;~;~·~~~·~ii;:~~i~~~·gi~i:~~~~~~~~ii~~;~~·~~:~~~~ j
~ What is the Manzana Wind Project? ~

~ Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) isseeking approval from IlleCalifornia Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) ~
: toccnsuuct, own and operate the Manzana Wind Project (Project), aproposed wind generation facility tobe con" i
: suucled ineastern Kern County, inthe Tehachapi region ofsouthemCalilornla. The Project will range insize from 189 :
: Megawatts (MW) to246 MW, and isforecast to be operational by December 31,2011. The project isintended tohelp :
! meet California's renewable energy goals and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. i
; Information about PG&E's Application: ~

E On December 3, 2009, PG&E filed an application wilh cpue, inwhich PG&E requests authority tocollect inelectric ~
:- generation rates the costs associated with purchasing the Project development rights and constructing, owning and :
~ operating the Project. Ifthe CPUC approves PG&E's Application, recovery ofcosts inelectric rates will begin in2012. ~

i Will Electric Rates Increase as a result of this project? ~

:- Yes. PG&E is requesting an increase inelectric rates for the costs associated with the Project. Ifthe CPUC approves :
~ PG&E's Application, rates forexisting bundled customers (those who receive electric generation aswell as lransmls- ~
: sion and distribution services from PG&E) will increase by$131.8 million, or 1.1 percent, in2012 (relalive tocurrent :-
: rates), which iswhen the project isexpected tobeoperational. PG&E proposes torecover inrates the cost otne !
:- facility over itsexpected thirty year Me, The rates for the first year ofrecovery will decline each year thereafter asthe :
: project costs are depreciated. Ingeneral, rates for existing direct access customers (those who purchase their electric- :
:- ityfrom non-PG&E .suppliers) will not besubject tochange. Finaliy, customers who depart PG&E's bundled service in :
~ the future may be responsible foraportion ofthese costs via anon-bypassable charge. ~

~ If the CPUC approves PG&E's ppp~'cation, the average monthly billforatypical bundled residential customer using !
: 550 kilowatt-hours per month will change from $74,13 to$74.38, anincrease of$0.25 per month. The average monthly :
: billforabundled residential customer using 850 kilowatt-hours per month, which isabout twice the baseline allowance, :
: will change from $164.15 to$166.04, an increase of$1.89 per month. Individual customers' bills may differ. :

~ PG&E viiI! provide atable illustrating the allocation ofthe potential rate increases bycustomer class in this proposal, in !
~ abillinsert tobemailed directly to customers beginning inmid-December, ~

; THECPUC PROCESS ;
:- The CPUC's DiVision ofRatepayer Advocates (ORA) will review this ApPlication. ORA isan Independent arm ofthe :
: CPUC, created bythe Legislature torepresent the interests ofalluUlity customers throughout the state and obtain the :
: lowest possible rate forservice consistent with reliable and safe service levels. ORA has a multi-discipllnary staff with :
: expertise ineconomics, finance, accounting and engineering. ORA's views donot necessarily reflect those ofthe :
~ CPUC. Other parties ofrecord will also participate. ~

1The CPUC may hold evidentiary hearings where parties ofrecord present their proposals intestimony and are subject ~
: tocross-examination before an Administrative Law JUdge (ALJ). These hearings are open tothe public, but only those :
: who are parties ofrecord can present evidence orcross-examine witnesses during evidentiary hearings. Members of :
~ the public may attend, but not participate, inthese meetings. ~

~ After considering all proposals and evidence presented dUring the hearing process, the ALJ will issue adraft decision. ~
:- When the cpue acts onthis Application, itmay adopt allorpart ofPG&E's request, amend ormodify itordeny the :
: Application, The CPUC's final decision may bedifferent from PG&E's proposed Application filing. :

; FORFURTHER INFORMATION ;
: For more detalis call PG&E at1-800·PGE·5000 :
: Para mas detalesname 0311-860·660-6789 :
; 6!f11116j1j¥J[~ 1·800·893·9555 ;
: For TDDflTY(speech-hearing impaired) call 1~800·652~4712 :

~ Ifyou have questions regarding the proposed project, you may contact PG&E atthe phone numbers noted above. If ~
~ you would like acopy ofthe application and exhibits, you can write toPG&E atthe address listed below: ~

i Pacific Gas and Eleclric Company ~
: Manzana Wind Project Application :
~ P.O. Box 7442, San Francisco, CA 94120. ~

~ You may contact the CPUC's Public Advisor with comments: i
: Public Advisor's Office :
: 505Van Ness Avenue, Room 2103 :
! San Pranclscc, CA 94102 ~ "

; 1-415·703·2074 or1·868-848-8390 (loll free) ;
: TTY 1·415-703·5282, TrY 10866-838·7825 (loll free) :
: E-mail topubllc.advlsor@cpuc.ca.gov :

~ Ifyou are writing aleUer tothe Public Advisor's Office, please include the name ofthe Application towhich you are ~
: referring: Manz?na Wind Project, All comments will becirculated tothe Commissioners, the assigned Administrative :
~ Law Judge and the Energy Division staff, !
"~"", .."",~.""~".""""".""",,,,.,,,,,.,,, ~

co

..~ •.
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October 2009 Monthly Economic Barometer
Maura Lane

Subject:
Sen~t.::::c;:-.._--:==-== _

Attached please find the most recent release of the Controller's Monthly Economic Barometer.

Discussion
Some bright spots have begun to appear on the economic horizon in San Francisco. The best news in
October has come the hotel
sector. Following several months of good news on air traffic, October average daily hotel rates have risen
to $198 a night, a 14%
jump over September's figure. Occupancy was a very high 87.5%, which was considerably higher than the
same figure last
October, at the start of the recession. In fact, revenue per available room-night for San Francisco hotels in
October was only 0.4%
lower than it had been in October 2008. This is the first clear sign of industry recovery that has appeared
since the recession
started.
Real estate is also continuing to show healthy signs, although signs of a recovery are weaker and siower
to appear. Nevertheless,
sales price, sales volume, and average 1BR asking rents were all up in October.
Despite the good news, unemployment remains stubbornly high, at 9.9% locally in October. Most of the
labor market indicators
are holding steady, with little increase in either unemployment or jobs for the past few months. The
continuing increase in the
County Adult Assistance Programs is a sign of the human cost of the prolonged recession, but increased
dependence on these
programs is a feature of every recession that usually lasts until well into a full recovery.

http://co.sfgov.org/webreports/delails.aspx?id=1002

Shyamali Choudhury

.'



City Hall Fellow, Office of Economic Analysis
Controller's Office, City and County of San Francisco
City Hall Room 306
(415) 554-5159
hUp://www.sfgov.org/controller/oea



City and County of San Francisco
Office of the Controller
Monthly Economic Barometer - October 2009

Most Recent
Month/Quarter Value

Month-to­
Month
Change

Year-to­
Year

Change
Five-Year
Position Trend

Neutral Neutral
--~--~~-----

Neutral Neutral
-6.7%
-0.8%

6.0%
9.4%

._------------------------_._-~----.

October-09
October-09
October-09

Economy-Wide .
- San Francisco Unemployment Rate! -~'-Octcl;~9 '~~9~.-9%--- O:l%-~-~4.1%~'-w;.;k~N;;tr;I-i

N;~ber--;fUnemployed, San Francisco County! october-09-.--~44,100 --- 200 17,800 Weak. Neutral!
Consumer Price Inde; (CPI-U), S~ F;;;~~;;;~MSAT~---6ct;b~:69· ~---- 0.1%O~io/;---~~Str~;;:g~·- Neutr~-

~C~~~tyAdult AssistanceProgram (CAAP) Caseload3 Octo~9·---·-----------~~1j%----ii3%----W-;;k-N~g~tive

Total Employment, San Francisco NiD! ----- Oct;ber-09 OJ%~- -4.9% Weak N~~

_.TeJ:!lpo~.!I.employment, San Fran<:isco MD1 __=~==-6ct;;b;r~q9=__~!~ljOO ~__0.0% .::!1..&~ Weak_..._~~.!!.1!'!!_
Real Estate
-·Mp";o~ lCfA~-;Sale~-Price4

--_.~--

Number of Home
_~~~rage IBR Askin~

Tourism
i·'--'---'''-~''------~--~~-,----~~---·-·-~~·---·---------~---------·I~~-----~--·---·~~-------·--

Domestic Air October-09 2,552,~06 3.5% 6.1% Strong Positive
International Air October-09 .~6§? ,340 -4.4o/~. ~~ ~S_tro~_.._Neu~a!_
Hotel AverageDaily October-09 $198.42 14.9% -4.6% Neutral Neutral
H;te1--·----R:rt;7---------·------·------~---·--·----Oct~l;;;::09-··-~-8-7.-5%~---(J.30Io----5.'i%-·--·Strong---p~;iti-;;

Retail
:-A~~~ge Daily Parking Garage Customer~-8-----·-~~~O~ct~- --10L:,3",,--3.:..9~__

-Po;~ll'St.BART Average Saturday Exits9 October-09 ·27,882

Month-to-month change is the percentage change to the most recent month or quarter from the prior one.
Temporary employment refers to employment in the "Employment Services" industry.
Year-to-Year change is the percentage change from a given month or quarter to the same one last year.
Five-year position is a relative measure ofhow strong or weak the indicator is compared to the average over the last five years.
Unemployment and hotel occupancy rate changes are shown as a percentage point difference, not a percentage change.
Parking garages include Union Square. Fifth-Mission. Sutter-Stockton. and Ellis-O'FarrelL



Discussion
Some bright spots have begun to appear on the economic horizon in San Francisco. The best news in October has come the hotel
sector. Following several months ofgood news on air traffic, October average daily hotel rates have risen to $198 a night, a 14%
jump over September's figure. Occupancy was a very high 87.5%, which was considerably higher than the same figure last
October, at the start of the recession. In fact, revenue per available room-night for San Francisco hotels in October was only 0.4%
lower than it had been in October 2008. This is the first clear sign of industry recovery that has appeared since the recession
started.

Real estate is also continuing to show healthy signs, although signs of a recovery are weaker and slower to appear. Nevertheless,
sales price, sales volume, and average IBR asking rents were all up in October.

Despite the good news, unemployment remains stubbornly high, at 9.9% locally in October. Most of the labor market indicators
are holding steady, with little increase in either unemployment or jobs for the past few months. The continuing increase in the
County Adult Assistance Programs is a sign of the human cost of the prolonged recession, but increased dependence on these
programs is a feature of every recession that usually lasts until well into a full recovery.

Sources:
~ California EmploymentDevelopmentDepartment. MD refers to the San Francisco Metropolitan Division:San Francisco, Marin, and San Mateo counties.

[2J . Bureau of Labor Statistics
[3] ~ San Francisco Human Services Agency
[4J - DataQuick
[5J - Craigslist
(6] - SanFrancisco International Airport
[6J - PKF Consulting
[7] - PKF Consulting
[8] - San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
[9J - Bay Area Rapid Transit

For more information contact Ted Egan, ChiefEconomist at 415-554-5268, or Kurt Fuchs, Senior Economist, at 415-554-5369.
If you would like to receive this report every month, please e-mail your request to Debbie Toy in the Controller's Office: debbie.toy@sfgov.org



Re: File #090835

Clerk of the Board
Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco
Room 244, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, California 94102

301 Grove Street
San Francisco
CA 94102

P: 415.431.8500
F: 415.553.3968
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Dear Supervisors: I ~;
This letter is written to express our opposition to Eric Mar's prbPose~

ordinance that would prohibit owner move-in evictions where any tenant is under the
age of 18 and a member of a household who has resided in the unit for at least 12
months.

The only exception is where there is only one rental unit owned by the
landlord in the building, or where each of the rental units owned by the landlord in
the same building where the landlord resides (except the unit actually occupied by
the landlord) is occupied by a tenant otherwise protected from eviction and where
the landlord's qualified relative who will move into the unit pursuant to applicable
provisions of the Rent Ordinance is 60 years of age or older or will be moving in with
a household member under the age of 18.

Supervisor Mar's proposed ordinance is offered against a background of 75+
other amendments to the Rent Ordinance approved by the Board of Supervisors
since the imposition of rent control in San Francisco in 1979. While a few of those
amendments have been aimed at curbing abusive practices on the part of both
landlords and tenants, most simply have been intended to expand the rights of
tenants and give them additional legal grounds to sue landlords-thereby making the
ownership of rental real property in San Francisco an ever more risky and expensive
proposition.

We believe Supervisor Mar's proposed ordinance is in the latter category and
the proof that it is found in his rationale for offering it. That rationale-

www.SfrealtorS'C0Q:D



December 15, 2009
Page 2

according to Supervisor Mar's August 17, 2009, press release-is to address a
report from tenant organizations that "28 percent of the [owner move-ins] they have
seen involve households with children." He suggests, based on this report, that San
Francisco is in the midst of an epidemic of OMI evictions and that those evictions are
forcing families with children to relocate outside of San Francisco.

But San Francisco's Office of the Legislative Analyst thoroughly reviewed the
facts and found otherwise. In the office's June 23, 2009, research report, it says that
it only was able to confirm 18 actual OMI evictions involving households with
children between 2008 and 2009, out of 215,000 renting families in San Francisco.

In that same report, the Office of the Legislative Analyst debunks Mar's other
claims. It states, "While several of the tenant organizations consistently counsel
tenants regarding the threat of OMI evictions, several other service providers and
tenant attorneys reported that they very rarely confront OMI evictions while working
with their client families."

Simply put, the Office of the Legislative Analyst found no factual basis for
Supervisor Mar's proposed ordinance.

In sum, Supervisor Mar's proposed ordinance is based on both false and
uncorroborated reports from biased tenant and housing activists concerning the
magnitude of OMI evictions involving households with children. It is a punitive and
unnecessary measure that, if it becomes law, would:

• Discriminate against members of ethnic groups who wish to live together
in extended families in multi-unit bUildings, and, as a practical matter,
deprive them of their right to do so; and

• Hurt the very people it purports to help by making it more difficult for
families with children to find rental housing in San Francisco, as landlords
will be less likely to rent to these families whenever it can be avoided.

For the foregoing reasons, we urge you to vote "NO" on Supervisor Mar's
proposed ordinance.

,---J~~r..Fabrls
Chief Executive Officer

cc: Mayor Gavin Newsom



From: Office of the Controller
Ci Services Auditor

December 16,2009
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STREET AND SIDEWAL~~
MAINTENANCE ~'C

ANNUAL REPORT FY 2008.09 ';,;',

More litter on commercial streets
and sidewalks, less illegal dumping
and more public and private graffiti
during FY 2008·09 street and
sidewalk inspections.

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall



Park Scores Citywide Increased for
Fourth Year, but Disparities Remain
Between Districts

From: Office of the Controller
City Services Auditor

December 16,2009

Sos ~ l..:-l_-.

FY 2008-09 PARKS
ANNUAL REPORT:

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall
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Trent Rhorer, Executive Director

60S - II

Human Services Agency
Department of Human Services

Department of Aging and Adult Services
Gavin Newsom, Mayor

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall

City and County of San Francisco

December 15, 2009

Angela Cavillo, Clerk
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, #244
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

On behalf of the San Francisco Task Force on Residential Treatment for Youth in Foster
Care, and as required by Ordinance No. 241-08, Sec. 4.500 (c) (1), 1 am submitting the
third and final report on the plan to coordinate all foster care placement improvement
plans among Juvenile Probation, Department of Public Health, and Human Services
Agency for children and youth in need of high-end residential treatment.

This report, which was required by the Ordinance, details the new placement
coordination processes between the public placing agencies. The first report was
submitted in May, 2009, and the second in October, 2009.

The participants of the Task Force have provided strong public and private collaboration
to improve service delivery for high needs children and youth. Please contact me if you
have any questions.

Sincerely

Trent Rhorer
Executive Director

cc: Starr Terrell
Enclosure

P.O. Box 7988, San Francisco, CA 94120-7988 • (415) 557-5000' www.sfhsa.org/



STATE OF CALIFORNIA - DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION

CORRECTIONS STANDARDS AUTHORITY

Berent Drive
Sacramento, CA 95814
916-445-5073
www.csa.ca.qov

December! 0, 2009

George Gascon, Chief ofPolice
City and County of San Francisco
850 Bryant Street, Room # 525
San Francisco, CA 94103

Dear Chief Gascon:

00s-11
ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, GOVERNOR

2008-2010 Biennial Inspections - Penal Code Section 6031

On June IS through June 17, 2009 the Corrections Standards Authority (CSA)J conducted
the 2008-2010 biennial inspections of the following San Francisco Police Department
temporary holding facilities:

Northern Police Station

Bayview Police Station

Park Police Station

Ingleside Police Station

Taraval Police Station

Tenderloin Station

Richmond Police Station

Mission Police Station

South Terminal STO.

These facilities were inspected for compliance with the Minimum Standards for Local
Detention Facilities as outlined in Titles IS and 24, California Code of Regulations and
federal Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) standards for
holding minors. The inspection consisted of a review of written policies and procedures
governing the operation of each facility, a review of documentation to verify that your
practice follows procedures, interviews with key officials and a walk through of each
physical plant.

We would like to thank your staff for the hospitality extended to us throughout these
inspections. Officer Ivan Sequeira of the Administration Bureau assisted us throughout
these inspections. Officer Sequeira assisted us, during our inspection at the respective
facilities, by providing documentation to verify compliance with specific Title IS
regulations, answering questions, clarifying procedural issues, and accompanying us during
our physical plant review. He is very knowledgeable in the overall operations of the
facilities, and was interested in furthering his personal knowledge of the CSA inspection
process.

We also want to recognize Sergeant Julie Lynch, who was responsible for arranging our
inspection, collecting documentation required prior to the site visit and arranging our
debriefing with Chief Fong and her Command staff Sgt. Lynch also assisted at each station
inspection to ensure the stations were prepared and provided technical support in clarifying

I Formerly the Board of Corrections.



Chief George Gascon December 10, 2009

questions and site documentation review. Appointing staff to this critical task is yet another
example of San Francisco Police Department's commitment to operating safe and secure
facilities. Without Sergeant Lynch's assistance and expertise, we would not have been able
to provide your department the depth and detail of our 2008-2010 inspection. Your staff
represented the San Francisco Police Department with the utmost professionalism and
dedication to the inspection process, which is a sound reflection of former Chief Fong's
commitment to operating safe and secure facilities.

Enclosed with this transmittal letter are the following documents: the procedures checklist
outlining applicable Title 15 regulations for your temporary holding facilities (this is a
consolidated checklist showing all nine facilities on one form); the 1nspection Cycle
Information sheets identifying each facility; a physical plant evaluation outlining Title 24
requirements for design;' and, the living area space evaluation that summarizes the physical
plant configuration for each facility.

Local Inspections
To obtain an overall view of facility conditions, this report should be reviewed in
conjunction with the annually required local health officer inspections (Health and Safety
Code Section 101045) and the biennially required fire marshal's inspection (Health and
Safety Code Section 13146.1)3 The dates of the most current inspections that we have on
file are reflected below. All inspections are current.

Fire & Life Safety
Health- Health-Medical/

Environmental Mental Health

Northern 4/25/2007 2117/09 2117/09

5/31/2007 2117/09 2/17/09

Richmond 5/6/2008 2/17/09 2117/09

Bayview 5/30/2007 2117/09 2/17/09

Taraval 5/2/2007 2117/09 2/17/09

Mission 5/13/2008 2117/09 2/17/09

Park 5/1/2008 2117/09 2/17/09

Tenderloin 4/25/2007 2117/09 2/17/09

Bureau 5/14/2008 2117/09 2117/09

Fire and lire safety inspections. The fire clearance for the Ingleside Station was withheld. As
noted in prior inspection reports, from the time it was originally built, the station has had
construction related issues that have prevented the local fire authority from granting fire
clearance. 1ngleside Station was under construction during my site visit to remedy the
original build defect."

2 There are two checklists. One is a consolidated checklist showing eight of the temporary holding facilities. The
physical plant evaluation for the SFPD Airport Bureau Temporary Holding Facility is a separate form.
3 Previously required annually, effective 1/1/05, the fire marshal's inspections will be required every two years.
4 Historically, the Northern Station had not been granted fire clearance. That status changed with the 6/7/05 fire and life
safety inspection.

