
Petitions and Communications received from September 28, 2010, through
October 8,2010, for reference by the President to Committee considering
related matters, or to be ordered filed by the Clerk on October 19, 2010.

From Southeast Community Facility Commission, submitting their Annual
Statement of Purpose and Annual Report for FY2009-201 O. (1)

From U.S. Senator Dianne Feinstein, submitting support for comprehensive
immigration reform. Copy: Each Supervisor (2)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to the sheer number of
chain stores spreading all over the small shopping neighborhoods of San
Francisco. 2 letters (3)

From Abdalla Megahed, regarding his complaint against the building
manager at 990 Polk Street. Copy: Each Supervisor (4)

From Human Rights Commission, submitting request for waiver of
Administrative Code Chapter 12B for Holiday Inn Golden Gateway. (5)

From Office of the Treasurer and Tax Collector, submitting their investment
activity for fiscal year-to-date of the portfolios under the Treasurer's
management. Copy: Each Supervisor (6)

From Aaron Goodman, regarding the Parkmerced Project. 2 letters (7)

From Department of Public Health, regarding the Ryan White HIV
Emergency Relief Program. File No. 101253, Copy: Each Supervisor (8)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the concession audit report of
Paradies Shops. Paradies Shops has three lease agreements with the
Airport Commission. (9)

From Mordicai McGuire, regarding spending $450,000 to build a wheelchair
ramp in the Board of Supervisors Legislative Chamber. Copy: Each
Supervisor (10)

From SF Environment, submitting the 2009 Annual Report for the Green
Purchasing Program for City Staff. (11)
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From Clerk of the Board, the Office of Economic and Workforce
Development has submitted their 2010 Local Agency Biennial Notices:
(12)

From Fire Department, submitting an update on the utility infrastructure
safety review. (13)

From James Corrigan, regarding Fire Chief Hayes-White and Chief
Gardner. (14)

From Bob Larive, regarding the homeless people in the Fisherman Wharf
area. (15)

From Steve, submitting opposition to expanding parking meter hours/and or
Sunday metering. (16)

From Susan Ruhne, submitting support for San Francisco's bid for the 34th

America's Cup and endorsement of Host City. File No. 101254,2 letters
(17)

From Sunshine Ordinance Task Force, submitting their Annual Report for
FY2009-2010. (18)

From Office of the Controller, submitting their August Monthly Overtime
Report. (19)

From General Services Agency, Risk Management Division, submitting
their Indemnification Quarterly Report for November 2008 through
September 2010. Copy: Each Supervisor (20)

From Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Board, submitting their
Annual Statistical Report for FY2009-201 O. (21)

From Department of Public Health, submitting their 2010 Annual Title XV
Evaluation Report for San Francisco Detention Facilities. Copy: Each
Supervisor (22)

From T-Mobile, submitting notification of eight cellular antennas to be
installed at 482 Grand View Drive. (23)





From T-Mobile, submitting notification of six cellular antennas to be
installed at 555 Market Street. (24)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the concession audit report of
Smarte Carte. Smarte has a lease agreement with the Airport
Commission. (25)

From State Fish and Game Commission, submitting notice of proposed
regulatory action relating to the Mountain Yellow-Legged Frog. (26)

From State Fish and Game Commission, submitting notice of proposed
regulatory action relating to the Pacific Fisher. (27)

From Fire Department, regarding a Matier and Ross article written on
September 5,2010. (28)

From Office of the Mayor, submitting the appointment of Michael Kim to the
Port Commission. Copy: Each Supervisor, Rules Committee Clerk, City
Attorney (29)

From U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, submitting an advance copy
of the legal advertisement that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
will be publishing regarding the EPA's tentative decision to authorize
California for revisions to its hazardous waste regulations. Copy: Each
Supervisor (30)

From Police Department, thanking the Board of Supervisors for hearing the
appeal objecting the Planning Commission's approval of a new Conditional
Use for entertainment at 1268 Grant Avenue. File No. 101135, Copy:
Each Supervisor (31)

