C-Pages — BOS Meeting 10/26/10

Petitions and Communications received from October 12, 2010, through
October 18, 2010, for reference by the President to Committee considering
related matters, or to be ordered filed by the Clerk on October 26, 2010.

From Andrea O’Leary, submitting copy of letter sent to the Recreation and
Park Commission regarding outreach issues. (1)

From Aaron Goodman, submitting his concerns with the Parkmerced
Project. (2)

From concerned citizens, submitting support for the Parkmerced Project.
File No. 100979, 5 letters (3)

From Edith McMillan, submitting opposition to alterations to the Board of
Supervisors' Legislative Chamber. File No. 101182, Copy: Each
Supervisor (4)

From Department of Public Health, submitting a letter from the Director,
Environmental Health, requesting nomination of a restaurant in each
district. Copy: Each Supervisor (5)

From Real Estate Division, submitting a letter of receipt regarding the
Japantown City Agency Work Group. Copy: Supervisor Mirkarimi (6)

From Office of the Controller, submitting compliance audit of Hawaiian
Airlines, Inc. Copy: Mayor, Each Supervisor, Budget Analyst, Civil Grand
Jury and Public Library. (7)

From City Administrator and Chair, Capital Planning Committee, submitting
recommendations of the Capital Planning Committee on the issuance and
sale of the earthquake safety and emergency response general obligation
bond. (8)

From Francisco Da Costa, submitting a link to an article regarding Lennar
and Parcel A at Hunters Point Naval Shipyard. (9)

From Francisco Da Costa, submitting a link to an article regarding the
America's Cup. (10)



From James Carrigan, submitting information on Fire Station No. 2 double-
parking on Powell Street during morning rush hour. (11)

From Julie Eckardt, submitting a letter of support for the plan to allow
Recology to transport materials from the City to Yuba County via rail
hauling. File No. 101225 (12)

From Department of the Environment, submitting an annual report for
calendar years 2008-2009. (13)

From Department of the Environment, submitting an annual report on the
City's green purchasing program (14)

From Robert Geshlider, submitting opposition to California Pacific Medical
Center's Master Plan for St. Luke's Hospital and the new Cathedral Hill
facility. (15)

From Public Utilities Commission, requesting the calendaring of a release
of reserve on the Public Utilities Commission Sustainable Energy Account
Project CUH947. (16)

From concerned citizens, submitting opinions on setting nutritional
standards for restaurant food sold accompanied by toys or other youth
focused incentive items. File No. 101096, 35 letters (17)

From Jim Toner, submitting opposition to setting nutritional standards for
restaurant food sold accompanied by toys or other youth focused incentive
items. File No. 101096 (18)

From James Chaffee, submitting an article on the Ethics Commission and
its recommendation of the President of the Library Commission’s conduct.
2 letters (19)

From Bill Quan, submitting a letter recommending amending the
enforcement and compliance procedures for nuisance. File No. 101062.
(20)



From Real Estate Division, submitting a letter of receipt of Board of
Supervisors inquiry regarding Japantown City Agency Work Group. (21)

From Fior d’ Italia, submitting Cowboy Bob’s Bum Report regarding Board
of Supervisors’ legislation verses the homeless issues in San Francisco.
(22)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the September monthly overtime
report. (23)

From Axis of Love, submitting a release regarding Axis of Love’s protest of
the issuance of a violation against a social service/non-profit. (24)

From Katherine Howard, Golden Gate Park Preservation Alliance,
submitting a letter regarding Westside Recycled Water Treatment Plant.
(25)

From the Airport Commission, submitting a report on concession audit of
Host International, Inc. (26)

From Judith Berkowitz, Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods,
submitting a letter regarding resolution to the proposed construction of the
Westside Water Treatment Plant in Golden Gate Park. (27)



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bee:

Date,
Subject:
Sent by:

Subject: Fw: Outreach Issue beginnings

jultonedes@acl.com

recpark.commission@sfgov.org

“Sunnyside Park Families & Neighbors" <SPFamilles@aol.com>, "Friends of Sunnyside
Conservatory.org” <info@sunnysideconservatory.org>, "Board of Supervisors, Clerk”
<Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org>

101372010 09:13 PM

Ouireach Issue beginnings

teresarick830@gmail.com N

Dear Commissioners:
Re: OUTREACH POLICY

I will reserve my final views on the issue of RPD "Qutreach" to the public when all the
information surfaces.

My experience in discovery of the currently situation:

I learned from the SFGTV broadcasting of your Oct. 7 meeting that the current Outreach
Policy was presented to you in July; I went searching for it on-line.

The issue was on the July 15, 2010 Agenda but there were NO Supporting Documents for
it. '

I got lucky - there was a transcript of meeting notes which I am now trying to decipher
and digest.

My impressions from the Oct. 7 meeting:

Ms. Ballard confirmed that it is the intent of Dept. staff to get something done as quickly
as possible and to be done with it.

She made no mention that it is better to gef it right rather than get it dore.

Her interest was more about what date you would "pass” (early Nov.) whatever she
brought to you rather than making sure it had comprehensive vetting and was broadly
acceptable - otherwise, it would be a failure and you will hear no end to it. You all said
the issue was "too important” and I'm not convinced she heard you.

Not providing you with a complete file of the issue for review before the issue is
discussed should remind you that the public has even less access to the proper
information and certainly would not have the opportunity to provide thoughtful feedback;
reliance on conjecture when facts aren't available.

The outreach to park advocacy that was mentioned (NPC, SFPT, others?) cannot be
considered broad consensus from even the most involved of "stakeholders." Many, if not
most, advocacy groups do not align themselves with either of these organizations and
from personal experience, these folks, while sincere in their intentions, have had little
experience in the trials and tribulations neighborhood park advocacy groups have
lived-through with community consensus-building and Dept. resistances. Neither of them
put out anything that I saw asking the rest of us what we thought or what our priorities,
concerns, and experiences are - and some groups I work with have fiscal accounts with
them so there was no excuse not to reach-out to everyone. This is bad outreach in itself.
My greatest fear, as is with all these hearings: Whatever community outreach Ms.




Ballard might do to solicit broader input, sounds like none, it typically occurs the week
before the Commission meeting when it will be heard. This is TOO LATE for people to
send you correspondence on the issue and for it to get into your packets in time so that
you can review it for consideration. They say they had a community meeting on the issue
when the truth is that it only demonstrates an appearances of inclusion when it's very far
from that.
MY SUGGESTION: Get at least the Oct. 30 SF Quadrant Commission community meeting
under your belt and hold at least one more discovery meeting out in The City where the issue is
addressed directly WITH the public before addressing it at an official monthly hearing. Then do_
not vote to pass anything the first go-"round . Give the public every opportunity to respond
otherwise it will forever be labeled as a throat-stuffer.

There will never be complete agreement, but there should be clarity about HOW we got where
we ultimately end up. :
Better to not be stuck with another meaningless and not-enforced/able policy.

Thanks,
Andrea O'Leary

-




To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Ce:

Bee:

Subject:  Fw: [Parkmerced - destruction of open-space prior to any DEIR final comments/responses]

From: Aaron Goodman <amgodman@yahoo.com>

To: board.of supervisors@sfgov.org

Cec: linda.avery@sfgov.org

Date; 10/14/2010 01:48 PM

Subject: [Parkmerced - destruction of open-space prior to any DEIR final comments/responses]

Board of Supervisors

I noted the article in the SFSU-CSU Xpress on the initial start date of Oci21st for

the utilities project of the future Creative Arts Center build-out on the prior open-space

site of Parkmerced residents/tenants. It is highly troubling that the CSU-SFSU Masterplan
"utilities" project is being allowed to go forward prior to any adequate Historical Resources
Analysis being finalized or approved on the Parkmerced project. The SFSU-CSU Masterplan
EIR and the Parkmerced "vision" EIR both IGNORE the others property and the OVERALL
masterplanned community of Parkmerced as a national register eligible site. The open-space
was left in a deteriorated state post the SFSU-CSU purchase, with only the softball field

(due to title 9 requirements) was maintained by the university. The university has left the site

as a dumping grounds for construction projects, and ignored the prior use as a

COMMUNITY CENTER for residents of Parkmerced, and prior Montessori School site location.
This is a LOSS OF USE to tenants that was inadequately notified to residents upon its sale, and
bartered for a club-house rennovation and landscape work that was again shoddy and improperly
documented by prior ownership, and documented by tenant advocates Genevieve Callejo and
Lora Traveller as improper pass-throughs at the Rent Board. The SFSU-CSU Foundations use
of money for expansionistic projects without adequate review of their impacts or "fair-share"
fees assessed per City of Marina vs. CSU on the open-space, and housing is critical to be

looked at in the MOU negotiated prior.

This space is critical open-space area for the density of housing and was planned as a

key ammenity for residents along with the SFUSD site school, commercial area, and
southern planted area along brotherhood way. It is impossible to turn back the clock,

but essential as city representatives to look at this issue closely in how the dual developments
have circumvented CEQA and adequate analysis and review of the impacts on Parkmerced.

The pipeline project hides a more serious issue of lack of ANY information on the future
proposed Creative Arts Center, its size, scale, impact, and costs to students and the
community. The SFSU Masterplan did not indicate if room was available for tenants of
Parkmerced for meeting rooms, or if there was any open-space to remain post construction.

I seriously ask how would any of you like to see a building the size of the SFMOMA
dumped in your backyard or local park space. It does not take a rocket scientist to
see that this effort is inappropriate at this stage of the Parkmerced development and



EIR process with upcoming hearings on Nov. 18th and there is a need to seriously
question ANY work on this site due to the preservation issues involved until there is
an adequate and thorough analysis of the overall Parkmerced outline and the impacts
JOINTLY of the SFSU-CSU Masterplan and Parkmerced Vision project,

Sincerely

Aaron Goodman
amgodman@yahoo.com

--- On Thu, 10/14/10, amgodman@yahoo.com <amgodman@yahoo.com> wrote:

From: amgodman(@yahoo.com <amgodman@yahoo.com>

Subject: Golden Gate [X]press : Construction for new Creative Arts Center to begin Oct. 21
To: amgodman{@yahoo.com, jafmcc@aol.com

Date: Thursday, October 14, 2010, 12:58 PM

http://xpress.sfsu.eduw/archives/mews/015485.html

This message was sent by amgodman(@yahoo.com via http;//addthis.com. Please note that AddThis
does not verify email addresses.

Make sharing easier with the AddThis Toolbar: http://www.addthis.com/go/toolbar-em
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San Francisco Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
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RE: Support the Parkmerced Vision Project
Dear Honorable Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

This letter is to encourage you to support the Parkmerced Vision Project. This important
project will improve the housing quality of San Francisco. I have been a resident of San
Francisco for over fifteen years, and grew up on the Peninsula. 1 have seen the city go

through a myriad of changes and growth over the years, and know that cities must adapt
to thrive.

Parkmerced’s current inefficient and outdated units and layout are at the end of their
useful life. Parkmerced’s proposal to improve the housing supply and redevelop the

property into new, energy efficient units will be a benefit to the goal of sustainable
housing for San Francisco.

The quality of life for Parkmerced residents and the neighborhood will improve as the
new project will result in better public transit, as well as attracting new retail and social
services to the area. Iunderstand that current residents who will be temporarily displaced
have been offered new and better units at the same rents by Parkmerced management, as
well as continued protection under rent control, lessening any short-term inconveniences.

The Parkmerced Vision Project will increase quality housing for all of San Francisco, as
well as revitalize the Lake Merced neighborhood. I support the Parkmerced Vision
Project, and I strongly encourage the Board to support the projeet as well.
Sincerely,
}
MM’\ Y, -

Marina Franco
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To the San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am writing in support of the Parkmerced Vision project. As a native San
Franciscan who grew up and continues to live near the West Portal area, I would
love to see the Parkmerced area redeveloped.

The Parkmerced Vision will be providing a once-in-a lifetime opportunity to
transform an aging housing complex and the surrounding area into a vibrant -
neighborhood not only for locals/natives such as myself but more importantly for
the Residents. For those Residents who live in apartments slated for replacement,
Management will provide onsite, replacement, rent-controlled units.

The proposed project will improve energy and water efficiency, unit layout,
handicap accessibility and overall Resident comfort. The project will also
encourage non-motorized transit by bringing in local retail and services, beginning
a bicycle sharing network, implementing a new multi-use paths to connect
Parkmerced to surrounding neighborhoods, and coordinating the re-routing of
public transportation. These improvements will improve the quality of life for
Residents in Parkmerced and citywide. |

The Parkmerced Vision project will create a Resident oriented community that
reflects the richness of San Francisco’s cultural diversity and the city’s commitment
to social and economic equity. I fully support the project and urge you to do the
same. .

Sincerely,

Gusm S

Susan Sangiacomo
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PO Box 29055
San Francisco, CA 94129
ph: 415.474.1321

" michagl@sf-interfaith.org
www.sf-interfaith.org

Michael G. Pappas, M.Div.
Executive Director

- Board of Directors:
Rev, James Delange, Chair
St Erancis Lutheran Church
Rita R. Semel, Executive Vice-Chair
Congregation Emarne-El
Frances Johns, Secretary
Calvary Presbyterian Church
Ron Dudum, Chief Financial Officer
Eastemn Orthodox Jerusalent Patriarchy
Abby Michelson Porth, Frogram Chair
Cengregation Fmanu-el
Alessa Adamo
San Francisco CARD
Rev, Amos Brown
Third Baptist Churck
Sister Chandru Desai
Brahma Kumarts Center
Rev, Paul Chaffee
Tnierfaith Center at The Presidio
Rev. Elizabeth Ekdale
St. Mark's Lutheran Church
Hickbar Hai
United Mauslims of America
G.1.. Hodge
Providence Baptist Church
Rev. Charies Eallmann
Old 51, Mary's Catholic Church
Rev. John Oda,
Pine United Methodist Church
Rev. P. Gerard O’Routke
Archdiocese of San Francisca
Rabbi Stephen Pearce
Congregation Emane-El
Lois Peacock
Tion Lutheran Clurch

Marilyr Saner
Charch of The Incarnation (Episcopal)
Rev, Mark Stanger

Grace Cathedral Episcopa! Church
Rev. Laird Stuart

Calvary Presbyterian Church
Rev. John Talesfore

The Cathedral of S Mary
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the San Francisco Interfuith Council '

brings people together 10 build understanding and serve our compynity.
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san Francisco Board of Supefvisors
c/o Angela Calvilo (Clerk of the Board of Supervisors)
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place — »

City Hall, Room 244 ‘
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 A ! Q@MM
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Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

As Executive Director of the San Francisco Interfaith Council, I have had the
opportunity to work with the owners and managers at Parkmerced for
several years. Itismy experience that parkmerced has been a commitied
and effective partner with the entire Brotherhood Way Community of
religious and scholastic institutions.

Repfésentativés‘of parkmerced sat on the first Brotherhood Way Community
Committee that planned and presented an event commemorating the
September 11, 2001 tragedy in New York. They have participated in and
supported several events at St Thomas More Church and St Thomas More
Seheol Most recently they Wre instrumi i1 OFoker 2009 for providing
logistics for the SFIC/Brotherhood Way Association’s 20th Anniversary

Observance of the Lofia Prieta T rthiquake, held in conjunction with the SF

Interfaith CROP/Hunger Walk: the latter financiall

international humanitarian aid organizations and the City’s Interfaith Winter

benefitting the efforts of
Shelter for Homeless Men. They will also be partniers inv this charity walk
around Lake Merced on October 24, 2010. 1 look forward to an ever
expanding relationship with parkmerced and view their comprehensive
planning efforts as leading the way for a renewal of the Brotherhood Way
comaunity along with the entire Wesiside of San Francisco.
| believe implementing Parkmerced’s vision will contribute to the
betterment of the community by providing much needed housing,
transportation improvements and stronger community. Parkmerced has
shown in both word arid action that is wholly connected to and in support
of the spiritual and educational organizations along Brotherhood Way and -

-

by extension, the whale

or S T
L S dasdE

Executive Director CERAL] L e R e e
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October 6, 2010

San Francisco Board of Supervisors.

Ciey Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

] am a lifelong resident and voter in San Francisco and wish to inform you of my strong support for the
Parkmerced Vision project.

Parkmerced’s proposal to redevelop the outdated housing stock in the Southwest boarder of our city will be
a welcome addition that will improve the neighborhood, encourage non-automobile transportation, and
improve the quality of life for those who live there and in the surrounding area.

I urge you to support this important and well planned project.

Sincerely,

Ay

85:€ Wd 8- 1300102
R
b4
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October 8, 2010

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

| Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, California 94102

RE: Support the Parkmerced Vision Project
Dear Honorable Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

This letter is to encourage you to support the Parkmerced Vision Project. This important
project will improve the housing quality of San Francisco. I have been a resident of San
Francisco for over twelve years, and grew up on the Peninsula. I have seen the city go
through a myriad of changes and growth over the years, and know that cities must adapt
to thrive.

Parkmerced’s current inefficient and outdated units and layout are at the end of their
useful life. Parkmerced’s proposal to improve the housing supply and redevelop the
property into new, energy efficient units will be a benefit to the goal of sustainable
housing for San Francisco.

The quality of life for Parkmerced residents and the neighborhood will improve as the
new project will result in better public transit, as well as attracting new retail and social
services to the area. [understand that current residents who will be temporarily displaced
have been offered new and better units at the same rents by Parkmerced management, as
well as continued protection under rent control, lessening an ; short-term inconveniences.

The Parkmerced Vision Project will increase quality housing for all of San Francisco, as
well as revitalize the Lake Merced neighborhood. 1 support the Parkmerced Vision
Project, and I strongly encourage the Board to support the project as well.

Sincerely,

AUC

Anna Maria Franco
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To: BOS Constituent Mait Distribution,

Cc:

Bee:

Subject: Restaurant Appreciation Month - Need BOS nominations by October 14th

From: Paula Johes/DPH/SFGOV
To: Board of Supervisors/BOS/ISFGOV@SFGOV
Ce: LinShao Chin/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Les Hilger’/BOSISFGOV@SFGOV, Victor

Lim/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Catherine Rauschuber/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Katy
Tang/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Cammy Blackstone/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Catherine
Stefani/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Bill Bames/BOS/ISFGOV@SFGOV, Rick
Galbreath/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Vallie Brown/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Jeremy
Pollock/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Tom Jackson/BOS/SFGOVE@SFGOV, April
Veneracion/BOS/SFGOV@SF GOV, Olivia Scanlon/BOS/ISFGOV@SFGOV, Alexander
Volberding/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Boe Hayward/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Alex
Rahdolph/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Sheila Chung Hagen/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Jon
Lau/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Alice Guidry/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Raquel
Redondiez/BOS/SFGOVE@SFGOV, Frances Hsieh/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Regina
Dick-Endrizzi/MAYOR/SFGOV@SFGOV, Lisa O'Malley/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Richard
Lee/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Angela Calvillo/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, kwestiye@ggra org

Date: 10/08/2010 02:29 PM

Subject: Restaurant Appreciation Month - Need BOS nominations by QOctober 14th

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors and staff:

Please find attached a letter from Rajiv Bhatia, Director of Environmental Health, requesting that you
nominate a restaurant in your district you would like to recognize with a Cerlificate of Honor at 3:30 pm on
October 26th at the Board of Supervisors meeting.

To ensure that all of the restaurants are in compliance with health and safety, labor, and business license
requirements, each of the nominated restaurants will each be screened with DPH, OSLE, and the Tax
Collector. For this reason, please provide us with your top three choices.

Also attached is a nomination form. Please complete the nomination form and return it to me by October
14th. We will screen the nominations and provide you with a final list no later than October 15th.

If you have any questions, please call me at 415-252-3853 or email me at: patia.jones@sidph.org.

Thank you for your assistance!

Restaurant Apprecigtion Momination Form dot

Paula

Paula Jones

Director of Food Systems

San Francisco Department of Public Health (Environmental HeaEEh Section)

PhD Candidate - University of California, Santa Cruz (En\nronmental Studies Depariment)
cfo 1390 Market Street, Suite 822

San Francisco, CA 94102

{415) 252-3853 phone



Ay L, Brown Ci_ty -a.;n_d ounty of Ban F'n_g:_’isgio
Director of Real Estate REAL ESTATE DIVISION

MEMORANDUM

October 12, 2010

TO: Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board -

FROM: Amy L. Browi O’W‘O ﬁp PBLN”H’

Director of Real Estate

SUBJECT: Japéntown. City Agéncy Work Group
Staff Contact ' '
Reference No. 20101005-008

[ am in receipt of your letter dated October 8, 2010, relative to Reference No. 20101005-008. Please
be advised that Amy Brown; Director of Real Estate, will be the contact on behalf of the Real Estate
Division to participate in the J a?antowri“(”)ity Agency Work Group to assist in coordinating efforts
between the City, consultants and the community on the Planning Department’s Japantown Better
Neighborhoods Plan. S

ce: Supervisor Mirkarimi

iAmanngers\admin ab\bos ref 20101005-008.doc

Office of the Director of Real Estdte < 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 - San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-9850 + FAX: (415) 552-9216 :




AIRPORT COMMISSION:

Compliance Audit of
Hawaiian Airlines, Inc.

October 13, 2010




CONTROLLER’S OFFICE
CITY SERVICES AUDITOR

The City Services Auditor was created within the Controller's Office through an amendment to the
City Charter that was approved by voters in November 2003. Under Appendix F to the City Charter,
the City Services Auditor has broad authority for:
Reporting on the level and effectiveness of San Francisco's public services and
benchmarking the city to other public agencies and jurisdictions.
Conducting financial and performance audits of city departments, contractors, and functions
{o assess efficiency and effectiveness of processes and services. ’
Operating a whistleblower hotline and website and investigating reports of waste, fraud, and
abuse of city resources.
Ensuring the financial integrity and improving the overall performance and efficiency of city
government.

The audits unit conducts financial audits, attestation engagements, and performance audits. Financial
audits address the financial integrity of both city departments and contractors and provide reasonable
assurance about whether financial statements are presented fairly in all material aspects in
conformity with generally accepted accounting principles. Attestation engagements examine, review,
or perform procedures on a broad range of subjects such as internal confrols; compliance with
requirements of specified laws, regulations, rules, contracts, or grants; and the reliability of
performance measures. Performance audits focus primarily on assessment of city services and
processes, providing recommendations to improve department operations.