2



Chief George Gascon December 10, 2009

Health inspection - medical/mental health. The health evaluator found the Richmond,
Mission, Bayview, Taraval, Northern and Tenderloin Stations out of compliance with Section
1207, Medical Receiving Screening. This regulation requires that a medical screening be
completed on each inmate at the time of intake. The inspector did not find the appropriate
documentation on the medical screening cards.

Health inspection - environmental health evaluation. There were no Title 15 noncompliance
issues cited.

Corrections Standards Authority Inspection
As indicated during the last inspection cycle, a review of policy and procedures revealed a
very sound and complete document. The written policy is updated as need, at least every two
years if not sooner. It appears there are good consistent practices as a system. The only area
of concern regarding the entire system is with the affordability ofphone calls once an arrestee
is booked. While this is not a compliance issue for this inspection cycle, it is an area that will
be closely reviewed the next inspection cycle. The concern is how arrestees are afforded
phone calls once they are booked (there are phones at each station for arrestee use, access is
the question). It is strongly recommended that the department review Penal Code section
851.5 and Title 15 Section 1067- Access to Telephones. While the policy and procedure
manual is strong, the department now needs to focus on actual practice and ensure operations
are consistent with policy. Finally, as a continuing issue of concern, it seems apparent that
procedural issues and/or concerns often rotate through your facilities as the staff is rotated.

During the walk-through of each facility, we talked to staff about policies and procedures and
reviewed the following documentation: safety checks (required by Section 1027, Number of
Personnel); sobering cell checks (required by Section 1056, Use of Sobering Cell); and secure
and non-secure custody of minors (required by Article 9, Minors in Custody in a Law
Enforcement Facility).

Title 15 Section 1027-Number of Personnel requires hourly safety checks of inmates.
Department policy requires these checks every 30 minutes. The documentation we reviewed
was generally good, though adherence to department policy is needed. As recommended at
the last inspection cycle, documenting the exact time the check is made is critical. Because
the legitimacy of the check is compromised when documentation reflects exactly on the half
hour, and the practice is in violation of the department policy, the following stations are out
of compliance with Title 15 Section lOn-Number of Personnel: Ingleside, Taraval, Mission
and Park. Further, as recommended at the last inspection cycle, supervisors and managers
must review this documentation to ensure policy is actually practiced.

Section 1056, Use ofSobering Cell, requires direct visual observation of inmates in sobering
cells every 30 minutes. Each half hour observation should include a description of the
behavior of the inmate in the cell and the Department Manual requires arousal checks every
30 minutes. We reviewed sobering cell documentation 11-0111 the Ingleside, Richmond,

3



Chief George Gascon December 10, 2009

Bayview, and Taraval stations". Documentation greatly improved since the last inspection
cycle. Northern station rarely uses the sobering cells and documentation reflected most
arrestees are direct books at San Francisco County Jail #9. The Mission and Park station
continue to struggle with the sobering cell cards and thorough documentation. The majority
of the records reviewed were not sufficiently completed so we could not determine how long
an inmate was held in the sobering cell. Several of the records did not reflect any safety
checks or the checks were documented exactly on the half hour and there was no reference to
arousing the inmate. Therefore we found the above mentioned stations out of compliance
with Title 15 Section 1056-Use of Sobering Cells due to insufficient documentation.

Although most stations have improved and gained compliance, this is a reoccurring
noncompliance issue that should be taken very seriously. We strongly recommend staff
training or some type of action to be taken in this area. Frequent management and supervisor
review of the documentation to hold staff accountable for appropriate and thorough
documentation is critical.

Title 15 Sections 1050~Classijication and 1053-Administrative Segregation, requires some
type ofreceiving screening at intake to address classification. Consistent with the local health
inspection, there is question regarding the medical and classification cards that are filled out
at booking. While most of the medical cards were filled out, the classification section was not
at Northern and Missions Stations. This inspector found it difficult to determine whether
arrestees needed segregation. Therefore we found these two stations out of compliance with
Title 15 Sections 1050- Classification and 1053- Administrative Segregation.

Detention of Minors
In accordance with federal and state regulations, we reviewed juvenile detention logs and
observed the juvenile detention areas. In general, documentation is very thorough and
precise. There were three instances when a minor (13 years old) under 14 years old was held
in secure detention. Minors held in secure detention under the age of 14 occurred at Park,
Northern and Ingleside, Stations. Taraval and Bayview Stations held minors in secure
detention longer than six (6) hours. Holding minors under the age of 14 in secure detention is
a violation of California State statute under the Welfare and Institutions Code (WlC) section
207.I(d). Holding minors in secure or non secure detention for longer than 6 hours is a
violation of the federal Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act and California State
statute sections 207.I(d). Ingleside, Bayview and Taraval Stations are also deficient with
documentation regarding securing minors to a fixed object. According to Title 15 Section
1148- Supervision of Minors in Secure Detention Outside of a Locked Enclosure,
supervisors are required to approve the detention every thirty (30) minutes after the initial 60
minutes of detention. Therefore, the Ingleside, Bayview and Taraval Station are out of
compliance with Title 15 Section 1148. Once again, it is imperative that supervisors and
managers review the secure and non secure detention logs for completeness and accuracy.
Several ofthe incomplete logs were signed offby Lieutenants and above.

Physical Plant Evaluation

5 The Northern and Tenderloin stations and the Airport Bureau do not have sobering cells.
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Chief George Gascon December 10, 2009

The station jails were evaluated as Temporary Holding Facilities under applicable physical
plant standards that were in effect at the time of each facility's original construction, or when
various areas were remodeled or added to the facility. Each facility was extremely clean and
well maintained. The department is now on a cleaning schedule tor all facilities which will
prove to preserve and lengthen the life of these facilities. Most of the Title 24 noncompliance
issues mentioned in previous inspections have been reso lved. This has taken a concerted
effort on the part of the Department that should be commended. The only remaining Title 24
noncompliance issues remaining are I) the lack of an audio monitoring system at the
Richmond Station and 2) the ceiling height in the Airport Bureau holding cells (the ceiling
height is less than eight feet at the soffets). Review Physical Plant checklists for section
violations and details.

Noncompliance Issues/Compliance Plan
The following is a summary of areas identified out of compliance with Title 15 and
24 California Code of Regulations:

Title 15 Section lOn-Number of Personnel­
Ingleside
Taraval
Mission
Park Stations

Title 15 Sections I050-Classification and 1053-Administrative Segregation­
Northern
Mission

Title 15 Section I056-Use ofSobering Cells­
Mission
Park

Violation WIC 207.1 (d)­
Northern
Ingleside
Bayview
Taraval
Park

Violation OJJDP­
Bayview
Taraval

Title 24 Temporary Holding Cell or Room (2.2)­
South Terminal Airport

Title 24 Temporary Holding Cells, H-Audio Monitoring
Richmond

5



Chief George Gascon December 10, 2009

When the audio monitoring is installed at the Richmond Station, please notify us. We will
change our database to reflect compliance with this regulation.

This completes our 2008-2010 biennial inspection report. Please notify our office by January
30, 2010 identifying the actions taken to remedy any or all non-compliance issues.
Corrections Standards Authority has enjoyed a strong relationship with San Francisco Police
Department and we look forward to meeting and working with you in the future. We would
like to express our appreciation to you for continuing to promote the importance of
inspections and compliance with regulations. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you have
questions and when we can be ofassistance.

Sincerely,

Magi Work, Field Representative
Facilities Standards and Operations Division
(916) 327-3967; email; magi.work@cdcLca.gov

Attachments

cc: Mayor Gavin Newsome, City and County ofSan Francisco"
::.:(::1!Jllt; llqarp of S!!Ilcrvisors, City andCounty ofSan Francisco *:;

Presiding Judge, Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco *
Grand Jury Foreman, Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco *

" Copies ofthis inspection are available upon request.
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Sent by: Keith DeMartini

12/09/200903:26 PM

Colleagues,

Ac COl!!!
JJaS-11

To George Gascon/SFPD/SFGOV@SFGOV, Joanne
Hayes-White/SFFD/SFGOV@SFGOV, Michael
Hennessey/SFSD/SFGOV@SFGOV, Ben

cc Andy Maimoni/311/SFGOV@SFGOV, Patty
Herrera/DBI/SFGOV@SFGOV, Martha
Knulzen/DAlSFGOV@SFGOV, Grace

SUbject CON Government Barometer Report - October 2009

The Office of the Controller will next week issue the October 2009 Government Barometer (file below) to
share key performance information with the public in order to increase transparency, create dialog, and
build the public's confidence regarding the City's management of public business. The report lists key
activity and performance measures in major service areas, such as public safety, health and human
services, streets and public works, public transit, recreation, environment, and customer service. Recent
data and trend information are included. This is a new, recurring report and will be issued bimonthly, with
the December 2009 report scheduled to be issued in late January 2010.

This is an internal distribution to key City contacts. The report will be distributed to the public on Tuesday
December 15th. We will issue this report bimonthly to thiS distribution one day prior to issuing the report
to the public. Small changes may be made to the report in subsequent versions due to changing interests
and data availability issues. The report will be linked to the Controller's homepage, the Citywide
Performance Measurement Program webpage, and the data will be posted to www.datasf.org.

iI
CON Government Barometer 2009 Oclober FINAL.pdf

Please contact us if you have any questions.

Andrew Murray & Keith DeMartini
City Services Auditor, Performance Measurement Program
General Support Phone: 415-554-5391
Email: Performance.CON@sfgov.org
Intranet: htlp:llbudget.sfgov.orgl
Internet: www.sfgov.org/controller/performance



City and County of San Francisco
Controller's Office

Government Barometer (October 2009)

Total number of serious violent crimes reported
(homicide, forcible rape, robberyand aggravated 69.1 59.0 73.8 25.1% Negative 6.8% Negative
assault, per 100,000population)

Total number of serious property crimes reported
(burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicletheft, and arson, 412.3 344.9 399.2 15.7% Negative -3.2% Positive
per 100,000population)

------
Percentageof fire/medical emergencycalls responded

90.7% 92.7% 91.1% -1.7% Negative 0.4%1 Neutralto within 5 minutes
.._...._---_."._"" .. ..__....._...._.... , ..........._--......._... ...._........,_.._....... ...._..._..._,....._"..". ..........~.-......"..,..,,- ...._...._..,--~....

Averagedaily county jail population 2,061 1,986 2,043 2.9% Negative -0.9% Neutral

Percentageof9+1 calls answeredwithin 10seconds 90% 92% 89% -3.3% Negative -l.l% Neutral

Averagedaily population of San Francisco General
426 419 417 -0.5% Neutral -2.1% NeutralHospital

....._.............~......,... ............_...." ......,"

Averagedaily population of Laguna Honda Hospital 841 765 765 0.0% Neutral -9.0% Positive
.. ~-,............_.._........."." .. ......_.-......".."" .•.

Total number of Healthy San Francisco participants 31,559 45,578 48,016 5.3':110 Positive 52.1% Positive

New patient wait time in days for an appointment at a
20 17 -15.0% Positive -48.5% PositiveDPH primary care clinic

---_.'--_._-----------
Percentageof all availablehomelessshelterbeds used 90.0% 93.0% 89.0% ·4.3% Negative -l.l% Neutral

Averagenightlyhomelessshelterbed use 1,197 1,095 1,048 4.3% Positive ~12.4% Positive

-------
Total number of children in fostercare 1,527 1,427 1,402 ·1.8% Positive -8.2% Positive

2.60 1.94 1.93 -0.5% Neutral -25.8% Positive

".........._..._,~....._". ....................-
e of streetcleaning requestsresponded to

91.4% 89.4% 90.4% 1.1% Positive -1.1% Neutral
48 hours

53.5% 38.1% 17.0% ·55.4% Negative ·68.2% Negative

.. ............._......... ........_,._.-...,..". ...................~""" .................... ...--.,._ ..,
ercentageof pothole requestsrepaired within 72

66.1% 73.6% 71.6% ~2.7%,} Negative 8.3% Positivehours

Contact:Oentrotlcr's OWell, 415_554·750{) Pago 1 013



City andCountyof SanFrancisco
Controller's Office
Government Barometer (October 2009)

N/A

-12.7%136.4

N/A

110.6%

73.1

156.3

111.9%Drinking wat~r reservoirs storage as a percentage of 'I 85.7%
normal for this month

Encrgy-~se by C;;-depa,,';;;';-~-ii;;;;;illion ~;;~6.5
hou~) ;

Water use by City departments (in million gallons) I 186.9

I
Percentage of11UNI buses and trains that adhere to

71.3% 70.4% 74.8% 6.3% Positive 4.9% Positiveposted schedules

Average daily number ofMUNI customer complaints
regarding safety, negligence, discourtesy, and service 70.1 65.5 68.5 4.6% Negative -2.3% Neutral
delivery

Average score of parks inspected using park
89.0% 90.0% 90.0% 0.0% Neutral 1.1% Neutral

maintenance standards

Total number of individuals currently registered in N/A 9,251 9,251 0.0% Neutral N/A N/A
recreation courses

Total number of park sites, N/A 10,369 10,369 0.0% Neutral N/A N/A
recreation facilities, fields,

..".".."'"...._..~,- ..".

Total number ofvisitors at public fine art museums
121,253 348,976 149,507 -57.2% Negative 23.3% Postttve

Art Museum, Legion of Honor, de Young)

of materials at main and branch
758,554 912,556 868,484 4.8% Negative 14.5% Postnve

Average daily water usage by PUC residential
customer accounts (in gallons)

382 339 279 -17.7% Positive -27.0%

Average daily tons of garbage going to landfill

Percentage of total solid waste diverted from landfill
through curbside recyclingL...::. _

1,279.5

49.6%

1,066.5

51.2%

1,129.4 5.9%

Contact: ContfOliets Office, 415·554_7500 Pa,ge2of3



City andCountyof SanFrancisco
Controller's Office
Govermnent Barometer (October 2009)

Neutral

Negative

Negative

2.1%

"5.4%

""'1'-":"6.4% Negative I

,~ 1·,-'
Positive

Neutral

Negative

Negative-2.2%

1.0%

50.0%

"10.0%

"23.3%

$94.8

98%

97.0%

53.3%

65%

38%

97%

9,208

$63.2

69.5%

99.2%

100.0%

36%

56%

96.2%

99.5%

61.0%

$101.8

scoreofSt l call takers

Percentageof all applicationsfor variancefrom the
Planning Code decided within 120days

Percentageof customer-requested constructionpermit
inspectionscompleted within two businessdays of
requesteddate

Percentageof lifehazard or lackof heat complaints
responded to within one businessday

Percentageof allbuilding permits involving new
constructionand major alterationsreviewthat are
approved or disapprovedwithin 60 days

Value(estimatedcost, in millions)of construction
projectsfor which new buildingpermitswere issued
I

53% I INegative

50% .\' 31.6%'l'po,;,;ve

1-"~----'---'-'--"---'---1---·-+----t-9-0:0~ INegative

Notes:
The barometer is currently issuedeveryother month, coveringeven months.
The period-to-periodchangereflectsthe change since the last even month (e.g., for the April 2009barometer, change since February 2009).
The year-ro-year change reflects the changesince the same month last year (e.g., for the April2009barometer, change since April 2008).
A period-to-periodchange of less than or equal to +/"1% and a year-to-yearchange of less than or equal to +/"3% is considered"Neutral."
Data reported for the most recent month is either data for that month or the most recent data available. See the measuredetails for more informatio
For additional detail on measuredefinitionsand department contact information, pleasesee www.sfgov.org/controller/performance

Contact: Controllc($ om"c. 415·554.1500 Pagc30f3
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Coijection'Mctho(E'A~erage"i)iily'p-opU:jit'ion"-'-'

(ADP) is compiledby Sheriff's staff fromreports
issueddailyfromeachjail. Recordsare locatedin
City Hall, Room456.Timing:Data available sam
daily. Populationrepresents all in-custody people.

: NumberofUCR ViolentPart I
crimes dividedby currentSan Franciscopopulation
and multipliedby 100,000, PopulationFY 2008: I
829,848,FY 2009& FY 2010:842,625 (CA Dept of i
Finance E-2Report).Timing:Monthly. i

Numberof offenses dividedby 100,
UniformCrimeReport (VCR)violentcrimesare:
homicide, forcible rape, robberyand aggravated assault.

Ove"i:crow(iing-cie·ates·securrtY'aii·(r~afetYissu:es·fo;:·tile"--

Departmentand drivescosts in many directions,
Approximately 75%of thosejailed are pretrialfelony
prisoners, who eithercannot be releasedor cannot make
bail. Housingsuch prisoners can requiregreatersecurity
precautions. An averagedaily populationabove the rated
capacitycan alsodrivedemand for additionalfacilities.

The Stateof California9-1-1 Office recommendsthat a119 C~ethod: Allcallsintroducedthroughthe I
I-I callsarc answeredwithin 10seconds.There is no 9-1-1 State switchare capturedin an automatic i
stateor federal mandate. Our Centerstrivesto answer telephonecalldistribution systemproducedbyNortel]
90%ofa119-1-1 callswithin 10seconds. Networks.TIlissystemanalyzesthe timeit takes 'I·

from the call to hit the messageswitch, then timeit
takes for our call takersto answerand processthe '
call for service.Allequipmenthousedat 1011 Turk.

Trendingup is

IPO'iti"
Percentageof9-1-1callsansweredwithin 10 Emergency
seconds Management

Percentageof fire/medicalemergency calls Fire
respondedto within 5 minutes

City and County of San Francisco
Controller's Office

Government Barometer Measure Details

o Dum cr violentcnrnes Po ice
reported (homicide,forciblerape, robbery
and aggravatedassault,per 100,000
population)

...""".""."""....]..."..,..,.".."..,.".""""
A~c""ra·ge·'da;iy..cou·niy'ja'irpopulatjon""-,· , Sii""e""riir..·· [Trending

Idown is
IPositive

;:~~~~~;~~~~~~~~::f;o~:~~~~:~ ····PO",,- .············b~::g ~;~b;;:~,::~::~;;i;~d:l~~~o1~;f~f;.~:~;;:~~~- ~f~::ti:.:i~~i~~d:u%:~b~:~[;~!i:.~,~::···,.11
vehicle theft, and arson. per 100,0,00 [positive vehicle theft and arson. and multiplied by 100,000.Population FY 2008:
population) ! 829,848,FY2009& FY2QlO: 842,625 (Source: CA

Departmentof Finance, E-2Report). Timing:
Monthl
Raw data is storedat Departmentof Emergency
Managementand aggregated at Fire Department
headquarters.

This numberrepresents the numberof9-1-1 telephone Our statisticsare continuously collected by our
callsreceived and presentedto the San Francisco Nortel Networkequipment.This information is
Divisionof Emergency Communicationson a daily basis, collateddaily and composedinto weekly, monthly,

and annual reportsto reflectthe callvolumethus
allowingus to allocatestaffas needed.

The dailycount of patientsat GH (aka:AverageDaily The dailycount IS trackedby the computer!
Censusor ADe) is the numberof admittedinpatientsat system- SMSInvlsionClinicalData System; .
SFGH at approximately 12midnight,when thecensus is maintainedby DPH CommunityHealth
taken. This measuretotalsthe dailycensusfor a month, Network/SPGR. The reportingdatabase is updated
dividedby the numberof days in the month. The monthly,within 10days of the following month.
measureseparatesthe averagemonthlycensusby services The data is 99%reliablewithinone month. Reports
(acutemedical/surgical, acute psychiatry, skillednursing, are run on an ad hoc basis.
and long-term behavioralhealth)and also providesthe
total for thehospital.