From Cheryl Richard, submitting support for banning the use of pesticides
and herbicides on all city-owned lands. (32)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to an alcohol cost recovery
fee. File No.1 0865, 2 letters (33)

From Greg Patterson, submitting opposition to some specifics of the 222
2nd Street project plan. File No. 101031, Copy: Each Supervisor (34)





From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to the 222 2nd Street plan.
File No.1 01 031, 3 letters (35)

From Kimo Crossman, regarding the San Francisco Chronicle using the
pejorative "illegals" on October 5, 2010, regarding undocumented
immigrants. (36)

From Municipal Transportation Agency, regarding the required right- turn
pilot project on eastbound Market Street. (37)

From Sanitary Truck Drivers and Helpers, Local 350, submitting opposition
to resolution approving C! ten-year landfill disposal facilitation agreement
with Recology San Francisco. File No.1 01225, Copy: Budget and Finance
Committee Members and Committee Clerk (38)

From Department of Public Health, regarding resolution authorizing the
Department of Public Health to apply for the HIV Emergency Relief Grant
Program. File No. 101253, Copy: Each Supervisor (39)

From Department of Public Health, regarding October 2010 as Restaurant
Appreciation Month. (40)

From James Corrigan, regarding parking control officers not issuing tickets
to fire department personnel who doubled park their private vehicles in
Chinatown. (41)

From Chris Barker, regarding World Statistics Day on October 20,2010.
(42)

From Tim Giangiobbe, regarding the need for more single room occupancy
(SRO) hotels in San Francisco. (43)

From Juliann Sum, regarding the economic recovery in San Francisco.
(44)

From Lee Goodin, submitting Cowboy Bob's Bum Report. (45)
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Willie B. Kennedy
PresMent

Louise C. Jones
Vice President

Bobbrie Brown
Commissioner

Kenneth Sampson
Commissioner

Caesar Churchwell
Commissioner

Karen Chung
Commissioner

AI Norman
Commissioner

SOUTHEAST COMMUNITY FACILITY COMMISSION
CITY and COUNTY of SAN FRANCISCO

Gavin Newsom, Mayor

MEMORANDUM

TO: Ms. Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

DATE: September 24,2010

FROM: Toye Moses, Executive Director
Southeast Community Facility Commission

RE: Submission ofAnnual Statement ofFurpose & Annual Report July 1. 2009-June 30. 2010

Enclosed please find the Annual Statement of Purpose and Annual Report for Fiscal year 2009­
2010.

Respectfully Submitted,

\/5lt?~o~;~ r

Toye Moses, Executive Director
Southeast Community Facility

TM/rp

enc.

1800 Oakdale Ave, San Francisco, CA 94124
Telephone: (415) 821-1534 FAX: (415) 821-1627
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2009-2010 Annual Report

SOUTHEAST COMMUNITY
FACILITY COMMISSION

CITY & COUNTY OFSAN FRANCISCO

1800 Oakdale Avenue, Suite B

San Francisco, California 94124

Telephone: (415) 821-1534

Event Schedule: (415) 821-0921

Facsimile: (415) 821-1627

Website: http://www.sefacility



SOUTHEAST COMMUNITY

FACILITY COMMISSION

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

ft:

ANNUAL REPORT

July 1, 2009-June 30,2010

The Southeast Community Facility Commission is pleased to present this Annual
Statement of Purpose and Annual Report to the Mayor, Board of Supervisors, and the

Citizens of San Francisco

SECF COMMISSIONERS:
Willie B. Kennedy, President
Louise C. Jones, Vice President
Bobbrie Brown
Kenneth J. Sampson
Caesar Churchwell
Karen Chung
Helen Yang

STAFF (current staff)
Toye Moses, Executive Director
Francis Starr, Senior Mgmt.Assistant
Lee Ann Pritti, Acting Commission Secretary
Jutinut Pholsith, Senior Clerk Typist



BACKGROUND HISTORY
&

ANNUAL STATEMENT OF PURPOSE
July 1,2009 - June 30,2010

Background History

ORDINANCE SEC. 54.1 of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors established The
Southeast Community Facility (SECF) Commission located at 1800 Oakdale Avenue
in 1987. The Southeast Community Facility was built as a mitigation measure in return
for the Bayview-Hunter's Point (BVHP) community's acceptance of the Southeast Water
Treatment Plant in the midst of their neighborhood.