We conduct our audits in accordance with the Government Auditing Standards published by the U.S.
Government Accountability Office (GAQ). These standards require:
Independence of audit staff and the audit organization.
Obijectivity of the auditors performing the work,
Competent staff, including continuing professional education.
Quality control procedures to provide reasonable assurance of compliance with the auditing
standards.

Audit Team: Paige Alderete, Audit Manager
Vivian Chu, Associate Auditor



CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER Ben Rosenfield
Controller

Monigque Zmuda
Deputy Controller

October 13, 2010

San Francisco Airport Commission John L. Martin, Director

P.O. Box 8097 P.O. Box 8097

San Francisco International Airport San Francisco International Airport
San Francisco, CA 94128 San Francisco, CA 94128

President, Members, and Director Martin:

The Controller's Office, City Services Auditor (CSA), presents its report concerning the audit of
Hawaiian Airlines, Inc. (Hawaiian). Hawaiian has an airline operating permit from the Airport
Commission of the City and County of San Francisco (City) to use the landing facilities at San
Francisco International Airport {(SFO) for its air transportation business.

Re;iorting Period: July 1, 2008, through June 30, 2010

Fees Paid: _ $707,297

Results:

Hawaiian reported 744 revenue aircraft landings to the Airport Department (Airport) for the audit
pericd but overreported two revenue aircraft landings in June 2010. Hawaiian incorrectly
reported the aircraft type for 16 revenue aircraft landings in August 2009 and two revenue
aircraft landings in January 2010. As a net result of these errors, Hawaiian overpaid $1,307 in
landing fees to the Airport.

The responses from the Airport and Hawaiian are attached to this report. The Controller's
Office, City Services Auditor, will work with the Airport to foliow up on the status of the
recommendations made in this report.

Respectfully submitted,

W

Tonia Lediju
Director of Audits

cc. Mayor
Board of Supervisors
Budget Analyst
Civil Grand Jury
Public Library

415-854-7500 City Hali « 1 Dr. Cariton B, Goodlett Place « Room 316 » San Francisco CA 94102-4694 FAX 415-554-7466
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INTRODUCTION

Audit Authority

Background

Scope and Methodology

The Office of the Controller (Controiler) has authority under
the San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 10, Article
1, Section 10.6-2 fo audit, at regular intervals, all leases of
City-owned real property where rent of $100,000 or more a
year is to be paid to the City. In addition, the City Charter
provides the Controller, City Services Auditor (CSA), with
broad authority to conduct audits. This audit was conducted
under that authority and pursuant to an audit plan agreed to
by the Controller and the Airport Department (Airport).

Hawaiian Airlines, Inc. (Hawaiian} has an airline operating
permit (permit) from the Airport Commission (Commission)
of the City to use the landing facilities at San Francisco
International Airport (SFO) for its air transportation
business. The permit, which commenced on May 1, 1897,
requires Hawaiian to submit to the Airport a monthly report
showing Hawaiian’s actual revenue aircraft landings by
aircraft type and other landing data necessary to calculate
the landing fees. The Airport charges Hawaiian a landing
fee based on the maximum landing weight of its revenue
aircraft landings at SFO. These landings are those for
which Hawaiian has received or made a monetary fee or
charge. For every 1,000 pounds of aircraft landed, the
Commission sets a fee that it may change annually. During
the audit period, the Airport’s fee per 1,000 pounds was
$3.00 for fiscal year 2008-09, and $3.15 for fiscal year
2009-10.

The purpose of this audit was to determine whether
Hawaiian complied with the reporting and payment
provisions of its permit. The audit covered the period from
July 1, 2008, through June 30, 2010.

The audit team conducted this audit by:

« Examining the applicable terms of Hawaiian’s permit
and the adequacy of its procedures for recording,
summarizing, and reporting revenue aircraft
landings.

+ Testing whether Hawaiian accurately reported its
revenue aircraft landings and the maximum landing
weights of its aircrafts that landed at SFO.




¢ Verifying whether Hawaiian had any outstanding
landing fee payments due to the Airport for the audit
period.

This performance audit was conducted in accordance with
generally accepted government auditing standards. These
standards require planning and performing the audit to
obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a
reasonable basis for findings and conclusions based on the
audit objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained
provides a reasonable basis for our findings and
conclusions based on our audit objectives,




AUDIT RESULTS

Hawalian Alirlines Hawaiian Airlines, Inc. (Hawaiian) reported 744 revenue
Overpaid aircraft landings, for which it paid $707,297 in landing
Its Landing Fees by fees {o the Airport for the period from July 1, 2008,

- $1,307 | through June 30, 2010.

Due to errors in preparing monthly reporis to the Airport,
Hawaiian overreporied two revenue aircraft landings in
June 2010. Hawaiian also incorrectly reported the
aircraft type for 16 revenue aircraft landings in August
2008 and two revenue aircraft landings in January 2010.
As a net resuit of these errors, Hawaiian overpaid $1,307
in landing fees to the Airport.

The exhibits below show Hawaiian’s reported landings
and fees paid (Exhibit 1) and the calculation of the
overpaid landing fees (Exhibit 2) based on the number of
audited landings.

G Number of Reported Landings and Landing Fees Paid
July 1, 2008, Through June 30, 2010

Number of - it b Rt R
A Weight - - Landing Fees Paid
ndings . iilinibs) o 100RIes L TR
July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2009 371 115,320,000 $3.00 $345,960
July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2010 373 114,710,000 3.15 361,337
Total 744 230,030,000 $707,297

Source: Airport reports on landing fees and aircraft landings.




G- E Calculation of Net Overpaid Landing Fees
July'i 2008 Through June 30 2010

Ove rI(Under)

i 'verI(Under) -

Rateper

Raported'w nohate per.
ik Landmgs Sla k| W_?;'_h’,-‘-"j : l_Paui Fees :
June 2010
B767-300 ER 320,000 13 11 2 $3.15 $2,016
January 2010
B7687-300 295,000 10 9 1 3.15 929
January 2010
B767-300 ER 320,000 22 23 )] 3.15 (1,008)
August 2008
B767-300 295,000 20 12 8 3.15 7,434
August 2009
B767-300 ER 320,000 12 20 (8} 315 {8,064)
Total ' 77 75 2 $1,307

Source; Auditer's analysis of ihe Airport's reports on landing fees and alrcraft landings.

Recommendations: The Airport should:

1. Refund $1,307 to Hawaiian for its overpaid landing
fees in the audit period.

2. Require Hawaiian to report the correct number of
landings on each Monthly Air Traffic ACtI\!lty Report,
as required by the permit.




ATTACHMENT A: AIRPORT’S RESPONSE

ey

San Francisco internationsl Alrport

P Fas w7

e Frovple A R
Bl ] nn

Faw 3 mr s

st ysfo e

September 29, 2010

Ms. Tonia Lediju
Director of Audits
City Hall, Room 316
cw:’::":: 1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place
- San Francigco, CA 94102

THl7 AR LOURTY

w1 SAN AN PSS
Subject:  Hawailan Airlines, Ine,

AT HEWSHLE
A

Dear Tenia:
CAPYY AT TS
A The Alrport agrees on the audit findings to credit Hawalian Airlines, Inc.
O (“Hawaiian™) for the overpayment of its landings fees in the amount of $1,307.00.
Ve BSESHIIT Fusthermore, the Airport will advise Hawaiian to review its records thoroughly when
reporting future afrcraft landings to prevent such discrepancies from occurring again.

LARYE 11

P At 10K If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (650) 821-4530,

PIIART | 3’ E I
Sincerely

HIHN L MARTH

AT 0 Yot L\l\

Dan Ravina
Senior Property Manager
Aviation Management

Attachment




AUDIT RECOMMENDATIONS AND RESPONSES

. Refund $1,307 to Hawaiian for its overpaid Airport Airport concurs on the recommendation to credit Hawaiian Airlines, Inc. for
landing fees in the audit period. $1,307 for the overpayment of landing fees.
. Require Hawaiian to report the correct Airport Airport concurs with the recommendation, and will advise Hawaiian to report the

number of landings on each Monthly Air
Traffic Activity Report, as required by the
permit.

correct numbers of landings on each Monthly Air Traffic Report, as required by
the permit.




ATTACHMENT B: HAWAIIAN AIRLINES’ RESPONSE

HAWAIIAN

e AFRLIRES. —

October 6 2010

Ms, Tonia Lediju

Director of Audits

City Hall, Room 316

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

RE: Compliance Audit of Hawaiian Airlines, Inc.

Dear Tonia,

Hawaiian Airlines, Inc. (Hawaiian} agrees with the findings of the audit as we held a concurrent
review and found similar findings. As a result, we sent revised MATAR for the month(s) found to
have discrepancies and paymenis/credits subsequently processed.

Furthermore, to address the weakness detected in our reporting which resulted in these errors HA

“(Hawaiian) has adopted a practice of a secondary verification process whereby another manager will

check the accuracy of the information reported.

If there are any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Best regards,

gt

Tasha Eldridge

Hawaiian Airlines — SFO

Station Manager
Tasha.Eldridpe@Hawaiianair.com

B-1
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Edwin M. Lee, City Administrator, Chair BY ﬂ}(

MEMORANDUM

October 12, 2010

To: Supervisor David Chiu, Board President
From: Edwin M. Lee, City Administrator and Capital Planning Committee Chair%@é/
Copy: Members of the Board of Supervisors ' -

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Beard
Capital Planning Committee

Regarding: Recommendations of the Capital Planning Committee on the Issuance and Sale
of the Earthquake Safety and Emergency Response General Obligation Bond

In accordance with Section 3.21 of the Administrative Code, on October 4, 2010, the Capital
Planning Committee (CPC) finalized its recommendations on the following items. The
CPC's recommendations are set forth below as well as a record of the members present.

1. Board File Number 101255,  Resolutions authorizing the issuance of up to
101256 & 101248 - $412,300,000 of Earthquake Safety & Emergency

Response General Obligation Bonds and the sale of
up to $85,000,000 of Earthqaake Safety &
Emergency Response General Obligation Bonds;
Ordinance appropriating up to $85,000,000 to DPW
and SKFPUC to begin work upon the receipt of
revenue from the sale of bonds.

Recommendation: ‘ The CPC recommends approval of both resolutions
and the appropriation of funds. The Committee
amended the original agenda item to include the

- appropriation ordinance.

Comments: The CPC recommends approval of these items bya
vote of 10-0.

Committee members or representatives in favor
include Judson True, Board President’s Office; Ed
Harrington, San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission; Ben Rosenfield, Office of the Controller;
Amy Brown, City Administrator; Ed Reiskin,
Department of Public Works; Brad Benson, Port of
San Francisco; Darton [to, San Francisco Municipal
Transportation Agency; Dawn Kamalanathan,
Recreation and Parks Department; Cindy Nichol, San
Francisco International Airport; and Rick Wilson,
Mayor’s Budget Office.

(3)



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Ce
Bec:

Subject: Lennar and its dubious ploys on Parcel A at the Huniers Point Shipyard.

From: Francisco Da Costa <fdc1947@gmail.com>

To: Francisco Da Costa <fdc1947@gmail.coms>

Date: 10/08/2010 07:40 AM

Subject; Lennar and its dubious ploys on Parcel A at the Hunters Point Shipyard,

Lennar and its dubious ploys on Parcel A
at Hunters Point Naval Shipyard:

http://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2010/10/08/18660896.php

Francisco Da Costa



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Ce:

Bee: ‘ _
Subject: Fw: The America's Cup a ple in the sky.

From: Francisco Da Costa <fdc1947@gmail.com>
To: Francisco Da Costa <fdc1947@gmail.com>
Date: 10/12/2010 02:13 PM

Subject: The America's Cup a pie in the sky.

The America's Cup a pie in the sky:

http://www.franciscodacosta.org/articles/oped165.himl

Francisco Da Costa



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Cc:

Bee:

. .. SFFD solves double-parked private vehicles of firefighter in front of Station 2, but still

Subject: L ]
manage to clog traffic in Chinatown.

From;
To:
Date:
Subject:

JAMES CORRIGAN <marylouc@mac.com>

board.of supervisors@sfgov.org

10/09/2010 11:24 AM .

SFFD solves double-parked private vehicles of firefighter in front of Station 2, but still manage to
clog traffic in Chinatown.

October 9, 2010 8:10 A.M.

Dear Board of Supervisors:

S.F. Firefighters have long been able 1o double-park on Powell St. during the morning rush hour,
However, after DPT saw the video of double-parked, FF cars on Powell St.,

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9 ouofPdG7k
to avoid embarrassment, warned Station 2 firefighters they would be ticketed in the future.

The humor is how Chief Hayes-White and Station 2 fight back to this challenge of DPT treating
firefighters like everyone else,

Now, early in the morning, Station #2 pull the Engine, Truck and Chief's car from the firchouse and
park them in a traffic lane and use the entire firchouse as a patking lot where the private vehicles can't
be ticketed.

And, as you know, emergency equipment can park anywhere they want even if they obstruct traffic.
Free parking for firefighters still outweighs the free flow of traffic in San Francisco.
Jim Corrigan
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October 11, 2010

Office of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodiett Place

City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

As a member of the Yuba-Sutter community, I want to express my support of the plan to allow
Recology to transport materials from the City of San Francisco to Yuba County via rail hauling.
1 believe both counties and the residents would benefit in numerous ways.

I trust the integrity of Recology and believe the environment and protecting the areas
surrounding Ostrom Road Landfill are a top priority for their leadership. The concept has been
studied and appropriate measures have been put into place to ensure safety.

For Yuba County, a “yes” vote will provide a huge economic boost to our community. The
county suffers from poor economics, minimal job opportumtles and a lack of government
services to meet the population’s needs. Over the life of the contract, host fees totaling $22
million will go into the county’s general fund to help pay for fire departments, law enforcement
and general county improvements.

I respectfully urge you to support Recology’s proposal to transport materials from San Francisce
to Yuba County by way of rail hauling. San Francisco wins...Yuba County wins...the environment
wins! :

Best Regards,

o Chondd-

Julie Eckardt
25 Year Resident of the Yuba-Sutter Community




San Francisco Department of the Environment
Integrated Pest Management Program Report
Combined years 2006 and 2007

San Francisco Department of the Environment
Integrated Pest Management Program

ANNUAL REPORT 2008-2009

Covering pesticide use data and program activities for calendar years 2008 and 2009

Chris Gelger, Ph.D.
Integrated Pest Management Program Manager

Introduction
Chapter 3, Section 305(g) of the Environment Code {Integrated Pest Management Ordinance) requires San Francisco's
Department of Environment (SFE) to report on the progress of its Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Program to the Board
of Supervisors. This report is submitted to fulfill that requirement, and summarizes the progress made by San Francisco's
IPM Program, analysis of pesticide use data, and specific information on the City’s departments doing most of the pest
control on City property from January 2008 through December 2009.,

Key Accomplishments 2008-09 .

+ Organized San Francisco Facility Managers’ Training 4/1/08

» Organized 12" Annual San Francisco Urban IPM Conference 1/23/09 — Full attendance (241
people). Theme: Invasive Species and IPM

* Afttended National IPM Symposium 3/26/09; organized session on pest prevention in green
buildings

e Organized “IPM |dea Olympics” event 8/10/09 ~ Revisioning and strategic planning for San
Francisco's IPM Program

» Organized 19 monthly meetings of the IPM Technical Advisory Committee; attendance at each

~ ranged from 15-45 people. Most meetings featured speakers and/or trainings and continuing
education credits. '

» Organized annual weed flaming training (2008) and IPM/Pesticide Safety Trainings (2008 and
2009). The latter were atftended by all City pest management personnel,

» Rolled out the new web-based Pesticide Use Reporting System (PURS) database, beginning
1/1/10.

» Maintained the City’s Reduced-Risk Pesticides list. Held two special meetings annually to
update the list, plus a presentation to the Commission on the Environment.

+ Heid annual public hearings to enable departments to justify use of non-listed pesticides or
pesticide exemptions.

Reduced-Risk Pesticides List
IPM Programs utilize a number of methods to control pests while ensuring a safe environment. Chemical pesticides
represent only a single control strategy and in San Francisco are used only as a fast resort. Sanitation, other pest
prevention measures, and non-chemical management approaches should all be implemented first.

San Francisco's Reduced-Risk Pesticide List (RRPL) represents the pesticide products approved for use under San
Francisco’s Integrated Pest Management Ordinance (Adopted 10/96, Chapter 3, San Francisco Environmental Code) when



less toxic alternatives are deemed not feasible. No other pesticide products may be used on properties belonging to SF
without an exemption from SFE (see summary of exemptions below).

The list is updated yearly to reflect the availability of new reduced risk products, removal of products with the greatest
human health and environmental concern, or products no longer needed. To determine which products present the greatest
hazards, SFE employs a robust tier-rating system. This tier system looks beyond the signal word and acute toxicity of a
product and evaluates pesticides on such factors as chronic effects (i.e. cancer, reproductive harm), environmental effects
(i.e. persistence, bioaccumulation, mobility, water quality}, and non-target effects (i.e. impact on wildlife, bees). Using these
criteria, products are grouped into tiers with Tier | being the most toxic, Tier il as least toxic, and Tier IV products not having
enough information for evaluation.

The tier rating flags potential hazards in a product. The SF iPM Technical Advisory Committee then examines other factors
affecting risk, particularly use patterns, the potential for exposure, and hazards of other alternatives, before recommending a
pesticide for inclusion on the RRPL. SFE considers this approach to be an example of “anticipatory action to prevent harm,”
as required by the City's Precautionary Principle Ordinance (SF Environment Code, Chapter 1). To see the list, and for
more information on the creation of this list see:

hito:/iwww.sfenvironment org/downloads/library/20100420 sf pesticide list red legged frog.odf

Four key points about San Francisco's list deserve emphasis:

+ A pesticide list is not an IPM program. Pesticides should be the last resort, when all other tactics have failed.

« This list is for institutions, not residents. Many pesticides on the list were added for specialized purposes not found
in residential settings. Homeowners will usually need few or no pesticides to successfully manage common pest
problems.

« Fewer listed products is not necessarily better. IPM programs require a toolbox of alternatives, for example,
alternative attractants in least-toxic ant baits. Therefore, a larger list is indicative of the diversity of pest problems
encountered, and does not imply that pesticide use is higher. The important measures of success are: Amount of highly
toxic chemicals actually used (both active and inert ingredients), and overall effectiveness in pest suppression,

¢ The SF RRPL only applies to City and County of San Francisco departments and properties. Cities are only
legally empowered to regulate their own pesticide use, not the pesticide use of residents or businesses.

Exemptions
Exemptions for 2008-09 are listed in Table 1. Under the IPM Ordinance, SFE has the responsibility of reviewing and
granting exemptions for the use of pesticides not listed on the Reduced Risk Pesticide List (RRPL). Applicants must
demonstrate a good-faith effort to find alternatives to the banned pesticide; that effective, economic alternatives to the
hanned pesticide do not exist for the particuiar use; and that they have developed a reasonable plan for investigating
alternatives to the banned pesticide during the exemption period. Exemptions may be granted as “trial,” “regular,” or
“‘emergency” exempfions:

Pilot exemptions are granted for the purpose of testing products that show promise as less hazardous alternatives.
Regular exemptions are considered for managing rare or unforeseen pest problems that cannot be adequately
controlled using products on the RRPLIst.

+ Emergency exemptions are permitted under the IPM ordinance when a "pest outbreak poses an immediate threat fo
public health or significant economic damage will result from failure to use a pesticide.” In these cases, a City
department will proceed with a pesticide treatment without SFE prior approval, but must still notify SFE afterwards.

San Francisco Integrated Pest Management Program 2008-2009 Report Page I



Key Citywide Pesticide Use Statistics

Since the beginning of the IPM Program in 1996:

81% reduction Total pesticide use 1886 through 2008, excluding rodenticides and mosguito treatments
{ibs. of product)
88% reduction
(gals. of product)
76% reduction
{Ibs. of active ingr.)

85% reduction All herbicide active ingredients, 1996 through 2009
(Ibs. of active ingr.)

83% reduction Glyphosate (Roundup® activé ingredient) use 1996 through 2007
{ibs. of active ingr.)

Since 1999 (Beginning of Tier system):

65% reduction Tier | {highest toxicity} total pesticide (not including rodenticides and mosquito treatments
{Ibs. of active ingr.}

General trends ' ‘

Pesticide use for calendar years 2008 and 2009 are summarized in Table 2 and Figure 1 (total pesticide active ingredients

used since 1996) and Table 2 (pesticide use by City departments). Only pesticides used by City departments or City
contractors on City-owned properties are covered by this data.

+ The most hazardous pesticides, in the largest amounts, are still consumed by the City's golf courses, and
particutarly by Harding Park. This is primarily due to the extraordinarily high cosmetic and playability requirements
of international tournaments. In 2008, Harding Park managers switched to an herbicide product called K-O-G which
contains a much lower concentration of active ingredient — thus posing lower worker health hazard. However, this
change also dramatically increases the poundage of herbicides used. Recreation & Park staff have experimented
with a variety of less-toxic products in order to control problematic weeds at the course (especially Sofiva sessifits)
but have not been successful. Nevertheless, Harding has received accolades from PGA Tours for using

significantly less pesticides than comparable, tournament level courses.

« Another product that accounts for a significant portion of increased pesticide use in 2008-2009 is a least-toxic
product called Agrifos. Agrifos is injected into native oak trees threatened with Sudden Oak Death syndrome.
Sudden Oak Death is an introduced disease that has reached epidemic proportions, and has been decimating oaks

throughout the state.

+ The Cltywide pest control contractor, Pestec, conducts most structural pest control and mosquito control efforts.

88% of Pestec's site visits in 2009 resulted in non-chemical treatments.

San Francisco Integrated Pest Management Frogram 2008-2009 Report " Page 2



Notes on Pesticide Use Data
The trends noted in this report are drawn from pesticide use data collected by the big seven City departments and the
Citywide pest control contractor since the passage of the Integrated Pest Management Ordinance in 1996. Below are some
important notes on the data.

Data collection problems

Pesticide use data collection has until recently been accomplished using a customlzed Microsoft Access database. This
tool gradually became outdated, making data collection for 2008 and 2009 exceptionally time-consuming. As a result, some
usage details available in previous years are not available for 2008-2009. With the roliout of a new web-enabled database
(beginning 1/1/10), these problems should be solved.