Emergency
Management

Average9-1-1 dailycallvolume

J-Av'erage'd'a'jjy"popu'latlon'""C;iIaguna'Ho'o'da"' pubiTc'"Heaitll'" [Trending
Hospital [down is

lpositive

"I

.".j"""LigunaiIonda"Hospjiij'"(LHH)""is""aTo'ng:icr'rr;'c'are"'" 1(d';j~1ons:"dTscha;:ies':"'iind"'iIa~'sfc';:S"('r"e'i'oca-ti'o"n's)'"

facilitythat provides a residential setting forphysically or arc enteredinto the InvislonClinicalData System "
cognitively impairedindividualswho requirecontinuous when any ofthcse activities occur. ReportsforADC j
nursingassistance, rehabilitation services, medicalcare, data (fromInvision)can be generatedfor daily, i
and monitoring. LHH alsooffersacute care for those monthlyand/or quarterlybasis. Numbersare drawn i
patientswhoseconditionchangesto require this levelof fromthe MonthlyAverage CensusReport, usingthe I

i care. The dailycount of patients(aka:AverageDaily SNF Occupied+ M7A+ UA columns I

!1..Tre""...."n..•di...;""n.'...-u-p....,,.s.... ;e~~~o:t'j,~~~: ~~ ~~~~u~u:~ae:e~f::~~~~~. in-hous~... T."..h...': ..;;n.-;o-'.'.m"".-,;n....'.."n-u•..m"....b...e".;..'.-S..d....-;,-n-:;-,;d""/i;.""n.m.•...•.'..h".;;"o.....n•.e....'E-. I.!

""otal"n'um'ber"of"Healthy"San"Franc[sco'''' ....-pubiic'"Hcai"ih-' 11ilsnumber"rcp-resents"enroiiees""lil"ilie"Heaiiliy"san '" '"' '" ,.. no''' '" '

participants [positive Franciscoprogram(HSF).HSF is a comprehensive App program.One-B'Appis a web-based eligibility

I
', healthcoverage programforuninsuredSan Francisco and enrollmentapplicationand systemof recordfor ,

residents, age 18through64 yearsold. Enrollmentfirst HealthySan Francisco.Reportsare run monthlyand i
beganin July 2007for lower incomeresidentsand has ad hoc. )
grownas more healthclinicsitesjoined and as enrollment !
requirements expanded. This measurewas added to the

!systemin January 2009
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City and County of San Francisco
Controller's Office

Government Barometer Measure Details

Averagescoreof streetsinspected using PublicWorks
streetmaintenance litterstandards{l ::::
acceptably clean to 3 :::: verydirty)

Average nightly homeless shelterbed use

ITrending Averagescoreof the Inspection resultsof selected routes IForselectedblocks, an inspectorassigns a scorefrom i
[downis Ior thcstreetcleanliness standard 1.1,which is basedon a I to 3 to each. 100curb feet, for blocks ofselected 1
[positive scale from I to 3. (Foreach 100curb feet, 1 "" under5 routes. Blockand routeaverages are calculated. Ii piecesof titter; 2:::: 5- IS piecesof litter;and 3 :::: over IS This measureprovides the averageof routes '
I piecesof litter). Seemaintenance standardsmanualfor inspected for the selectedtime period. It includes i
I details. only DPW inspections. Inspections wereconducted I".,'

r on a combinationof II residential and 11
I commercialroutes. CleanCorridorsroutesare

...1__ _ , gf~r~Ii~:~:i~g~!~r1~ei~il:~C i
Perce'fji'agc"'oF'stre,it"Clca'iling"'requestS"'" ....."..... p-ublic'WorkS"'"'' [Trending up is DPW receives re"quests to addressstreet"cicaningTssues Collection Method:Datedservices requests and ,
responded to within48 hours jPosltlve primarily through311.Our goalis to resolvethese issues actiontaken data is enteredinto the Bureauof Street !

within48 hoursof receiving the request. Environmental Services' 28 CleanAccess database. !
Timing:Data is available on a dailybasis. i

i

t~!1!l!.,,~ l busesand trainsthat IMTA
adhereto postedschedules

Percentage of graffiti requests on public
propertyresponded to within48 hours

Percentage of potholerequests repaired
within72hours

PublicWorks

PublicWorks

[Trending Upis
/positive

i
i

Collection Method:Datedservice
action takendata isentered into B U, of Street
and ';;,,;WI:[ ,1 ~ databasedaily.Timing:
Data is

,T,,~~ing up is lot least00" in each six Method' Ihh<'~~:'~liO~;'~","~SiOggcrireriaof
ipositive' monthperiod.Suchchecksare conductedno lessoften 1/+4 minutes. ~ri sor:

than 10 weekdays and weekends per period. An annual (6am-9am), midday(9am-4pm), evening rush(4pm-
checking scheduleisestablished for the mutes.The order 7pm),and night{Zpm-Iam). Supervisors conducta
in which the routesare checkedis determinedmonthly one-hourcheckat a pointat mid-route duringall four
througha randomselectionprocess. To the extent timeperiodsstatedabove. Timeframe: Data is
automatedsystems can besubstitutedat lesscost forsuch available approximately 60 daysaftereach quarter
checks, or the measurement of any performance standard, doses. The annualgoal forthe forthcoming fiscal
suchsystems wiJJ be used. year is traditionally approvedby the SFMTABoard

ofDirectorsin Aprilor May. For the barometer
report,data is reportedon a quarterly basis.

Average dailynumberOfMuiJi'Nlif<';;u"";;o;;m;;';:,iMMlTOA'----jn;miU;;;j-trlei;;;;;;;;;:c'USum;;;,,;;a,;p;;;;;;;;eTe<'dbOci""gm'db;giii1<;U;;;;rTe<d1mf<GW,lSP;;n;;rr.wlii<ihjPiie!
complaints regarding safety, negligence,
discourtesy, and servicedelivery

Contact COlltrollcr'~ Office, 415·554·7500 Page2 of 4



City and County of San Francisco
Controller's Office

Government Barometer Measure Details

Activity or Performance Measure

~~)1~mre-_iJ!1ili!#f0<
Average scoreof parksinspected usingpark
maintenance standards

Recreation and
Parks

Performance Measure Description

erm medianof totalsystemstorageat the
beginning of the month wascalculated usingdata
stored in Form 11forRetch Hetchy Divisionand in
WISK! databaseforWater Supply& Treatment
Divisionfor wateryears1968to 2007(40-year
period).1968was selected as the firstyearfor the
calculationto includeSan AntonioReservoir. TIle
currentbeginning of monthtotalsystemstorageis
reportedas a percentage of the long-term median.

eginmng0 mon rota systemstorage i.e. etch
Hetchy,Cherry,Eleanor,WaterBank,Calaveras, San
Antonio,CrystalSprings, San Andreas,Pilarcltos) as
percentage oflong-term median(wateryear 1968 to
2007).

Measureindicates numberof programparticipants for all
agecategories. It includes all recreation programs except
aquaticsprograms. This numberwillestablish a baseline
standard that needsto be trackedin order to understand
participation trendsin programs overall. We willalso be
ableto calculatethe proportionof programparticipants
byeach agecategory.

up, ren
[positive

•

[Trending up is
[positive

j

Commission

Recreationand
Parks

Dnn ng water reservoirs storageas a
percentage of normal for this month

Total nUn1ber ofvi'SfrorsatpUbljcfi~
museums (AsianArt Museum,Legionof
Honor, de Young)

l'otiTcirc-li"iiltlo·il··oi"matc'ri"iis"at·mal'n"and
branchlibraries

~mber of individuals currently
registered in recreation courses

Collection Method:CLASS recreation management !

softwarerecordsall individuals (termed clientswithin!
the CLASS system)registered forany kindof II

programRPD offers, Timing:CLASS
implementation launchedin January2007,with 'I

preliminary data available in May 2007. Data is now,
available quarterly, basedon RPD'snewannual !

programcalendarwith 4 sessions (Spring, Summer,
Fall,Winter).
Baseline data wilIbe capturedin FY 08 and 09 and
the Department willbeginto set targetsin FY 10.

Tota"i·nu-mbe'i·oi"pttrk"faCi'iiiY"(pknlC·tables:·- Recreationand---1

1

1rren'(1"ing up"is'" Me-as-ure-fnd;cates'nu-mber-ofParkfacmties-bcing-booke~L ·~~~i~I;Y~;~;~;!.'~R-~~·t:~;~~;;:nna:e·ment""1
sites, recreation facilities, fields, etc.) Parks positive softwarecurrently onlyhas the capacityto measure i
bookings fieldpermitting, Informationabout picnictable

rentals,indoor recreation centerbookings, and other
typesof facility rentalswill be available in CLASS
beginning in 2010. For the barometer report,data is

______~L reportedon a quarterlybasisand 1 monthin arrears. \

Fine Arts [Trending up is Thismeasureaggregates data from3 separatemeasures"- CON tomanually carcUJ~ure fromdata··~i
Museumsand [positive forthe Asian Art Museum,Legionof Ronor, and de entereddirectlyinto PM system.
AsianArt I YoungMuseum. I

. M.~£!!.!IL···· _·~..l·_"..,""··.._·_··"_""_·_ .".._._._,..,_.._.-."---~,-"-" .."._--_._.."--".."."--_."-~-- ..- ".__._._.._, ,.."._..__..__"._ _"._.__..""_ , " _.._ _ -..""......... ....·..1
PublicLibrary ITrending up is Numberof items(booksand othermaterials) circulatedto Collection Method:Statistics generated fromtile i

IPOSitive the public(children, youth & adults)fromall libraries. Library's automatedcirculationsystem; Information ,I

I
Technology Division.Timing:Reports are generated i

. monthly, For barometer, add both branch& main i

EnergyusebyCitydepartments in kilowatthours(kWh)
in millions formonth billed

PublicUtilities
Commission

!
iTrending
[downIs
[positive

Averagedaily wateruse billed to all PUC residential
accountsin San Francisco(doesnot includewholesale
customers). "Residential customer" refersto one of
75,352retailaccountsin San Franciscowhosemeters
were read this periodout of a totalof 150,078 current
residential accounts. Of thoseaccountswhosemeters
were read, 31,914are multi-family buildings, and 43,438
are sin le famil units.
Averagedaily tons of garbage goingto landfill.

Percentage"of totalsolidwastediverted
fromlandfill throughcurbside recycling

Environment Trendingup is Percentage of total solidwastedivertedfromiandfill
throughcurbsiderecycling.

COl'ltactController'$OJf",e,415·5$4_7500 Palle 3 of4



City and County of San Francisco
Controller's Office

Government Barometer Measure Details

[Value (estimatedcost, in millions) of
constructionprojectsfor which new
buildingpermitswere issued

Performance Measure Description Performance Measure Technical Descrlption I

Planning

CollectionMethod:
Services utilizethe ~ <:,;
maintain a record ofcomplaintsreceived and
responded to. Responsedata is compiledinto
monthly,quarterlyand annual reports. Timing:
Statisticsare availabletwo weeksafter theend of the
month (i.e., statisticsfor September willbe available
on October 15th.)

A varianccallowing a project to vary fromthe strict CollectionMethod: Data stored in Department's case
quantitativestandardsof the PlanningCode may be intake database,housedat 1650MissionStreet.
grantedaftera publichearingbeforethe Zoning Timing: Data updatesarc available on a monthly

Ii Administrator. Variances are typically requestedfor basis.

"
I projectsthat do not meet the PlanningCode standards for
, rear yards, frontsetbacks, parkingrequirements, and open
! space requirements. The 4 month target is basedon a
: reasonable time to complete the lowestpriority
1 lecchcanons.
[Trendingup is This measureaddressesresponse time for complaints
[positive received fromthe publicregarding lifehazards or lackof

\

. heat. Complaints are received in person,by phone, email,
throughthe internet, and mail.Responseconsistsof

, contactingpersonmakingcomplaintand visitingthe
! building.Measurechangedin FY 02·03to reflectza-hour
i turnaroundinsteadof 48 hours, but the data reflecting thc
i 24-hourtargetwas reportedforthe first time in FY 07.
1 Definitionof lifehazard includesabandoned buildings,
, whichmay not need an inspection.

[Trending up is
[positive
i

PlanningPercentageof all applicationsfor variance
fromthe PlanningCode decidedwithin 120
days

trercentage of lifehazard or lackof heat
complaintsrespondedto withInone
businessday

Percentageofcustomer-requested
constructionpermit inspections completed
within two businessdays of requesteddate

I numoeror j" "US

Building
Inspection

positive

Customersrequestinspection of constructionto meet
Oracledatabase; : uany togsareiScompiledinto

monthly,quarterlyand annual reports. Timing:
Statisticsare availabletwo weeksafter the end of the

i~_cs fo' S,ptem"', wm be '''iI'hl'

, , 'of"US "d'co,'dvedj'Whk,h
lOC udes "answered" and "abandoned" IVl ed by t ie
numberof days in that particularmonth. Source:
The CMS applicationis used to trackcallvolumesat
311. Frequency: Callvolumesare reported on a
daily basiswith data for the previous day,

Percentageof 311 callsansweredby call
takersWithin 60 seconds

Administrative
Services

iTrc?~ing up is

lpo"nve

Performance Pattern Notes:
Trendingup is positive: The trend of a measure is positivewhen the currentvalue is above the prior value.
Trendingdown is positive: The trend of a measureis positivewhen the currentvalue is belowthe priorvalue.

Contact:C'1nlTOllet's Office,41S·554-7500 Page4 of 4



MEMORANDUM

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OF~CEOFTH~L~

fr,

-Ben Rosenfield, Controlleie12- __-­

December lO, 2009

Honorable Supervisor Sean Elsbemd
Clerk of the Board ofSupervisors

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT: City Costs related to November 23,2009 SEIU 1021 Demonstration
Board ofSupervisors Inquiry Reference Number 20091124-001

This memo responds to your request for our office to provide an estimate as to the costs incurred by the
City and County ofSan Francisco during the Monday, November 23, 20Q9 SEIU 1021 demonstration that
blocked part of Market Street.

The San Francisco Police Department reported $21,394 in regular time costs and $1,435 in overtime costs
related to the demonstration. We also inquired of the Municipal Transportation Agency, which reported
that their traffic control responsibilities did not require use ofovertime.

415-554-7500 City HaU-J Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place « Room 316· San Francisco CA 941024694 FAX 415-554-7466



City and County of San Francisco

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall

December 15, 2009

Angela Calvillo,
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
I Dr. Calrton B. Goodlett Place, Ste. 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

~OS-ll

HUnifuCserv~~ Agency
BGAPD 0': ~: ID""VI"SAN !:Fr'llfll,;(,({Uf\S T~ent Rhorer

" 'J ,),. Executive DIrector

2009 DEC /7 AM 9: 37

BY ~~_

~~,I(iii
~0-Z-.

It is my pleasure to submit to the Board of Supervisors the Department of Aging and
Adult Services' Office on Aging's (OOA) Year End Report of its Area Plan.

The Area Plan is intended to accurately reflect future activities of the OOAs by involving
and serving older individuals, their families, and caregivers. It provides the format and
structure to identify needs and address concerns in a manner consistent with the Older
Americans Act (OAA) and the Older Californians Act (OCA) to enable communities and
AAAs to plan for the future.

Copies of this Year End Report will be filed with the San Francisco Public Library in
accordance with Section 8.16 ofthe City Charter.

If you have any question regarding San Francisco's Area Plan or this year's Year End
Report, please contact Denise Cheung, Program Manager, Office on Aging at
415/355-6788.