Additionally, in order to obtain approval for the construction of the sewage treatment
plant, the City of San Francisco agreed to operate and maintain, at City cost, this facility
for the benefit of the Bayview Hunters Point community. The members of the SECF
Commission are appointed and served at the pleasure of the Mayor.

The Southeast Community Facility (SECF) located at 1800 Oakdale Avenue is a
community-based and oriented facility with numerous pro6'fams and services, For
example, SEC Facility has an educational/training complex leased by the San Francisco
Community College District, HeadStart Childcare Pr06'famS provided by San Francisco
State University. Also. the SEC Facility is leased to non-profit community based
organizations (CBO) that provide services to all San Francisco residents. Most of the
programs provided are non-profit in status making them affordable to all members of the
public. In conjunction with community based organizations, tenants as well as
government agencies, we offer a wide range of assistance in the areas of employment
opportunities provided by Department of Human Services/One Stop tax preparation,
basic needs infonnation, voter registration provided by Community of
Opportunities/Single Stop, criminal expungement services provided by the SF Public
Defender, and scholarship awards programs. The San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance
mandates that public notices be disseminated in time to allow residents an opportunity to
attend all functions provided by and at the SEC Facility.

The SEC Facility is centrally located and accessible to members of the public. Many
government agencies and community-based organizations have used our facilities (Alex
Pitchcr Community Room and E.P.lvlil!s Community Center) to hold cvents, training
workshops and seminars, job and health fairs, graduation award ceremonies, and town
hall meetings to infonn and acquaint San Francisco residents about current events.



Statement of Purpose

The purpose of the SECF Commission is to review and provide guidance regarding the
operations of the SEC Facility and the other facilities under its jurisdiction.

The yearly goal of the SECF Commission is to promote and advocate improving the
general economic, physical, health, public safety and welfare of all residents of San
Francisco, but particularly those in the BVHP Community.

SOUTHEAST COMMUNITY FACILITY COMMISSION
ANNUAL REPORT

Fiscal Year 2008-2009

Highlights of the Year

The Southeast Community Facility (SECF) Commission continues to oversee the
operation and maintenance of the SEC Facility, the Greenhouses and continues to have an
advisory role with respect to significant decisions relating to the use of the Earl P. Mills
Community Facility, and the three satellite childcare centers ( Whitney Young Childcare
Center, Martin Luther King Childcare Center, and Sojourner Truth Childcare Center),
including the opportunity to review and provide comments on any and all future leasing
activity.

The SECF Commission also continues to advocate for and support BVHP community
organizations, health, welfare and economic development activities beneficial to all San
Francisco residents, with emphasis on increasing opportunities for those who are
disfranchised in the BVHP area.

The fiscal year 2009-2010 has been a year of significant accomplishment for the SECF
Commission. As part of Mayor Gavin Newsom's commitment to revitalizing the BVHP
neighborhood, the 5'h edition of San Francisco Southeast Sector Resource Directory
was created. This Resource Directory is currently being widely distributed throughout the
City including the Mayor's office, Board of Supervisors, Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi,
Senators Mark Leno, Leland Yee, Assemblyman Tom Ammiano, Assemblywoman Fiona
Ma, and City agencies, community based organization, and also made available to thc
general public.The updated 5'h edition of the Southeast Sector Resource Directory is a
valuable source for int<'mning San Francisco residents about the wealth of civic, religious,
economic and social institutions available in the BYHP neighborhood In addition to
listing the businesses serving the Bayview-Hunter's Point area, we have also included
organizations, churches, tinancial/legal assistance, medical/family support serVices,
educational/training locations, and ehilclcare facilities.