Tier Rating System

The tler rating system was not implemented until 1999, when we evaluated all products in use at that time. Tier | product
use may therefore be underreported previous to 1999, since those are the products we were most likely to eliminate in the
first years of the program. For this reason, we have in some cases only analyzed data collected since 1999 when
evaluating Tier levels.

Some products are excluded

The numbers reported throughout this report exclude the use of Bioweed and Suppressa herbicides/mulches, because
these products are composed entirely of corn gluten meal, a food grade ingredient that is 100% non-toxic. The use of these
Tier lIl products requires unusually large quantities of material—thousands of pounds with each application--which would
skew the graphs if included. Bioweed was used only in 2000 before its use was discontinued (the large amounts needed
were not feasible). The use of Suppressa has likewise declined.

Rodenticides are presented separately
Rodenticide use is presented separately from other pesticide data due to both their public health importance, their unusually

small amount of active ingredient {not visible when graphed with other products), and the fact that they are generally
required as a response to a public health problem. The latter point means that SFE has more limited control over
rodenticide use than over herbicides and insecticides.

Public health mosquito treatments are considered separately
Like rodenticide use, mosquito treatments are made in response to public heaith concerns, such as the West Nile virus, and
are therefore not under the control of SFE. For this reason, public health treatments are excluded from some analyses.

Muni coach insecticide treatments

SFE currently only has four years worth of data for insecticidal treatments of Muni coaches (which consist of gel baits
applied in inaccessible points for cockroach control). While the amount of active mgrecfient used in relatively small, we did
not include it in some graphs because it would confound year-fo-year comparisons.

important factors fo consider in analysis

The goals of the SF IPM program are to effectively manage pests, emphasize prevention and non-chemical controls, and in
so doing to reduce both the amount and toxicity of pesticides used. However, measuring the success of an IPM program is
a complex task. Before drawing conclusions from pesticide use statistics, it is important to consider these factors:

e Long-term trends are more important than short-term. Pesticide use aiways varies somewhat from year to year due
to weather, pest pressure, special renovation projects, staffing.or other factors. A change in pesticide use from the
previous year does not necessarily indicate a long-term trend.

+ Exposure potential is as important as toxicity in determining risk. A key aim of a pest management program is the
reduction of risk. Risk is primarily determined by two factors: Toxicity (for example, how much chemical is required to
impalr a human or other animal) and exposure {for example, how much of the chemical is likely to actually reach a

San Francisco Integrated Pest Management Program 2008-2009 Report Page 3



human or other animal). This means that the formulation and use of the products is all-important. For example,
pesticides applied as aerosol sprays have much higher exposure potential-—and therefore pose a greater risk—than
pesticides encased in tamperproof bait boxes.

s Amount of active ingredient used is the preferred performance measure for pesticide reduction efforts.
Referring only fo pounds and gallons used can be deceptive. Use statistics expressed in pounds and gallons mask
specific products used, and do not necessarily reflect levels of risk posed by pesticides. For example, some
products—such as elemental sulfur fungicide, or corn gluten meal—may be relatively nontoxic, but require high
application rates to be effective. Another factor not illuminated by overall use statistics is the varying amount of active
ingredient (ai} in different formulations. For example, Vanquish (active ingredient=dicamba 57%) and Proturf New
KOG Weed Control (active ingredient=dicamba 0.7%) both contain the same acfive ingredient, but Vanquish is a
concenfrate. The total pounds remains important to reflect the amount of so-called inert ingredients applied, since
these chemicals pose undocumented hazards. ‘

+ Administrative/budget impacts are also important. Increases in the number of buildings or outdoor acres
maintained, decreases in landscaping staff, or underfunding can increase the pressure for herbicide spraying, which
often requires less labor than non-chemical methods. Conversely, maintenance delayed (for example, by budgetary

_ restraints) can lead to more serious problems in the future.

s Ineffective pest management also poses risks. West Nile virus or encephalitis transmitted by mosquitoes, allergies
or asthma caused by cockroaches, and enteric diseases spread by rats are a few examples of hazards posed by pests
themselves. It is important to remember that San Francisco's IPM Program has dual aims: Reduction of pesticide
hazards and effective pest management.

e These data do not represent residential or commercial pest management frends.

Future Activities
Database improvements: Once completed, the web-enabled pesticide use database will provide:
¢ Standardization of several fields {o improve reporting
o Continue improving our ability fo track pesticide use based on pounds of active ingredient used.
« Streamlined report generation to enable users to print out pesticide use reports required by state regulators without
additional effort.
¢ Implementation of new web-enabled database, including training of IPM personnel.

Pesticide use dafa collection improvements;
» We plan to continue implementing a system where we can identify specific non-toxic actions such as sanitation,
trapping, mechanical weed control, exclusion, and more,

Harmonizing the IPM program with broader sustainable landscape standards.

* [nthe "Idea Olympics” event, IPM practitioners clearly expressed the need to broaden the scope of our activities to
include such closely related subjects as water conservation, soil conservation, landscape design elements, and
plant selection. For this reason, the IPM Program wili take steps to become more involved with the Bay Friendly
Landscaping Guidelines and the LEED Sustainable Sites Inifiative.
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Table 1. Summary of exemptions requested in 2008 and 2009,

Status of Date Name of SF Gity Dept. | Product Name EPA Address of pesticide Pest
Exemption DECIDED APPLICANT Registration # use
STATUS
APPROVED- 2/5/2008 Ralph Montana | Recreation and Garlon 4 Uira  162719-527 Natural areas Weeds
Regular Park Department
DENIED- Regular {3/20/2008 Ralph Montana |Recreation and Roundup Pro  1524-505-AA Candiestick Park paking [Weeds
Park Depariment  |Dry lot - 8 acres?
APPRCOVED- Pilot [4/18/2008 Merie Goldstone | Public Works, CvoControl P [80224.1 Portsmouth Square (Pilot [Figeons
Deparment study)
2ILOT 4/24/2008  [Ralph Montana |Recreation and Mycotrol 70810-10 GGP nursery soft bodied
EXEMPTION Park Depariment insecis
APPRCVED- 5712008 Kristen Natoli Cal Academy of Cleary's 33336 |1001-63-AA Palms in front of new Cal |Fink rof -
Regular 1 Sciences WP Academy bidg Gleoctadium
Spp.
APPROVED- 6/12/2008  Don Thomas Public Utilities Stalker 241-398 Watershed lands Weeds, esp.
PilctAPPROVED Commission yeliow star
(Water) thistle
APPROVED- 6/17/2008  [Ralph Montana |[Recreation and ProZap insect  |5481-338-36208 |Irrigation conol boxes at |Earwigs
Reguiar Park Department  |[Guard Harding/Fleming Park
Goif Courses
APPROVED- 8/8/2008 Sean Sweeny Recreation and Sapphire 627189-547 Fairways and green surrounds | Beilis
Regular Park Department atHarding, Fleming, Golden  [perennis
Gate, Sharp Park and Lincaln  [{ENGLISH
Park golf courses LAWN
DAISY)} AND
WHITE
CLOVER
APPROVED- 9/15/2008 Juan Carrasco, |Redevelopment Subdue Maxx [100-796 6th St. between Mission {Phythophtho
Regular Bartlett Tree Agency & Folsom ra root rot
Experts and pythium
APPROVED- 8/15/2008  |Juan Carrasco, |Redewvelopmert  [Cleary's 33336 [1001-69 6th St. between Mission  |Pirk rot
Regular Bartlett Tree Agenoy WP & Foisom (Gliocalditm
Experis vermoasini)
PRODUCT NOT {9/15/2008 Luis Agurto Puglic Health, CvoConirot P {80224-1 taguna Honda Hospital  |Pigeons
USED YET- Pilot Depariment of
DENIED- Regular 110/28/2008 |Raiph Montana |Recreation and Proxy Growth  [432-1230 Harding Park Golf CoursejWeeds
Park Department |Regulator
APPROVED- 17142009 Don Thomas Public Utilities Habitat (BASF) |241.426 Whatershed lands Jubata grass
Regular ' ‘|Commission (Cortaderia
Exemption (Waler) jubata)
APPROVED- Pitot | 1/16/2009  {Don Thomas Public Utilities Habitat (BASF) 241-426 Watershed lands Jubaia grass
Commission {Cortaderia
(Water) jubata)
APPRCVED- 312/2009 Ralph Montana |Recreation & Park |Primo 100-752 Harding Park Golf Course|Weeds
Regular
Exemption
APPROVED-  13/2/2008 Ralph Montara | Recreation & Park |Trimmit 100-1014 Harding Park Golf Course[Weeds
Regular
Exemption
APPROVED- 3122008 Ralph Montana |Recreation and Primo 100-752 Harding Park Golf Course{Weeds
Reqular Park Department
APPROVED- 3/2/200% Ralph Montana {Recreation and Trimmit 100-1014 Harding Park Golf Coursej\Weeds
Regular Park Department
APPROVED- 412312008 Luis Agurto, Jr.  {Recreation & Park {Quintox 12455-87 Exploratorium -eating Mice
Reguiar area
Exemption
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Status of Date Name of S$F City Dept. | Product Name EPA Address of pesticide Pest
Exemption DECIDED APPLICANT Registration # use
. STATUS
APPROVED- 412312009 Luis Agurto, Jr.  |{Recreation & Park {Top Gun Bait [67517-66-56 Exploratorium -eating Rais
Regular Block area QUTSIDE
Exemption
APPROVED- 4/23/2009  ilLuis Agurto, Jr.  {Recreation and Top Gun Bait  [67517-66-58 Exploratorium -eating Rats
Regular Park Depariment  |Block area QUTSIDE
APPROVED- 4/23/2009 Luis Agurto, Jr.  [Recreation and Quintox 12455-57 Exploratorium -eating Mice
Regular Park Department area
DENIED- Regutar {6/9/2009 Ralph Montana  |Recreation & Park (PROXY EPA Est. No. Harding Park Golf Course Poa annua
Exemption 264-PA-01 seed heads
APFROVED- 61242008 Ralph Montana |Recreation & Park |Sapphire 62719-647 Golden Gate Golf English
Regular Course...8 holes Daisy
Exemption
APPROVED- 7M0/2009  |sean glover Fort Fastrac All 12455-95 PIER 17 Rats and
Regular Weather Blox Mice
Exemption
APPROVED- Trial {7/15/2009  |Ralph Montana |Recreation & Park |Acelepryn 352-731 Polo Fields In Golden Ravens
Use Exemption Gate Paark
APPROVED- 8/2/2008 Ralph Montana :iRecreation & Park |Coretect 432-1457 Arboretum,Conservatory, { Thrips whitef
Regular Nursery fies,scale,ap
Exemption hids, mealybu
gs, and more
APPROVED- 8/30/2009%  |Ralph Montana |Recreation & Park [Merit 0.5G 432-1328 Candiestick Park...and  |Crows
Regular PolofSoccer Fields
Exemption
APPROVED- Trial (9/23/2009  |Luis Agurto Public Health PiginX 84418-1 San Francisco General  |Pigeon
Use Exemption FHospital
APPROVED- 9/23/2009 |Raiph Montana |Recreation & Park |Daconil FF 50534-209-100 |Harding Goif Course Algae
Regular
Exemption
APPROVED- Tral 6/23/2009  |Ralph Montana [Recresdtion & Park {Regatia 84059-2 Golden Gate Park fungal and
Use Exemption Nursery bacterial
diseases

APPROVED- Trial [9/28/2009  |Ralph Montana |Recreation & Park iRejex-it exempt Harding Golf Course Ravens
Use Exemption /Migrate
APPROVED- 101572008 Joseph Ossai Public Health CB-80 EXTRA (9444-175 bedbug-infested rooms  |Bedbugs
Regular INSECTICIDE
Exemption
APPROVED- 11/10/2009 {Carlos Agurto  [Smali Business,  [Gentrol Igr 2724-351 SFFD Station 41 Drain fiies
Regular Office of Concentrate
Exemption
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Tabte 2. Citywide pesticide use since i of the IPM Program. Unfess otherwise noted, bers are p d as p is of active ingredient used,

Only pesticide applications by City departments and cor on City prop are included.
1996 1997 1398 1888 2000 2001 2602 2003 2004 29_95 2226 2007 Ll ) duttion :
Herbicides 3160 1745 2815 2421 1147 436 a99 643 294 523 525 4517 : E o
Herbicides {ibs ai) 305 27 1183 1104 347 22 40 184 126 158 142 10777
Herbicides {gals 21) 339 208 172 158 96 50 115 &7 20 44 48 41
Glyphosate only 2141 1414 1227 624 370 249 830 362 212 361 3N 275
Fungicides 185 45 =l 31 T4 18 14 8 g 4 3 0
Ensecticides :
(ro pubt health} 168 168 314 33 185 285 129 58 128 830 g4 125
Bublic Health B
Insecticides k2l 67 14 10 2 298 96 564 1502 433 1188 1817 .
Rodenticides 0.93 0.85 3.53 0'.27 0.9 0.'.1.? 0. 12 G.11 .08 11 '.25 012 2.07
Total Pesticides - no 3368 1956 2980 2485 1416 739 1142 710 421 1468
public heafth
{active ingredients} S
*Use of public health inseclicides and rodenticides fzlf primardly under the jurisdicton of the Department of Pubfic Meatth and the San Mateo Co. Mosquito Abatement District.
Far ease of interprefation, these data are not included in the total pesticide use figures.
- *Data not yet available for 2008-09. Fungci Fhascich and other pesticites are lumped under "Total Pestitides Active Ingredients.™
Figure 1. Citywide pesticide use, total pounds of active ingredient. Fungicides, rodenticides, and molluscicides are included in the total.
4000

== erbicides

= = Public Health insecticides

] =T otal Pesticides - no public health
3000 {achive ingredients)

2000

1000 -

L.bs Active Ingredient




Table 3. Breakdown of pesticide use by department, 2008-2008

. -tlotabtlbs of -
Total Lbsof
B :-. g F-eStECiqg-.-
iTotal Lbs'of [Active’ L I IR
-IPesticides  [ingredients | lIngredients | : Total Lbs of *|Total Lbs of
PNos e Ne T iNe - | Total Lbs of [T ' Mosquito
- JRodenticides : [Rodenticides - |Rodenticides - |Redenticides [Herbicides - [Ag | Treatients
Pl e or Mosiquito: for Mesgliite Jor Mosquito [Active ™ A - lingredient - |Active - S
IDEPT - ITreatments” - | Tréatrhents:~ Treatments  |Ingredient - |ingrédient”. -~ |(Roundiip) ' |Ingredient - |NQTES.
2008
CITYWIDE 3320.75 1049.08 76.24 0.064 779.55 505.19 1942.32 -
Public Health 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.05
Public Works 258.00 180.78 0.00 0.000 180.78 180.78 0.09|Includes treatments for Murd
Port .00 0.00 0.00 0.000 (.60 0.60 Q.00
Public Utilities 388.01 169.56 0.001 96.83 89,82 Most nor-herbicide pesticide use is
Commission Agrifos, used for treating oak frees
Rec & Parks 2075.13 517.00 75.05 0.010 328.94 85.80 Change of herbicide products in golf
accounted for large increase in
poundage - 1,155 lbs of total (8.088 Ibs
of active ingredient)
Airport 396.52 177.42 0.00 0.002 173.0C 139,10 1516.89}Extensive use of cils for mosguito
freatments
Contractor 202.08 4.33 0,19 0.051 0.60 0.00 425.38
2009
CITYWIDE 2227.84 818.31 148.56 0.033 578.68 367.94 938,13
Public Health 0.00 0.00 0.0¢ 0.00G 0.0 0.00 0.03
Public Works 141.83 79.61 0.00 0.000 79.61 78.61 0.0Ciincludes treatments for Muni
Port 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.000 0.0C 0.0C 0.001
Public Utilities 258.86 112.19 0.001 84.97 67.17 Most nen-herbicide pesticide use is
Commission Agrifos, used for treating oak trees
Rec & Parks 1241.39 456,43 148,56 0.004 249.66 73.68 0.55
Airport 400,71 166.23 C.00 0.001 164.44 147.50 628.33]Extensive use of vils for mosquito
Hreatmenis
Contractor 185.05 3.84 .00 0.027 0.00 0.00 308.22iMostly Advance Lig Ant Bait, Genirol
Point Scurce, and Terro PCO for
siruciural pest confrol treatments: Al
Tier {1t (lowest hazard). 88% of visits
resulied in nonchemical treatment.
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. Executive Summary

The San Francisco Depariment of the Environment (SFE) and the Office of Contract Administration {OCA) have
taken lead roles in implementing the City's Precautionary Purchasing Crdinance,

Major accomplishments for 2009

Since the ordinance passed in 2005, SFE created a list of over 1,000 green products for City staff with
environmentally preferable specifications for 34 green product subcategories, and 13 citywide commodities
contracts.

In 2009, San Francisco became the first city in the nation to require purchases of EPEAT-Gold computer and
Clmate Savers computer servers. New janitorial services confract language was developed that requires
contracted custodians to use SF Approved products and implement other measures compatible with green
building certifications. Overall purchases of Required Green Products were $6,924,291.

Total Required Green Producis bought: 79% for computers, 78% for janitorial cleaners, 72% for janiforial papers,
50% for lighting products, 93% for office papers, 70% for selected categories of office supplies, and 31% for toner
carfridges.

SFE started to create SFApproved.org, a new site for easier compliance and where to buy green products.

Future activities
in 2010, SFE will work on af least three new contracts—office supplies, janitorial cleaners, and compostable trash
can finers—and continue to improve existing specifications and user buy-in.

ll. Introduction
A. History and Mandate

San Francisco has been buying green products since the 1980s, but purchasing reguirements were scaitered
gmong several ordinances. in 1998, the City undertook an ambitious Green Purghasing Pilot Program which:

+ Inventoried and assessed hazardous chemical products purchased by City departments
« Established environmental and health criteric
»  Set priorities
s Field fested products, ‘
In 2005, San Francisco became the first ity in the naiion to enact the Precautionary Purchasing Ordinance.

B. Precautionary Purchasing Ordinance

The Precautionary Purchasing Ordinance (Environment Code, Chapter 2) reguiresestablishes goals and
procedures for environmentally preferable purchasing (green purchasing) by City funds fo be used
todepartments. This ordinance was groundbreaking in its application of the Precautionary Principie
(Environment Code, Chapter 1), and in its mandate that purchasers for the city may only buy commodities
from "approved diternative product lists” for certain products. The "approved alternative products” are now
categorized as REQUIRED products in the SF Approved List at SFApproved.org,

C. Summary of Past Annual Reporis
Table A compares the % difference in green purchases from 2007-0%,
D. Scope of Report

In is description of program activities, this report covers the calendar year 2009, Previous reports are at:
www sfenvironment.org/sfapproved. Table 1T compares the % difference in green purchases from 2007-09,

E. 2009 Staff That Worked on Green Purchasing
OCA SFE
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Bifl Jones Julie Bryant

Naomi Kelly Jessian Choy
Galen Leung Chris Geiger
Pamela Olivier ‘ Paul Ledesma

Howard Tevelson
Ken Easton
Full-Time Equivalent (FTE): 2.5, including the OCA Green Purchaser funded by SFE since 2008,

. 2009 Accomplishments

A. City Champions That Bought Required Green Products

The City would ke to thank Green Teams below and all Champions of green foodware, janitorial, papers (See
Tables 8-D).

City Staff That Bought 90+% Required Green Cleaners, Paper Towels, Toilet Tissue / Seat Covers
Animal Care & Control:
Animal Care & Control: Victor Serrato
Astan Art Museum:
Library:

. Library: Darren Brown
Police; Dante Giovannel
Police: Don West
Police: Don West
Police: Ed Barsefti
Police; Eric Petterson
Police: Fred Kwan
Police: Leon Kiang
Police: Lucy Clemons
Police: Lynn Reilly
Police: Mark Hutchins
Police; R&Y Ching

. Police: Ricardo Rodriguez

- Police: Sandra Ribeiro
Police: Scott Gaines
Police: Tim Yee
Police: Tom Tang
Police: Vigtor Rothenberg
Police: Yesinia Brandt
Sheriff; Daniel Gerisikov
Sheriff; Joyce Wong

. Sheniff; Richard Castillo

% by Dept. Team

% Green by Staff
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B, Vendors That Soid Required Green Products
The City would like o thank all vendors that sold green products. Below is a partial list:

Janitoria % LO;aRigéEg;JTIEED REQURED | REQURED | prouprren | GLEANER | CLEARER: | | PROMBITED | oroupireo
Vendors Green | o o ducts CLEANERS | PAPERS BATTERIES | DEGREASERS | General SLEANERS: | papers

. Purpose

Clean Source | § 300,430.89 $300430.89

H&L Int! 4§ 7065047 $ 7055047

Aldran 1§ 121320 [ ¢ 12120

Unifed | $ 3200810 $ 26,039.80 $ 350440 $ 246510

Waie | $ 376,028.80 | § 91840 | $203.22030 $ 324,00 § 81,566.01
Santora Sales $ 73470079 | § 531032 | 40519095 | 8 74D $ 5999 | § 1,90806 | $321,224.07
Chamgion & 3,291.00 $ 305100 | § 24000

Grand Total $1,518,233.25 | 53449152 | 3506940170 | $ 740 | $ 350440 $ 343459 | § 461316 | $402,790.08

Lighting Vendors (lamps) | % Required Green Total Products -
Maltby 5% 1 § 55,044.51
Omega 2% 1 § 290,891,11

C. 2009 Total Confracts & Products in SF Approved List (Details in Table E)

Total Sub-
Categories

80

2009 % Required Green Products Bought by the City (Deftails in Table A)

COMPUTERS (2009=first year for purchasing requirements) $5,087,625 79%
JANITORIAL CLEANERS $44,364 18%
JANITORIAL PAPERS $1,530,784 72%
LIGHTING (bulbsf famps, ballasts} $166,333 50%
OFFICE PAPER (Copier & Bond) $1,261,449 93%
OFFICE SUPPLIES : $40,358 70%
TONER CARTRIDGES §5.469 31%
Total $8,612,906 80%

E. Policies and Specifications
San Francisco was the first major city 1o cregte these purchasing requirements

« Computer equipment; Worked with Dept, of Technology, SF Public Utilities Commission, and the
Committee on information Technology {COIT) to adopt EPEAT Gold as ¢ purchasing requirement for
all laptops, desktops, and monitors.

e  Computer servers: Worked with DT, PUC and COIT to require that all non-blade computer servers be
listed by the Climaie Savers Compuiing Initiative,

Food policy: Submitied draft language for a sustainable food procurement ordinance, as required by the
Mayor's Executive Directive 09-03. Worked with cily stakeholders and SF Department of Public Heaith.
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Office supplies: Worked with OCA on language for new office supplies confract,
Lighting: Updated specifications for lamps, bulbs and baliasts, for the next Eghting confract

Janitorial services: Created language for inclusion in Janitorial services contracts that promotes compatibility
with the US Green Building Councit's LEED-EB O&M (2009} checklist, as well as compdatibility with the City's
green purchasing requirements.