Sincerely, ~ /;1- /
~~~
Anne Hinton
Executive Director
Department of Aging and Adult Services

Attachment: Year End Report

(415) 557-5000 P.O. Box 7988 San Francisco, California 94120



JAMES CORRIGAN
<marylouc@mac.com>

12/10/200912:01 PM

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc

bcc

Subject Fatal fire and my curiosity if E 19,for Fire Safetyreasons,
should shop at Lucky's on SloatBlvd ratherthanTaraval SI.

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

We all know San Francisco Firehouses in the far Western portion ofthe City are a good distance
apart, unlike downtown. It is a strong reason that the SFFD should be extremely disciplined in
maintaining the cardinal rule for the quickest response time possible, i.e. "All companies must
remain in their first alarm assignment area unless ordered otherwise."

Last night's deadly fire on the 200 block of Byxbee is a very good example.

If all were normal, E 19 from Stonestown should have been the first due Engine Company at the

deadly fire. Assuming they were in quarters when the alarm came in, they were a distant 1.5
miles from the scene. It takes many seconds to cover 1.5 miles.

However, when discipline breaks down, they could be much further from such an alarm.

Such as on December 2, 2009 when I saw E 19 shopping for groceries on 16th & Taraval St.

The distance from that Market to the scene of last night's deadly fire would be 2.5 miles.
As a retired S.F. firefighter, I recognized the danger and immediately wrote to Chief
Hayes-White asking for an explanation.( Please see below)
I have, as yet, to receive an reply. Perhaps I will today.

HOW MANY SECONDS DOES IT TAKE TO COVER AN EXTRA MILE ON BUSY 19TH
AVE? ANSWER: TOO MANY!

Sincerely yours,

James J. Corrigan

Begin forwarded message:

From: JAMES CORRIGAN <rnarylouc@mac.com>
Date: December 2,2009 12:08:25 PM PST
To: Secretary.FireChief@sfgov.org
Cc: Fire Commission <Fire.Commission@sfgov.org>
Subject: Curious if E 19, for Fire Safety reasons, should have shopped at
Lucky's on Sloat Blvd. this morning.

Dear Chief of Department Hayes-White:

Not knowing the possible extenuating circumstances, I was surprised to see the
crew ofE 19, located on the other side of Stonestown, shopping at Parkside
Market on 17th & Taraval this morning at 11: 10 AM.

I suspect the first alarm assignment to that market IS E 40, E 39, and E 20. I
could be mistaken.

Since no one can predict when an emergency might take place at Park Merced or
Lowell High School, where E 19 would be first due, I felt the time spent on
Taraval St., would have created an opportunity for a very slow response by E 19
to either emergency site. I believe that seconds still count.



If all was normal this morning, do you agree that Public Safety would have been
enhanced if E 19 had shopped at Lucky Foods on Sloat Blvd.? As you can see on
the map provided, it is 1.7 miles closer to both Lowell and Park Merced than from
17th & Taraval.

Even if they were returning from an incident, isn't it the Professional way to return
to one's First Alarm assignment area, before beginning to shop?

If it proves that E 19 decided to shop outside their First Alarm Assignment area, it
demonstrates a failure by the SFFD to maintain discipline.

Since you have all the facts, please respond whether you support the decision of E
19's officer, or why you find it troubling.

Sincerely yours,

James J. Corrigan

TARAVAL MARKET
LUCKY FOODS



LUCKY FOODS



JAMES CORRIGAN
<marylouc@mac.com>

12/07/200902:23 PM

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc matierandross@sfchronicle.com

bcc

SUbject Customer Service from City Departments to taxpayers

The photos above were takenon Saturday,December 5, 2009.

"Besides, says MTA spokesman Judson True, the purpose ofparking control

officers isn't to rake in revenue; it's to enforce parking laws."

S.F. CHRONICLE DEC. 6, 2009 Parking cop layoffs no loss to city coffers

Dear Members ofthe S.F. Board of Supervisors:

SinceOctober 27,2009, Mr. Judson True of the MTA hasfailed to answer thesetwo important questions for me. I say

important because they affect Public Fire Safety, increased revenues from CityParking Meters and as taken from theDPT

website, meters "assist neighborhood merchants by limiting the time a motorist can park in a spot thus causing

turn over and available parking for their customers. "

t) WHY DOES DPT NOT ENFORCE CVC 22500AND TICKET ALL PRIVATE AUTOMOBILES PARKED

IN THE "RED ZONES" OF SAN FRANCISCO FIREHOUSES?

z)Please provide to me any legal authority that signs such as "ON OFFICIAL BUSINESS" or "ON DUlY AT

FIREHOUSE" on the dashs orwindows of private automobiles, grant free, unticketed, parking of private autos

at meters.

I am asking for these answers in writing from the MTA, so that six weeks from now,

I do not have to reopen the process to try and obtain the equal enforcement of the

traffic laws in San Francisco.
when the scam resurfaces.
Can you please assist me by urging Mr. True for fair answers to my fair questions?

Sincerely yours,
James J. Corrigan
P.S. The reason there are two blue barrels on the sidewalk outside Station # 2 in the

center photo, is that a private, firefighter's auto is parked in the ally but extends

onto the sidewalk by three feet.



"Francisco Da Costa"
<frandacosta@sbcglobal.nel>

121111200907:09 AM

To <Sophie.Maxwell@sfgov.org>, <Eric.Mar@sfgov.org>,
<David.Chiu@sfgov.org>,
<Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc

bcc

Subject Nov 23 Land Use Crnte: Urging Your Vote AGAINST
Proposed Changesto DiscretionaryReview (DR), File No
091020

Dear Supervisors,

I oppose the proposed Code/Charter "reforms" to Discretionary Review (DR), and urge you to do so as
well.

Please vote AGAINST these proposals in the Nov 23 Land Use Committee.

I do support the strong Pre-Application procedure which has recently been introduced, however it needs to
be time-tested as a stand-alone procedure.

This Pre-Application procedure will likely resolve and/or eliminate most DR requests without changing the
Code, while ensuring continued Public Oversight.

Discretionary Review itself should remain in the hands of the Planning Commission.

Sincerely,

Francisco Da Costa

Bayview Hunters Point Coordinating Council

Southeast Sector Community Development Corporation

Environmental Justice Advocacy

Stop Lennar Action Movement

4909 Third Street, San Fancisco, CA 94124]

Phone: 415.822.9602 Fax: 415.822.9600



December 14, 2009

Bill Wycko, Environmental Review Officer
San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94103

Robert Smith
Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers
1455 Market Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

Ron Miguel
Commission President
San Francisco Planning Commission
600 DeHaro Street
San Francisco, CA 94107

Ed Harrington
General Manager
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
1155 Market Street, 11th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94103

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
City Hall, Room 400
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 224
San Francisco, CA 94102

Comments on Calaveras Dam Replacement Project

The undersigned 46 Bay Area conservation organizations submit these comments on the
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission (SFPUC) Calaveras Dam Replacement Project in the Alameda Creek
watershed.

Alameda Creek is a regional asset with significance for restoration of steelhead trout in
the greater San Francisco Bay Area. Due to ongoing restoration efforts over the past
decade, Alameda Creek is becoming a stream restoration success story. Numerous fish
passage projects downstream ofSFPUC dams have been completed since 2001 and
several major fish ladder and dam removal projects will be completed by the time
Calaveras Dam is rebuilt. The completion ofthese projects will allow anadromous fish to



access approximately 20 miles of suitable spawning and rearing habitat in upper Alameda
Creek for the first time in almost halfa century.

Our organizations support the SFPUC rebuilding Calaveras Dam as quickly as possible to
benefit public safety, ensure a reliable water supply, and enhance fish habitat. However,
before we can support the project, the major issue that needs to be resolved is how the
SFPUC will operate the water system once the dam is rebuilt, and whether operations
will allow for the restoration of steelhead trout and salmon below the dam. San
Francisco's water system can and should be operated in a sustainable manner that
provides adequate stream flow for native fish and wildlife.

Our organizations believe that numerous conservation, recycling, and groundwater
projects can be implemented that will make up the water needed for healthy fisheries in
Alameda Creek, the Tuolumne River, and the Peninsula watersheds managed by the
SFPUC.

The SFPUC diverts 86 percent ofthe stream flow ofupper Alameda Creek. Future
SFPUC dam operations will impact water flow, habitat suitability, and fish passage far
downstream. The operation of Calaveras Dam should adhere to the SFPUC's watershed
stewardship policy, and state Fish and Game Codes require the SFPUC to provide bypass
flows to keep native fish downstream of its dams in good condition. The Endangered
Species Act also requires the SFPUC to provide sufficient water for federally protected
steelhead trout. Providing adequate flows for native fish and wildlife are part of doing
business for any water agency with major dams.

We have the following concerns about the DEIR for the Calaveras Dam Replacement
Project:

• It concludes that many significant impacts on steelhead trout and other listed species
are "not significant" or mitigated to a "less than significant" level based on
inadequate analysis and mitigations;

• It downplays and misstates the impacts of SFPUC dam operations on water flow,
habitat suitability, and fish passage further downstream;

• It wrongly asserts that diverting all winter and spring flows from upper Alameda
Creek at the Alameda Diversion Dam under 650 cfs flow will benefit fish because it
will provide a "a more predictable and stable flow";

• Flows for steelhead will be provided only if steelhead occur in the upper watershed in
the absence of such flows;

• The environmental baseline covers years during which conditions for fish were poor
and partially during a drought, leading the EIR to conclude that modest improvements
in flow conditions are adequate to determine "no impact," "less than significant," or
"beneficial" impacts;



• It does not analyze the impacts ofCalaveras and Alameda Diversion dams with
regards to blocking spawning and rearing habitat for steelhead or impairing flows in
Alameda Creek, nor does it fully assess changes to downstream channel morphology
and habitat;

• The proposed stream flow releases are designed for resident rainbow trout, not
migratory fish, and do not address the habitat needs ofchinook salmon;

• The proposed mitigations for what will be significant construction impacts on habitat
for numerous endangered species are meager and inappropriate; and

• There are no meaningful mitigations for greenhouse gas emissions from the project.

We propose the following changes be made to the FJR and the project, in order to move
the rebuildprojectforward quickly and without conflict:

• Minimum stream flows downstream of SFPUC dams should be consistent with those
proposed by the federal regulatory agency, the National Marine Fisheries Service;

• Winter and spring flows should be adequate to provide for adult attraction and
upstream passage and for smolt out-migration, and fall flows should address the
habitat needs of chinook salmon;

• Downstream flows should mimic the natural hydrograph ofthe stream;

• The project should mitigate for the impacts of the Calaveras and Alameda Diversion
dams in blocking spawning and rearing habitat for steelhead, impairing flows in
Alameda Creek, and changing downstream habitat;

• The project should provide for some form of migratory fish passage at the Alameda
Diversion Dam and Calaveras Dam;

• Mitigations for construction impacts should be on private land, not on land already
protected by the SFPUC; and

• Greenhouse gas emissions from construction should be fully mitigated, such as by
purchasing approved carbon offsets.

San Francisco should be taking the lead in restoring steelhead trout to Alameda Creek as
part of this project. We look forward to working with the SFPUC to ensure the final EIR
and future operating plans are consistent with steelhead recovery, and federal and state
environmental laws.



Sincerely,

Acterra
Michael Closson, Executive Director
3921 East Bayshore Road
Palo Alto, CA 94303

Alameda Creek Alliance
Jeff Miller, Director
P.O. Box 2626
Niles, CA 94536

American Rivers
Steve Rothert, Director
California Regional Office
432 Broad Street
Nevada City, CA 95959

Beyond Searsville Dam
Matt Stoecker, Director
3130 Alpine Road Suite #288-411
Portola Valley, CA 94028

California Oak Foundation
Janet Cobb, President
428 - 13th Street, Suite 10-A
Oakland, CA 94612

California Sportfishing Protection Alliance
Chris Shutes, FERC Projects Director
1608 Francisco Street
Berkeley, CA 94703

California Trout
George Shillinger, Executive Director
870 Market Street, #528
San Francisco, CA 94102

Center for Biological Diversity
Peter Galvin, Conservation Director
351 California Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94104

Citizens Committee to Complete the Refuge
Florence LaRiviere, Chairperson
453 Tennessee Lane



Palo Alto, CA 94306

Clean Water Action
Jennifer Clary, Policy Analyst
111 New Montgomery Street, Suite 600
San Francisco, CA 94105

Close to Home: Exploring Nature in the East Bay
Cindy Spring
3758 Grand Ave. #38
Oakland, CA 94610

Crab Boat Owners Association
Larry Collins, President
2907 Jones Street
San Francisco, CA 94133

Diablo Valley Fly Fishermen
Ted Shapas, Conservation Chair
P.O. Box 4988
Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Flycasters of San Jose
Mike Brinkley, Conservation Chair
P.O. Box 821
Campbell CA 95009

Food and Water Watch
Mark Schlosberg, Director
25 Stillman Street, Suite 200
San Francisco, CA 94107

Friends of Creeks in Urban Settings
Beverly Ortiz, President
1778 Sunnyvale Avenue
Walnut Creek, CA 94597

Friends of the Creeks
Lesley Hunt, President
236 Warwick Drive
Walnut Creek, CA 94598

Friends of Orinda Creeks
Jim Luini, President
52 Charles Hill Road
Orinda, CA 94563



Friends of the River
Steven Evans, Conservation Director
1418 20th Street, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95814

Golden Gate Audnbon Society
Mark Welther, Executive Director
2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite G
Berkeley, CA 94702

Golden West Women Flyfishers
Cindy Charles, President
790 27th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94121

Guadalnpe-Coyote Resonrce Conservation District
Nancy Bernardi
888 North First Street, Room 204
San Jose, CA 95008

Hayward Area Planning Association
Sherman Lewis, Chair
2675 Hillcrest Avenue
Hayward CA 94542

Institute for Fisheries Resources
Sara Randall
P.O. Box 29196
San Francisco, CA 94129

International Rivers
2150 Allston Way, Suite 300
Berkeley, CA 94704

Lake Merritt Institute
Richard Bailey, Executive Director
568 Bellevue Avenue
Oakland, CA 94610

Mission Peak Fly Anglers
Larry Dennis, Conservation Chairman
P.O. Box 7263
Fremont, CA 94537

Northern California Council of Federation of Fly Fishers



Dougald Scott, Steelhead Committee Chair
728 Gull Avenue
Foster City, CA 94404

Ohlone Audubon Society
Evelyn Cormier, President
1922 Hillsdale Street
Hayward, CA 94541

Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen's Associations
Zeke Grader, Executive Director
P.O. Box 29370
San Francisco, CA 94129

Peninsula Fly Fishers
Bobbie Armor, Conservation Director
39159 Paseo Padre Parkway, Suite 116
Fremont, CA 94538

Regional Parks Association
Amelia Wilson, President
P.O. Box 9127
Berkeley, CA 94709

Restore Retch Hetchy
Mike Marshall, Executive Director
P.O. Box 565
San Francisco, CA 94104

Salmon Protection and Watershed Network
Paola Bouley, Conservation Program Director
P. O. Box 400
Forest Knolls, CA 94933

Santa Cruz Fly Fishermen
Jim To1onen, Conservation Committee Chair
P.O. Box 2008
Santa Cruz, CA 96063

Sierra Club, Mount Diablo Group
Jim Blickenstaff, Chairman
2410 Talavera Drive
San Ramon, CA 94583

Sierra Club, S.F. Bay Chapter
Norman La Force, Chair



2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite I
Berkeley, CA 94702

Small Boat Commercial Salmon Fishermen's Association
Mike Hudson, President
1204 Cedar Street
Berkeley, CA 94702

Strawberry Creek Watershed Council
Carole Schemmerling
1250 Addison Street, Suite 204
Berkeley, CA 94702

The Bay Institute
Christina Swanson, Executive Director
695 DeLong Avenue, Suite 100
Novato, CA 94945

Tracy Fly Fishers
Corey Cate, Conservation Chair
P.O. Box 1916
Tracy, CA 95378

Tri-City Ecology Center
Donna Olsen
P. O. Box 674
Fremont, CA 94537

Tri-Valley Fly Fishers
Corey Cate, Conservation Chair
P.O. Box 231.
Livermore, CA 94551

Tuolumne River Trust
Eric Wesselman, Executive Director
III New Montgomery Street, Suite 205
San Francisco, CA 94105

Visions of the Future Environment
John Powers, Director
2370 Market Street, #204
San Francisco, CA 94114

Water4Fish
Dick Pool, Director
5700A ImhoffDrive
Concord, CA 94520



"Michael Baekboel"
<baekboel@pacbell.net>

121101200907:51 PM
Pleaserespondto

<baekboel@pacbell.net>

To <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc

bcc

Subject C C A - www.commonsensesf.org

Good Evening,

I have today received a mailer from Common Sense SF talking about CCA - it reeks of being a political
piece issued by someone with a strong interest in S.F. not taking charge of our own power needs.

Without more facts I cannot judge if this is a good or bad idea - so I would like to know where I can find
more information on this?

As a matter of personal philosophy I must strongly state that I am in favor of public power, literally and
figuratively speaking. This is one area, where if we as citizen of the city can invest in clean renewable
alternative energy such as wind and solar, we could have clean power for future generations. Moreover as
the initial capital investments are paid off, it would be a great revenue source for the city - allowing us to
improve education, healthcare, the homeless and needy.

I am by no means an economist, but it would appear to be real common sense if the thing we all need
every day to survive was owned by us all and the revenue was reinvested in our community! Power, water,
roads, all the things that we as citizens need for our community to function should be in public hands and
not in private industry. I see no reason why with a proper RFP we could not only secure our power supply,
but do this in a manner in which it was run more effectively and affordably, after all we would not have to
satisfy stockholders to deliver ever increasing profits.

This would also create a stable pricing structure - not subject to the whims of the market forces, which - if
you recall- thoroughly fleeced us all just a few years ago. Buying power on the public market is a bad
idea due to demand/supply issues. And with renewable energy, we would not be subject to fluctuations in
commodity markets for coal, oil and gas. If the sun stops shining, well then we don't need to worry much
about anything ...

Please support a thorough investigation in to the possibility of us all having affordable clean renewable
energy available for us all and future generations, while creating a revenue source to build our community.
You cannot raise taxes - so why not make money? Lets take charge of our own destiny!

Happy Holidays

Michael Baekboel &
Lynne Benatovich
193 Naples Street
S.F., CA 94112
Ph: 415 586 3354



Ig:
Cc:
Bee:
SUbject: Fw:C/DOSW on record the Amendment

From: EmilyMurase/DOSW/SFGOV
To: BOS-Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV, BOS-Legislative Aides/BOS/SFGOV
Cc: Angela Calvilio/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, KayGulbengay/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV,

sosgirl69@aol.com
Date: 12/11/200905:18 PM

C/DOSW on record the Amendment

All,

As you know, healthcare reform is at the top of the nation's policy agenda. At its September 2009 meeting,
the Commission on the Status of Women adopted the attached resolution outlining key principles of health
care reform that protects the rights of women, including reproductive health and choice. Therefore, the
Commission and the Department on the Status of Women supports Supervisor Michela Alioto-Pier's
resolution opposing the Stupak-ElJsworth-Pitts Amendment to restrict reproductive choice, a resolution to
be discussed at the Committee of the Whole scheduled for Tuesday, December 15 at 3 pm.

Emily Murase, PhD
Executive Director

HealthcareReformResolution_text_09.23.09.REVISED.doc

*********************************************

Emily Moto Murase, Ph.D.
Executive Director
Department on the Status of Women
City and County of San Francisco
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 130
San Francisco, CA 94102
www.sfgov.org/dosw
W 415.252.2571
F 415.252.2575
***********************************************************

*Please note that due to the high volume of e-mail I receive, your correspondence may be viewed by
others, including my assistant Cynthia Vasquez. I generalJy check e-mail once a day. If you require an
immediate response, please call Cynthia at 415.252.3206 and she will know how to get a hold of me.
Thank you for your patience.



San Prancisco Commission on tFie StatusofWomen
~o{ution on Hea{th Care CJ(,fonn

(}YEFJ:2(fND'W:Ntfrat tlie Commission on tlie Status of'Women oftlie City and"County ofSan
Prancisco Iiere6y issues, and"autliorizes tlie eJ@cution, 6y tlie su6serWing Commissioners, oftlie
folliYwine resofution:

'W}{!FiR!I?J'IS, 'Tfie Commission considers access to quaCity fiea(tfi care a fiuman rig fit,
inciudinq fiea(tfi care tfiat meets tfie unique andvaried fiea{t;fi needs ofall women, and
considers tfie needfor national'reform to ensure tfiis rig fit paramount; and,

'W.H!EtR!/?ft.S, Jlccorcfing to tfie 2007 Ca(ifornia J{ea{t;fi Interview Survey (CJ{IS), 5% of
San Francisco's womenare witfiout fiea(tfi coverage, jumping to 8%for women ofcolor,
joining tfie 21 million women andBirrs witfiout insurance nationally, as reported6y the
us. Department ofJ{ea{t;fi andHuman Services; and,

'W.H!E'R!ft)1.S, Women's reproductive fiea(tfi requires more regular contact witfi heaith. care
providers, witfi coveragefor sucfi care often inadequate, as many indioidual fiea(tfi
insurance policies do not cover maternity care orserfseparate, expensive coveragefor
routine maternity care; and,

'W.H!E'R!ft)1.S, Federaiandstate raws tfiat protectgender-specific discrimination in fiea(tfi
coverage, sucfi as tfiose tfiat profii6it denying coverage orcfiarging different rates basedon
age or fiea(tfi status, oniy appFy to employer-sponsoredplans, feaving women 6uying
individuaicoveragefacing disproportionate premiums compared"to menofequalfiea(tfi
status, at times topping 1.5 times tfie rate ofmen'scoverage; and,

'W.H!EtR!/?ft.S, Because women are less Cik§Fy to 6e empfoyed"fu(f-time tfian men, eJ(J:(uding
womenfrom most employer-based. fiea(tfi plans, manywomen must reFy on a spouse's
employer-based'coverage wfiicfiendswfien tfiat spouse goes on 'Medicare, (eaving many
oiderwomenforced to pay fiig fi premiumsfor indioidualcoverage or remain uninsured"; and,

'W.H!EtR!/?ft.S, jlIso reported 6y tfie CJ{IS, 63%ofwomen in San Prancisco have fiea(tfi
coverage tfirougfi an employer, witfi 26% reFying on someform ofpublic fiea(tfi coverage,
indicating tfiat any reform shouidinciude apu6Cic optionfor tfiose women wfio are
unemployed, under-employed'andwitfiout 6enefits, or fiave opted"out oftfie workforce to
careforfamiFy mem6ers; and,



'W.HJE<R!J!.flS, Jl numberofnationalorganizations, induding theJlmerican :MedicaC
Jlssociation, theJlmerican :NursesJlssociation, and theLeague of'Women 'Voters, support
heaCth care reforms that include afforda6Ce coveragefor aCC regardCess ofpre-existinq
conditions, and options 6eyondprivate insurance companies andJ{:MOs;

!NO'WfJ!JI!£lR!p/FCYR!J?, 0!E Iq'fJ/!j?SO£1JE(]) 'Ihat tfie San Francisco Commission on the
Status of'Women urges nationalCawmak§rs topass a heaCth care reform 6iCCthatfuCry
addresses the unique heaCth needs ofwomen, including reproductive heaCth and choice, 6y
ensuring unioersaicoverage regardCess ofpre-existing conditions, not fimiting coverage to
employer-Easedinsurance plans, andincludinq apubiic insurance option as a meaningfuC
alternatioe.

jbu[rea Sfiorter, a?residimt '1.(jLy fjulliengay, 'Vice a?residimt

Carotene !MarRI '1.(jLtlierine !Munter Ju6eSoo

San Prancisco Commission on tlie StatusofWomen
Septem6er23,2009



Office of the Mayor
City & County of San Francisco

December 18, 2009

Ms. Angela Calvillo
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94109

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

Pursuant to Charter Section 3.100, I hereby designate Supervisor Michela Alioto­
Pier as Acting-Mayor from the time I leave the state of California at 9:00AM on
Sunday, December 20,2009, until 11:59PM Friday, December 25,2009.

I hereby designate Supervisor Sean Elsbernd as Acting-Mayor from 12:00AM on
Saturday, December 26, 2009, until1l:59PM Sunday, December 27, 2009. In the
event I am delayed, I designate Supervisor Elsbernd to continue to be the Acting­
Mayor until my return to California.

Since ly,

cc: Mr. Dennis Herrera, City Attorney

1 Dr. Carlton R Goodlett Place, Room 200, San Francisco, California 94102-4641
gavin.newsom@sfgov.org • (415) 554-6141



Office of the Mayor
City & County of San Francisco

December 18,2009
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Gavin Newsom

Dear Supervisors: ~

w
On Tuesday, December 8'h, the Board of Supervisors finally passed the Ordinances pen gin fiit,
numbers 091202 and 091203. This legislation proposes to de-appropriate $1,881,896 in nding'il:tat
is currently on reserve within the Department of Public Health for salaries and benefits t the San
Francisco General Hospital, and re-appropriate those dollars to cover different salary costs within
the Department of Public Health - for two months.

Members, Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, California 94102 ~

\

As I stated in my November 25, 2009 letter (attached) to Supervisor John Avalos - Chair of the
Budget and Finance Committee and lead sponsor of the measures - I directed the Department of
Human Resources to move forward with original staffing changes within the Department of Public
Health as scheduled. I would like to restate now that I will not be signing this legislation or making
this proposed budget change, for the simple reason that it does not make operational or fiscal sense.
Ifwe were to re-appropriate these dollars, we would have to immediately make other position
layoffs or salary reductions in order to cover the resulting $1,881,896 hold in the salary budget for
San Francisco General Hospital. Such cuts would likely impact the very same staff that the Board
was claiming to aid through this legislation.

This week, I am announcing mid-year budget cuts to solve the $45 million shortfall in the current
fiscal year. In the short-term, we will need to address the significant budget deficit we face in Fiscal
Year 2010-2011. Given the magnitude of the problem we face, it is imperative that we have a
collaborative proach to identifying real solutions.

cc: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 200, San Francisco, California 94102-4641
gavin.newsom@sfgov.org • (415) 554-6141



Office of the Mayor
City & County of San Francisco

November 25,2009

Supervisor John Avalos
Board of Supervisors
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PI.
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Supervisor Avalos:

Gavin
::::g

ewsolil
o
rrt
n

On Tuesday, November 24, the Board of Supervisors voted to de-appropriate, then re-appropriate, $1.9
million from the salary budget in the Department of Public Health. The Board indicated that the intent of
this action was to delay layoffs taking effect this month until January, 2010.

I want to make my intent clear, since I believe some Supervisors and union staff have misled the
affected employees by creating a false expectation that this symbolic supplemental appropriation can
somehow prevents these layoffs.

While I take no pleasure in doing so, I have directed the Department of Human Resources to move
forward with the layoffs as scheduled.

There are several reasons for this decision.

The Board's action provides no new financial resources or alternative reductions to pay for the
restorations. It simply redirects funding already being used to pay for existing employees to instead pay
for the restorations. If we were to proceed with the restorations, we would be required to layoff other
employees in the Department of Public Health to compensate for the $1.9 million in increased costs. The
funding the Board wishes to use for the restorations currently pays for nurses, porters, patient care
assistants, and other medical service providers at San Francisco General Hospital.

If we were to proceed with the restorations without making corresponding reductions elsewhere in the
department, the Board's actions would add $1.9 million to our existing current-year deficit, which the
Controller already projects to be $45 million. In addition, the City faces a projected $522 million deficit
next year. In order to balance the budget as required under the Charter, I have directed the Department
of Public Health to identify reductions of $13.2 million this year and $102.2 million for fiscal year 2010-
Il. .

The Department of Human Resources and the Department of Public Health have gone through a lengthy
process over the last two months to administer these layoffs and find alternative City jobs for affected
employees. If the layoffs were extended through January, DHR would be obligated to re-analyze the
layoff placements to determine whether retirements, new positions, or severance rights had changed
since the previous analysis. These actions could force changes to placements, causing both further
disruption to department operations and uncertainty for individual employees. Given the City's financial

I Dr. Carlton R Goodlett Place, Room 200, San Francisco, California 94102-464'1
gavln.newsomwsfgov.org • (415) 55-:i-6141



condition, and the resulting certainty that this delay would be at best a temporary reprieve, I do not
believe it would be responsible to or appropriate to proceed down this path.

Nobody, including myself, is happy about the layoffs currently in question. However, these were part of
the difficult decisions needed to balance last year's budget, and were included in the final budget
agreement approved by the Board of Supervisors.

Certain members of the Board have argued that we need more time to find a means of restoring these
positions. Since the Board approved the budget this past summer, we have had several months to seek
alternatives. Unfortunately, during that time the City's financial condition has not improved, but has
worsened. I know this is a difficult time for the individuals affected by layoffs. These are not easy
decisions, but we cannot ignore ou financial realities and commit to spending money we do not have.



Office of the Mayor
City & County of San Francisco

December 17,2009

Board President David Chiu
City and County of San Francisco
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear President Chiu:

0"D5 -/ (
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Gavin Newsom

On November 16, the Controller issued a report estimating a $53 million current-year Gene I Fund
shortfall due primarily to the economic climate and resulting decline in tax revenues. That estimate has
since been revised to $45 million due to the removal of an $8 million supplemental appropriation
pending at the Board of Supervisors. This letter and the attached documents contain my proposal for
addressing the projected shortfall. I have requested that the City Controller review the attached plan, and
certify that we have brought our budget back into balance under the City Charter.

We have acted quickly to bring our budget back into balance for several reasons. First, credit rating
agencies have continually emphasized the importance of speedy and decisive action in response to mid­
year budget problems as a positive factor in evaluating the City's financial condition. After the City's
most recent credit rating meetings, Moody's noted San Francisco's "regular, detailed mid-year budget
monitoring and timely implementation of budget adjustments" as a positive factor in its rating decision,
and Standard and Poor's cited "substantial spending reductions to address continued contraction in local
receipts." By making quick, fiscally responsible decisions, we can preserve our financial standing and
save millions of dollars.

But perhaps most importantly, we need to act quickly to put our mid-year problems behind us so we can
begin to address the challenges ahead. Our Fiscal Year 2010-11 deficit is projected at $522.2 million.
While the decisions to address our $45 million current-year problem are not easy, they pale in
comparison to the obstacles we will face together in the coming months.

The attached plan restores balance to the budget that we adopted just-months ago. In addition, it restores
our City's General Fund reserve to $25 million and provides ongoing savings of at least $25 million,
bringing next year's deficit from $522.2 million to $497.2 million.

While nobody takes pleasure in making difficult budget decisions, I believe the attached plan represents
an effort to bring our budget back into balance while improving efficiency to minimize short-term
service reductions. This common-sense belt-tightening will result in over $8.5 million in new revenues
to offset the need for reductions to City services, and another $30.9 million of efficiencies that will not
reduce services on which San Franciscans depend. We propose revising and renegotiating over two
dozen City contracts to generate $3 million in savings, and trimming 80 vehicles from the City's vehicle
fleet-a plan that will yield modest savings in the current year, but will be the first step in a year-long

1 Dr. Carlton R Goodlett Place, Room 200, San Francisco, California 94102-4641
gavin.newsomsssfgcv.org • (415) 554-6141



process to eliminate 300 vehicles and save $1.7 million. Reductions to overtime and new plans to staff
services more efficiently will save millions more. In a year when we will once again ask our City
employees to make sacrifices to help protect City services, I have asked my office to lead by example.
Senior Mayor's Office staff will be asked to accept salary reductions effective January I. Other elements
of our plan may prove more controversial, but my goal will continue to be reforming and restructuring
our government to preserve City services.

Last year, we worked together to balance a $575 million General Fund deficit and restore over $43
million to important City programs as part of the Board of Supervisors Budget and Finance Committee's
efforts. As part of that process, I agreed that I would consult with the Board if I believed it was
necessary to reconsider those restorations. Our plan to address the $45 million shortfall continues
funding for the restored programs.

I invite your thoughts and ideas on our proposal. I hope we can act quickly to address our current-year
$45 million shortfall, and begin working on the challenges ahead.

If you have ad .tional questions ab0t this proposal or the state budget and its impact on San Francisco,
please contac y budget director, reg Wagner, at 415-554-6486.

Cc: A e Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Harvey Rose, Board of Supervisors Budget Analyst
Ben Rosenfield, Controller



Mayor's FY 2009·10 Mid-Year Solutions· Department Detail

Deoartment IDescrlotlon· Reduction Amount
Academv of Sciences IReduce Non-Personnel Services 119,413
Academy of Sciences Total
Adult Probation ISalarv and Frinae Benefits Savinas

119413
464,245

Adult Probation Total,
Arts Commission IReduce unallocated grant funds

46424&
80,050

ArtS Commission Total
Assessor/Recorder

'""
ISalarv and Frinae Benefits Savinos

80050
809,000

Assessor/Recorder, Total 809000

Board of SiJoervlsors total' . ',' " .;," ,,' ," '.• "

Board of Supervisors B.u~t~n~!.s.electiol1e.r<Jces.§.s.a\iing§.. ......_. . • ..
Salary and Frinae Benefits Savinas

:."

10,0()Q
58,000
68000'

Children, Youth and their Families IEliminate unneeded prior year work order balances
IReduce unallocated grant funds

235,183
812046

265,133
200,000

100,000 '

1047229
City Administrator Increased City Hall Event Revenue

Reduce contract for 311 Customer Relationships Management
IfCRM) oroject ' __ ..
Salary and Fringe Benefits Savings ---+-~.- .._._._--

Children Youth and their Families Total' ", ,.: ,t, ':.: '

Savings in Convention Facilities Contract 200000
Cltv Administrator Total ' ." ",,",, ">"',,, .' ," , ',' 765133
ottv Attornev
City AttornevTotal ,.' ,

Salary and Frinae Benefits Savinos
, :

322654
322654·

Citv Plannino ISalary and Frinoe Benefits Savinos 97000
Cltv Plannina Total
Citywide Airport Concession Revenue

City Vehicle Reductions

97000

fE.I1vention facilities debt service sa.v!.l1gL __. _
Defer County Jail #5 completion projects to FY 10-11 capital budget

• _~ .9.QQ,()()Q. :
3,050,000

400,000

1,100000Juvenile Hall Sett"'le--m-e-n't~";;R--ev-e-n-ue'---"------'--'---'+---'-'"----

• 11191 974

f=-._------- ------... - --•.-.--....._ ...... -_..--.•-.-'
Do not assume new positions are hired in the Public Defender's
Office
Reduction.s. to.'!arious c"pital p':Pl~cts, mateiTals-:-supPifes.=::::~··=~:·'~ .•....?,,~60L1§~.
Revised revenue assumption for Fire Department service 1,000,000
aoreements

Cltvwlde Total
Controller

290,208
Controller Total
District Attornev
District Attornev Total
Economic and Workforce

Economic and Workforce Total
Ejections
Elections Total

ISalarv and Fringe Benefits Savings

Delav imolementation of NMI project until FY10-11, • . __•.
~ucegrant funds available in upc.2!!lin9.RF£,__.__ ... _.
Salarv and Frinae Benefits Savings ,. ... ,.-, -.

ISalary and Fringe Benefits Savinos

501472
91592
91592

272885
347,380
347380

Emergency Management

Emeraency Manaaement Total

Salary and Fringe Benefits Savin~,-:-"7'-;-----:_---:o--__-+_' " 115,836
ISavinos in contracts, travel, training, materials and suoclles 290,181

406017
Ethics

Ethics Total 85,205
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I
Mayoi"s FY 2009-10 Mid-Year Solutions - Department Detail

Department
, . Descrlptlon ',.' Reduction Amount'

Fire Department Closeout of work order to DPW for work onStation 1 Project 133,401
Eliminate'standby premium pay f';r'on cailpublic information '~fffcer 21,658
at night. - "_ ...- .- - ".•
F~eassign.7 Acting.lnsp.ectors toField as Firefigh~rs . 463,098
.R~~truct~rea..mpulan(;~.depl()~me~!~ta.ffing .... . . .. 259,192
S-,!Iary a~d.Fring~.B.e!,~fit.s~a,,:i~g~ ...... .. 117,745
Sale of 909 Tennessee Fire House 725,000

Fire Department Total
'". 1 720094

Health Service System IRevenues from Forfeited Emolovee Benefits 77,720
Health Service Svstem Total· n720
Human Resources £{e~~ction~~n Tr.~fll~9.'!n~ Prof~~ion!3!§~ryiceL_ ..... " ._--'.- .'._- _... ........ 199,090.

Salarv and Frinae Benefits Savinas 121,528
Human Resources Total .. ';"

...•. ,
221528

Human Rights Commisssion Pay for a portion of existing staff using PUC funding instead of 31,452
General Fund Suooort

Human Rlehts Commlsssion Total .'
' .. , 31452.

Human Services Agency Savings from vendor contract neaotiations ----- 168,500
Bring grant writing and Cal-Learn teens contract services in-house 55,000

Reduce contracts based on need and availability of service
... f--.- ......... -.

866,269
Savings from administrative and operational efficiencies related to 225,079
supportive housing services 1---.__..
Savings by defering maintenance at facilities, while maintaining 516,908
ADA and code compliance requirements .".___ f-- .... - .. -----::-=-
Close out prior year workorders to DPH; fUlly funded in FY 2009-10 1,237,260

fcOntinue existing restrictions on ancill~fl'.aiC!.l;.upJ:>2.,!~e!Ylces__•
1--.

'259~~.-._.., - -. ~ -
Reduce employee training budget 23500

Human Services Aaencv Total
. ,

. ~,1;~ , ;; , , e->. , 3 352044
Juvenile Probation Reduce contracts for Ombudsman and Electronic Monitoring of 42,500

Juvenile Offenders --
SalarY-and Fringe Benefits Savi~___•

_._~-_..-.-..

-~'---'--""-"

36,251
Shift costs for 8326 Assistant Director from General Fund to grant' 57,278

Juvenile Probation Total ' . '" 136029
Mavor ISalary and Fringe Benefits Savings 201520
Mavor Total . '.' 201520
Office of Citizen's Complaints Materials and Supplies --,-_.-. ._-- 10,000f--.----.-----

Professional & Equip Maintenance . _---._---_. 10,000f--.-....... - ..
Reduce Overtime .. 5,736----
Salary and Fringe Benefits Savin~ 5,000
Telephone workorder reduction to DT 10,000

Office of Citizen's ComplaInts Total . 40736
Police Reduce Overtime 3,000,000

Reductions in departmental projects .. _._. 1,000,000
Salary and Fringe Benefits Savings __ .___ 500,00Q.
Staffing Changes to reduce Holiday and Premium Pay 1,500,000

Police Total 6000000
Public Health Accelerate Implementation of RFP for Substance Abuse Residential 450,000

Treatment Centers
CohortingNon·Acute MedicafSu~allnpatients.=_::'.=~·.=• ~.

-- -----_._- ""-" ----._.__._.,

378,8761---... --.- -------
Cohorting Non-Acute Ps~chiatric Inpatients ._... ____,_ .___....... 408,590
()J~cont!!Jue §t.'!t~ackflJ!.fo£[r~lJ.~<l.rec.o.\lery,!lervlc,,~.__ '.__ __ 347,529. _.-- ...._-----_.:==-
~~ot Backfill State Drug Medi-Cal Reduction r------ 500,000
P.<J_t-:J()t.!3.ackf~1 State r:rop 36 Re~~E!ion __. _._.1,224,942
1r1<:r~a~~~1'l.§r.'!.n!£.~n.d!n9..t<J.0ff~e!Gel1,Elr!3I.E.un.~.r:r<J.gram~_.._ _..... _.._ ...._§22,405.
r..1edic~l§taf!if19..Cons<J.lldati2r1.!3!b~gu~a. !-j.or1d~_ ..___... _ ..... ._-_ ..~?'.~~§..
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Mayor's FY 2009-10 Mid-Year Solutions - Department Detail

Department Descriotlon Reduction Amount
Public Health Proj~cted Undersp,,~d~ng in Conl@~t~and Pr0\1'arns ... .. '

2.102.Q76
~~~C"F.u_Q.dJng}or Ar~I:i.o~2,,£r~\1'~I11_D~"_!<'!-_~s_s of Site_ - -- __ 141!~n