HIGHLIGHTS OF THE YEAR

On July 9, 2009: Mr. Chris Jackson, Trustee, City College Board presented an update
on The Bridge to Green Jobs Training Program which has been renamed by the State,
The Green Job Corps. $931,087 has been awarded to stmi the program which will prepare
youth ages 16 - 24 for jobs in Califomia's emerging green economy.

On July 22, 2009: Mr. Ski Datta, President, San Francisco Foliage presented on behalf
of the Green House Tenants Association regarding an initiative for courses at City
College. This joint educational and workforce development initiative involves the
Bayview Hunter's Point Greenhouse Tenant's Association, City College of San
Francisco-Southeast Campus, and the Environmental Horticulture Department of SF City
College, with guidance from Dr. Toye Moses, Executive Director of the Southeast
Community Facility Commission.

On August 13,2009: Mr. Sam Murray, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
(SFPUC), Director of Outreach for the Southeast Sector, thanked Commissioners Brown
and Yang for serving on the Digester Task Force Committee. Mr. Murray introduced
Tyrone Jue, Greg Mayer, and Bonnie Jones from the SFPUC. Bonnie Jones said the
SFPUC had been meeting with the Digester Task Force monthly since February. She
provided a handout of the San Francisco Sewer System Master Plan. Seventeen sites
were evaluated for locating a new biosolids center that would replace the aging sludge
handling facility now located at the Southeast Water Pollution Control Plant (SEP).

On August 26, 2009: Jimi Harris from Pacific Gas and Electric Company provided an
update on the dismantling of the power plants in the BayView.

On September 10,2009: Mr. Dwayne Jones, Mayor's Office, Director of Communities
of Opportunity provided and update on the Gateway To College program which allows
students that have dropped out of high school to reengage to complete their academic
career.

On September 23, 2009: Mr. Henry Alvarez, Ill, Executive Director of San Francisco
Housing Authority said the Housing Authority was working on becoming more
transparent. Mr. Alvarez reported $18 million dollars in stimulus money was received by
the Housing Authority for capital projects. The money has been spent primarily in the
BayView district. The primary focus of the money was to restore vacant units. Much of
the restoration has been done in Hunters View, Potrero Hill, Sunnydale, and Alice
Griffin.

On October 8, 2009: Chancellor Griffin spoke on the additions of many sections of
classes to the overall program at the Southeast Campus. In regard to the Computer Repair
class, the instructor, Mr. Collins retired last year and due to budgetary constraints, he
would not be replaced. AIso, they are in the process of moving the class room Irom
Room 306 an upstairs room in the 400's.







On November 12, 2009: New San Francisco Police Depart Chief George Gascon spoke
about the current process of reorganization. He noted the promotion of BVHP Captain
John Loftus to Commander of Police heading the Inspector's Bureau. Captain Greg Suhr
will become the new Captain for Bayview-Hunters Point Station. He brings station
experience and community relations expedence to BVHP. .

On November 23, 2009: Captain John Loftus of the BVHP Police Station has recently
been promoted to Commander of Investigations for the San Francisco Police Department.
He said that BVHP is in good hands with the new Captain Greg Suhr. Captain Loflus
stated that the relationship between the police department and BVHP that is being
developed will continue to grow with assignment of new top officers to the BVHP police
station.

On January 14,2010: The SECFacility Commission approved the Lease renewal to the
Headstart Child Development Center for the Playground. Commissioner Kenneth
Sampson advised that the Southeast Facility has been providing janitodal services and
that the Headstart Child Development Center will now be paying for janitorial services
starting immediately.

On February 24, 2010: Commission President Kennedy welcomed Edwin Florentine
the new Manager for the One Stop Career Link Center Mission and Larry Spillane
Supervisor 11 of the Electdcal Division, PUC Southeast Water Treatment Plant.
Mr. Florentine reported that in accordance with the Mayor s Press Release about the
Stimulus Job Program he wanted to point out some of the highlights of what has been
accomplished since the program was launched in September Of 2009. They have been
able to get 2,131 participants in the program.