F. Trainings to City Staff

Trainings People Trained Depts. Hours

Easier compliance with new SF Approved 385 12 12
List. How can SFE make it easier for City staff
o buy green & recycle toxic products?

Green cleaning trainings {10 frainings) 302 custodians. Mostly from City, two 4 30
trainings included SF Green Businesses
TOTAL 505 Staft 16 Depls. 42 Hours

G. New Oufreach Methods
1. Published and called each staff that bought:
a. Reqguired green products 1o thank them.

b. Prohibited products to find out how to make it easier for them to buy from the SE Aggroved List.
Created the City Staif Green Purchasing Compliance Checklist.

Worked with Climate Acfion Coordinator to require City Depts. 1o host at least one SFE Green Purchasing &
Hazwaste Consuliation per year with their stoff that con:

a. Iniflate or approve purchases, or develop contracts.

b. Add the SF Approved List website to Requisition, Payment, Encumbrance, 8 Materials Request forms
or software. This will remind all staff to check the List before each purchase.

Sent 4 email newsletters to over 1,300 City staff,
-Drafted letier for Mayor to send to ali 28,000 City staff on easier compliance with the new SF Approved.
Combined é SF Approved Lists of different product categories into a one-stop shop, the SF Approved List,

1V.Actions or Laws Needed To implement Green Purchasing Ordinance
A, Need More Cost-Efficient Way to Track Sales
Issves:

1. More incentives/disinceniives are needed o prevent vendors from selling {or City staff from buying)
Prohibited products,

2. In order to track the amount of green products the City bought, SFE:

o, Would like to thank Pamela Clivier and Lynn Khaw at OCA for collecting and merging 20+
spreadsheets of sales reports from vendors,

b. Needs to reduce the 100+ hours spent to clean these spreadsheets from vendors (each having
about 2,000 rows of data).

3. Better information resources are needed 1o aliow staff and vendors 1o easily identify products meeting
the City's environmentat specifications.

Proposed Soluflons: The City may save money in the long-run if:

1. An online “data warehouse” could ensure vendors submit accurate data,
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2. Sample consequences could be enacted for vendors that seli Prohibited producis or inaccuraiely fill
out SFE's sales report template:

*  Vendors would get less points in future bids.
»  Their curent contract could be conceled.
3. The Ci’fy purchasing system, ADPICS could:;

a}  Create quick reports to ensure City was not overcharged, who bought Required/Pronhibited products.
k)  Take Green Seal's suggestion for cities 10 have green commodity codes.

¢l Prompt City staff to buy from the SF Approved List,
B. Need Better Way for City Staff fo Read / Write Green Product Reviews Online

SFE implemented ¢ Ibw—budget way for City siaff 1o read / write green product reviews but a more user-

friendly method is needed for cleaners and pesticides.

V. 2010 Workplan

A. New Ideas SFE Will Explore for Green Confracts ‘
o [Designate products that can be replaced with green products as Limited Use and/or Prohibited.

» Implement the $F Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR} Resolution, Vendors selling should find new
ways fo make it easier and mere affordalble for City staff to buy green products and recycle,

-+ Try to get better prices for green products (e.g.. make forecast quantities greater for green products).
B. Qufreach
e Meet with all OCA purchasers for 1 hour on how both depis. can help promote each other's mission.
» SFEwill continue to train delegated purchasers annually.
C. Carpet
+« Review existing carpet standards/certifications and identify the best o add to the SF Approved List,
D, Computers
+« Collaborate with QCA, Dept. of Technology vendors in developing a workable sales reporifing system.
»  Work directly with [T Store vendors to improve education on green computers,
+« Monifor development of new Energy Star standards for computer servers and update City requirements.
E. Foodware
o Contfinue to work with hospital siaff to prevent people from putting non-composiables in the green bin.
«  Work with OCA and SFDPH to include focal, and/or organic food In the naw citywide dairy contract.
F. Janitorial Cleaners
« mplement new janitorial cleaners contract & continue meetings with Custodial Products Green Team.
+ Direct outreach to departments who are not purchasing Required green cleaners.
G. Llighling

»  Meet with end-users and SFPUC to increase sales of Reguired green lighting. Implement new lamps and
ballasts contract, Explore outsourcing of SF Approved Lighting List of thousands of products.

H. Paints
o Work with City painters to pilot test green paints,
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A. City Purchases of Required Green Products 2007-03

ﬁ%‘gzr%im for Cétf S\S%Zf‘lg‘-}ssFApgmveé?Z’?g

o AL v = 8
i - To
%{ G'" _ ofal Spe; i . i
oG Gr stedo Iy [
o B : i§
$2,358,748 $2,824,948 33%
$5% EPEAT Goid
$1.035.203 $1,221,764 {85% f EPEAT
Silver included) Many speciafized monitors {with cameras, touch screens) not EPEAT
319 cerfified, Alt levels of Climate Savers included in caloulation for server]
iy purchases, Blade servers are inherently more efficient but do not yet
$151.218 $482,036 {75% if EPEAT e
Siiver inchuded) {all under a certification system,
$476.523 $558,857 85%
e $4.021,692 $5,087,625 19%
$193,529 $214,265 $382.953
518,456 $42,048 $93.570
§2%1,885 $261313 $476,523 $476,523
$41,505 §708 3708 160%
$10,406 74% $26,967 $26,040 $29,544 38% Parcentages are volaiile due to fow sales volume. Some
$1,719 25% $10,506 $5,193 $5,628 50% depariments bought these producls ¢ff-conlract using deparimentat
$548 . $7541 $3,484 A6%, purchasing authorify. New contract in developraent
§12,125 579,525 $34,482 $44,364 18% )
$464,224 100% $623,762 $342,804
$85,767 106% 351,744 $640,5%0
$115,982 58% $251,234 73447
$665,973 $926,740 $4,106,311 $1,530,784 12%
53,658 53.2% $7574 $11,633 66% Understates green ighting purchases due to separate contracts for
Hyeaon 5% SF PUG efficient lighting retrofits. 2009 the first year we had full
$152,754 q ﬁ%@f‘m $11,503 i Wm\ 334,723 $101,294 3% ;ender mn:?ﬁm on saées dgt% ;_fl;n/ps % compares R_equired
$40,678 J $3.249 i 541,016 53,407 7% amps to fotat lamps purchased, b compares Required Green
{1 vaodon 2 £ vendon) ¥ CFLs o fotat CFLs + Prohibited incandescents purchased. 18% of af
$83,313 $166,333 50% lamps purchased were Required.
307 units 382 units NiA
357 units 374 units NIA . ) .
This contrac! applies to leases of units, not purchases.
278 units 313 units NIA
942 units 1069 units NiA 475 units NiA NiA
$145,533 88%
775 % Specification increased from 30% to 100% PCW in 2008. Colored
papers, specially papers, odd sizes notincluded in calculation. 2008
$18,703 1% |s 1,372,104.31 data incomplete.
$524,766 93% $165,012 100% |s 14724041 $1,261,449 93%
$8,597 2% $16.410 45% $248 $506 50% .
Data does notinclude Dec., 2009 sales. See Tables 2 & 3for
$27,903 §39,852 6% details on covered product categories.
$28,156 $40,358 0%
51,710 §5,468 3% Data only since beginning of contract (June-Dec. '0%)
$050,804 2009 Annual R%b%sr%"gﬁ Green Purchasiné
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Tables B-D. List of City Champions that bought Required green products

To getin the list:
1} Usa the Green Purchasing Compliance Checklist,

2) Each time you order, remind vendors to include ALL your sales & correct contact info in sales report spreadsheet to SFOCA:

Customer name, Dept., Email, Phone.

B. All City Champions of Green Foodware 2009 (Required Products)

The City Thanks These City Champions Compostable | Recyclable |0 20 =0 | 1o oy vepe ]

Animal Care & Confrol: Eric Zuercher 3 1,248.00 $ 1,21800(% 121800

Board of Supervisors : Ohn Myint 3 6790 1% 67.90 | & B7.90

City Coflege of San Francisco: Stephanie Chui § 7578881]% 69274 1%  967552|§% 967552

Juvenile Probation Depariment; Christian Losno $ 20048013 262498 1% 471988 (%  4719.88
[Recreation & Park Department: Karla Rosales $ 883014 18950 15 27830 | § 278,30

School District, San Francisco Unlfied: Ellaine Ramos $ 416413 § 416413 |% 418413

Public Health: Diego Davalos $ 833224015 24104518 15147224

Public Health: Christine Hanson $ 31872413 0859118  4,173.15

Public Heaith: Henry Kelly § 7048741 |$ 236137518 15807021 § 340,308.23

Public Health: Stanley Lee $ 5364.00|% 1332716|§ 18,870.02

Public Heaith: § 4579805 2182668  7.72061

Municipal Railway (PTD14); & £90.00 | 5 680001 % £90.00

Total by City Champion $ 19208526 |$ 46,785.05|% 361,119.96 1% 361,119.95
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C. All City Champions of Green Cleaners, Paper Towels, Toilet Tissue / Seat Covers 2009 (Required & Prohibited Products)'

The Gity thanks afl Champion that i [?eE$:;§eErD REQIARED PROHIBITED REQUIRED | PROHIBITER REQUIRED

P oo Green | Total by City |REQUIRED gre PROHIBITED General . REQUIRED | REQUIRED | PROHIBITED
bought green cleaners & janitorial {E iguid Generat Glass GLASS Toilst Seat -

by Dept.jStaff Bathroom ; Degreasers Purpose Tollet Tissue {Paper Towels]PAPERS
pagers Sunshine Purpose Cleaner Cleaner Cover
Cleaner Cleaner
77 Cleaner
Airport: 1§ 24626197 ' $ 3 - 132425119715 - J$ 385000
Airpost: Joseph Walsh 4$  2,085.88 4 - 3 - 18 - 43 - 18 208538
Aimport: Sekio Fuapopo $  50,506.50 L $ 50,5065018 - 18 .
Airport: Severin Rizzo $ 196,245.60 $ 1,707568|% $ 240061 % - 18 - 1519428500
Animal Care & Control: 3 1,980.80 $ 5 -3 - 1% 18293035 36150
Animal Care & Control: Victor Servat 38.42 $ - 3 384213 - 18
Agian Art Museum: $ 480.60 $ - $ -8 - 1% 48080
Fine Arts Museums: Kevin O'Brien $ 373283 $ - $ - 18 - 1% 1,263901% 246873
Bire: Jeff Wong Zls 300500 $ 8 - I3 -5 21960003 885400
Housing Authority- Alice Griffith Site: $ 67.56 3 - 13 67565 - |5 - 45 -
Housing Authority- Clementina St.: $ 117.65 $ - $ 3 3 165618 10108
glcizllij:mg Autherity- Clemendina St.: s 230.46 s . 5 s s 57818 21488
Housing Autherity- Egbert Site: $ 14,1081 g - 8 L $ 8939018 44471
Housing Autherity- Egbert Site: John
Firnegan $ 270.04 $ - $ $ $  11100}3  159.04
HOPSIng Authority- Eghert Site: Oscar $ 23800 3 - % - 13 $ - |8 22500
Parish :
Housing Authority- Egbert Site: ) R e )
Youngsit Lee $ 16700 $ $ $ $ $  167.00
Housing Authority- Holly Courls Site: ; e ; ;
Ken Banford $ 2332 $ $ 233218 § §
Housing Authority- Pacific Ave: $ 58.29 $ - $ - 18 - 13 58.29
Housing Authority- Pofrero Site $ 169.30 % 599913 - 15 67661% - 15 3 - 15 4.75
Annex:
Housing Authority- Sunnydale Site: $ 118.08 § - 1% 79.221% - 1% 3 38.86
Housing Authority- Webster Sife: $ " 3 R $ - 15 § - 18 475
Omar Larea -
Housing Authority: $ 53.87 $ - § - 48 § - 1% 5387
Housing Authority: Henry Kwan $ 38.86 $ - 3 - 13 $ 38.88
Housing Authority: Cscar Parish $ 111,00 3 - 3 -3 o
Housing Authority: Youngsil Les $ 412.28 $ - $ $ - 18 3793043 3238
10/5/2010 2009 Annual Report on Green Purchasing Program for City Staff - SFApproved.org Page 9 of 22



The City thanks all Champion that
bought green cleaners & janitorial
papers

REQUIRED

Human Services Commission: Albert

Huran Services Commission: Lite
{Dela Cruz

Human Services Commission; Lou
{Pefilec

Jvenile Probation:

Juvenile Probation: Christian Lonso

Library:

Library: Carren Brown

Municipal Transportation Agency-
§Burke St

Municipal Transportation Agency-
Cverhead Lines:

Municipat Transportation Agency-
Woods Storeroom:

Police; Bante Giovannet

Pofice: Don West

Palice: Don West

Police: Ed Barsett

Palice: Eric Pefterson

Police: Fred Kwan

Police: Leon Kiang

‘Police: Lucy Clemons

Potice: Lynn Reilly

Pofice; Mark Butchins

Police: R&Y Ching

Pglice: Ricardo Rodriguez

Poflice: Sandra Ribeiro

Palice: Scoft Gaines

Pofice; Tim Yee

Police: Tom Tang

Police: Victor Rothenberg

Police: Yesinia Brandt

Pert: Gene Sheels

Port: Geerge

Port: Lorenza Rackiin

PROHIBITED
REQUIRED| 925" | pROMIBITED] - oD [General | iU IRED | PROMIBITED) REQUIRED | b ypen | REouIRED | PROHIBITED
{Liguid General Glass GLASS Toilet Seat e
Bathroom ; Degreasers Purpose Toilet Tissue jPaper Towels{PAPERS
Sunshine Purpose Cleaner Cleaner Cover
Cleaner Cleaner
777} Cleaner
11.62 $ $ - 1% $ - 43 {1.62
802.58 $ b3 - 18 - 18 -5 202.58
55.50 $ 5 - 1% - 18 55.50
13,260.80 3 $ - 18 - |§ 42008515 905115
1,166.40 3 11664045 - % $ - |3 -
§,016.00 $ - 3 - 1% 501600(8§ -
25,767.10 $ 121320 3 28810615 - ¢ 2167290
109,899.96 $ - $ -8 - |8 7280421 % 3700575
662,72 3 - $ $ - 18 5548418 10788
35,60 § - $ - 1% - 1§ - 1% 36,60
1,003.53 5 - $ - 1% - 1§ 100353
466.32 $ - $ $ - 18 468.32
466,32 $ - $ 3 - 15 48832
277634 $ - $ -8 - 18 277634
1,820.64 % - 5 - 1% - 15 182084
2546.23 $ - § £ - 18 254823
2,531.28 $ - $ - 18 - 15 253128
1,409.37 3 - $ - 1% - 15 140037
2,36212 $ - $ - 18 - 1§ 238242
2,306.06 3 - $ - 1§ - |$ 230886
246.85 $ - $ - |3 - 1§ 24685
1,363.20 § 22080 $ - $ - 1% $ - 18 113360
58.29 $ - $ - |3 - 13 58.28 :
638.21 $ - $ - |8 -5 63821
1,685.79 $ - $ - 1% $ 168579
2,312.66 3 - $ - 18 § 231266
2,640.73 3 - § 7684083 - 15 187233
2,484.98 3 $ - 1% § 248498
333.60 $ $§ 33380 % - 13 $ -
91.34 3 $ - 3% $ - |3 91.84
1,587.10 § - $ - 1% $ - 1S 158740

10/5/2010
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The Gity thanks all Champion that | % Green| 2 | | | D“f‘ff;?j” requiren | ROPBITED] peouireD | PROHIBITED| REQUIRED

plon that | % Green | Totalby City JREQUIRED|, o' PROHIBITED General - REQUIRED | REQUIRED | PROHIBITED
bought green cleaners & janitorial by {Liguid General Glass GLASS Toilet Seat -

by Dept.|Staff Bathroom ; Degreasers Purpose Toilet Tissue {Paper Towels|PAPERS
papers Customer T Cleaner Sunshine Purpose Cleaner Cleaner Cleaner Cover
cam wn Cleaner

Public Health- Genesal Hospital: -
Shawn Campbel $ .49 $ - 13 71401% - 1% - |5 -
Public Health- Laguna Henda
Hospital: Charles $ 28020 $ - 15 2802013 -1 s
Public Heaith: $ 503.27 3 - 3 - 18 - 1% 2200018 28127
Public Health; Ann Ma Baulista $ 900.66 3 - § - 13 - 1% 5842043 31646
Public Health: Noreen Tal § 240111 3 - 3 - i3 - 1% 1496951% 90416
Public Health: Richard Bitanga $  21,250.05 $ - 5 - 18 - 1% 202606514  989.40
Public Health: Steve Hoffman $ 806.65 $ $ - 13 - 1% 3315018 45515
Public Health: Theresa $ 366,96 $ - 3 - 1% - 13 - 1% 36696
Public Mealth: Vilma Posadas $ 272.80 § - § . - 1§ - 1§ 27280
Public Utiiies Commission- Millbrae: |B $ 501643 $ - 3 - 1% - 1% 158600]% 335043
Public Utites Commission-
Newcemb Ave $ 873578 § 7435 $ - 18 - 1% - 1§ 656142
Public Ugfiies Commission- Sunol: $ 210840 $ - $ - i3 - 1% 13544618 95424
Public Utiifes Commission- Wped: $  11,002.81 § 3 - 1% 110028115 -
Public Utiifes Commission: $§ 928050 3 $ - 1% 10020048 - 1% 828750
u:c Utites Commission: Andy § 326632 5 $ 14532 | 3 s $ 3.120.00
e e Lommission: George s 208800f5 - 5 20080005 - $ $ - s - I3
s};z:lec Ugiges Commission; Mike $ 16500 . 5 ) 5 $ 166.80 | s s
Pubiic _U?siu&es Commission: Tomio $ 957.60 s 05750 5 s s j
Public Works: Benjamin Santana $ 415.80 $  41580(9% $ - 18 -
Public Works: Brooks Fenton $ 148,80 - id 148803 & - 18 -
Public Works: Joel Prather $ 201930 $  1,395.60 § 62370|% $ - 13
Public Works: John Lee £ 16,059.00 $ 16,059.60 $ - 1% - 1% -
Public Works: Joseph Stefmak $ 52,782.05 $ 2208 17700 $ 334254)8 - |§ 405062018 852511
Public Waorks: Migue! Govea § 162270 ¢  68880)% - |$  B04901F  448.20
Public Works: Mohammad Khattana $ 32522 $§ 2296 & 44850) % - |3 130840|F 138442
Public Works: Otis Williams $  13,593.10 $ 101000 3 - - 6.308.30 §.274 .80
Real Estale- 501 Stanyan St $  17,928.90 H - 11,799.40 - 4,129,50
Real Estate- Opera House: $ 748150 $ - 1§ 73227018 $ 35880
Real Estate- War Memeorial 3  G409.00 5 $ 18250013 - 18 478400
Real Estate: $ 4530243 3 L - |§ 278108018 1749163
Real Estate: Joseph Stelmak $ 5328148 § 151500 $§ 17288013 - |5 3606682 % 1887064
Real Estale: Michae! Hanson 2360150 §5 67278 28570 19 32400 - § 36490008 128156215 b5R60EGIS 3298
Real Estate: Otis Waliams 1708280 § 3 - 15 101000 - 22980 21570618 - |5 1324300018 44820
Real Estate: Vicfor Serrate 3678117 & - - - 17285615 S8, 363247518 128350 |
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. ! . REQUIRED . PROHIBITED!
The Gity tharks alf Ghampion that Green | Totalby City [REQUIRED|T°%%¢" | pronipimen| e wORED dooneral | REQUIRED | PROFIBITED) REQUIRED | b o iipen | requiren | proistTen
bought green cleaners & janitoriat {Liguid General Glass GLASS Toilet Seat I
Bathroom . Degreasers iPurpose Toilet Tissue (Paper Towels|PAPERS
papers Cloaner Sunshine Purpose Cloansr Cleaner Cleaner Cover
777) Ciganer
Rec & Park- 104 Larkin St 15,662.40 3 § 1506240(5
Malablbidhindl 28,107.20 3 § 1897300 | § $ 29.730.20
Rec & Park- Moscone Center: 2,493.060 § $ 2499003 -
Res & Park: At Hardy 31540 $ § - 1§ 31540
Rec & Park: Albert Khaoo 343175 5 3 - bE 4857518 2846.00
Rec & Park: Benny Jaivis 3,917.50 § § - 1§ 1400701% 242680
Reg & Park: Bill Chapman 3,197.10 $ $ - 15 14427018 175440
Rec & Park: Brent Dennis 55.50 S - |8 L) 55.50
Rec & Park: Claudia Rhinehart 5,782.00 5 5 - 1% - 1§ 578200
Rec & Park: Cliff Hsiong 17,546.62 $ -5 - 1§ 28085215 1483810
Ret & Park: Dar Mui 97,788.92 5448352 § 167040|8 57638015 - 15 . - 1% 8589200
Re¢ & Park: Damny 406.40 $ $ - 1% 40640
Rec & Park: David Clifton 172.82 $ $ - 1% - 4% 17282
Rec & Park: Davida Kapler 570.90 § 5 $ -{§ 57090
Rec & Parlc Eadio Mateo 1,205.00 5 $ $  38BEG|S 80640
Reg & Parlc John Miller 79.52 5 - |3 - 13 - 1% 7952
Rec & Park: Keneth Emeka 695.00 $ s - 1% - {5 69500
Rec & Park: Larmy 1,842.00 g § -1 - 18 184200
Rec & Park: Martha Scaler 3,763.99 3 $ § 24996008 1,26430
Reg & Park: Michaef Castillo 5,373.05 3 - 18 -8 2301568 307155
Rec & Park: Michae} Gray 27,692,80 5 § - 1§ 213405 2747940
Rec & Park: Ramiro Rodriguez 12,857.60 5. L] § 31500008 5757.60
Rec & Park: Ricardo Moody 2,087.50 $ L - 13 - 1§ 208750
Re¢ & Park: Ricardo Rojas 5,042.60 $ - 1% 5 19430045 389960
Rec & Park; Robert Sheets 795.20 3 - {5 - 13 - {1% 78520
Rec & Park: Steve Shames 1,874.30 $ - 1% § 748901% 1,127.40
Rec & Park: Susan Nervo 1,486.80 3 - 48 $ 148680
Redevelopment: Montery Morrssey 5,391.77 $ - 18 § 1207.351% 418442
Sheriff: Danie! Gertsikoy 13,980.00 3 - 1% - F% 120015018 188850
Sheriff; Joyce Wong 78,637.89 $ - 13 B2473.851% 16,164.00
Sheriff: Richard Casiiiic 26,830.80 § 102408 § 446505 - 15 241344018 1,226.00
Unkrown: 28,389.60 $ 47880 3 415808 - 43 - 18 2740500
Grand Total $1,51655545 1% 707.781% 26,032.80 |5 3504405519298 |$ 34349918 2541.16|% 29427605 73.117.47 | §392.603.79 | $640,580.95 | § 365,880.57
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~ D. All City Champions of Paper 2009