~FGH _/;1esseng~r_~"rvi~!!l.c~~ng~s. _ ______ .. - _1~L4.26

Smaller than Expected State Reductions to HIV Health Services 706.045

--_." - - ,,"".~
_.~ ,- . -._--._."

Standarc:JizeMethadone Maintenan-ceCosts-'-- --- ----. ... _ .~4.7.1_1.
Use HiviAIDSResE;rv-e-iopaY-for-SiateHiVPreverliion-Reduciions

,.- .._-~ ,-

391.106

Public Health Total -, .' . ,. -,." ""/:",,:. ' '-, .v -:' - ;t/ : . ' ;,~ . 7421144
Public Works Salary and Fringe Be~efits Savings 388.085"---, f------- .-.------

§~ifl staffing c.ostsfrom General Fund to Work Order 154,128._._-~-_. ----_.. ---- .
Use grant funds for road crack sealing . ---- '---__. 50,000
Contract savings for orivate property/vacant lot clean up 50,000

Public Works Total . 642213
Recreation and Park' Anticipated revenues from increased marketing of recreation 250,000

facilities and activities ._-
Closeout old c~ital projects

-- -._-------_..
Implement two-Year Resident Card renewal ..- - ..- ------- 250,000
Increase BART permit revenues - -------- 172,000
Salary and Frinlle Benefits Savinlls -

Recreation and Park' Total " 672000
Sheriff Reduce alternative and reentry programs with community based 426,924

oroanizations.
Revised orotectlons for salarv oversoending 2,560,000
Salarv and Frinae Benefits Savinos 248.000
Use of San Bruno iail settlement revenue 2983,400

Sheriff Total
, 6218324

Status of women IIncreased marriage license fee revenue _____81 ,OOQ_
IReduce unallocated qrant funds 45927

Status of women Total' ; . .,.•' f· ",." '..",.". "" " ~)~ : :.'·!J:fF' ,'-:'.' !"\_~ . ....':.... ;,'/ . ,.. ' . 121l1J2t
Technology Delav upcrades to current telecom svstems 36,000

Negotiate savings with the vendor for telephone infrastructure 162,000
~l!'J:>m"nt s.!!E!:>.0rt .____ ----_. -" ---_._- -----
Postpone expansion of 800MHz Public Safley Radio Sysytem 42,000
c2,verl!9.!!l.tc>_RJ_ncol]J:lJ!L.______

~ ..._-- -._-- -----._-.--_.
Reduce contract to Customer Relationships Management (CRM) 779,407
~QE.J11ent and upgrades for 311. ___________ ----------------
Reduce maintenance services of Back-Up Radios, Bay Area 88,920
Microwave, and Mobile Trunkino svstems

Technoloov Total 1108327
Treasurer I Tax Collector [Other cur!!!l_~!_,,~ense reduction ________________________ ... _.____.,;lO,OOO_

'--~-

[Salary and Fringe Benefits Savings 330.694
Treasurer I Tax Collector Total 360694
3rand Total 45000000

, In accordance with Charter Section 16.107. mid-year expenditure reductions in the Recreation and Park Department cannot be
rsed to offset the projected FY 2009-10 General Fund shortfall. Savings will be deposited in the Recreation and Park Budget
3avings Incentive Reserve and used as a source in the FY 2010-11 budget.

Page 3 of 3



MarySheeran
<msheeran@wsandeo.eom>

12/16/200901:18 PM

To "'board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org'"
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

ce

bee

Subject Expanding smoking ban

Dear Supervisors,

Don't you have anything better to do? Smoking, again? Tobacco is not an illegal drug. Let
adults to make their own choices and quit chipping away at freedom of choice.

Do you see the empty store fronts allover the city? Do you see our dirty streets? Do know
paychecks are shrinking? Another fee, another tax, another Muni increase, another
healthcare increase. Everyday people are getting laid off. And you're talking about smoking,
again?

Why don't you get to work and make this the world class city it could be. You've got bigger
issues to deal with.

--Mary Sheeran
a fed up SF resident of 30 years
Mary Sheeran
Ii> Specialist
msheeran@wsandco.com

0415.399.6462

T 415.391.2141

F 415.989.9923

Woodruff-Sawyer & Co.
220 Bush Street, 7th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94104

AN ASSUREX GLOBAL AND IBN PARTNER
www.\oY_sandco.com
Please consider theenvironment before printing this e-mail.

This communication, including any attachments, is confidential and is protected
by privilege. If you are not the intended recipient, any use, dissemination,
distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender by
telephone or email, and permanently delete all copies, electronic or other, you
may have. The foregoing applies even if this notice is embedded in a message

that is forwarded or attached. CA License No. 0329598 OR License No. 812979



Amy Knight
<amy-knight@yahoo.com>

12/16/200909:36 AM

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc

bcc

SUbject Smoking Ban

All I can say is THANK YOU. I urge you to pass this legislation.
The amount of smoke I encounter as I walk to work in the "fresh air"
of San Francisco has become unbearable.



Gene Domecus
<gdomecus@comcast.net>

12/20/2009 05:12 PM

To Unda.avery@sfgov.org

cc board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org, David.Chiu@sfgov.org

bcc

Subject Save the Masonic

Dear President Fung and Commissioners,

As a San Francisco native, I have been attending concerts and law school graduations at the
Masonic Center for many years. The Masonic Center has been on Nob Hill for more than 50
years and has always been used as a venue for graduations, concerts, exhibition shows and more.