On March 11,2010: Vice-Chair Louise C. Jones announced that this year s Health Fair
is tentatively scheduled to be held May 22, 2010, from 10:00 a.m until 2:00 p.m. in the
Alex Pitcher Community Room.
Mayor Newsom appointed Director Toye Moses along with 22 San Francisco residents

to be members of the "Census Committee for 20 I0".

On May 13,2010: Captain Greg Suhr of the Bayview Police Station proceeded to give
a "state ofthe BVHP neighborhood". He said at the end of 2009 beginning of2010 there
was a spike in robberies in the Bayview. Many things were put in place such as an
Awareness Campaign along San Bruno Avenue and the 3rd Street corridor where a Safe
Haven Program was established for people who are feeling anxious or unsafe were able
to go in and call the police. Flyers were distributed in English, Spanish and Chinese in
public areas such as Muni Platfonns, ctc. The program was very well received.

On May 26, 2010: Dwayne Jones, Executive Director, Communities of Opportunity
spoke about COO's goal of positive change, and intolerance fix the status quo. He stated
that whether the members get paid or not, the work gets done, and how he appreciates the
Commission's support as he tries to figure out how to cmpower residents to take control
of their own lives in their own communities. He observed that all of the Commissioners



and Dr. Moses have been great mentors and leaders and he hopes they will continue to do
so as these young leaders continue this work to transfonn this community.

On June 10,2010: Heidi Hardin, Executive director ofThink Round, Inc. which has
operated the Children's Mural Program for 6 years with the Bayview Opera House which
is no longer able to support the program because they need to operate strictly within their
building and the Children's Mural Program has always operated within the schools. Ms.
Hardin is looking for a new home for the Children's Mural Program and she would like
to combine with the SECF Commission They have participated in the Health Fair and it
makes sense to her to continue that combined effort.

Policy Management

As legislatively mandated, implemented and enacted, the following are policies and
directives adopted by the SECF Commission:

• To handle all logistical arrangements for the SECF Commission and its
committee meetings two - three times monthly.

• Implement new security measures after the 911 and recent terrorist
incidents by installing an electric gate/intercom system in the Southeast
Facility parking lot area. Also installed were new security cameras for the
administrative office and the perimeter of parking lot area.

• In conjunction with the Real Estate Department continue to manage the
lease agreements for space usage at the four facilities under the "General
Fund" budget.

• In conjunction with the PUC/Commercial Land Management Department
continue to manage lease agreements for use of space at the Southeast
Community Facility and Greenhouse under the "Clean Water Fund"
budget. The lease for the Green House that was renewed to Decorative
Plant Services is now responsible for all maintenance costs related to the
Greenhouse.

• Insure compliance with all relevant City, State and Federal laws and
regulations including but not limited to, capital improvement grants,
lease/contract agreements and work/service orders.

• To Maintain compliance with regulatory requirements and particularly
related to the American Disabilities Act (ADA).

ADA-Compliance Upgrades

Beginning January, 2008, the PUC began funding a large-scale project to ensure that all
entry ways, restrooms, water faucets, ramps and general walkways on the SECF premises
are ADA-compliant. PUC workers replaced the roof deck with a water proof deck;
replaced all drinking !,)untains with high and low rise fountains and installed one new
outdoor drinking fountain. lntcrior handrails wcre modified per life safety requirements
and installed in all restrooms. Our landscapes were modi tied tlJr ADA compliance
including retrofit of pavement, ramps, stairways, ilTigation systems, trees were added,



planting areas, preparation and execution of pedestrian traffic routing plans; new exterior
fences were installed.Outreach to Government, Business, Community Organizations and
Interested Individuals:

Business Development

The SECF Commission is very committed to the economic revitalization of Bayview­
Hunter's Point and wants to see Mayor Gavin Newsom's vision of jobs, housing and
economic vitality for area residents become a reality. The SECF Commission's
continued efforts include written letters of support for businesses, individuals and
community organizations seeking support in promoting or bringing business to the
BVHP. The SECF Commission has also invited public officials,
representatives/entrepreneurs from business enterprises to address and inform/educate the
Commission and the community-at-Iarge: Mr. Alton Byrd, Lennar/BVHP who updated
the SECF Commission and BVHP Community on the status of Interim Marketplace
located at the Bayview Opera House.