{Required Products: 100% Post-Consumer Recycled, Processed Chlorine-free)

The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper

Total

KOG Prabaticn - NGreen manganay % B.5/0.40
RIpOIT, Jet Wit T U400
RAIMal Care & COrtrar Navia Bolanos ¥ T.702.36
ppeals, Boar SITTIL ApPeas) : CBCITa Fruang ® T30
[Arls COMImISSION. Sharon Fage RICHe 3 SUET
TAssessiment Appeals Board Sf Helen Lee b 7738
ASSESSOI-RECOraeT, FEECIANG Payumo B 855008
Bay Area Uasi Frogras: : Jada Jackson 4 TO5.00
Board OF Supervisors, £ng Eng Ghan $ 739800
Board Of Superviscrs: Ji Jay 3 773.50
BUIGING INSDECHON COMIMISSION. LAWFENCE AVEN0 T TR
BTG [FSpECHCN. JOSPNINE Lil % 250
BIldinG [FSpecion. Paiia Deasiey b AW
[BGING NSpecion, Siephen Lee b TA31.08
[Bureau OF Architecttre. Mana Maniasevic ¥ T.590.50
Child Support Services: Peter o'biien 3 739500
[Childen, Youth & Families: Jerry Sierra | JEA
[ChiIdren, YOuwh & Families. Kanaa Dram ¥ 502.97
Children, YOUED & Families: Leticia Dixon 3 1,54780
Gy ATOrney: sharon ¥ 54T.00
TRy Atorney: Stephant | Nompson T  31,17600
Uy Planning: Lull Fiwang Y 1443370
Civif SEIVICE COMITHSSION: LIZete Hermigues v 116,07
CiT Service Commission: Sandia £ng b TI007
Loniroliers: Angesa W 3 110,07
ongoliers: Lebbie Toy o 1,39464
CONITONer 5 JO& NUTSs0 v LT
CONETONer 5. LOUISE NIGHo T 232140
[COntroNer's: Melson Mangroban T 5908
Confroller's: Monica Laura 9 W0 YU
CORONers: Monica Wi 3 8750
CoOrirollers: Nonica Wi 3 71380
Condroller's: Myrna Evan s 77380
vongroliers: Faill Erckson E FRGILEES
ICONHONer s Rosanne 1ore 3 KRERRN
COMTONEr . Sereina Oallaread 5 T 23808
DiSiTeet AROTney. mary Meaevit ) 232TH
DT ARGy Reggie Clay ) 3.805.00
Disirict Attiorney: Rey Salonga 3 104750
Listrict Aticrney. camir sakkai o JYbol 43
District Atiornéy’ Siephani 1hompson B 31800
Eleclions Juiils Gawaran ¥ 038
Emergency Management. Lamilia ATcia § 77350
Emergency Management Fermi Ghac b 0957
ETEIgency Management. orace Chan LN
EMETgency Managemment. Jala JECRaon B} G249
EMEIYENCY Managemment. vanessa oianel: % 7UT.00
Effployee Retifement Sves: 1ed DAVS b ,285.60
Enterfainment Commission. Crystal Stewart b 7738
Environment: Bo-Ming Ng 3 £,996.41
ETRIES COTIMISSEon. Marviil Forg T 5.095.20
[EVETTS DEpariment. ANyesiels Sorevia S THAT8
[EVENTS DEpanment, Gretcren RUiGe m 77.35
[Fire: Cailly Davey % Zo9955
Fire: Lavid £ng 3 458,75
rire. et Wong 3 14, /9200
General Services AJency- Ats Grante: Bt Gonner ) T54.78
General Services Agency- Ceritral Shops: Rich Ferard b 290840
General Services Agency- County CIeTk, Remton Owyang B U850
(GEneral Services Agency. Diedre Darley ) T.8068.10 |
[ GEREral SEIvices Agency. Elzabeln Fizgerad 3 TT5.07
eneral Services Agency. Eiizabelh Fordyce 3 o7
GETG Al SEIVICES AGENCY. vanin Lordoba b T213.20
[GETIETal SErvIces AQETCY. MaDE| Martnes b A TE3H
GEneral Services AGENCy: Mart Rosaaen 3 B.819.20
[(SEREFE] SETvices Agency. Mana Esping by T, 23808
(oiden (saie Mark Loncourse Authorily. ben Shockey & 520U
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Page 13 0f 22



The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper

[HEEIT SErvice oysten: Elizaben Salazar 3 1357
[Fealt Service System. Sarnma Lausevic 3 5250
[l Service Sysiem: Senley Lee g BT
[FUman Resouices, Aflene Masa T AT
[FliFsan RESoUFCES Wartn 181070 ) TAIG.20
[Human Resources: Yook Chow T T05.00
Human Services- Supply Room Lite Dela Cruz b 000 00
Human Services: Arleng Gorospe B 120,289,756
|HUTEN Services. DGroty Gran 3 To0.00
[AlIEn Services: Gigl Guavara g 295840
AFIUMan Services, Laure Rasser 7 TA7920
Human Services, Lou Palled % 5,916.50
Human Services: Marc Rosaaen % 24,000.08
HUMan Services: Phelan Fong A 7,709.30
Human Services: wereiha Galaread T Ha.ol
Human Services: shiney bBurms $ £,4008.4
Juvenile Probation Depariment: Manny Pagsisihan + LA
[JUVENIE ProGaton. Ghisian Losno 3 10,35440
JUVERIE Probaton: Vanuel F T T479.20
‘[Cabor Standards. Mary wiaiZone k3 7758
Tabor standards. vemmne Lol v TA70.22
Library. Kam Ko 3 14,6280
Library. Mariha Neves v T60.00
LibFary Norm Carlot 3 T70.8C
Libfary: Norm Caflolla T EE W
Library: Pat Fanreniold b 41.44
Mayors Of Housing: Lise Chansin ] £,4£0.6U
TNayors. Andrea Briss 5 TH4.76
ayors: Andrea Bruss 3 T,056.62
Mayors: Armina Brown 3 30020
EyOrs: CHallole GImes ) BI6.47
WMayors. Uee Sehnyder 3 To3.49
Mayors. Karen Hengerson 5 7,707 60
Vayors. Lakeisna ] 38.69
WayOr S, Laure! Barsor b 23218
rayGrs: Wane! LHow 3 J859
[Wayors. Miyesna Harvey 3 270.83
Mayors. Monique Foresier B 77380
[Wayors: Monicue Forster 5 16070
[Wiayor's  Wonidle Foster b 3005
ledica: Examiner. sue Keser b 2,044,243
Medical Examiner: Susan Kefler 3 104,70
TnCipal Ratway: Daisy AVaIos A0
IGniGipal Tranportation AUMCTIy- Parkig & |Taic, Ve Chan 3 TH7 .50
Wunicipal Tranporiaton AUNGIy- Parking & 1 (amc. 1eiry Deiapaz 3 5250
VIGRICIpal 1 Tanponation AUMCTIy- Parkiey & 1raiic. vver Ghen kS A9
TAUNICIpal TTanspeanon Agency- EIeCHIc: Alda Corpuz ! 357555
TGRICIpAl Transporiaion Agency- cieciic. Anhie Rnight ¥ GHIsRYY
TIGTICIpal | ralisporialion AGency- EIEGIC, Larol Chen T 466.50
GRicIpal Transportation AGenty- Elecinc’ Daisy AValos T Z067 50
unicipal Transponation Agengy- £lecinC: Davic danbury & 195,45
unicipal fransporiations Agency- Zieciric; Debra Benton b 991,05
TaNSpOITAlIGT AGENLy- FIECIG. Deldre Daney v 1.394.64

pOTtanon Agenty- FIelR. Dairare Darey o 350006

BOMaton AgENCy- EIeciic: Dennis b3 147920

pOMatcH AJEnicy- EIBtiric, Dortotny Lnan T 3.869.00

UNICIpaY | Tansportaich AJency- EIBCc: £a Danel 9 19285
Wiinicipal Transportation Agency- EIeCtic, FOen Mojica 3 7,393.57
WINICIDa: [Tansponanon Agency- EIECHe. ENen Pon 3 T,180.70
Vunicipal [ransportation Agency- Eleckic: Etlen Mon 3 35680
ViUNIciDa: [ ransportaiion Agency- tlectnic! Fumsko Satoda K 3,437 80
Vunicipal [ ransportaion Agency- Electic gl Mabfos 3 2,00/.43
MIUNICiDa! | Taloporadon Agency- EIeCHIc, Henty Gong 3 UZ28.58
Viunic:pai | ranspontalion Agency- EIeciic: Herman Satmann 3 404,28
ILINICIDA! | ransporiadion AGency- EIEcHIC HOWara oaumani 3 454,24
VTINiCial [ransponadon Agency- EIECRIC: danel WISoR 3 /7380
viLhicipai | ransporiation Agency- Electric: jeanetie Wason 3 127677
WTUNICDa; | TaNSPOTIanon AJENCy- EIECHIG, JESSIE KAz 3 LT
TUNICIDA! TTansporaion AQEnCy- FIGCHIC, JOBTY WACION 3 81249
MIGnicipal | ransponaion Agency- FIRCHIC: Rauiyn NiGONmas S 7738
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The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper

Total

Municipal Transportalica Agency- Cleciric: Ladra Zhang 3 Y2858
TNINIpaY Transportalon Agency- Eleciic: Luciie Hammons ) 27083
Mun:Cipal Transportaion Agency- Elecinc: Marina villena b T16.07
Municipal Transportafion Agency- EIEciric: Paul Hootman 5 77380
NurEcipal Transporalion Agency- EIECIic: Rosarna YU 5 77380
Wunicipal Transponanon Agency- EIECtic: Sandra Chad 3 77380
NEURICipal Transportanion Agency- EIeCic, sandra Ghia 3 5, /08
VITTCipa] |Fansponanon AGENcy- EIGCIIC. GUsIe NaRmengerany b} 77380 |
uricipal Fransporaiion Agency- FIGCTic: wWel Lhen 3 795840
VIURECIpal Transporaton Agency- EIECINC: YVERe 10res ) 386,90
VHIRCTpaT Transporation Agency- Parking & Trafiic; Celestie AuStia Marks |9 Ta9.20
Municipal Transportation Agency- Farking & [raific; Debbie Borhee b} 92555
Muricipal Transporiation AQency- Parking & 1raffic: James Hsiong ) IA37 60
Muricipal Transporialion Agency- Marking & Traffic. iern Ueiapaz b 1,700.70
WIGTACIPE] {Fansporiaion Agency- Parking & |Taiic. [erty DElapaz 3 200359
[WATRCIpa Transporialion AGency- 1 ax) & AGCESS | VIGKY Sl ) KEEWA
[WHUmCipal fransporaton Agency- 1axl & ACCESS, VICKY SiU 5 27083
WAunICIpal fransporiaton Agency. Alda COTpuz 3 2,485,710
TUmCIpal 17ansporiaion AGency. Ardie Rnight ;) H250
URICIpG] fFansporanon Agency, wary Dawsar: ) T TE00
MUFCipal Transporiation Agency. GIgl Fagros b} TBET D
Munfcipal Transporiaiion AJEncy: Joanne wiliams 3 1.5
MlRCIa] Transporianon Agency: Joery Nacion P 82500
TURICIpal Tranaporalion Agency. Josie DEOCATD0 b 0900
[MURTIpaT 1 7ansponalion Agency. LiZz Homan ) 090 42
Municipal {ransporiation Agency: Nicholas Jonasor: 3 28750
[WMUsicipal fransporiation Agency: sandra uhua 5 ATZ50
MURGIpEr Transporiation Agenty: Sandia Ul b 1600
MURICipal Transporialion Agency. SUSIe Naxmengenanh b3 1525
WIurIcipal fransporiation Agency. Wel Chern b T.752.30
[Cifice OF Contracts Admirsstrafion: Annie Leary 3 T93A45
Uffice Of Confracts Adminstaton, Larmen Omrarn B 36049y
Office OY Contracts Adninisiraton. Richele Hilarno b 773380
108 U1 Contacts Admirstaon, Richene Hiaro b 380.94
[Folice- Ciizen's Complamis. Laura 1ham T TE63.67
Folice. Enc Melarson 2 360,94
FPoNcET REVIn MEpherson 5 TH3.45
Folice: Teon Rang % 967,25
Folice: Lucy Clemmions 3 1479.20
[Folice: Lynh Remy 5 U67.725 ]
[POTCE: Rene Rodrgaes 5 qa37h
Folice: Tim Yee 3 b4, 28
Folice: VICIor ROTenerg T 90,229.07
Fort Geoige Unyemenm T 12,113.50
Fort: Geoige Onyemenin 5 TA7920
[PUBTic Dafender, Angela Auyong 3 19,50230
[PUDTic Defender, John Dunbar T 2.639.90
tublic Lietender, Lynn Mechanic 9 193.45
UBEC Healtn- General HoSDRaL Aid Malliio ¥ THE.T0
{PUDNC HMealth- General FOSPRat, Alan Renken 5 NN
PUBTiC Healih- General Hospiial Althea Racher 3 T89.45
UBlE HealR- Ganerar Hosital Ay Dermonteverde $ TU833Z
Fublic Healh- General Hospral, Ay Walker by REIRH
Fublic Health- General Hospitall Anna Rubio » 118,07
Public Health- General Hospral Anfonina Abad b 19385
UEIiC Healh- General Flosphal, Barbara RAud » 4,£00.50
BTG Feakn- General Hospral, Bob Egglaston ¥ 30952
PUBIC Feanin- General FOspRal, Cerlsa Vonaiany ¥ 7738
PUBTC Healn- General Hospial Caros salazar 5 T28.50
PUBTG Healll- General Hospial. Ghares yen ¥ 3TH
PUBEC Mealn- General Fospial, GNeryr Jenson v 366,490
PULTC Healin- General Hospial CIEsine 1eu b T,547.50
PUETC Health- Genaral Hospral, Daisy Flanas b PAYINT
Pliblic Health- General Hospitall Deborah Robirson b 1,008,381
PUBIC Healih- General Hospital’ Uoana it % Y5z
FUBKG Healih- Ceneral Hospial, Ester Armgliong 3 77380
FUBIG Healih- General Hospral, Falma Ascano ¥ TO345
PUBTEC Health- General Aospial, Fating Lau b 19876
Public Healh- Genetal Hospital Fancisco Saenz b 6L 07
Public Health- General Hospial. [vy Soioman T T 78705
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The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper

Yotal

Public Fealh- General Hospital, Janst Fines 3 77.38
PUDIC Fealihi- Genaral Hospial sernie 18nh ) 24100
PUBTC Heah- Ceneral Hospitar Jimmy 1o S EEPAY
PuBlic Healh- Generar Hospital Jor Téan Gréen by HETES
PuBlic Healln- General Hospital, Julio Guilen b YRVISES
PUDNC Healh- Gereral Hospital: Lang nguven $ T16.01
PlGIC Healh- General Hospial, Larry Fabian b3 THUE O
Pl Healn- Leneral Hospial, Laura b 15335
[PUDIC Heallt- General Hospital Laura Chow % B9
PUGIC Mealh- General Hospital, LAy Lee % 385,90
PuBiic Heallh- General Mospiial, Lita forfes 3 BB75.20
PULNE HEah- Geraral Hospitar Lula HonEs 3 77380
Piblic Fealih- General Hospial Mafgo Dexirase 2 RIT
Piblic Healih- General Hospital Maflol Tombas ¥ 27053
Public Heallfi- General Hospital: Mary A Anigiae kY 77380
Fublic Health- General Hospital: Maft Cuencl 3 3,429,23
Pudlic Heallh- General Hospitall MicRae! Rroages 3 42597
PUDIC Healih- Gereral Hospial MIagros Ramos S 0078
PUBNC Health- General Hospial, vireya Lopez 5 77.38
Jrubiic Health- Leneral Hospital: Nancy Law 3 7{3.8U
Pubiic Health- General Hospial: Noxes Nhingsavath 3 KR
PGblic Heallh- Gereral Hospar Norma Olmedo-Corlez % 7738
Piblic Heallh- Gereral HOsphal NG Zaldivar T 24766
Mublic Health- Lseneral Hospaal: Pat 5org ¥ 107
PGBlic HEalth- Gerneral Hospial. Feggy Mo 3 6725
Piblic Fealh- General Hospial: Pater it T 59847
[PUBIIC Health- General Hospral Feleria Braganza 3 RINYY
[Pullic Health- General Hospial Reone! Anza 5 LY LR
Hublic Health- General Hospital: Rebecca Padilla b %£,706.30
Public Healh- General HoSpial Refy Hammel ¥ BE73S
Public Health- General Hospital Rena Hong T 15476
rublic Healln- General Bosprial; Ron Beard 3 ©19.04
Fiblic Healn- General ospiial Roxana Sainas kS RESNE]
Ublic Heallh- General Hospial sara Gracia T 77.38
Fublic Healih- Generai riospitai. Shivley Lee b (13,60
Fiblic Healih- General Hospital SUzanne =un 3 TT8.07
Pliblic Healih- General Hospial 1atrm Jones ¥ RNV
FUBEG Healih- Seneral HoSpital Tonya 1hompsen 3 1559
PUE#C Health- General Fospital wiley Ghing v TT3E0
PUGEC Healt- Mental Heant: Board: HOWard Fong T 17.328%0
OB Healn10; Eieen Marshal T TA7S.20
PUBTE Healthy 10, wally 5 TATS
PUBRC Healn, Alicla David 5 BSBT 20
PUBHC Healh, Ay fwan ® ACYEICIN
Fublc HMealih: Barbara Kezucha P 1,47Y.40
PUGHC Healh: Bella Hoe Y §3.95
PUGEC Healh: Rernadeis 3 920
PUbC Heallh: Bernene whiie 3 7958 40
PUDEG Heall. Catmen 3 TIIA5
FUGHC Healh: Carmen Nolasco 3 KEEW
PUGHG Heal, Uhis ) T397.5%
PUBHC Healin. Chnsua ) 270,83
Pubfic Health: Chiishia Mea 3 2T0.83
Plibiic Healh Chisting 3 TIUES
Pupic Healin: Christing Mea 3 REGR)
Pubfic Health, Condon Roberison 3 386.97 |
PUGHG Heall: connie ) JUg.0l
PUBHG Heallrr, Dana Hengarson $ RENAY
DUDHG Heallr, Dehra Mainews 3 ERCENT)
PUBHC Heallr, Usbra Matihews 3 T160.70
Fubilc Healih. Dora Chang 9 1,890.61
Pt Heanh Thama Chin b 38650
FUDic Healih: Ela Guramenal 9 Z,86d.U0
PURIC Aealif EfZaneth Won s 7380
FUbic Healik: Frank 3 [WEH
rubic Health, Frank Fineli ] 232,14
UGG Healiht Jane 3 34821
PUGIC Healt, Jane Cid 3 KR
PUGHG Healh, Jerry Siefra 3 71360
PUbHG Flealii: Jn Rendal ) 253550
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The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper Total
PUGIC Heatn, Joanne ? Kiaee)
PUGIC Hearm, John Manmez 3 82850
{PEDIC Healm: Josephine Wiuir % T276.77
rublic Heaiin: Joy KendrX 3 17380
1Public Healiit Karen Mckenzie 3 48828
PO HeaTh: Rate Monico Rign 3 Khisse
[Pubc Healihy Keig b 21085
[FUblic HeaRh: Restina Relly T 331015
- {Pablic Healin. Lannie Adeiman ] 1,084,342
- |Public Health: Maria Rogers ? T93.85
PUbiic Healh: Manion Dudley kY 300,50
Ubiic Healh: Vel Lau-om b 38C.90
[Public Health, Mila Miranda T TIG.G7
PUbic Hea Nitkie % TS
PHblic Hearh: Nicky Ho % 54,75
TPablic Health: Nikkie T 54,78
Fublic Health: Noreen Tai ¥ 386.50
[FODTG HEan: OHando Toloert & T.E79.20
[PEblic Fealh: Richard Sarale T TAT3.20
Public Realth, Kose Faugope 3 £,908.44
[PLBIC Heann: Stepnanie DUy ¥ T7AT05
[PUDIC Hearn: 1ina Hicks 3 T.160.70
[POBIE HEaRT Tormas Mare ky E8U35
|Piiblhic HealihT Truc Vo ) 45478
PUblic Heakh: Wally T 205057
Public Health. wally Wong S 206,20
Public Health: Xiacxia Zru ¢ 360,90
PGl Library. Norm Gariota d 2324
[P UTlGES Commission Hearn And Sarety, siepnen Brooks 3 PEVRT)
UG UTiies Commission- Heteh Hetny. Ray Bmerad T 7.755.97
[PUBTC UTIESS Commission- Heten Neteny, Rudy vnie b T.599.50
PUBic UlTes Commission- Laguna Honaa, Russell Nakal T TIZ90
Public Uliiies Commission- Laguna Honda: Stanley Lee AR AT
[Pullic Ulisties Commission- Wastewater, Andrew Ung 3 2088
Public UTites Commission- Water Gualily. DolSen Rwan 3 0I5
Pubtc Ulifies Commission- Water Luality. Gloria £ng T T54.78
PUBHG UGS Comimission- Waier Wually: Laura Uretd b TABU. TG
[PUBEC UTTes Commission- Waier Gualty, Lisa Grarn S 2321 AG
[PUBTC UTHTes Commission- yvaier Guanty. MIKe Renog % I5.08
BT OTMTES ComTission- waier Wdalty. Rapy Fonce Y TS Y
[Flbis Utities Commission; Annabelle Cagilan % JEEET
Publc UTities CommIssion: Berrice Basco Fy 0952
PTEAC TGS Cormmission: Sei 11801 3 975
'PUERG Utiiies Commission; Sl Caponera 3 60
UG UTITEs COmAIssion. Garmena Navaino 3 73218
'PUBHE UTiHTes Commission. Ghnsing g 23218
PUERE UTHTES COMAISSION: CANGNE Casio 3 639.57
PUbHC Utities Comission: Conrve Chang 3 286700
PUBIC UTETES Comimission: Delia GUInero F A W
PUBTIC UtHties COMESSION: £ma 1 0ung ) LEXA
PUBAC UtHities Commission: EUgene Shu k TI5.00
PlbHC UHHTES Comaission. Frank Fana 5 EEARE]
[Pubiic UTHilies Commission: wigr Boromeo 3 Z536%
FUBIC UTATES Commussion, Howarg Persms 3 5.7 14 50
PUDIGC UHtes COMAEssIOn. James Hsiong 3 TAS.0
UGG UtHifies Commussion: Janet ot 3 TA8 T8
PUBHC THNEs Comwasion. Joseph smgh 9 54156
PUDTG UTITES Comiission. JOssy Bayot b 70355
PUbTc UHes Commission: Jale Mark 3 59315
Public Utlities Comission: Ramile Harvey B 5078.88
Public UTITes Comassion: Ramny Basconciio 3 KKV
Public UTtiities Commission: Raihy DoscoNCNio % 77380
PUblc Utities Comeanission: Lorelel by 76487
PUBTE UtTes Comirssalon. Mana Garcia 3 773380
PUDIC UTIES Comission. Mara Syvester 3 TAEE TS
Public Utlities Comimession. Maria Syvesior 3 350050
TPublic Utities Commission. Michagl renton 3 38650
PUBHG UTHTies Comirisesion; MIKe FEenion B F690
PUBTC JTimes Commsssion. waly Bode ) T.207.99
PUGIG Uties CommRssion: Nancy Boe ) 30400
10/5/2010 2009 Annual Report on Green Purchasing Frogram for City Staff - SFApproved.org
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| The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper

Totat

[PIEAC UTEGES Commission: Nord monna ) 51065
PlbnG Ulilies Commission, Rachelle More ) 3BEH0
[PUBIC UTies Conmssion. Repecca b} T 23808
PUBIG UTTHES Commission: Revecea Ona 5 237350
IPUBIC UTEES Gommission, RECEvIng ] 8405
TPUblic UTEEEs Gomimission. sandra Paole By 121728
TPUDIC JTites Commission, Sancy Ng L 297913
Plblic Ulilities Commission, Sere Colimns B 38050
PUbNc Uiiities CoOmMISSIon: shiey Simplianc 3 TT5.07
Public UTiiies Commission: Shirley Symplaro 3 T23.02
PUbIic UTRGeS Commissiorn. otephen Brooks 3 U3.70
PUDIG UTHEES Commission, 1eresa RoiZ & 340,90
PUDNE UGS Commissiosn. 1ony Lujan o LAY
IPUBIC UHTES Commission. 100y Lujans kX TE5.00
[PUDTic Utiilies Commission. VAIGIE AgUiar 5 8590
[PUBNic UTETies Commission; verma wWalton ¥ TO05.55 |
[PUDTC UTaties Commission, VItor vena T 5,003.90
[PUBIC Works: Ada Abenia k3 3.305.95
[PUbIC Works: Befardita Espadla T A A37 80
PUDNC WOrKs. Brannon Worg p 735,71
Pubiic Works: Lathenne b 580,30
PUBIG Works. layton Lhoy b 4,837 60
PUBIC WoOTks: JoSEph Abario ¥ RERYE
[PGHIC WWorks. Ramerng NIcholas b LIRS
[PUBTG Works: Ratierdie wor ? KRCY !
PUGDIIC Works: Lisa Mak v ET19.10
PO Works: WMary Nowe v TI77.07
Public Werks, Michael Walsh i EXN
Fublic Works: Nancy George 3 S0.6Y
Hublic Works. Nancy Terranova B 409.70
PLBIG Works. Naian Rogs 5 35650
[PUblic Works: Raymond Lee 3 T30
[PUGTC Works. oally yuan S 30952
PUBRC WOTRS: Zaida Gamachs S B57.73
Reartstate- War Vemanarl Joyoe Furougn P 710064
Real Estate; Lon Mazzola 9 29218
Real Estate; Wennle 3 20214
REaI ESTatE. Wennie Coumna b TaT022
Real Estate; Winnie Loi 3 TTo 07
BCrealion & Park. share canja 3 B51.85
[Recreation & Fark, Sherr % FL i
BCroalion & Park. 1ed Davis T T57.50
IRECTEaton & Fark, Whlney Baghy % 13.262.28
Rent Board: Kalhy B Chau 2 3,090,270
el AOTF Carisha sme 3 PATERT
shenn {(Sh-U1) Debra keed 4 £,991.41
oheriit {Sh-UT}: Joan Scannelt 3 380,90
SHEnT (Sh-uT) LGl Cagieruceio k3 773380
SREnT (Sn-UTx Naryoeth Long T T 07
SRETH (ON-UT). Galan BIeseke 5 350,90
Sherf {oh-01} Veronica kellet ¥ Ti0.Uf7
[SHer [SA-UTY: Witlam Fain T A4 28048
Sheril. Armina Brown b 451,20
SRENH: Jan Lrosbie- 1aylor ) 315U
SRET, Miarybean Long ¥ G44 92
TEeChnolegy- Repro; Ely Sulanadi T 1355360
Technology- Repro; Julle Creer ® I078E0
TEchnology- Repro. oalia vaerma I 25,506,480
fechnology: Daniel Mors 3 38690
Techrology. PHiEp RUSSO 5 PRSI
Techrology. Robin £arle 5 T, 23808
TTEasure [slard Dev AU, NIKKI VeY v 386,90
T reasifer/Tax Collecior. Janet Winder 14789200
War Memarial And Pertorming Ans Lenier; joyce =urlough 3 140,29
Grand 1ot ¥ 1,074, 0L
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E. Details of Contracts & Products in 2009 SF Approved List

Category  [Sub-Categories
jAutomotive  [Antifreeze New subca egory uggeste
Fluids Brake Cleaners New subcategory Suggested
Carburetor Cleaners !New subcategory Suggested
Degreasers INew subcategory Suggested
Parts Washers F\iew subcategory Suggested
Automotive  [Mud Flaps iNew subcategory Suggested
::iﬁ:ﬁi:; Refillable Can / Sprayer|New subcategory Suggested
‘ Shop Towels New subcategory Suggested
Tires New subcategory Suggested
Wheel Weights New subcategory Suggested
Automotives [Alternative Fuel ‘ centract Reguired
Batteries Rechargeables- Hybrid |New subcategory Suggested
Rechargeables- NimH (Office {Office Supplies [Required
Alkalines E‘:ﬁ?tﬁi Contract) Limited Use
Ni-Cad Prohibited
Building New subcategory Suggesied
Electronics  |Computers New subcategory Contract Required
Nethooks New subcategory Required
Computer servers {non-|New subcategory Required
Copiers, Printers, Contract Required
Electronics  {Electronics Cleaners  [New subcategory Suggested
Cleaners A Blowers INew subcategory | Suggested
Coil Cleaners New subcategory Suggested
Begreasers New subcatagory Suggested
Vacuums {hand-hekd) |New subcategory Suggested
Food Meetings, Events New subcategory Suggested
Foodware  |Aluminum Contract Required
Bags Required
Clamshells Required
Cold Cups Required
Eating Utensils Required
Food Wrapping Required
Het Cups Required
Paper Napkins And Required
Paper Plates, Required
Fuel Biodiesel Contract Required
Janitorial Bathroom Contract Required
Cleaners  |Gleaner Degreasers Required
General Purpose Required
Glass Cleaners Required
10/5/2010 2009 Annual Report on Green Purchasing Program: for City Staff - SFApproved.org Page 19 of 22




Category  [Sub-Categories Retiired agestsd | Prohibited
vk ; : B i Rl Wil P
Bowl Cleaners: Acid Suggested
Bowl Cleaners: Non- Suggested
Carpet Cleaners Suggested
Disinfectants Suggested
Drain Openers Suggested
Floor Finishes Suggested
Floor Strippers Suggested
Hand Soaps Suggested
Metal Cleaners Suggested
Qdor Controi for Drains Suggested
Tile & Grout Cleaners Suggested
Janitorial Paper Towels Contract Required
Papers Toilet Seat Covers Required
Toilet Tissue 7 Required
danitorial Contract Language New subcategory Suggested
Janitorial Hand Dryers: Elesctric Suggested
Supplies  [fficrofiber cioths, Suggested
Landscaping |Compost li\iew subcategory Suggested
Edging (Lawn & li\%ew subcategory Suggested
Fertilizers iNew subcategory Suggested
Hoses (Garden & INew subcategory Suggested
Mulch New subcategory Suggested
Lighting Fixtures New subcategory {New Confract Reguired Limited Use {Prohibited
|Ballasts Contract Reguired Limited Use {Prohibited
Bulbs, Tubes, Required Limited Use _{Prohibited
Lubricants,Oil[Motor OHf (Re-refined) jNew subcategory Suggested
Movers Reusable Boxes New subcategory Suggested
Office Papers |Copier Bond
Office Various (includes New Confract
Suppiies Markers: Permanent Suggested
Markers: Whiteboard Suggested
Paper: white, 8.5" X 11" Confract Required
Paper: white, 8.5" X 14" Required
Paper: white, 11" X 17 Required
Sanitizers Suggested
Paints Green Seal Certified  |New subcategory Suggested
Paint Graffiti Removers New subcategory Suggested
Paint Acetone |New subcategory Suggested
Toner Remanufactured Confract Suggested
Wood Forest Stewardship New subcategory Suggested
: Arsenic-Treated Limited Use
TOTAL 80 34 3 13 30 48 8 5
10/6/2010 Page 20 of 22
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City Purchases of Green Off ice Supphes 2009
Ranked by sales volume for 50 most popular categories. % green for each category are calculated by dollars spent.* ?rom Office Depot sales reporis,

1 calendars - no recycled content opfion lisied
2 | CALENDAR, DESK WALL, REFILLS, DATED $12,476 YES 83.00%
3 | CALENDAR, TIME MGMT, ORGANIZERS, REFILLS, DATED 34,194 YES 83.00%
4 | LUNCHRCOM EQUIP SUPPLIES (FOCD SERVICE,PPR,PLAST $2,806
5 | FLE FOLDERS - TOP TAB $2,788 YES 98.00%
& | TAPE,TAPE DISPENSERS 52,470
7 | BINDERS, PRESENTATION, VIEW $2.393 YES £8.00%
8 | POSTIT, FLAGS, PADS, FASELS $2,386 "~ YES 18.00%
9 | PEN,BALLPOINT EXECUTIVE SETS, CUSTOM INK, INK CL $2,322 YES 40.00% | includes refillable or recycled content
10 i CLEANER,DISINFECT,DEQDORIZER $2,199 specilication nesded
11 i INDEXES, DIVIDERS, INDEX TABS $2,166 YES : 81.00%
12 i SAFETY,FIRST AID,CROWD CNTREINTERCM,SEC : $2,128 :
13 | LABELS, SHEET, MAILING, SPECIALTY $1,918 recycled content should be avaiiable
14 | BOOKACCOUNTING,COLUMNAR,RECORD RECORD KEEPING SYS 51,819 YES 10.00%
15 | STORAGE BOXES,FILFS,DRWR,SYSTEMS . $1,669 YES 87.00%
16 | ENVELOPES CUSTOM ‘ $1,644 YES 22.00%
17 | MAILRCOM,SHIPPING,CORRAGATED BOXES,KNIVES $1,205 SOME mixed calegory-can't compare
18 | COMPUTER TAPE DISKETTES,CD,MAG CARD STORAGE - $1,193 SOME mixed category-can't compare
19 | BOARD,CHALK,BULLETIN,DRY ERASE $1,176 SOME mixed category-can't measure
20 | PADWRITING.LEGAL LETTER : $1,018 YES 25.00%
21 | STAPLERS STAPLES,STAPLE REMOVER, STAPLE GUNS $985
22 | CALULATORS ACCESSORIES $981
23 | CORRECTION FLUIDS PENS,PAPER TAPE $962 SOME mixed category-can't compate
24 | MEMCRY DRIVES $940
25 | HANGING FILE FOLDERS $883 YES 97.00%
26 | LETTERING MACHINE, TAPE CTRG,SUPPLIES LABELERS $868 SOME ) mixed category-can't compare
27 | DESK ACCESSORIES/ORGANIZERS, BOOKENDS, STANDS, ACC $801 YES 17.00%
28 | PAPER FASTENERS, CLIPS, CLAMPS, SPINDLES, DISPENS $791 SOME mixed category-can't compare
29 | SKIN, SOAP, LOTION, DISP, $747
30 | DISCONTINUED BY MANUFACTURER $686
31 | MARKERS $684 YES 73.00% | safisfactory spec does not exist
32 | AIR CLEANER 3679 :
33 | EXPANDING FILES 3596 YES 98.00%
34 | OEM Toner Cartridges $544 separate castridge contract exists
35 | BINDING, LAMINATING MACHINE SUPPLIES $53% SOME mixed category-can't compare
36 | FACSIMILE MACHINE $522
37 | BATTERIES CHARGERS $506 YES £0.00% | Nonrechargeable required for some uses
38 | PAPER PUNCH, DRILL $455
39 | AEROSOLS $452 spec needed - mostly air fresheners
40) | BINDERS, REFERENCE STORAGE, NON VIEW $444 YES 93.00%
41 | HEATER FAN,AIR CLNR HUMDFRS ' $440
42 | CALENDAR, DESK WALL, REFILLS, UNDATED %408 YES 97.00%
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43 | NOTEBOCKMEMO,WE,BOUND 3407 YES 54.00%
44 | HIGHLIGHTERS $403 YES 58.90%
45 | DISC JANITORIAL ITEMS 333
44 i SIGNS ELECTRONIC SIGNS $370
47 1 GLOVES APRONS $354
48 | REPORT COVERS, PORTFOLIOS $352 YES 73.00%
49 | SHREDDER,SHREDDER BAGS ACCESSCRIES 5351

* 7 Green” for this calculation includes primarily any items with postconsumer waste recycled content. It also includes "AP Cerlified NonToxic, Conforms to ASTM D-
4236" {some with “waterbased” designation), “Green Seal Certified, contains 30% postconsumer recycled content” (some paper products), and “refiltuble™ {for
balipoint pens). A breakdown of actual recycled contents purchased can be found below.

10152010 2009 Annual Report on Green Purchasing Program for Gity Staff - SFApproved.org Page 22 0f 22



Dear Supervisors:

Please stand up for healthcare justice by opposing CPMC's “Master Plan” for
.8t Luke's Hospital and the new Cathedral Hill facility.

California Pacific Medical Center (CPMC) plans on shrinking St. Luke’s Hos-
pital by 62 percent and segregating most services in the Cathedral Hilt area.
St, Luke’s patienis would be offered a lower standard of care. This would be
a crippling loss of healthcare resources for our city, CPMC’s plans amount to
medical rediining, and would be a tragedy for the many families around
St. Luke's Hospital in need of access to quality healthcare services in our
comimunity. A heafthy San Francisco cannot disctiminate!

| urge you 1o NOT support CPMC’s Master Plan plan unless 1) CPMC agrees
to rebuild St. Luke's Hospital at an appropriate size to meet community needs San Francisco Board of Supervisors
and to provide equal standard of care for all patients, and 2) CPMC signs a
binding agreement with the community to treat local residents and businesses, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
patients, nurses, and hospital staff with the respect we all deserve.

San Francisco, CA 24102
Why | care about St. Luke's Hospital / Why | am against CPMC's current plan:

WIPE SPEeTRW 3 HEALTHCA
A2 ReSrirREE

o

SIGNATURE




GAVIN NEWSOM
MAYOR

EX. CROWLEY
PRESIDENT

FRANCESCA VIETOR.
VICE PRESIDENT

ANN MOLLER CAEN
COMMISSIONER

JULIET ELLIS
COMMISSIONER

ANSON B, MORAN
COMMISSIONER

ED HARRING TON
GENERAL MANAGER

il

WL?JOY e e
B+ CL@L%_,IC(;L&;/&-,
' SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES CoOMMISSION

1155 Market St., 41th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103 » Tel. (415) 554-3155 » Fax (415) 584-3181 - TTY (41 5) 584.3488

October 4, 2010

Angela Calvillo

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

1 Drive Carlton B. Goodlett Place -
City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

Subject: Project CUH947 Sustainable Energy Account Release, $1,873,500

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

I'would like to request your assistarice to ha

ve calendared a release of reserve on the
SFPUC Sustainable Energy Account Project CUHO947.

As part of the FY 2007 - 08 Hetch Hetch

placed on reserve pending the SFPUC st

y Capital Project Budget, $3,173,500 was
Aggregation Implementation Plan,

atus report on the Community Choice

On July 8, 2009, at the request of the Public Utilities Comm
Committee released $1,300,000 of the reserved fu

remaining of $1,873,500 needed to su
CCA by early 2011.

ission, the Budget Finance
nds. [ would like to request the
pport costs associated with the implementation of

e

Regards, J
» /

. F .

£y V4 -

=00
;i

P

Zaf i : i
Ed ﬁarrgﬁrgton
General Manager

A8

20 1RV S! 130010
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Page 1 of 1
Information Request Form
board.of.supervisors

/o

board.of supervisors \)C\_LQ,ﬁ{jP (DAl
10/11/2010 07:29 AM
Show Details

To:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

Email:board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org

FIRST NAME:Jim

LAST NAME:Toner

ADDRESSy ~ =~

crey.” * °

STATE:Texas

ZIP:75040

PHONE NUMBER:214-535-4748

FAX:no :

CONTACT_EMAIL:jm2216@aol.com

DATE _OF_RECORD:Last week

FILENUMBER:

RESOLUTIONNUMBER:

ORDINANCENUMBER:

MOTIONNUMBER:

SEE FILE ON:

PICK_UP_INFORMATION ON:happy meals

MAIL INFORMATION:Yes

ADDITIONAL_INFORMATION_DETAIL:Why don't you go back to work on your budget problems,
and leave raising kids to their parents? You are intruding in an area outside your expertise, and trying to
control private life. You ought to be able to see that. The rest of the country thinks you are wrong here. |
am 85 and would just drive my family to a place outside your control. Hope everyone would do the
same.

o

2
< [ >
file//C:\Documents and Settings\RCalonsag\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web086... 10/12/20 .
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Chaffee -- Come to the Ethics Commission Today to Defend Yourself

James Chaffee

to:

Bevan.Dufty, board.of.supervisors, Carmen.Chu, Chris.Daly, David Campos, David Chiu, Eric L. Mar,
John.Avalos, Michela.Alioto-Pier, Ross.Mirkarimi, Sean.Elsbernd, Sophie. Maxwell

. 10/18/2010 11:33 AM

Show Details

If not now, When? If not Sue Cauthen, Who?
The Ethics Commission today at 6:30 p.m. in Room 408 of City Hall will take up the recommendation of its staff that the
president of the Library Commission’s conduct “falls below the standard of decency, good faith and right action
impliedly required of all public officials.” It fails to mentioned that the conduct is the accepted standard for the Library
Commission. The Ethics Commission proposes to send this finding to the Mayor as the commissionert’s appointing
authority. They have not mentioned that it would be unconscionable for the Mayor not to hold the Library Commission
and the individual commissioner accountable.
On June 4, 2009, Sue Cauthen’s right to make public comment at a Library Commission meeting, on the agenda item,
“General Public Comment” was denfed. A complaint was brought against the president of the Library Commission. The
president refused to offer any justification of this action before the Sunshine Ordinance Task Farce.
The Secretary of the Library Commission issued a statement that the president of the Library Commission “stood by her
actions.” Of course, the violation of the Sunshine Ordinance was so inexcusable that no excuse was possible and the
refusal to attend Task Force meetings when the violation was under consideration only emphasized that the violation
was willful. The finding of a willful violation was referred by the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force to the Ethics
Commission for enforcement. '
it is now one year and five months later and the Library Commission has confirmed its contempt for decency by
unanimously re-electing the offending commissioner for another term as its president.
When | was much younger there was such cynicism about complaints of police brutality that a complaint of police
brutality had to be accompanied by disclaimers that the victim was only a wealthy middle-aged married couple, within a
few steps of home, and no history of provoking the police. If we have reached that level of cynicism about Sunshine
violations, then Sue Cauthen is the ideal victim,
Sue Cauthen is not an activist or a critic. In fact, Sue Cauthen is the chair of the Library Citizens Advisory Committee
appointed by the Board of Supervisors and a member of the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. Both are positions
appointed by the Board of Supervisors and therefore, presumably, a person whose personal dignity the Supervisors
would have an interest in protecting. '
The circumstances are that the subject that Sue Cauthen wished to address was the placement of a branch fibrary on
property that had been designhated for use as open space in North Beach. This is the first, and probably the last, time
that Sue Cauthen has ever gquestioned a library management decision. The fact that they used this agenda item to
prevent Sue Cauthen from speaking is glaring,
More importantly, Ms. Cauthen has admitted that it is very traumatic to be a blatant victim of the denial of public
comment. Have you admitted to being so traumatized? | don’t wish to put words in Sue Cauthen’s mouth but the
context is not hard to imagine. Sue Cauthen thinks that her opinion is based on her investigation of the facts and her
ability to reason. She thinks that if she discovers new facts and comes to a different conclusion, she still has a right to
her opinion. She thinks that she has a right to an opinion and a right to express that opinion. Isn’t that what you think?
Isn’t that what we all think? It Is quite shocking tolearn that in front of the Library Commission only certain opinions
consistent their interests are tolerated. Isn't this the danger of privatization and the deference to philanthropy in
publicly supported institutions.
An attack on Ms. Cauthen’s right to speak is not emblematic of the right to speak for all of us. An attack on one, is an
attack on all. if not Sue Cauthen, Who? If not now, When?
Please join us at the Ethics Commission meeting of today, October 18, 2010, at 6:30 p.m., City Hall, Room 408 to make
sure that the commission acts on this complaint.
James Chaffee

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web0708.htm 10/18/2010 i C-\
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Chaffee -~ Library Commission Conduct Below the Standard of Decency

James Chaffee :

to:

Bevan.Dufty, board.of supervisors, Carmen.Chu, Chris.Daly, David Campos, David Chiu, Eric L. Mar,
John.Avalos, Michela. Alioto-Pier, Ross. Mirkarimi, Sean.Elsbernd, Sophie.Maxwell

10/17/2010 01:26 AM

Cc:

deetje, frandacosta, grossman356, h, home, kimo, Libraryusers2004, mail, marc, MPetrelis, "P Warfield",
rak0408, "Ray Hartz", SCaul321, "Timothy Gillespie 1", "Timothy Gillespie 2'", " Timothy Gillespie 3",
W_Lanier, bbegin, "Bruce Brugmann', "Katie Worth", "Marisa Lagos", matierandross, rgordon,
sfmeskunas, tien

Show Details

Dear Friends,

The Ethics Commission has placed a hearing on its October 18 agenda regarding Sue Cauthen v. the
Library Commission, which was referred to the Ethics Commission on January 13, 2010 by the Sunshine
Ordinance Task Force for "willful failure" to comply with the Sunshine Ordinance. The memorandum
that was issued by the Ethics Commission staff to support the agenda item is dated October 14. One
would think that there might be more than two work days and two weekend days for the public to
absorb the information in the memorandum and disseminate information about the hearing to
interested parties.