As an attendee of events at the Masonic Center, I urge the Board of Appeals to uphold the Letter
of Determination issued by the Planning Department to allow the Masonic to continue to serve
the community as a vital cultural venue in San Francisco. The center is a unique part of our
historyand draws visitors to the city regularly to dine and enjoy our beautiful skyline. How can
you really be considering closing it down?

Sincerely,
Gene & Cindy Domecus



Jon <dblplus@yahoo.com>

12/16/200903:11 PM

To David.Chiu@sfgov.org

cc board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

bcc

Subject Savethe Masonic Center!

Dear Mr. Chiu,

I am writing to express deep support for the survival of the San Francisco Masonic Center as a vital part of
arts and culture in our city. To allow it to be forcibly taken out of commission for use by the community as
a venue for music and performance would be a travesty. San Francisco is a world class entertainment
center, and the continuance of our arts and entertainment venues is important to the legacy and economy
of our great city.

Please do everything you can to make sure the Masonic is kept available for the community to use for
performance and art. I attend many concerts and performances all over they Bay area I have attended
both music and art exhibitions at the venue, and it's uniqueness is what makes it important as an cultural
outlet in SF.

Sincerely,
Jon Levy
San Francisco



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/18/200912:16 PM

To Staff Dufty/BOS/SFGOV, Chris Daly/BOS/SFGOV, Sean
Elsbernd/BOS/SFGOV, Sophie Maxweil/BOS/SFGOV, Eric L
Mar/BOS/SFGOV, David Chiu/BOS/SFGOV, John

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Save Stow Lake Boat House's Uniqueness For Future
Generations....

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/18/2009 12:16 PM ----­

saveslowlake@aol.com
12/16/200910:43 AM To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org, savestowlake@aol.com

cc

SUbject Re: Save Stow Lake Boat House's Uniqueness For Future
Generations....

Please Forward To Members Of:
The City Operations and Neighborhood Services Committee,
The Land Use and Economic Development Committee,
The Budget and Finance Committee

Please confirm you received this email.
Thaukyou,
Sandy Weil,
Save The Stow Lake Boathouse Coalition

Due to the lack ofpublic outreach and in advance of the Recreation and Park Commission meeting taking place Dec.
17th, 2009, we wanted to inform key members of certain Board of Supervisor Committees of newly fanned Save
The Stow Lake Boat House Coalition petition drive that states concerns, demands and a revenne generating
suggestion in regard to the removal of the one of a kind, old fashioned Snack Bar (which we want saved), being
replaced by a restaurant, which we do not want in the building. Here is the link to our on-line petition. Please note

individual comments:

http://www.thepetitionsite.com/2/savc-the-stow-lakc-boathouse-coalition.

We believe there was little, if any, public outreach to the huge community of locals that frequent the Snack Bar and
Boat House at the lake. We believe that the RFQ should be postponed for a period of three months to allow for the
education of the public about this change, allowing time for people to state their support or rejection of these
changes. There are already five restaurants in the park for locals and tourists to frequent, not to mention the
restaurants in the Richmond and Sunset Districts that need business.

Stow Lake access, especially on weekends, with JFK closed, and no public transportation access; with only one road
in and out, is not conducive for a restaurant to succeed. In addition, taking the weather into account, the area on
many days of the year is absolutely empty of any potential customers.

Ifthe RFQ does move forward, we believe it is fiscally irresponsible of the City, to expect the potential new tenant to
put together a comprehensive, financially realistic proposal within less than a two-month period of time, due to the
investigative needs of all capital improvement costs being placed on the potential tenant. For a responsible proposal
to be generated, an absolute minimum of four months time to pull together an informed business plan would be
needed.



We believe there are additional ways to increaserevenue, as stated in our petition and if need be, a concernedgroup
of citizens can create a fundraising campaign(as done with other buildings) to raise the major capital improvement
costs and then proceed with alternativerevenuegeneratingbusinessesother than a restaurant,with the intentionof
keeping the Snack Bar and boating for future generations.

Please know that in addition to the on-linepetition, of which a link is provided for you to read comments from the
community, we have also gathered an additional 100signatures in person from concerned individuals injust a
four-dayperiod. We are truly a grassrootseffort that is determinedto save the unique and historic character of the
Boat House with the Snack Bar for future generationsto enjoy.

Thank you for your time and taking our concernsunder consideration,
Sandy Wei!,
Save StowLake Boat House Coalition Emai!:savestowlake@ao1.com ph4l5/564-2l23
Again, here is the link to our on-linepetition. Please note individualcomments:
http://www.thepetitionsite.com/2/save-the-stow-lake-boathouse-coalition.



990 Polk Geary Apartments #418
San Francisco, CA 94109

415.374.4141 or 415.896.4502
REOEIVEDi·jt,vorrs OFF!(T

Friday, December 18, 2009 09 DEC 18 Pti 5: 07

Dear San Francisco Mayor

"::E:
My name is Abdalla Megahed as American Egyptian let me tell you that 1 wish you a marr:i'3

Christmas and a Happy New Year. .•
o

a homeless

Gavin Newsom
City Hall
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Mayor,

Dear Mayor, I've I have spent many years, over 26 to be exact, as a community advocate an
advocate and have worked hard for poor people who cannot fight for themselves.

Today I have the courage to give you the credit for what you did yesterday. Regarding the $105
million dollar deal for the Treasure Island improvement.

Yes, We have waited a long time to realize this dream. Let me remind you that I have followed your
progress over the years since the first time you set foot in the chamber of the board of superviors. I'm
sure you remember me as the man who always greeted you with the deepest respect.

I hoped to see you the as the next mayor of San Francisco, the center of the greater Bay Area. And indeed
you did become mayor. You have been instrumental in so much progress in our city, Hotels, Housing, etc.

And now Treasure Island's development:
It is a vision ofwhat future development in great urban centers will look like. It is a future that includes
limiting cars and minimizing pollution. I am excited about the pedestrian orientation of the design.

I am very proud to be the first one to apply by many on behalf of my granddaughter Ms. Anji Fadil El
Shennawy and Ms. Sherin Sayed El Gendy as a family business for my grandchildren who love to be in
San Francisco.
I want to rent one or two Cafeteria Restaurants in the new hotels. The restaurants will have the best
design, service and food in an international style. These women have much experience operating
restaurants in Dubai, Saudi Arabia and other locations. They will be excellent additions to the Treasure
Island redevelopment.

Please contact me at your earliest convenience to discuss my family's plan for contributing to the future
success of Treasure Island with our proposed restaurants.

;r;iJA111·~
Abdalla Megahed ~
Community Activist
Homeless Activist
cc: Board of Supervisors
SF Small Business Assoc.



ROLAND WONG
<suilung@gmail.com>

12/18/2009 09:55 AM

To SFMTA <MTABoard@sfmta,eom>, Annette Williams
<annette,williams@sfmta,eom>, Jamie Osborne
<jarnle.osbornetgisfmta.com>. Chava Kronenberg

ee

bee

Subject Forest Hill Station Doors Update

On Thursday, 12/17/09, SFMTA Muni completed the installation of the automatic
push-button door openers at Forest Hill Station. It makes life easier entering and exiting
the station.

Thank you all SFMTA for your improving accessibility for all.

HAPPY.HOLWAYS!!!

Roland Wong



Christine Lynn Harris
<christinelynnharris@hotmail.
com>

12/11/200908:11 AM

To <gavin.newsom@sfgov.org>. <kamala@kamalaharris.org>.
Govenor <governor@governor.ca.gov>,
<cityallorney@sfgov.org>.

cc <george.gascon@sfgov.org>

bee

Subject Resolution on Anit-Bullying. San Francisco County- Thank
youl

Hello Honorable Board of Supervisors,

Thank you for this humanitarian resolution on Anti-bulling in the workplace. This is greatly
needed and very appreciated.

Please consider working on laws for anti-stalking (stronger laws), and anti-organized
stalking (COINTELPRO), and ban the use off all
electromagnetic weapons from all sources. They harm people, and burn organs, and organs
are the life source for the
human body. Please. There needs to be enforcement of these laws, and accountability with
all human beings who take
part of these crimes against humanity.

Happy Holidavs-v
Best Wishes,
Christine Harris
SF,CA
415-235-6466 c

1/24/07 San Francisco City Conncil - Resolution on Anti-bullying The San Francisco
County/City Board of Supervisors

Resolution requesting the Department of Hnman Resources recognize the detrimental impact of mobbing
(aka workplace bullying) au creating a safe and prodnctive workplace for all employees was adopted:

WHEREAS, Mobbing, a common form of workplace harassment where one group of employees psychologically
harasses or bullies another colleague, directly impacts not only the emotional well-being of those targeted, but also
the productivity ofthe entire workforce; and

WHEREAS, Over the past two decades social scientists have documented the workplace phenomenon and its effects
on both employees and employers; and

WHEREAS, This psychological harassment can be manifested in the form of verbal comments, constant criticism,
isolation and withholding information among many other harassing behaviors; and,

WHEREAS, Mobbing often targets employees whose excellent job performance distinguishes them from colleagues;
and

WHEREAS, Workplace harassment has a tangible effect on the emotional well-being, job performance and physical
health of those targeted; and

WHEREAS, Though every incident of mobbing differs, they often follow a predictable pattern that begins with
increased intimidation and isolation and climaxes with a claim by a group of colleagues that the victim has
committed an offense that requires immediate adjudication; and



WHEREAS, Regardless of the outcome ofany investigation into the alleged offenses, targets of mobbing often
voluntarily resign due to an increase iu work related auxiety; and

WHEREAS, Au estimate two to five perceut of employees will become victims of mobbing at some point during
their careers; and

WHEREAS, It has been demonstrated that those people who have been targeted by this form of emotional abuse
commit suicide at a higher rate; and

WHEREAS, The increased rates ofabsenteeism, decreased productivity, along with the added health care and legal
costs that result from workplace harassment represent the true cost of these harassing tecltniques to employers; and

WHEREAS, All forms of workplace harassment are against the employment policies of the City and County of San
Francisco; now, therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco condemns this abusive
workplace behavior; and, be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the City and County requests the Department of Human
Resources to report back to the Board of Supervisors within 60 days how, if at all, it can include mobbing, and all
forms of psychological harassment, in their policies covering workforce harassment.

Windows 7: Undutter your desktop. Learn more.

Hotmail: Trusted email with Microsoft's powerful SPAM protection. Sign UP now.



CiTY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

FORHRC USEONLY

Request Number:
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Contact Person: Georg

Type of Contract: Dept. Purchase Ord r

Contact Phone NO.:650-742-66301

Fax Number: 554-6156

Contact Person: Harold Powelll

Phone Number: 554-6914

> Section 2. Contractor Information

Contractor Name: Merry X-Ray Chem. Corp.

Contractor Address: 3239 Staelite Blvd. GA, 30096

Vendor Number (if known): 12360

> Section 3. Transaction Information

Date Waiver Request Submitted: 12/17/2009

S.F. ADMINISTRATIVE CODE CHAPTERS 128 and 148
WAIVER REQUEST FORM

(HRC Form201)

> Section 1. Department Inform;t~/ J. IJ
Department Head Signature:~1'lY"'~

101/. /JitJkC:cA K'A'!"¢
Name of Department: Animal Care & Control

Department Address: 1200 15th Street, San Francisco, CA 94103

Dollar Arnountof Contra t: .End Date: 03/17/2010Contract Start Date: 12117/2009
$5,000.00

>Section 4. Administrative Code Chapter to be Waived (please check all that apply)

I2J Chapter 12B

D Chapter 14B Note: Employment and LBE subcontracting requirements may still be in force even when a
14B waiver (type A or B) is granted.

B. Emergency (pursuant to Administrative Code §6.60 or 21.15)

C. Public Entity

D. No Potential Contractors Comply - Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:

E. Government Bulk Purchasing Arrangement - Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:

F. ShamlSheli Entity - Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:

G. Local Business Enterprise (LBE) (for contracts in excess of $5 million; see Admin. Code §14B.7.1.3)

H. SUbcontracting Goals

> Section 5. Waiver Type (Letter of Justification must be attached, see Check List on back of page.)

D A. Sale Source

D
D
I2J
D
D
D
D

HRCACTION
12B Waiver Granted: 14B Waiver Granted:
12B Waiver Denied: 14B Waiver Denied:

Reason for Action:

HRC Staff: Date:

HRC Staff: Date:

HRC Director: Date:

DEPARTMENT ACTION - This section must be completed and returned to HRC for waiver types D, E & F.
DateWaiverGranted: Contract Dollar Amount:

C



It is
(0 this, Lmusrbe

It is also Medical
~'I"'FHll'"'' be available in every veterinary practice. l will continue to to find

ccmpanies who will comply law, but in the interim, l will need to
able to take of animals to diagnose fractures, impactions and other

Please approve the of Merry
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BOARD of SUPERVISORS

City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163

TDDITTY No. 544-5227

General Notice

City and County of San Francisco
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Board of Supervisors

Transmitted: November 25, 2009

A public hearing will be held on Tuesday, December 8, 2009, at 4:00 p.m., or as soon as possible after
this time, at Legislative Chamber, Room 250, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco,
CA 94102. .

The Board of Supervisors will hold a public hearing relative to the listed SUbject. All interested parties are
cordially invited to attend. Persons who are unable to attend the hearing may submit written comments
regarding this matter prior to the beginning of the hearing. These comments will become part of the
official public record.

Comments may be mailed to: Board of Supervisors, City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244,
San Francisco, CA 94102. Documents relating to this matter are also available for inspection at the
address above.

FILE NO. 091345

Appeal of Conditional Use Authorization Application for 1969 California Street

Hearing of persons interested in or objecting to the decision of the Planning Commission by its
Motion No. 17959 dated October 8, 2009, relating to the approval, subject to certain conditions,
of a conditional use authorization (Case No. 2009.0639C), under Planning Code Sections 209.9
and 303 to allow the establishment of an art gallery and associated offices (d.b.a. Anthony
Meier Fine Art Gallery) within a designated City Landmark, Landmark #260, the Tobin House, in
an RH-2 (Residential, House, Two-Family) District and a 40-X Height and Bulk District, on
property located at 1969 California Street, Lot No. 016 in Assessor's Block 0649. (Appellant:
Greg Scott on behalf of the Pacific Heights Residents Association)

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

NOTE: Pursuant to Government Code Section 65009, the following notice is hereby given: if you
challenge, in court, the conditional use application decision described above, you may be limited to
raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in
written correspondence delivered to the Board of Supervisors at, or prior to, the public hearing.

City and County of San Francisco



Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CU1VllVll;';'lVl'4 V.L'

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of
Blue & Gold Fleet, L.P., a Delaware Limited
Partnership (VCC-77), For Authorization for
Passenger Fare Increases on Its Vessel
Common Carrier Service on San Francisco
Bay Between Angel Island State Park on the
One Hand and Authorized Points in Sau
Francisco on the Other Hand

--------------'/

APPLICATION OF BLUE & GOLD FLEET, L.P., A DELAWARE
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (VCC-77), FOR AUTHORIZATION FOR

PASSENGER FARE INCREASES ON ITS VESSEL COMMON CARRIER
SERVICE ON SAN FRANCISCO BAY BETWEEN ANGEL ISLAND

STATE PARK ON THE ONE HAND AND AUTHORIZED POINTS IN SAN
FRANCISCO ON THE OTHER HAND

BLUE & GOLD FLEET, L.P., a Delaware Limited Partnership ("Applicant" herein),

hereby respectfully applies to the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California

("Commission") for rate relief and authorization for passenger fare increases on its Vessel

Common Carrier service between Angel Island State Park on the one hand and authorized points

in San Francisco on the other hand ("the Angel Island State Park/SF Service"). In support of its

application and pursuant to Section 454 of the Public Utilities Code, Applicant alleges as

follows:

INTRODUCTION

I. Applicant is a Delaware Limited Partnership which has been duly organized and is

authorized to do business in the State of California. Applicant's status was acknowledged by the

- I - +7



Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, Cit)'.Hitn

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION u~
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of
Blue & Gold Fleet, L.P., a Delaware Limited
Partnership (VCC-77), For Authorization for
Passenger Fare Increases on Its Vessel
Common Carrier Service on San Francisco
Bay Between Tiburon on the One Hand and
Authorized Points in San Francisco on the
Other Hand

-----------_---:/

APPLICATION OF BLUE & GOLD FLEET, L.P., A DELAWARE
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (VCC-77), FOR AUTHORIZATION FOR

PASSENGER FARE INCREASES ON ITS VESSEL COMMON CARRIER
SERVICE ON SAN FRANCISCO BAY BETWEENTIBURON ON THE

ONE HAND AND AUTHORIZED POINTS IN SAN FRANCISCO ON THE
OTHER HAND

BLUE & GOLD FLEET, L.P., a Delaware Limited Partnership ("Applicant" herein),

hereby respectfully applies to the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California

("Commission") for rate relief and authorization for passenger fare increases on its Vessel

Common Carrier service between Tiburon on the one hand and authorized points in San

Francisco on the other hand ("the Tiburon/SF Service"). In support of its application and

pursuant to Section 454 of the Public Utilities Code, Applicant alleges as follows:

INTRODUCTION

1. Applicant is a Delaware Limited Partnership which has been duly organized and is

authorized to do business in the State of California. Applicant's status was acknowledged by the

- 1 -



Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall

BEFORE THE PUBLIC lJTlLlTlJ£S cuMMISSION OF
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application of
Blue & Gold Fleet, L.J>., a Delaware Limited
Partnership (VCC-77), For Authorization for
Passenger Fare Increases on Its Vessel
Common Carrier Service on San Francisco
Bay Between the City of Sausalito on the One
Hand and Authorized Points in San Francisco
On the Other Hand

-----------_-..--:/

APPLICATION OF BLUE & GOLD FLEET, L.P., A DELAWARE
LIMITED PARTNERSHIP (VCC-77), FOR AUTHORIZAnON FOR

PASSENGER FARE INCREASES ON ITS VESSEL COMMON CARRIER
SERVICE ON SAN FRANCISCO BAY BETWEEN THE CITY OF

SAUSALITO ON THE ONE HAND AND AUTHORIZED POINTS IN SAN
FRANCISCO ON THE OTHER HAND

BLUE & GOLD FLEET, L.P., a Delaware Limited Partnership ("Applicant" herein),

hereby respectfully applies to the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California

("Commission") for rate relief and authorization for passenger fare increases on its Vessel

Common Carrier service between the City of Sausalito on the one hand and authorized points in

San Francisco on the other hand ("the Sausalito/SF Service"). In support of its application and

pursuant to Section 454 of the Public Utilities Code, Applicant alleges as follows:

INTRODUCTION

1. Applicant is a Delaware Limited Partnership which has been duly organized and is

authorized to do business in the State of California. Applicant's status was acknowledged by the

- 1 -



BOARD of SUPERVISORS

Date: December 23, 2009

City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163

TOO/TTY No. 544-5227

To: Members of the Board of Supervisors

From: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board A-(lL~.

Subject: Form 700

This is to inform you that the following individual has submitted a Form 700
Statement of Economic Interests to my office.

Gabe Cabrera -Office of Legislative Analyst (leaving)
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Pecember 23, 2009

Supervisor Sean Elsbernd
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA94102

Re: lennar development at Candlestick Point

Dear Board of Supervisors,

I am writing to ask that you not approve the proposed development by lennar at Candlestick Point,
pending completion of a thorough Environmental Impact Report. Candlestick Point Recreation Area
provides park and open space to an underserved neighborhood, and apparently the state is planning to
improve the area with creation of tidal wetlands, bird-nesting islands and upland habitats. This is
obviously a much more sustainable use of the land than a 10,000-home development.

Actually, I wonder why an EIR is even necessary. let's see...at least 10,000 more cars on the roads: can
you say "Global Warming?" At least 20,000 more people using water, of which we already do not have
enough. Not to mention the other resources they will be using and the waste and trash they will be
creating.

We need to work towards making San Francisco and the Bay Area healthier and lowering our Impacts on
the environment, and huge new developments are not the way to accomplish this.