The SECFC would like to extend personal thanks to the following
individuals/organizations for volunteering time, contributing monetary and in-kind
donations toward the Southeast Community Facility Founders Mural Project, as well as
economic development of the Bayview Hunter's Point are.

Ed Harington, PUC General Manager, Tommy Moala, Assistant General
Manager, Tony Flores. ManageriPUC/WWE, Heidi Hardin, Think Round Inc.,
Dwayne Jones, Director Mayor Office of Community of Opportunities,
Supervisor Sophie Maxwell, City College Chancellor Dr. Don Griffin, Dr.
Veronica Hunnicutt, Commissioner Linda Richardson, Alma Robinson, Executive
Director California Lawyers For the Arts, Messrs.. Greg George, Sam
Murray/PUC, Jeffrey Betcher/Quesada gardens, John Chung/Associated Builders,
Tony Caruso/Decorative Plant Services, Keith Jackson/Home Depot; Mr. Kofi
Bonner/ BVHP Lennar; Southeast Community Facility Commissioners, and the
host of individuals who have graciously volunteered their time.

Health & Environmental

The SECF Commission's Health and Housing Ad Hoc subcommittee, headed by
Commissioner Louise Jones, works on issues related to the health and environment of the
community, most especially hcalth issues impacting children and young adults. The Ad­
hoc subcommittee organized a health fair in the Alex Pitcher community room of the
SECF. The health fair was titled: Healthy Bodies, Hcalthy Minds, and Families First. The
tair targeted the diabetes and obesity issue ttlCing youth in the Bayview-Hunter's Point
community. Three Bayview Hunter's Point elementary schools; George Washington
Carver, Bret Hatie and Drew participated in the health nlir by providing assistance in
advertising and promoting the event to students and their families. The event was a
success with students and nUllilies trom each of the three schools in attendance. Various
community organizations also provided t()od, nutritional infol1llation/giveaways



as well as raft1e prizes for students, their families and community members as well. With
the success of this initial health fair sponsored by the SECF Commission and held at the
SECF, it was decided unanimously by the SECF Commissioners that this should become
an annual event for the community. Special thanks to all the Health Fair participants,
most especially, University of California Medical students coordinated by Willie ford
Moses, UCSF Medical School professors, Commissioner Louis C. Jones, Dr. Churchwell,
Dr. Parker and PUC/WWE stafT

FY 2009-2010 Budget

The SECF Commission's FY 2009-2010 budget was ~916,2230f Southeast
Community Facility Fund allocation. The SECF Commission would like to increase
its budget to hire more stafT and to improve the inherent infrastructure problems
associated with running the facilities.

Membership and Administration

The SECF Commission has seven members appointed by the Mayor, a staff of three full­
time and one clerical assistant. The current Commissioners are: President Willie B.
Kennedy, Vice-President Louise Jones, Caesar Churchwell, Kenneth Sampson,
Karen Chung, Bobbrie Brown and Helen Yang.

The SECF Commission also has four Sub-committees: Facilities Committee chaired by
Commissioner Kennedy (Focuses on tenant leases, rules & regulations for rental of Alex
Pitcher Community Room and Earl .P. Mills Auditorium); Health, Housing Ad-Hoc
Committee chaired by Commissioner Jones (Focuses on health); Public Safety &
Outreach Ad-Hoc Committee (Focuses on issues pertaining to the tenants, programs,
community outreaeh, education) and the Southeast Community Faeility Commission
Advisory Group, (SECFC/CAG) co-chaired by Dr. Caesar Churchwell and Shirley Jones,
fonner SECFCommission/President. The CAG focuses on the BVHP community issues
and concerns.