The underlying violation took place on June 4, 2009. The Sunshine Task Force made its initial order of
determination of the willful violation on July 28, 2009. The library refused to make any sort of response
or offer any correction of its action. That led to the referral to the Ethics Commission on January 13,
2010. The violation invoives actions by Jewell Gomez, the president of the San Francisco Library
Commission, in actively preventing public comment when it was clear that there was no justification and
the prevention of legitimate comment was especially belligerent and disrespectful.

It must be understood that with both the Order of Determination and referral to the Ethics Commission
were on the record and had been brought to the attention of the full Library Commission by several
citizens under general public comment. The Library Commission never discussed the issue and
endorsed the violation by re-electing Jewell Gomez for another term as its president on April 1, 2010,
with a unanimous vote.

The memorandum of the Ethics Commission finds that Library Commission President Jewell Gomez’
conduct “falls below the standard of decency, good faith and right action impliedly required of all public
officials.” The Ethics Commission also proposes to send a letter to the Mayor as Jewell Gomez’
appointing authority for the Mayor to consider the implication of such a finding.

The Ethics Commission obviously considers this a compromise since it is recommending no penalty or
disciplinary action of any kind. Without any accountability or repercussions, a strong statement of the
truth is expected to be a sort of a consolation. The memorandum that deflects any discussion of

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web7912.htm 10/18/2010 ( 7
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accountability is deeply flawed and there would be much to complain about if we wanted to complain.
The trouble is, we don’t wish to complain. Sometimes giving a name and acknowledgment to a wrong

~ that has been done and then letting that truth stand unassailed is more powerful than any pro forma or
token penalty would have been. | think most people understand that this is the acknowledgment of a
tong tradition of Library Commission conduct below the standard of decency and good faith born of its
contempt for the public.

The memorandum of the Ethics Commission is attached.

Please join us at the Ethics Commission meeting, October 18, 6:30 p.m., City Hall, Room 408. The Sue
Cauthen Complaint is the first item after general public comment.

James Chaffee

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp'\notesFFF692\~web7912.htm 10/18/2010
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San Francisco Board of Supervisors -

City and County of San Francisco C D
1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place i ' %
San Francisco, CA. 94102 '

October 18, 2010

RE: Supervisor Avalos’ Updating Enforcement and Compliance Procedures for Nuisance

Dear Supervisors:

T am writing to you because | have some concerns about the subject proposed legislation.
heard at the Public Safety Committee on October 18th, The Legislative Digest states that
there have been complaints about the way property owners have handled and disposed of

garbage, but the subject proposed legislation will not only apply to garbage, but to
everything.

The proposed legislation also talks about how a single violation can become a multiple
violation for each day the violation isn’t corrected. Thus, by the fifth day, fines could
reach $5,000 for what is really a single problem. Instead of this, I think what's needed are
fines for tenants who do pot cooperate in the treatment of their units, Recently, L had a
bed bug problem and it took several weeks, even with the intervention of DPH, for the
tenant o cooperate with the recommendations of the Pest Control Operator (PCO). The
tenant had refused to wash his clothes, vacuum his apartment, and get rid of clutter and
infested fumiture between sprayings,

Under the proposed legislation there will be additional paperwork; I believe excessive.
For example, testing and inspection reports and written proof may be required. Also, the
proof must be in a form acceptable to DPH, which I don’t understand. [ thought “proof is
proof”. In any case, I think it should be sufficient to submit copies of invoices for
weatment from the PCO. Also, annually DPH will required the property owner 1o submit
their contact information. DBI which issues more NOVs than DPH seems to have no
trouble contacting property owness; that’s seexns true for other emergency responders,
such as Police and the Fire Departments, which annually does a surprise inspection of
buildings. Speaking of DB], they can also issue NOV:s for nuisance and some tenants will
call both DPH and DBI to complain; this leads me to this question: Why is it necessary to
have more than one department involved in enforcement nuisance codes?

Sincerely,

Pl Qe

SupervisorAvalosNuisanceLeg-Oct2010.wps

(20)



Amy L. Brown

Director of Real Estate
MEMORANDUM
October 12, 2010
TO: - Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

. Jpa
FROM: Amy L. Brown O""’O : '

Director of Real Estate

SUBJECT: Japantown Clty Agency Work Group
Staff Contact
Reference No. 20101005-008

City and County of San Francisco

REAL ESTATE DIVISION |

I am in receipt of your letter dated October 8, 2010, relative to Reference No. 20101005-008. Please
be advised that Amy Brown; Director of Real Estate, will be the contact on behalf of the Real Estate
Division to participate in the Japantown City Agency Work Group to assist in coordinating efforts
between the City, consultants and the community on the Planmng Department s Japantown Better

Neighborhoods Plan.

cc: Supervisor Mirkarimi

i‘managers\admin ab\bos ref 20101005-008.doc

Office of the Director of Real Estate + 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 400 -«
(415) 554-9850 FAX: (415) 552-9216

San Francisco, CA 94102




BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
Board of Supervisors to; Amy.Brown o _' 10/08/2010 10:22 AM

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO: Amy Brown

- ' 7 Real Estate
FROM: Clerk of the Board
DATE: 10/8/2010
.REFERENCE: 20101005-008
FILE NO.

Due Date:  11/7/2010

This is an inquiry from a member of the Board of Supe'rvésors made at the Board
meeting on 10/5/2010.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following énformationi

Requesf/ng the following City agencies identify staff contacts for the purpose of
participating in a Japantown City Agency Work Group to coordinate efforts

- between the Cily, consultants and the community on the Planning Department's
Japantown Better Nefghborhoods Pilan.

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct the original
via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov. orq and send a. copv to the Supervisor(s)
noted above,

“Your response to this inquiry is requested by 11/7/2010
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RE: Cowboy Bob's Bum Report

Bob Larive

fo:

"Bob Larive', lgoodinl, 'Craig Schwan!, 'Aline Estournes', dania.duke, 'Jan Misch', 'Kevin Carroll’, 'quin.
orlick@tuscaninn. com', 'Steve’', kevin.cashman, 'cwnevius', kgarcia'

10/17/2010 01:01 PM

Ce:

"Lee Housekeeper™, Board.of Supervisors, dsaunders, matierandross, lgarchik, dhussey, gavin.newsom,
northbeachchamber, info, David.Chiu, Bevan.Dufty, Carmen.Chu, Chris.Daly, David.Campos,
Eric.L.Mar, John.Avalos, Michela.Alioto-Pier, Ross. Mirkarimi, Sean.Elsbernd, Sophie. Maxwell

Show Details

God help us! When will the Stupidvisors learn?

Bankrupt San Fran Concerned About Nail Salon Polish

October 17, 2010, 02:01 PM

The State has had $140 billion in deficits in six years. Our unemployment is 12.6% and the government
schools have a drop out rate of 40% statewide.

San Fran has a budget deficit north of $400 million--in a couple of years it will be $1,000,000,000.
Unions close the BART system on a whim. The DA is providing money for illegal aliens to beat
deportation and the Mayor is sending illegal aliens drug dealers to San Bernardino to escape the Feds,

Yet the Board of Supervisors in SF have the time to concern themselves about nail polish.

"Board of Supervisors President David Chiu is using encouragement legislation to try and convince San
Franciscos 200 nail salons to discontinue use of products containing three toxins.

Referred to as the toxic trio, toluene, dibutyl phthalate or formaldehyde found in nail products
can be harmful to pregnant women, and cause headaches, nausea and asthma."

Of course if woman have these problems they would not use the products or go to another salon.
Another law is not needed.

Well, maybe one new law is needed. Before you can run for office you need to prove you have
common semnse.

Fior d' Italia

America’s Qldest Italian Restaurant
2237 Mason Street

San Francisco CA 94133

fior@fior.com

From: Bob Larive [mailto:bob@fior.com]

Sent: Saturday, October 16, 2010 3:05 PM

To: 'lgoodini@mindspring.com’; 'Craig Schwan'; 'Aline Estournes’; 'dania.duke@hyatt.com’; Jan Misch'; 'Kevin
Carrolf'; 'quin. orlick@tuscaninn. com'; 'Steve’; 'kevin.cashman@sfgov.org'; "cwnevius'; 'kgarcia'

Cc: 'Lee Housekeeper'; 'Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org’; ‘dsaunders@sfchronicle.com’;

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web4295.htm 10/18/2010
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‘matierandross@sfchronicle.com’; 'lgarchik@sfchronicle.com’; 'dhussey@sfexaminer.com’;
'gavin.newsom@sfgov,org'; 'northbeachchamber@gmail.com’; 'info@northbeachneighbors.org’;
'David.Chiu@sfgov.org'; 'Bevan.Dufty@sfgov.org'; 'Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org'; 'Chris.Daly@sfgov.org';
'David.Campos@sfgov.org’; 'Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org’; 'John.Avalos@sfgov.org'; 'Michela.Alioto-Pier@sfgov.org';
'Ross. Mirkarimi@sfgov.org'; "Sean.Eisbernd@sfgov.org'; 'Sophie.Maxwell@sfgov.org'

Subject; Cowboy Bob's Bum Report

¥m back. Just a report from yesterday. 47 in the Wharf area. See some of our best helow. They sure are pretty!

Of course the city now wants to ban smoking outside our restaurants at tables and on the sidewatks {that’s
really important) and run away more visitors from overseas who still smoke. We also still need to ban Happy
Meals to run away families but God forbid we do anything about the Bum’s. They are so “underserved”.

A big Thank You to Mayor Newsome and all our Stupidvisors.

Fior d' Italia

America's Oldest Italian Restaurant
Bob and Jinx Larive

Proprietors

2237 Mason Street

San Francisco CA 94133

(415) 986-1886 www.fior.com
fior@fior.com

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web4295.htm  10/18/2010



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Cce: ‘

Bee:

Subject: Fw: Controller's Office Report, September Monthly QOvertime Report

From; Controller Reports/CON/SFGOV

To: Angela Calvillo, BOS-Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV, BOS-Legislative Aides/BOSISFGOV, Steve Kawa,
Greg Wagner/MAYOR/SFGOV@SFGOV, Tony Winnicker/MAYOR/SFGOV@SFGOV, Starr
Terrell/MAYQR/SFGOV@SFGOV, Severin Campbell/BudgetAnalyst/SFGOV@SFGOV, Debra
Newman/BudgetAnalyst/SFGOV@SFGOV, sfdocs@sipl.info, Ben Rosenfield,
monique.zmuda@sfgov.org, Maura Lane, CON-EVERYONE/CON/SFGOV

Date: 10/15/2010 01:01 PM
Subject: Controller's Office Report: September Monthly Overtime Report
Sent by: Debbie Toy :

Administrative Code Section 18.13-1, enacted through Ordinance No. 197-08, requires the Controller to
submit a monthly overtime report to the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor's Budget Director listing the
five City departments using the most overtime in the preceding month,

The five City departments using the most overtime for September 2010 were: (1} Municipal
Transportation Agency; (2) Fire; (3) Police; (4) Public Health; and (5) Sheriff. Collectively, these five
departments averaged 6.4% overtime versus regular hours and accounted for 89.3% of the total Citywide
overtime for the month.

OTsept2010_20101015131531_GO0 PDF



CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO ‘
OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER Ben Rosenfield

Controller
Monique Zmuda
DPeputy Controller
TO: Members, Board of Supervisors
Mayor Gavin Newsom -
FROM: Ben Rosenfield, Controller
DATE: October 15, 2010

SUBJECT: September Monthly Overtime Report (Administrative Code Section 18.13-1)

Administrative Code Section 18.13-1, enacted through Ordinance No. 197-08, requires the Controller
to submit a monthly overtime report to the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor’s Budget Director
listing the five City departments using the most overtime in the preceding month.

The five City departments using the most overtime for September 2010 were: (1) Municipal
Transportation Agency; (2) Fire; (3) Police; (4) Public Health; and (5) Sheriff. Collectively, these
five departments averaged 6.4% overtime versus regular hours and accounted for 89.3% of the total
Citywide overtime for the month. This data includes two pay periods ending September 3, 2010 and
September 17, 2010,

Fiscal Year 2010-11 To-Date

The five City departments using the most overtime cumulatively for the fiscal year are: (1) Municipal
Transportation Agency, {2) Fire; (3) Police; (4) Public Health; and (5) Sheriff. Collectively, these
five departments averaged 6.5% overtime versus regular hours and accounted for 88.5% of the total
Citywide overtime for the three month period of July 2010 through September 2010.

Please contact me at (415) 554-7500 if you have any questions regarding this overtime information.

cc:  Greg Wagner, Mayor’s Budget Director
Harvey Rose, Budget Analyst
Victor Young, Clerk, Board of Supervisors’ Budget and Finance Committee
Sonali Bose, Finance Director, Municipal Transportation Agency
Ken Bukowski, Finance Director, Police Department
Deborah Landis, Senior Analyst, Police Department
Monica Fields, Deputy Chief of Administration, Fire Department
Mark Corso, Budget Manager, Fire Department
Gregg Sass, Finance Director, Department of Public Health
Jenny Louie, Budget Manager, Department of Public Health
Maureen Gannon, Budget Manager, Sheriff

415-554.7560 City Hall » ! Dr. Carkon B. Goediett Place » Room 316 » San Francisco CA 94102-4694 FAX 418-584-7466



City and County of San Francisco
Controller's Office
Appendix 1: Monthly Overtime Report

— July 2010 (nciudes 1.7 pay periods) July 2010, Average per Pay Period
Parcent of
Percentage Total
Regular Overtime Overtime vs, Citywide Regular |Overtime
Depariment Hours Hours Regular Hours Overtime | Overtime Pay | [Department Hours Hours Overtime Pay |
MTA : 577137 66,476 11.5% 48.2% 32158541 IMTA 3394921 38103 1,891,679
Fire 234 705 27545 11.7% 20.0% 1,920 187| |Fire 135,062] 16.203] 1134818
Police 348,724 9,261 2.7% 10.2% 841,184] |Polics . _ 205132 5447} 494 814
Public Health 733,481 14.11€ 1.9% 6.7% 546,361 {Public Health 431,459 8,304 380,212
§_heriﬁ’ 138,151 5}':_{71 4.0% 4.0% 357.848; iShenff 81,853 3281 210,469
Total 2,033,187 122,974] 8A4% 88.2% $6,880 438 [Total 1,195,088 72,338 $4,112,021 l
“August 2010 {includes 2 pay periods) . August 2010, Average pet Pay Period
. Percent of
Percentage Total
Regular Overtime Overtime vs. Chtywide Regular |Overtime
Department Hours Haurs Regular Hours Overtime { Overtime Pay | [Department Hours Hours Overtime Pay
MTA 679,338 89,228 13.1% 49.3% 4348 78] IMTA 339669; 44614 2,174,338
Fire 270,775 36,163 13.4% 20.0% 2,506,238 |Fire 135.388{ 18081 1,263 119
Police 420818 f 2.2% 5.2% 1,500,8821 |Palice - 210310 4,088 750,441
Fublic Health 884,634 1 2.3% 11.0% 900, 720} |Public Health 442,31 719995 454 8801
Public Utifities Commission 322,908! 1.8% _33% 36 8@@_’ Public Utilities Commission 161 .4‘.;4' 2,9?4‘ 184,103
Total 2,678,278 160,722 6.8% 8B.7% $9,833,724 ‘Totai 1,288,137] 80,361 $4.816,862
Seplember 2010 (2 pay periods) - September 2010, Average per Pay Period
Percent of
Percentage Total
Regular Ovaertime Overtime vs. Citywide Regular |Qvertime
l_!}aparhmnt Hours Hours Regular Hours Qvertime | Overtime Pay | [Depariment Hours Hours Overtime Pay |
MTA ' 632479 85,1_3!;1 12.3% 50.6% 4407 575] {MTA 346.240] 42,565 2248 788
Fire 272638 32734 12.0% 18.5% 2,249 815} Fire 136,319 16,367 1,124,908
Pollce 421,126 9,804 2.3% 10.0% 1,078,114} 1Police - 210,563 4802 538,057
Public Health 876,400 16,885 1.8% 5.8% 719,455] [Pubfic Health 438,200 8,447 358,728
Sheriff 165,833 5,580 34% 33% 228.410¢ |Sheritf 82918] 2790 114,705
ITatal 2,428.476] 150,143} 6.4% 29.3% $8,774,368| {Total 1,214,238] 75,071 $4,387,186

- NABUDGETVI0L N\Ovettime\l Overtime Report 2016-E1 Monthin3 Sepet 20164
CCSF - Controflers Office Monthty Overtime Report September 2010 Susmary Chart



City and County of San Frandisco
Controller's Office
Appendix 1: Monthly Overtime Report

Fiscal Year 2010-11 Total To-Date

Fiscal Year To-Date, Average per Pay Period
Cumulative
Cumusdative Percent of
Cumulative | Cumulative Percentage Totat
Regular Overtime Quertime vs. Citywide Cumuiative Regular {Overtime
iDepartment Hours Hours RegularHours |- Overtime | Overtime Pay | |Department Hours Hours | Overtime Pay
lMTA 1,848,206 240‘7"5"51 12.4% 49.2% 12,088,526 {MTA 341 866 42 243 2,117,285
Fire 777,571 96,430 12.4% 18.7% 5,685 240! [Fire 136,416 16817 1,172,849
Police 1,181,631 28 472} 2.4% 5.5% 3428 118l |Police 200.088] 4995 601,599
| Public Health 2,493,168 50,990/ 2.0% 10.4% 2275 536| |Publle Health 437398] 8948 398,217
Sherlff 471 _,pgﬁ 16,632 3.5% 3.4% 904,758 ISheriff 826331 2918 158,729,
{Total 6,882,684] 433,308 8.6% 88.5% $26,363,176] |Total 1.207.471] 76,019 $4,449,680]

CCSF - Controllers Office

NABUDGET01 \Overtime\l Ovestime Report 2010-11 Monthiy'3 Sept 2016\
Montidy Overtine Report Septomber 2010 Summary Chart



City and County of San Francisco
Controfler's Office
Appendix 2: Monthly Overtime Report

Pay Perlod End Date

. . - o MTA s F i}
Overtime Hours, July 2009 through _
------- Public Health - Police
September 2010 -
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To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:

Bee: ‘

Subject: Fwd: for immediate release / Events

From: Axis Love <axisoflovesf@gmail.com>

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

Date: 10/18/2010 11:02 PM

Subject: Fwd: [sf-mmj]] Fwd: for immediate release / Events

Hellec Supervisors, Bellow is an

action alert released by Axis Of Love SF regarding our recent notice
to register as a retial pharmacy for medical cannabis,which we are
not. As many of yvou know first hand who have been at educational
forums the center has hested.THe defition doesnt do its job,it doesnt
define what an mdc is and has without intending to, all of the small
collective that operate medical cannabis charitys at risk, in whats
suppose to be the sancturay city for medical cannabis. The patient
advocates want to tell wvou about thelr collective, with the hope of
your support to protect all cur citys cannabis charitys. Thank you in
advance for listening to our truth,shona

—————————— Forwarded message ————~————-

From: Richard Muller <richard muller@sbcglobal.net>
Date: Mon, 18 Oct 2010 20:57:38 ~0700 (FDT)

Subkdect: [sf-mmi] Fwd: for immedlate release / Bvents
To: San Francisco Medical Marijuana Discussion List
<gf-mmi@googlegroups.com>, SFBay Cannabis Community List
<SFBayCannabisCommunity@yahoogroups.com>

From: Axis Love <axiscflovesflgmail.com> ,friends, and helpers
FOR TMMEDIATE RELEZASE:

Tuesday, October 19th, City Hall San Francisco - Axis of Love SF
members speak out in protest of the issuance of a violation against s
social service/non-profit/compassionate satellite. Axis of Love SF has
been reported as an illegal dispensary, even though there is no
exchange of funds for medicine.

At a recent medical cannabis task force meeting, the task force voted
to pen a letter to the City Attorney on three major loopholes in the
MCA Act of 2005. One ¢of the addressed issues concerns the distribution
of cannabis. If cannabis is distributed to more than ten people, the
requirement is one should '

register as a retail pharmacy for medical

cannabisg, regardless if there is an exchange of funds or not.