Respectfully,

).0 /() -
I~'\ tQ-L.(!~t~ ;\Y/L~;;~

loretta Dipboye
1487 14th Avenue
San Francisco, CA94122

~I



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/21/200910:54 AM

Francisco Da Costa
<fdc1947@gmail.com>

12/19/200904:15 PM

To BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

cc

bcc

SUbject Fw: Lennar tries to hoodwink Bayview constituents - but we
know better.

To Francisco Da Costa <fdc1947@gmail.com>

cc

SUbject Lennar tries to hoodwink Bayview constituents - but we know
better.

Lennar tries to hoowink Bayview Hunters Point constituents - but WE know better:

http://www.indybay.orglnewsitems/2009/12/19/18633108.pbp

Francisco Da Costa



Jeremy FletchernlXlSFGOV

12/23/200908:42 AM

To Greg Wagner/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Pauline
MarxfTTXlSFGOV@SFGOV, Jose

cc

Monthly Portfolio Report 11302fiG9 signed .pdf

Jeremy Fletcher, CFA
Investment Analyst
Office of the Treasurer
City and County of San Francisco
(415) 554-5433 (phone)
(415) 554-5660 (fax)
jeremy.fletcher@sfgov.org

bee

Subject 11/30109 Investment Report
Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/23/2009 01:20 PM

To Rana Calonsag/BOS/SFGOV, Lolita Espinosa/BOS/SFGOV,
Lolita Rivas/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bee

Subject Fw: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-004

To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc "Black. Sue" <SBlack@sfwater.org>, "Brown, Vallie"
<Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
<Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
<PhiI.Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Hines, Timothy"
<Timothy.Hines@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank W"
<Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, "Nuru, Mohammed"
<Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org>, "Pollock, Jeremy"
<Jeremy.Pollock@sfgov.org>, "Reiskin, Ed"
<Ed.Reiskin@sfdpw.org>, "Rodls, Nathan"
<Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Stringer, Larry"
<Larry.Stringer@sfdpw.org>
RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-004Subject

12122/2009 03:07 PM

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12123/2009 01:20 PM ----­

"Vaing, Jonathan"
<Jonathan.Vaing@sfdpw.org
>

Here's the status of removing graffiti from the public property at the
following locations:

Utility Boxes:
Northeast corner of Fell & Laguna
Northeast corner Oak & Laguna
Northeast corner Waller & Scott
Northwest Steiner & Oak
Southeast corner webster & Fell

SR#987829 (Abated 12-3-09)
SR#989214 (Abated 12-3-09)
SR#980169 (Abated 12-1-09)
SR#989301 (Abated 12-3-09)
SR#984692 (Abated 12-3-09)

Bus Shelter:
Southwest corner Masonic & Haight SR# 989311 (E-mail to 311 for

Clear Channel)
Fillmore & Haight (all 4 bus stops, graffiti and grime) SR# 989313

(E-mail to 311 for Clear Channel)

Jonathan C. Vaing
SF DPW Graffiti Unit
Operation Supervisor I
(415) 695-2181

- --~Original Message----­
From: Radis, Nathan
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 2:44 PM
To: Vaing, Jonathan ,
Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Stringer, Larry
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-004



Jonathan,

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Frank W. Lee and
myself because we are tracking these requests.

Thank you!

Nathan Rodis
Assistant to the Director's Office
Department of Public Works
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102
Ph: (415) 554-6932 Fax: (415) 554-6944

-----Original Message- --­
From: Board of Supervisors
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 1:56 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO:

FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:
FILE NO.

Edward Reiskin
Public Works

Clerk of the Board
11/30/2009
20091124-004

Due Date: 12/30/2009

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 11/28/2009.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from the public property at the following locations:

Utility Boxes
Northeast corner of Fell & Laguna
Northeast corner Oak & Laguna
Northeast corner Waller & Scott
Northwest Steiner & Oak
Southeast corner Webster & Fell

BuS Shelter
Southwest corner Masonic & Haight
Fillmore & Haight (all 4 bus stops, graffiti and grime)

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to



the Supervisor{s) noted above.

Your response to this inquiry is requested by 12/30/2009



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/23/2009 01:08 PM

To Rana Calonsag/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Lolita
Espinosa/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Lolita
Rivas/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-005

To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc "Black, Sue" <SBlack@sfwater.org>, "Brown, Vallie"
<Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
<Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
<PhiI.Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Hines, Timothy"
<Timothy.Hines@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank W"
<Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, "Nuru, Mohammed"
<Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org>, "Pollock, Jeremy"
<Jeremy.Pollock@sfgov.org>, "Reiskin, Ed"
<Ed.Reiskin@sfdpw.org>, "Rodis, Nathan"
<Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Stringer, Larry"
<Larry.Stringer@sfdpw.org>
RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-005Subject

12/22/2009 11:12 AM

----- Forwarded by Board ofSupervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/23/2009 01:08 PM ----­

"Vaing, Jonathan"
<Jonathan.Vaing@sfdpw.org
>

Here's the status of removing graffiti from utility poles at the following
locations:

Wood Pole:
SEC Haight & Fillmore
In front of 406 Buchanan
NEC Germania & Fell

SR#989202 (Abated 12-2-09)
SR#989203 (Abated 12-2-09)
STREET DO NOT CROSS

Metal Pole:
Northeast Clayton & Grove
Southeast Ashbury & Haight
In front of 247 Fillmore
Southwest Oak & Laguna

SR#989204 (Abated 12-2-09)
SR#989206 (Abated 12-2-09)
SR#989211 (Abated 12-2-09)
SR#989214 (Abated 12-2-09)

Jonathan C. Vaing
SFDPW Graffiti Unit
operation Supervisor I
(415) 695-2181

-----Original Message----­
From: Radis, Nathan
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 2:41 PM
To: Vaing, Jonathan
Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Stringer, Larry
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-005

Jonathan,



Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Frank W. Lee and
myself because we are tracking these requests.

Thank you!

Nathan Rodis
Assistant to the Directorts Office
Department of Public Works
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102
Ph: (415) 554-6932 Fax: (415) 554-6944

-- --Original Message----­
From: Board of Supervisors
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 1:56 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO:

FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:
FILE NO.

Edward Reiskin
Public Works

Clerk of the Board
11/30/2009
20091124-005

Due Date: 12/30/2009

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 11/28/2009.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from utility poles at the following locations:

Wood Pole
Southeast corner Haight & Fillmore
In front of 406 Buchanan
Northeast corner Germania & Fell

Metal Pole
Northeast Clayton & Grove
Southeast Ashbury & Haight
In front of 247 Fillmore
Southwest Oak & Laguna

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisor(s) noted above.



Your response to this inquiry is requested by 12/30/2009



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/23/2009 01:22 PM

To Rana Calonsag/BOS/SFGOV, Lolita Esplnosa/BOS/SFGOV,
Lolita Rivas/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bcc

SUbject Fw: BOARD OF SUPERViSORS INQUIRY # 20091124-007

To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervlsors@sfgov.org>

cc "Black, Sue" <SBlack@sfwater.org>, Board of Supervisors
<Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>, "Brown, Vallie"
<Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
<Rlck.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
<PhiI.Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Hines, Timothy"
<Timothy.Hlnes@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank W"
<Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, "Nuru, Mohammed"
<Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org>, "Pollock, Jeremy"
<Jeremy.Pollock@sfgov.org>, "Reiskin, Ed"
<Ed.Reiskin@sfdpw.org>, "Rodis, Nathan"
<Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Stringer, Larry"
<Larry.Strlnger@sfdpw.org>
RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-007Subject

12/22/200904:13 PM

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervlsors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/23/2009 01:22 PM ----­

'Vaing,Jonathan"
<Jonathan.Vaing@sfdpw.org
>

Here's the status of removing graffiti from the following locations:

Garbage Cans:
Southwest corner Cole & Haight SR# 989341 (Abated 12-2-09)
Northwest corner Fulton & Gough SR# 989342 (Abated 12-2-09)

Fillmore & Steiner/southside SR# 989320 (Abated

Fillmore & Waller SR# 989321 (Nothing Found

Hayes & Grove STREET DO NOT CROSS
Masonic & Fulton SR# 989324 (Nothing Found

Buena Vista East & Haight SR# 989326 (Abated

Buena Vista West & Haight SR# 989328 (Nothing Found

Mailboxes:
On Geary between

12-15-09)
Northeast corner

12-15-09)
Northeast corner
Southeast corner

12-15-09)
Southeast corner

12-15-09)
Southeast corner

12 15-09)

Jonathan C. Vaing
SF DPW Graffiti Unit
Operation Supervisor I
(415) 695-2181



-----Original Message----­
From: Rodis, Nathan
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 2:47 PM
To: Vaing, Jonathan
Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Stringer, Larry
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-007

Jonathan,

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Frank W. Lee and
myself because we are tracking these requests.

Thank you!

Nathan Rodis
Assistant to the Director1s Office
Department of Public Works
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102
Ph: (415) 554-6932 Fax: (415) 554-6944

-----Original Message----­
From: Board of Supervisors
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 1:56 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO:

FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:
FILE NO.

Edward Reiskin
Public Works

Clerk of the Board
11/30/2009
20091124-007

Due Date: 12/30/2009

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 11/28/2009.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from the following locations:

Garbage Cans
Southwest corner Cole & Haight
Northwest corner Fulton & Gough

Mailboxes
On Geary between Fillmore & Steiner, south side of street
Northeast corner Fillmore & Waller



Northeast corner Hayes & Grove
Southeast corner Masonic & Fulton
Southeast corner Buena Vista East & Haight
Southeast corner Buena Vista West & Haight

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisor(s) noted above.

Your response to this inquiry is requested by 12/30/2009



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/23/200901:21 PM

To Rana Calonsag/BOS/SFGOV, Lolita Espinosa/BOS/SFGOV,
Lolita Rivas/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bcc

SUbject Fw: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091208-003

To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc "Black, Sue" <SBlack@sfwater.org>, "Brown, Vallie"
<Valiie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
<Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
<Phil.Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Hines, Timothy"
<Timothy.Hines@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank W"
<Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, "Nuru, Mohammed"
<Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org>, "Pollock, Jeremy"
<Jeremy.Pollock@sfgov.org>, "Relskin, Ed"
<Ed.Reiskin@sfdpw.org>, "Rodis, Nathan"
<Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Stringer, Larry"
<Larry.Stringer@sfdpw.org>
RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091208-001Subject

12/22/2009 03:55 PM

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/23/200901 :21 PM ----­

"Vaing, Jonathan"
<Jonathan.Vaing@sfdpw.org
>

Here's on the status of removing graffiti from the following locations:

Garbage Cans:
Southwest corner Cole & Haight
Northwest corner Fulton & Gough

SR# 989318 (Abated 12-15-09)
SR# 989319 (Abated 12 15-09)

Mailboxes:
On Geary between

12-15-09)
Northeast corner

12-15-09)
Northeast corner
Southeast corner

12-15-09)
Southeast corner

12-15-09)
Southeast corner

12-15-09)

Fillmore & Steiner, southside SR# 989320 (Abated

Fillmore & Waller SR# 989321 (Nothing Found

Hayes & Grove STREET DO NOT CROSS
Masonic & Fulton SR# 989324 (Nothing Found

Buena Vista East & Haight SR# 989326 (Abated

Buena Vista West & Haight SR# 989328 (Nothing Found

Jonathan c. Vaing
SF DPW Graffiti Unit
Operation Supervisor I
(415) 695-2181)

-----Original Message----­
From: Redis, Nathan
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2009 2:11 PM



To: Vaing, Jonathan
Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Stringer, Larry
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091208-003

Jonathan,

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Frank W. Lee and
myself because we are tracking these requests.

Thank you!

Nathan Rodis
Assistant to the Director1s Office
Department of Public Works
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102
Ph: (415) 554-6932 Fax: (415) 554-6944

-----Original Message--- ­
From: Board of Supervisors
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2009 4:06 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO:

FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:
FILE NO.

Edward Reiskin
Public Works

Clerk of the Board
12/11/2009
20091208-003

Due Date: 1/10/2010

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 12/8/2009.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from the following locations:

Garbage Can
Northeast corner Scott & Grove
Northwest corner Eddy & Scott

Mailboxes
On Geary between Fillmore & Steiner, south side of street
Northeast corner Fillmore & Waller
Northeast corner Hayes & Grove
Southeast corner Masonic & Fulton
Southeast corner Buena Vista East & Haight
Southeast corner Buena Vista West & Haight



Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisor(s) noted above.

Your response to this inquiry is requested by 1/10/2010



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/23/2009 01:04 PM

To Rana Calonsag/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Lolita
Espinosa/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Lolita
Rivas/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV

cc

bcc

SUbject Fw: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091215-003
---==

To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc "Mirkarimi, Ross" <Ross.Mirkarimi@sfgov.org>, "Rodls,
Nathan" <Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>

Subject FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091215-003

-----Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/23/200901 :04PM ----­

"Moore, Grace"
<Grace.Moore@sfdpw.org>

12/22/200910:13 AM

TO: Board of Supervisors [Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org]

FROM: Grace Moore for Ed Reiskin
The Department of Public Works

RE: NOTICE # 20091215-003

Routine inspections are conducted at the locations indicated below. Last inspections occurred
during the week of 12/15. Citations are issued to publishers for free standing news racks not in
compliance with the regulations regarding news racks. Publishers are allowed 10 business
days to correct each violation. If appropriate and in accordance to Article 5.4 Section 184 of the
Public Work's code, free standing news racks can legally be seized by the Department of Public
Works for non compliance.

Follow up Inspections are scheduled for these locations January 1" thru the 10'"

INSPECTION LOCATION
1 San Francisco Bay Guardian:
2 Southeast corner of Fillmore and Post
3 Southwest corner of Divisadero and Sutter
4 9'"Avenue and Judah (near bus stops)
5 7'" Avenue and Irving (near bus stops)
6 Northwest corner of Hayes and Fillmore
7 Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight
8 San Francisco Chronicle:
9 Northwest corner of Fillmore and Hayes

10 Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore
11 Irving and 9'"Avenue
12 Irving and 7''' Avenue
13 Southwest corner of Haight and Clayton



14 Examiner:
15 Northwest corner ofFillmore and Hayes
16 Southeast corner ofHaight and Fillmore
17 SF Daily: RACK WAS REMOVED 2008
18 Northwest corner ofHayes and Gough
19 City Star: RACK WAS REMOVED MID 2009
20 Northwest corner of Hayes and Gough
21 Southeast corner ofFillmore and Haight
22 SF Weeklv:
23 Southeast corner ofMasonic and Haight
24 Southeast corner ofHaight and Fillmore

Copies of citationsare available uponrequest.

Grace L. Moore
The Department of Public Works
Bureau of Street use and Mapping
875 Stevenson St., Room 460
San Francisco, CA 94103
415.554.5892

-----Original Message----­
From: Rodis, Nathan
Sent: Friday, December 18, 2009 3:44 PM
To: Moore, Grace
Cc: Moy, Barbara
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091215-003

Grace,

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe.
Mirkarimi. Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy
Frank W. Lee and myself because we are tracking these requests.

Thank you!

Nathan Rodis
Assistant to the Director's Office
Department of Public Works
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102
Ph: (415) 554-6932 Fax: (415) 554-6944

-----Original Message----­
From: Board of Supervisors
Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2009 3:48 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY



TO:

FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:
FILE NO.

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

Edward Reiskin
Public Works

Clerk of the Board
12/17/2009
20091215-003

Due Date: 1/16/2010

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 12/15/2009.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from newsstands at the following locations:

San Francisco Bay Guardian
Southeast corner of Fillmore & Post
Southwest corner of Divisadero &Sutter
9th Avenue & Judah (near bus stops)
7th Avenue &Irving (near bus stops)
Northwest corner of Hayes & Fillmore
Southeast corner of Fillmore &Haight

San Francisco Chronicle
Northwest corner of Fillmore &Hayes
Southeast corner of Haight & Fillmore
Irving & 9th Avenue
Irving & 7th Avenue
Southwest corner of Haight & Clayton
Southeast corner of Haight &Masonic

Examiner
Northwest corner of Fillmore & Hayes
Southeast corner of Haight & Fillmore

SF Daily
Northwest corner of Hayes & Gough

City Star
Northwest corner of Hayes & Gough



Southeast corner of Fillmore & Haight

SF Weekly
Southeast corner of Masonic &Haight
Southeast corner of Haight & Fillmore

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisor(s) noted above.

Your response to this inquiry is requested by 1/16/2010



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/24/2009 12:40 PM

To Rana Calonsag/BOS/SFGOV, Lolita Espinosa/BOS/SFGOV,
Loiita Rivas/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bee

Subject Fw: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-006

To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc "Black, Sue" <SBlack@sfwater.org>, Board of Supervisors
<Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>, "Brown, Vallie"
<Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
<Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
<PhiI.Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Hines, Timothy"
<Timothy.Hines@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank Woo
<Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, "Nuru, Mohammed"
<Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org>, "Pollock, Jeremy"
<Jeremy.Pollock@sfgov.org>, "Relskln, Ed"
<Ed.Reiskin@sfdpw.org>, "Rodis, Nathan"
<Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Stringer, Larry"
<Larry.Stringer@sfdpw.org>
RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-006Subject

12/24/2009 10:34 AM

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/24/2009 12:40 PM ----­

"Vaing, Jonathan"
<Jonathan.Vaing@sfdpw.org
>

Here's the status of removing graffiti from the following private property
locations:

899 Cole
730 Stanyan SR# 982904 (nothing Found 12-1-09)
497 Fulton SR# 972358 (notice posted 12-6-09)
250 Scott SR# 982906 (nothing Found 12-2-09)
485 Scott SR# 976076 (notice posted- Court schedule 1-6-10)
400 Page SR# 982907 (nothing Found 12-2-09)
398 Fillmore Can Not Locate Address- 378 Fillmore SR#985784 Abated

12-10-09)
702 Haight SR# 982913 (nothing Found 12-1-09)
542 Haight SR# 953925 (Blight Notice posted- pending abatement

order)
399 Haight, SR# 982918 (Notice Posted 12-1-09)
901 Haight SR# 982292 (Notice Posted 12-5-09)
457 Haight SR# 969308 (Notice Posted- Graffiti abated 12-2-09)
295 Buchanan SR# 971295 (Notice Posted- Graffiti abated 12-10-09)
355 Laguna SR# 970992 (Notice Posted- Graffiti abated 12-16-09)

Jonathan C. Vaing
SF DPW Graffiti Unit
Operation Supervisor I
(415) 695-2181

-----Original Message-----



From: Rodis, Nathan
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 2:49 PM
To: Vaing, Jonathan
Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Stringer, Larry
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091124-006

Jonathan,

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Frank W. Lee and
myself because we are tracking these requests.

Thank you!

Nathan Rodis
~ Assistant to the Director's Office

Department of Public Works
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102
Ph: (415) 554-6932 Fax: (415) 554-6944

-----Original Message----­
From: Board of Supervisors
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 1:56 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO: Edward Reiskin
Public Works

FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:
FILE NO.

Clerk of the Board
11/30/2009
20091124-006

,
Due Date: 12/30/2009

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 11/28/2009.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from the following private property locations:

899 Cole
730 Stanyan
497 Fulton
250 Scott
485 Scott
400 Page
398 Fillmore
702 Haight
542 Haight



399 Haight, Webster Street side
901 Haight
457 Haight
295 Buchanan
355 Laguna

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisor(s) noted above.

Your response to this inquiry is requested by· 12/30/2009



"Matt Gunderson"
<malt....llunderson@brownbe
arevents.com>

12/16/2009 12:56 PM

To <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>

ee

bee

Subject SoccerFieldsfor the SFSFLAdult soccer league

Good afternoon,

I attended a meeting the other night for the San Francisco Futbol Soccer League and wanted to bring
some of the information reveaied to your attention. Over the years, fieids have become more scarce and
the fees have gone up over 200% Oust in the last couple of years). I realize there is a major budget
shortfall, services need to be cut and revenue increased. The problem is, the members who play in the
SFSFL are becoming fed up with being the low man on the totem pole, hit up for more money and treated
with a "take it or leave it" attitude. We are looking at ways to continue to field a much needed soccer
league in San Francisco, however many teams can no longer afford the registration fee associated with
increasing field costs. There have been discussions of moving the "San Francisco" league to the
peninsula, where fields are easier and cheaper to get. This, in my opinion, is a travesty. The SFSFL has
been around since the turn of the century and is ingrained in the fabric of San Francisco. Over the years,
many an Irish, Mexican, Russian and Italian immigrant have formed teams, helping them to adjust to life in
America and seek out those with who they share commonalities. It would be a shame to see this rich
history go away.