For over three years, Axis of Love SF has been operating a
members-only community center for low income, and no income patients,
with support from 1944 Ocean and HopeNet (both permitted collectives).
Axis of Love S8F provides social services, community building, advocacy
for patient rights, as well as compassionate, free medicine. The
Director of Axis of Love SF, Shona Gochenaur, received an award from
the Board of Supervisors for her work for citizens in District 6. Axis
of Love SF has worked tirelessly supporting the permitting process cof
many local dispensaries. Along side the Mayor's Office and Supervisor
Alioto-Pier, Axis helped create reasonable ADA reguirements for

fod
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dispensaries and prevented the closure of ten clubs. With Supervisor
Campos, Axis of Love SF helped create a medical cannabis task

force
and with Supervisor Mirkarimi a historical resolution regarding
compassionate care for the City was instituted.

Axis of Love SF helped create the oversight committee for lowest
priority of marijuana offenses with Tom Ammiano and worked with
congressman John Conyers to write a letter to the head of the D.E.A.
regarding the prosecution of medicinal marijuana patients.

When not fighting to change laws for the betterment of the entire
cannabis community, Axis of Love SF helps members secure better
houging, hosts a HIV support and women’s health group, and helps
navigate social services. There is no way that this community center
is a retall pharmacy.

pPatient advocates will speak to the Board about their concerns and
demand that the law be changed to be a reasonable reflection of what
is a medical dispensary.

While this attack on a non-profit community center is happening an
unregistered

delivery service with online menus and advertisements in

local papers, is delivering pounds of cannabis with exchange of funds,
and no regulations in place. There is only cne registered delivery
service, the Green Cross, who filed proper paperwork and abides by
law. Instead of focusing on a non-profit that does not exchange funds
for medicine, the City should be turning it’s attention to
unregistered profiteers.

Please, support Axis of Love SF against an unwarranted and unfounded attack.

EVENTS

Silicon Valley ASA Chapter Meeting

Tuesday October 19th
7:30-2:00pm

2000 Senter Rd

San Jose

NEXT EAST BAY CHAPTER MEETING:

Tuesday, November 19

Qaksterdam Student Union

1915 Broadway (1 block from 19th St. BART)
Qakland

6:30-8:00 pm

NEXT SAN
FRANCISCO CHAPTER MEETING:

Tuesday, October 26th
Bowzer's Pizza
371 1lth Street



To: . BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Ce:

Bee:
Subject:  Golden Gate Park - Westside Recycled Water Treatment Plant - EIR Scoping Letter

From: "Golden Gate Park Preservation Alliance” <ggppa@earthiink.net>

To: <ggppa@earthlink.net>

Date: 10/18/2010 03:15 PM

Subject: Golden Gate Park - Westside Recycled Water Treatment Plant - EIR Scoping Letter

Dear Supervisor:

Re:  Scoping letter for EIR Case No.2008.0091E
SF Westside Recycled Water Project
(Recycled water project, including factory planned for Golden Gate Park)

The SF Public Utitities Commission is planning {o locate a water treatment factory in Golden Gate Park.
The proposed building will be over 40,000 square feet and up to 30 feet high; additional land will be
required for the landscaping as well as paving, parking, and night lighting. Much more land will be
impacted by tree removal; future expansion needs could also impact the Park. This project is not
appropriate for prime parkland.

The SFPUC is beginning an Envirocnmental impact Report review process. Attached is the Scoping Letter
that GGPPA has submitted for this project. The letter references the Beach Chalet Athletic Fields
project and the cumulative impacts of the two projects, and therefore, the SFOE June 2010 Scoping
Request letter for that project is also attached.

if you have any questions, ptease contact us. Thank you for your interest.
Katherine Howard

Member, Steering Committee
GGPPA

SF Westside Recycled Water Project - Scoping letter and Comments - GGPPA.PDF

Beach Chalet Athletic Fields - Request_for_a_scoping_session -6-25-10.pdf
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CONTROLLER'S OFFICE
CITY SERVICES AUDITOR

The City Services Auditor was created within the Controller's Office through an amendment to the
City Charter that was approved by voters in November 2003. Under Appendix F to the City Charter,
the City Services Auditor has broad authority for:
Reporting on the level and effectiveness of San Francisco's public services and
benchmarking the city to other public agencies and jurisdictions.
Conducting financial and performance audits of city departments, contractors, and functions
to assess efficiency and effectiveness of processes and services.
Operating a whistleblower hotline and website and investigating reports of waste, fraud, and
abuse of city resources.
Ensuring the financial integrity and improving the overall performance and efficiency of city
government. :

The audits unit conducts financial audits, attestation engagements, and performance audits. Financial
audits address the financial integrity of both city departments and contractors and provide reasonabie
assurance about whether financial statements are presented fairly in all material aspects in
conformity with generally accepted accounting principles. Attestation engagements examine, review,
or perform procedures on a broad range of subjects such as internal controls; compliance with

I requirements of specified laws, regulations, rules, contracts, or grants; and the reliability of
performance measures, Performance audits focus primarily on assessment of city services and
processes, providing recommendations to improve department operations.

We conduct our audits in accordance with the Government Auditing Standards published by the U.S.
Government Accountability Office (GAO). These standards require:
Independence of audit staff and the audit organization.
Objectivity of the auditors performing the work.
Competent staff, including continuing professional education.
Quality control procedures to provide reasonable assurance of compliance with the auditing
standards.

Audit Team: Elisa Sullivan, Audit Manager
Vivian Chu, Associate Auditor



CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER Ben Rosenfield
Controller

Monigue Zmuda
Deputy Condrofler

September 30, 2010

San Francisco Airport Commission John L, Martin, Director

P.O. Box 8097 San Francisco International Airport
San Francisco International Airport P.O. Box 8097

San Francisco, CA 94128 San Francisco, CA 94128

President, Members, and Director Martin:

The Controller's Office, City Services Auditor, presents its report concerning the concession
audit of Host Infernational, Inc. (Host). Host has a five-year lease agreement, through
December 31, 2013, with the Airport Commission of the City and County of San Francisco (City)
to operate two newsstands, one newsstand/café, and one clothing store at the San Francisco
International Airport (SFO).

Reporting Period:  January 1, 2008, through December 31, 2009
Rent Paid: $2,498,853

Results:

Host correctly reported gross revenues of $10,254,334, and correctly paid its rent. However,
Host did not submit timely to the Airport the required annual ceriified financial statement report
for 2009.

The responses of the Airport and Host are attached to this report. The Controlier's Office, City
Services Auditor, will work with the Airport to foliow up on the status of the recommendations
made in this report.

Respectfully submitted,

Tonia Lediju
Director of Audits

cc:  Mayor
Board of Supervisors
Budget Analyst
Civil Grand Jury
Public Library

415-554-7500 City Hall « 1 Br. Carlion B. Goodlett Place « Room 316 » San Francisco CA 94102-4694 FAX 415-554-7466
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INTRODUCTION

Audit Authority

Background

Scope and Methodology

The Office of the Controller (Controller) has authority under
the San Francisco Administrative Code, Chapter 10, Article
1, Section 10.6-2, to audit, at regular intervals, all leases of
City-owned real property where rent of $100,000 or more a
year is to be paid to the City. In addition, the City Charter
provides the Controller, City Services Auditor (CSA), with
broad authority to conduct audits. This audit was conducted
under that authority and pursuant to an audit plan agreed to
by the Controller and the Airport Department (Airport).

Host International, inc., {Host) has a five-year lease
agreement, through December 31, 2013, with the Airport
Commission of the City and County of San Francisco (City)
o operate two newsstands, one newsstand/café, and one
clothing store at four locations in Terminal 3 at the San
Francisco International Airport (SFO).

The lease agreement requires Host to pay the Airport
monthly rent the greater of one-fwelfth of a minimum annual
guarantee (MAG) or a tiered percentage rent of 12 to 16
percent of its gross revenues. The percentage rent rate to
be applied each month depends on the cumulative amount
of Host’s total gross revenues per lease year it has reached
that month. Although the lease requires a monthly MAG
rent of $125,833 starting on Host's rent commencement
date, which was January 1, 2009, for the period from
January 1, 2008, through December 31, 2008, Host paid
rent of 20 percent of its gross revenue during this
construction period, as specified in the lease agreement.

The purpose of this audit was to determine whether:

* The monthly statements of gross revenues that Host
submitted to the Airport accurately reflected actual
gross revenues hased on monthly and daily records.

+ Host paid the proper amount of rent to the Airport,
according to the terms of its lease.

s Host currently has no overdue rent payable to the
Adrport for the audit period.

+ Host complied with other provisions of its lease.




The audit covered the period January 1, 2008, through
December 31, 2009,

- To conduct the audit, the audit team:

e« Examined the applicable terms of the lease and the
adequacy of Host's procedures for collecting,
recording, summarizing, and reporting its gross
revenues to the Airport.

¢« Compared on a sample basis Host's reported gross
revenues o those recorded in its internal monthly
summary records.

¢« Compared on a sample basis Host's internal monthly
summary records to daily sales reports.

« Examined the Airport's aged accounts receivable
report to determine whether Host had any outstanding
payments due to the Airport.

« Selected key lease requirements and performed testing
to determine whether Host complied with other
provisions of its leases.

This perormance audit was conducted in accordance with
generally accepted government auditing standards. These
~ standards require planning and petforming the audit to
obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a
reasonable basis for the findings and conclusions based on
the audit objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained
provides a reasonable basis for the findings and
conclusions based on the audit objectives.




AUDIT RESULTS

Host Correctly Reported  For the audit period January 1, 2008, through December
Its Revenues and 31, 2009, Host correctly reported gross revenues of
Correctly Paid Its Rent to $10,254,334, and accordingly calculated and paid rent of
the Airport $2,498,853 to the Airport. The exhibit below shows Host's

reported gross revenues and rent paid.

G- L Gross Revenues Reported and Rent Paid
January 1, 2008, through December 31, 2009

Gross Revenues =~ "

Rep"”‘“g Period - _ Reported : Rents Paid
January 1, 2008 — December 31, 2008 % 4,944 267 % 088,853
January 1, 2009 - December 31, 2009 5,310,067 1,510,000
Total $10,254,334 $2,498,853
Source:  Monthly Statements of Sales and Rent Due submitted by Host.
Host Did Not Timely Host did not timely submit its annual certified financial
Submit the Required report for 2009 to the Airport. According to the lease
Annuai Certified agreement, within 90 days after the end of each lease
Financial Report year, Host is required to submit to the Airport an

unqualified year-end financial report prepared by a
Certified Public Accountant (CPA) showing gross revenue
achieved with respect to the prior lease year, According o
Host's staff accountant, there was confusion over the start
of the lease year. Host thought that the lease year started
on the date its newsstand/café opened, which was July 23,
2008, when in fact the lease year commenced on January
1, 2009. Therefore, Host did not submit a CPA report for

2009.

Recommendation 1. The Airport should ensure that Host submits its annual
certified financial report within 90 days after the end of

each lease year.

" Host provided the audit team and the Airport with its 2009 CPA report on September 2, 2010, after audit

fieldwork had concluded.
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APPENDIX A: AIRPORT’S RESPONSE

——

San Francisco International Airport

September 15, 2010 P B

AL T, €A B3N
Bl 30 A2 5000
YIA EMAILL Fan 059,921 5005
waew g
Ms. Tonia Lediju, Director of Audits
Cily Hail, Room 477
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Reference:  Host International Ine.’s Terminai 3 Newsstands and Specialty Store Lease No,
O7-0100 between the City and County of San Francisco, through its Alrport
Commission, and Host Internationat, Inc.
AAFGRY
renmrsmion  Dear Ms. Lediju:
DR AR UMD 4
wesawanancns The San Francisco International Airport (“AirportYis in receipt of the Audit Recommendation
from City Services Auditor Division for its audit of Host Internationad, Inc.’s ("Host™ L.ease
No. 07-0100 berween the City and County of San Francisco, through its Adrport Commission,
and Host Intemational, Inc. The following is the Airpott’s response to the Audit Report
sy wnzzars findings:
PREVUDERY

GAVIN HEWSOR

MAVOR

1. The Airport should ensure Host submits its annual certiffed Aranciat repart

HRHA S, JRAY IR - . .
- within 90 days after the end of each lease vear, The Abport concurs,

AUERLUS UL T

verri Thank you for your staff's work on this augit. Please do not hesitate 1o call if you have any

TLEANGR joNnS questions,

KICHARD | Sunnfapia Smccrc[y

JOHNL MARTN v

I
AURP-3EF (UBEr ok i/"/\_/

Cheryl Nashir
Associate Deputy Airport Director
Revenue Development and Management

cet Wallace Tang
Tomasi Tokt
Vivian Chu




AUDIT RECOMMENDATION AND RESPONSE

Recommendation -

The Airport should ensure that Host

“ | 'Responsible |-
‘Agency - |

submits its annual certified financial
report within 90 days after the end of
each lease year.

Airport

The Airport concurs.




APPENDIX B: HOST'S RESPONSE

HMS

Miking fha Fravalers Day e ™

September 22, 2010

Tonia Lediju

Director of Audits

City Hall, Room 477

| Dr. Catltor B, Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms. Lediju,

Enclosed please find HMSHost's response to the audit findings report resulting from the examination of the
Terminal 3 Newsstands and Specialty Store I.case agreement st San Francisco International Airport, for the
period of January 2008 through December 2009,

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (240) 694-4263 or Monica Keller at (240) 694-4726 if you have any
questions,

Sincerely,
EDmagat
L
Eswaran Jeyarajah

Manager
internal Audit, Contractual Compliance

905 ROUKIEDGE DRIVE BETHESDA, MDY 20817 . 240.694.4100




HMS

Haking thy Travelr's Duy Zotier™

espontes 10 Sy cigco Interpational Alegort Author dit Findin
or d Jan 2001 h Becember 200

{Lease Number 87-0100%;

Audit Findlng:

Host did not timely submit its annuat certified financial report for 2009 to the Alrport. According to the lease
agreement, within 90 days after the end of each lease year, Hostis required to submit to the Airport an unquakfied
year-end financial report prepared by a Cerfified Pubiic Accountant {CPA) showing gross revenue achieved with
respect 1o the prior [Base year. According to Host's staff accountant, thers was confusion over the start of the lease
year. Host thought that the lease year stadted on the date its newsstand/café opaned, which was July 23, 2008, when
In fact the lease year commented on January 1, 2009. Therefors, Host did not submit a CPA report for 2009,

Recomimendation:

The Alrpost should ensure that Host submits ils anaual certified financial report within 80 days alter the end of each
lease year,

Management Responsgs:

The Airport concurs.

HM5Host Responge:

HMSHost concurs with the finding, The delay In subritting the CPA-certified annual report for 2000 was due to a
misinterpretation of the iease year for this contract. It was intttally thought that the fease and ak reporting terms would
bacome effeclive as of July 23, 2009, whish was the start date of the Arrivals Level Starblucks and News Exprass
facility. This initial interprelation fed HMSHost to beliave that the lease year would be Juiy 1 through June 30, with an
annual report due within 80 days of the lease year and, or September 30,

During the course of your audit, documentation was oblained which clified that the Rent Commencerment Data was

" January 1, 2008, with a lease year and feporting period of Januasy 1 through December 31, In an effort to remedy the

oversight, HMSHost duly coordinated with cur Independent auditors, KPMG LLP, 1o axpedite the preparation of the
2008 annuat report. Athough HMSHost was oniy obligated to submit the annua! report for 2009, we submitted the
following on September 2, 2010;

+  CFO-certified statement for the Construction Period of Oclober 26, 2007 through December 31, 2008; and
¢+ CPA-certified annual repert for the |.ease Year Ending December 31, 2009

Going forward, HMSHost will ensure that all CPA-cerified annual reports ara submitted within 90 days of the end of
each lease year, as contractualiy reqiired.

" Host proviged the audit toam and the Alrport with its 2008 CPA, report on Seplember 2, 2010, alter aUdi Feldwork
had concluded. '

4905 ROUKIEDGE DRIVE BETHESDA, MD 20817 240.694.4100

B-2



Coalition for San Francisco

www.csf.net © PO Box 320098 < San Francisce CA 94132-0098 = 415.262.0440 = Est 1972

Presitlent

Juddith Berkowitz 415.824.0617  September 23, 2010
1st Vice President
Penelope Clark 776.3876
2nd Vice President . . . . . .
Angelique Mahan 3347131 'To: SF PUC Commission President Francis X. Crowley, Vice-President Francesca Vietor,
Recording Secretary ol : : .
Demian Cuespel 61,5064 Commissioners Ann Moller Caen, Juhfat Ellis, Anson Moran; General Manager Ed
Carfesg?mf;]g f;;f%fgg Harrington; Commission Secretary, Michael Housh;
i e .
i Le T;g,ﬁ;snggg To: SF Rec & Park Comemission President Mark Buell, Vice-President Tom Harrison,
I W . . . . - . . . .
Members-at-Large Commissioners Gloria Bonilla, Lamry Martin, David E. Lee, Meagan Levitan, Michael J.
Sl’gfeag:;g Sullivan; General Manager SF Rec & Park Dept. Philip Ginsburg, Commission Liaison

Lorraine Lucas Mar, garet A. McArthur

Basbary Goast Neighborrood Assn - Res Resolution regarding the proposed construction of the Westside Water Treatment Plant
Buera Visla Neilghborhood Assn

Cathedral Hill Neighbors Assn in Golden Gate Park
Cayuga improvement Assn
Cole Valley Improvement Assn
Cow Hollow Assn
Doigres Haights improvement Club - Sir, Madam,
Fast Mission Improvement Assn i

s e noerbomooa acen The General Assembly of the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods voted unanimously on

el Detiel mprovemert seer September 21, 2010 to adopt the attached resolution. The Westside Water Treatment Plant

Forest Knols Neighborieod Assn — introduces a new building and infrastructure to the western end of Golden Gate Park, an area that
Franecisco Heights Civic Assn

Goidlen Gate Heights Neignborhood Assn  its Master Plan requires should be preserved as parkland and for recreational uses.
Groater Waet Portal Neighboriwod Assn
Hiaight Ashbuy improvement Assm - CSEN asks that complete information about the project and alternatives be included in the

Jordan Park improvement Assn 3
Lavrel Heights Improvement Agsn upcommg EIR.

Lincoln Park Homeowners Assn

Maring Givic Improvement & Resolved, that CSEN recommends that the Environmental Impact
Micle Pl Nhnbonend Aoon Report for the Westside Water Treatment Plant include an in-
Midtown Terrace Homeowners Assn 3 % 3 H
Mitaioma Park Improsement Cic depth exploration of alternative locations outside of Golden
Mot tiesion sslon Creek Harbor Assn Gate Park for the water treatment plant. Be it further
e T ot Bnach Netghbors
Oceandiaw, Merced Heighs, Resolved, that CSEN recommends that the EIR contain an in-depth
e oo exploration of alternative designs for the plant building,
Pacific Heights Residenis A ] H i -
R e Dt e ot B
anyan-Fuilon escribed in the Golden Gate Park Master Plan, if it is loca
Parkmermed Residents Org . .
Potaro Boostas Neighborhood Asan in Golden Gate Park, And be it finally
ichmond Communily Assr
Ail Point Neighbarhood Assn H 3
ussion Hil improvemnt Asen Resolved, t.ha_t CSFN recom.mends that the EIR e)szpiortfz3 including but
Bya g ot not limited to, the rationale for new pipe installation, the
SunsonpeSansible Pesple viability of the existing pipes, the rationale for tertiary mixing
) - » L] L3 *
Action Commiltee and alternative processes to it, the need for reverse osmosis, and
Tefegraph Hill Dwellers s » . P
Twin Peaks Councit & Open the rationale and need for a Visitors’ Center.

Space Conservanoy

Twin Pegks impro ! Assn ; i X 3 .
Universy i beaks improvement Assn We urge you to recognize these deeply felt concerns of our members who wish to protect Golden

Gate Park.
The full text of the resolution is attached, giving more information on our concerns.
Sincerely,

Judith Berkowiiz
President

(27)



RESOLUTION to request exploration of alternative locations outside of Golden
Gate Park and alternative designs for the Westside Water Treatment Plant

Whereas: The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission is planning to build a water treatment
plant in Golden Gate Park, on land managed by the San Francisco Recreation and Park
Department; and,

Whereas: This water treatment plant will consist of approximately 40,000 square feet of
buildings, some up to 30 feet high, as well as paving, parking and night lighting; and,

Whereas: According to the 1998 Golden Gate Park Master Plan this space should be nsed for
recreation and parkland; and,

Whereas: According to the Master Plan if a water treatment plant were installed, it must be
placed completely underground with recreational uses on top; therefore be it

Resolved, that CSFN recommends that the Environmental Impaet Report for the Westside
Water Treatment Plant include an in-depth exploration of alternative locations
outside of Golden Gate Park for the water treatment plant. Be it further

Resolved, that CSFN recommends that the EIR contain an in-depth exploration of
alternative designs for the plant building, including but not limited to a completely
below-grade plan, as described in the Golden Gate Park Master Plan, if it is located in
Golden Gate Park. And be it finally

Resolved, that CSFN recommends that the EIR explore, including but not limited to, the
rationale for new pipe installation, the viability of the existing pipes, the rationale for
tertiary mixing and alternative processes to it, the need for reverse osmosis, and the
rationale and need for a Visitors’ Center.,

cc: Mayor Gavin Newson; Board of Supervisors: District 1 Eric Mar; District 2 Michela Alioto-
Pier; District 3 David Chiu; District 4 Carmen Chu; District 5 Ross Mirkarimi; District 6,
Chris Daly; District 7 Sean Elsbernd; Disirict 8 Bevan Dufty; District 9 David Campos;
District 10 Sophie Maxwell; District 11 John Avalos, Clerk of the Board Angela Calvillo

cc: SF Planning Commission President Ron Miguel, Vice President Christina Olague,
Commissioners Michael Antonini, Gwyneth Borden, Kathrin Moore, Hisashi Sugaya,
Director of Planning, John Rahaim; Commission Secretary Linda Avery; Environmental
Review Officer, Bill Wycko
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