Based on the reaction of the membership to increased city fees and the uncertainty of field availability,
there are some very real concerns about the ability of the league to continue. Teams are looking at their
finances and trying to determine if they can afford to play any longer. Over the last several years, teams
have continued to drop out due to financial concerns and the league had to drop the 3rd division. If this
continues, even more teams will drop out, eventually doing away with the league all together. This is
neither fair nor advised. The SFSFL represents San Francisco as a major sports market and helps bring
legitimacy and revenue to the city coffers. If the league moves, tax revenues will be reduced,
compounding the problem, and cities in the peninsula, east bay and Marin will benefit.

Please do not ignore the will of the adult recreational participants living in the City of San Francisco.
Although we are probably not as vocal as youth and emerging sports enthusiasts (Lacrosse, ultimate
Frisbee), a great many of us pay taxes in this city and feel we need to be represented too. I applaud the
efforts of Rec and Park to refurbish fields (Crocker Amazon, Beach Chalet, Silver Terrace, Youngblood)
but what is the point of investing all that money if only rich, white people living on the north end of town get
to use them. It is unfair and frankly represses the ability of people who live, work and play in San
Francisco to afford fitness activities. I truly hope to see the permit officers give a little more respect and
appreciation for what the SFSFL has done for this city before it's gone for good.

Thank you and I hope you can see your way to doing the right thing.

Matt Gunderson
Brown Bear Events
415-867-4715
matt_9 underson@brownbearevents.com
www.brownbearevents.com



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/18/2009 01:28 PM

To Ross Mirkarimi/BOS/SFGOV,

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: The Haight

cc

To "gavin.newsom" <gavin.newsom@slgov.org>,
"board.of.supervisors" <board.ol.supervisors@slgov.org>

Subject The Haight12/18/200911 :14 AM

----- Forwarded by Board 01 Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/18/2009 01:28 PM ----­

Sarah Lefton
<sarah@lefton.nel>
Sent by:
sarahlefton@gmail.com

c. W. Nevius, as much as he drives me crazy with his obsessive columns, is correct this time for
sure.

The Haight Ashbury is out of control. I lived in this beautiful, historic neighborhood for years (on
the corner of Delmar and Waller) and left last year because it was becoming a hostile, scary
environment. The street punks are scary, aggressive and yell nasty things at me. I am tired of
being assaulted as a "yuppie," a "breeder" and all sorts of other things just because I dare walk
down my local commercial strip. I am struggling artist like many other neighborhood residents,
and don't deserve the abuse, nor will I bring my newborn to the neighborhood lest he suffer the
catcalls too.

I avoided Haight Street and patronized the establishments on Cole Street instead when I could,
but a mere trip to the post office or the convenience store sometimes has to happen.

I don't care how you do it - through a sit/lie law, or just through putting cops on the corners, but
you've got to get these kids out. The neighborhood has become a dangerous and scary place for
residents, not just tourists. It's not fair.

Thank you,
Sarah Lefton
Bernal Heights
415.305-5282



"J Taylor"
<jtaylr@gmail.com>

12/16/200911:31 PM

To <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>,
<gavin .newsom@sfgov.org>,
<AmerieanVoiees@mail.house.gov>

ee

bee

Subject Environmental Suggestion

Dear Sirs -
I'd like to propose a carbon offset tax based on a one cent or partial cent tax on a
gallon of gasoline. Currently we have other taxes that levied against gas, and it seems that
adding an extra penny to help save the environment would be a necessary expenditure.

For an average car, this tax would cost 10-20 cents per fill up.

I am proposing that all revenues generated from this tax would be spend solely on carbon off-setting
measures.
Usually I am vehemently against taxes, but I would not be upset if I had to spend less than a single
quarter to help
the environment and do my best to offset the damage my vehicle is causing the environment. My
contributions could go to
replanting trees, purchasing lands slated to be cut down or benefiting alternative energy solutions.

As a progressive community it is our duty to be the innovators and be the leader in solving current
problems.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

J Taylor



Fmncisco Da Cosla
<fdc1947@gmail.com>

12/16/200901:41 PM

To Francisco Da Costa <fdc1947@gmail.com>

cc

bcc Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

Subject Aiice Griffith Pubiic Housing SHAFTED by SF
Redeveiopment Commissioners.

We do not have one single SF Redevelopment Commissioner representing the true interests
of the Bayview Hunters Point, Candlestick Point and Visitation Valley - NOT ONE. Think
about that!

Alice Griffith Public Housing Residents are openly being SHAFTED by SF Redevelopment
Commissioners:

http://www.indy bay.o rg/newsitems/2009/12/16/18632782.php

Francisco Da Costa



taravance
<taragni@gmail.com>

12/07/2009 02:40 PM

To gavin.newsom@sfgov.org. board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc

bcc

Subject Harassment of SF Citizens Must be Stopped

All:

I am very sick and tired of hearing story upon story of members of the SFPD and other
'peace-keeping' agencies in San Francisco unduly harassing the Citizens of San Francisco. As I
hope you have read from the past week or so in the San Francisco Bay Guardian, there are even
private parties which these Policemen and Policewomen and agents RUDELY crash and
confiscated private property.

Most of these citizens being harassed are doing nothing wrong. And even if they were
transgressing some laws, they DESERVE RESPECT from these agents and officers who are
supposed to be 'keeping the peace' and setting an example. This is absolutely outrageous, and I
hope you take this very seriously and do something about it.

One officer's name who keeps coming up in particular is Larry Bertrand. I find it repugnant that
there are people out there stabbing innocent people on SFMUNI, and yet adults having a party
are the ones being thrown injail. Talk about misplaced priorities.

Please help me be once again proud to call San Francisco home.

With best regards,

Tara Vance

http://www.sfbg.com/printable entry.php?entry id=9462
http://www.boingboing.net/2009/11 /18/sfpd-cops-from-imagi.htmJ

http://www.sfweekly.coml2009-11-18/music/s·f·cops-may-have·gone-too-far-in-seizing-dj-gear·
at·underground·parties/l

With respect to this part of the visit: "1escorted him to the back office and showed him the permits on the
wall there. He said that we needed to have the original on display at the main bar and copies of the ABC
permit at all the other bars."

Officer Bertrand is wrong. The ONLY ABC posting requirement is in Section 24046 (below) and that
requires posting of the license in a "conspicuous place." Many licensees keep the main license behind the
hack har for this reason, and many others keep it on the wall outside of the office. The point is that it
can't be behind a locked door. You do NOT need copies of the permit at the other bars. This is a pretty
typical abuse pattern; the police decide themselves what the law is, tell that to you aod then proceed to
enforce it through intimidation .

....-Original Message....·

Last night, from DNA's night manager:

> Friday 12-04-09 at 11:15 pm
>



> Police cars #1207 and # 1257 stopped at DNA Lounge. Officer Larry Bertrand got out of#1257 and
requested a manager out front. I responded to the call. The officer asked to see our permits. 1 escorted
him inside to the box office and showed him our permits displayed on the wall. He then asked to see our
ABC license. 1escorted him to the back office and showed him the permits on the wall there. He said that
we needed to have the original on display at the main bar and copies of the ABC permit at all the other
bars. 1said that 1 would make that happen and if there was anything special going on. He responded that it
was just a part of his regular rounds. As 1 was escorting him out of the office he stopped and said, tell
Jamie that Officer Bertrand #414 stopped by and that we would be seeing a lot of him in the future."
> As 1was escorting him out of the club that had closed at 11:10 pm he told me to get the side walk out
front clear. 1 sent all the security staff outside to comply with his wishes. As he was standing out front
with his ticket book in hand he stated to David Bell, " Ifwe don't immediately clear the side walk 100yards
in both directions from the building he was going to cite the manager." He stood out front for aprox. ten
more minutes before leaving.

"Live with intention. Walk to the edge. Listen hard. Practice wellness. Play with abandon. Laugh.
Choose with no regret. Appreciate your friends. Continue to learn. Do what you love. Live as if
this is all there is."
-Mary Anne Radmacher
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COMMISSIONERS

Jim Kellogg, President
Concord

Richard Rogers, Vice President
Carpinteria

Michael Sutton,Member
Monterey

Daniel W. Richards, Member
Upland

Donald Benninghoven, Member
SantaBarbara

STATEOF CALIFORNIA

Fish and Game Commission

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall

December 23, 2009

TO ALL AFFECTED AND INTERESTED PARTIES:

This is to provide you with a copy of the notice of proposed emergency regulatory action
relating to incidental take of Pacific fisher.

Sincerely,

Sherrie Fonbuena
Associate Governmental Program Analyst

Attachments



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/28/2009 11:41 AM

To Rana Caionsag/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Lolita
Rivas/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091208-008

To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>

cc "Black, Sue" <SBlack@sfwater.org>, "Brown, Vailie"
<Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
<Rlck.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
<PhiI.Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Hines, Timothy"
<Timothy.Hines@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank W"
<Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, "Nuru, Mohammed"
<Mohammed.Nuru@sfdpw.org>, "Poilock, Jeremy"
<Jeremy.Poilock@sfgov.org>, "Reiskin, Ed"
<Ed.Reiskin@sfdpw.org>, "Rodis, Nathan"
<Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Stringer, Larry"
<Larry.Stringer@sfdpw.org>
RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091208-008SUbject

12/24/2009 03:44 PM

,---- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 12/28/2009 11:40 AM ----­

"Vaing, Jonathan"
<Jonathan.Vaing@sfdpw.org
>

Here's the status of removing graffiti from the public property at the
following locations:

Utility Boxes:
Northeast corner Post & Broderick
Northeast corner Ivy & Buchanan
Northwest corner Fillmore & Hermann
Northeast corner Linden & Buchanan
Southeast corner Golden Gate & Scott

SRi! 989875 (Abated 12-15 09)
SRi! 989878 (Abated 12-15-09)
SRi! 989879 (Abated 12-15-09)
SRi! 989880 (Abated 12-15-09)
SRi! 984384 (Abated 12-15-09)

Bus Shelter:
Southwest corner Hayes & Fillmore SRi! 989884 (e-mail to 311 for Clear

Channel)
Southwest corner Buchanan & Haight SRi! 989886 (e-mail to 311 for Clear

Channel)
Fillmore & Haight (all 4 bus stops, graffiti & grime) SRi! 989313 (e-mail

to 311 for Clear Channel)

Emergency Boxes:
Northeast corner Golden Gate & Scott
Northeast corner O'Farrell & Scott

SRi! 989882 (Abated 12-15-09)
SRi! 989883 (Abated 12-15-09)

Jonathan C. Vaing
SF DPW Graffiti Unit
Operation Supervisor I
(415) 695-2181



-----Original Message----­
From: Radis, Nathan
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2009 2:00 PM
To: Vaing, Jonathan
Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Stringer, Larry
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY # 20091208-008

Jonathan,

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Frank W. Lee and
myself because we are tracking these requests.

Thank you!

Nathan Rodis
Assistant to the Director's Office
Department of Public Works
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 348
San Francisco, CA 94102
Ph: (415) 554-6932 Fax: (415) 554-6944

-----Original Message----­
From: Board of Supervisors
Sent: Friday, December 11, 2009 4:06 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO:

FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:
FILE NO.

Edward Reiskin
Public Works

Clerk of the Board
12/11/2009
20091208-008

Due Date: 1/10/2010

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 12/8/2009.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from the public property at the following locations:

Utility Boxes
Northeast corner Post & Broderick
Northeast corner Ivy & Buchanan
Northwest corner Fillmore & Hermann
Northeast corner Linden & Buchanan
Southeast corner Golden Gate & Scott



BUS Shelter
Southwest corner Hayes & Fillmore
Southwest corner Buchanan & Haight
Fillmore & Haight (all 4 bus stops, graffiti & grime)

Emergency Boxes
Northeast corner Golden Gate & Scott
Northeast corner O'Farrell & Scott

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisor(s) noted above.

Your response to this inquiry is requested by 1/10/2010



Board of
Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV

12/28/2009 11:53 AM

To BOS ConstituentMail Distribution,

cc

bcc

Subject Fw: Who needs science? Newsom mulls cell phonewarnings

•
To Board of Supervisors<Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>,

Richard Knee <rak0408@earthlink.net>, Allen Grossman
<grossman356@mac.com>, Ross Mirkarimi
<Ross.Mirkarimi@sfgov.org>, Rick Galbreath
<Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, superdaly
<superdaly@yahoo.com>, Chris Vein
<chris.vein@sfgov.org>, Pro-SF<home@prosf.org>, Chris
Daly <Chris.Daly@sfgov.org>, David Campos
<David.Campos@sfgov.org>

Please respond to
kimo@webnetic.net

12/26/200905:14 PM

----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 1212812009 11:53 AM ----­

Kimo Crossman
<kimo@webnetic.net>
Sent by:
kimocrossman@gmail.com

cc

Subject Who needs science? Newsom mulls cell phone warnings

http://arstechnica.com/science/news/2009/12/who-needs-science-lawmakers-mu11-cell-phone-war
nings.ars

Who needs science? Lawmakers mull cell phone warnings

Maine and San Francisco are apparently considering attaching health warning labels to cell phones, even thou
pose a health risk.

By John Timmer I Last updated December 21, 20092:15 PM
Text Size ll:i Iii!
Print this article
Leave a comment

According to an Associated Press report, a state legislator from Maine has introduced a bill that would attach a warning
feature bold red text warning of the danger of brain cancer, and feature an image of a small brain. There's one small pro
phones increase the risk of brain cancer.
The AP story provides a convenient way to look at a whole series of relevant issues: nonscientific policy initiatives, sciei
contentious scientific issues. We'll start with the science.
Cell phones emit radiation in an area of the spectrum that isn't capable of rearranging the chemical bonds of bioiogical :
not). The energy is able to heat water, and that heat may influence biological systems. But there's no obvious connectic



issues, meaning there's no clear mechanism linking cell phoneswith health problems.
In the absenceof a mechanism, epidemiological studies might be used to identifya risk. Here, the literature is a bit mor
associations between cell phone use and specific cancers (or, in one case, the location of the cancer and the side of th
So, it's possiblefor someone to read the literatureand conclude there's some risk; that reading, however, would have t,
argue against it.
In the most recent example, publishedjust this month, the records of nationalhealth services in Nordiccountries were,
rates of some cancers have risen over the last 30 years, there was no change in the rate of increase since the boom in
have led the majority of the scientific community to reacha consensus: any influence of cell phones on brain cancer rat
phones simply haven'tbeen in general use long enough for us to evaluatethat risk.
As with any scientific consensus, there are dissenters, and the AP article features them prominently. These include the
bases his claims on unpublished data, and a report from an organization called the BiolnitiativeWorking Group, which i
reporter, however, didn't appear to have bothered to evaluatethe Bioinitiative document; doing so would have revealed
the current biomedical literature. In short, the report doesn'tappear to be a reliable guide to the scientific literature, mak
Although the National Cancer Institute is given the final say (no apparent risks at this time), the article highlights one of
attempting to providea sense of balance, it uncritically provides space to those who dissent from the prevailing consent
dug into the scientific literature.
(Presumably in an attempt to humanize the report, it also presents the opinion of a Maine cell phone user, even though
way especially informedabout the topic.)
As for the legislation in question, the person who introduced it (DemocratAndrea Boland, for the curious) apparently cls
between cell phones and cancer, and wants the warning to target children and pregnantwomen. It's clear that the legisl
stopped it from being introducedand promoted. Unlessthe bill is made an issue in an upcoming campaign, however, B
something that runs counter to the best availableevidence.
Boland's bill gets lumped in with another potential law, one being pushed by San Francisco mayorGavin Newsom. In c'
promotinga law that would require cell phonessold in the city to carry an indication of the amount ofradiation that their
certainlystoke unwarranted fears, it's actually a reasonable approach given the current state of the science. We can't c
decades of exposure; the bill would provide those who want to exercisecaution with an opportunity to limit their exposu
effort," despite the fact that its focus-informing cell phone buyers-is almost exactly the oppositeof the Maine bill, whi,
At this point, neitherof the efforts have passed. The Maine legislation is being introducedduring the January session. I­
educate its backers on understanding scientific evidence.
Journal of the National Cancer Institute, 2009. DOl: 10.1093/jnci/djp415



Deborah Lucero/HRC/SFGOV

12/2812009 10:39AM

To board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

cc

bcc

Subject 20091020-004

The attached Memorandum is from Ms. Theresa Sparks of the S.F. Human Rights Commission and Mr.
Chris Vein of the Department of Technology.

~.I~
Clerk of the Board_Ref 20091 020·004_1222.09.pdf

Deborah Lucero on behalfof Theresa Sparks, Executive Director
S.F. Human Rights Commission
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 800
San Francisco, CA 94102-6033
(415) 252-2538: Direct
(415) 252-2500: Main
(415) 431-5764: Fax



City and County of San Francisco

Oavtn Newsom
Mayor

Human Rights Commission
Contract Compllanec

Dispute Re.sulutlol:.l/Falr H(}IJ!I!llg
Snll~lI ;\IIlcl'o LocalBustness Enterprise

Lesbian GuyBlsexunl TI':losgemlel' & lIIV Disr.l'imfnatlon

TheresaSparlu
ExecutlV0 Director

TO:
FROM:
DATE:
REFERENCE:

Clerk of the Board c . ~
Theresa Sparks andChris Vein ·-i'rl.4(,}:' ,\i \-, ..

~_h~.,l" \<:I y \
December 22,2009 /' .' : ':" ..'
20091020-004 ! I ,} ,.... /' ,,'

.. -'."j

'ThisMemorandum responds to the Inquiry from Supervisor Duftymadeat theBoard meeting on
10/20/2009, Specifically, Supervisor Dufty requested thefollowing:

A report fromthe Controller, Human Rights Commission (HRC) andDepartment of
Technology on the need and value of upgrading HRC database of certified firms to
.improve keyword search capabilities; and,

Information regarding how improving keyword searches and reflecting Standard
Industrial Classifications (SIC) andNArcs Classifications couldenable users to refine
searches andbetter identifysmall and localbusinesses to bidon Citywork.

The Department of Technology and theHuman Rights Commission have collaborated In the
development of a workplan for the implementation of improvements to the certification
database. Theproposed modifications will require approximately 90 hours of
programmer/analyst time for the following reasons:

1. Thefunctionality of the current webpagewill likely have to be modified.
2. Thesearch function must be modified to become compatible with thecurrent .net

framework.
3. Additional programming is required to allowsimultaneous search of Public Utilities

Commission Local Business Enterprise vendors and Non-Public Utilities
Commission LocalBusiness Enterprise vendors.

Approximately 60 hours of a programmer/analyst timewill be required toupgrade the search
application, changethe look and feel of theapplication, utilize a non-administrative password
andimplement the upgrades into production. Alladditional 30 hours will beneeded for the
searchenhancements.

r trust this work plan is responsive to theOctober 20,2009 Inquiry. However, if youhave
additional questions or concerns, please contacted me and we willbe responsive to yourneeds.

2Sven NessAvenue
Suite 800

San Pranclsco
CntifQrllia 94102·6033

TEL(415)252-2500
FAx~H5) 431-5764
TO})(4 tfi)252-7.550

www,:;fgQY.&.mLB1blll'ILllnJ.lghlii



NOTICE

On December 22, 2009, an Application ofBay Airporter Express, Inc., was til with~

California Public Utilities Commission, seeking a passenger stage corporation certificate to perform

an on-call, door-to-door service on a 24-hours per day, seven days per week basis between points in

San Francisco, Alameda, Contra Costa, Solano, and Sll>/J Mateo Counties, on the one hand, and the San

Francisco, Oakland and San Jose International Airports, on the other hand. The service will be

performed over the most convenient routes between the airports and points oforigin and destinations

within the proposed service area. The proposed fares to be assessed the public for this service are set

forth in Exhibit "D" of the Application. A copy of the Application and related exhibits will be

furnished by Applicant upon receipt of a written request for such documents. Please direct the request

to Daniel W. Baker, 3643 Baker Lane, Lafayette, California 94549.

(This Notice is issued pursuant to Rule 21(k) of the Commission's Rules of Practice

and Procedure.)
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