The FY '09-10 Staff was headed by Toye Moses, Executive Director (to the
Commission); Commission Secretary on leave (handles correspondence and agenda
items, attends meetings/transcribes minutes, and perfonns routine office tasks); Kenneth
Olivencia, Mgmt. Assistant responsible tor coordinating all inter-departmental
work/service orders; and Jutinut Pholsith, Senior Clerk Typist (coordinates community
room rentals/activities. performs routine office tasks. and assists in mailers). Additionally
we have two work-ordered personnel assigned Ii'om the Department of Real Estate
(Stationary Engineer Richard O'Neal, and Claudette McLean Custodian).

Through the Mayor's Youth Employment and Education Program (MYEEP). the
Young Community Developers (YCD), and the PUC/Summer Youth Program
Project PULL. thc SECF Commission has been very fortunate to have talcntcd local



high school students assist in the Commission's clerical work and outreach to the
community during the summer break.

The Future & In-coming Year

As legislatively mandated, the Commission will eontinue to:

· Advocate for improving the general economic, physical, health, safety and
welfare of the residents of the southeast sector while ensuring the safe operation
of the SEC Facility, the Greenhouse and the Earl P. Mills Center Auditorium.

· Maintain good relations with residents and community !,'I'OUPS within the
southeast sector, the Mayor's office, Board of Supervisors, government officials
most especially Public Utilities Commission, City Attorney, Mayor's office
Workforce, Mayor's office of Community of Opportunities, BVHP Project Area
Committee, Mayor Shipyard Citizen Advisory Committee, Young Community
Developers, and all residents of San Francisco. .

· Encourage local tenants to take stake in the community by becoming home and
property owners, and. work with developers to increase the percentage of
affordable units for sale in development projects in the BVHP.

· Work with potential business and housing developers to ensure maximum
community benefit opportunities written into the "owner participation
agreements".

· Uphold its partnership with the Mayor's Office of Community Neighborhood,
BVHP Police Station, SF Public Utilities Commission and Department of Public
Works in promoting clean and safe neighborhoods in San Francisco.

· Maintain and renew agreement with Ameriean Red Cross since the SEC
Facility is designated to serve as an Emergency Red Cross shelter site in case of
an earthquake or natural disaster. In the process of designing/building a food
storage bunker to be use for feeding Southeast residents in case of an
earthquake.

· Maintain an ongoing communication with MUNI regarding the Third Street
Light Rail Project and planning process.

· Continue to manage Alex Pitcher Community Room as well as the E.P. Mills
Auditorium at 100 Whitney Young Circle.

· Work in conjunction with the PUC/Land management Division in the
management of lease agreement for the SEC Facility and the Greenhouse under
the Clean Water Fund Budget.



· Work closely with the PUC, General Manager Ed Harrington and the
AGM/PUC/Wastewater Enterprise Tommy Moala in strengthening
communication links with the public most especially the Southeast residents on
broader issues of community concern.

Community Partnerships in the Coming Year

The SECF Commission and its staff will continue to foster working relationships with
the following local/city agencies and state/federal officials:

The Mayor/Office of the Mayor, Board of Supervisors, PUC/General Manager, Mayor's
Office of Community Development, City Attorney's Office, Mayor's Office of
Community of Opportunities/Single Stop, Mayor's Office of Workface, San Francisco
Police Department Bayview Station, City Attorney, District Attorney, Real Estate
Department, Dept. of Human Services/Southeast One Stop, City College/Southeast
Campus, Jeff Adachi Public Defender Office/Clean Slate Program, Assemblyman Tom
Ammiano, Assemblywoman Fiona Ma, Senator Mark Leno's Office, Senator Leland
Yee's office, Redevelopment Agency, SF Housing Authority, Parks & Recreation,
Department of Public Works, Department of Public Health, MUNI, Mayor's Hunters
Point Shipyard Citizen Advisory Committee, US Navy's Restoration Advisory
Committee, Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi's Office, Department of Health Services, etc.

Additionally, we will palinership with the following private developers, churches, and
community-based organizations:

Young Community Developers, Goodwill Industry, Providence Baptist Church, T!1e.
California Lawyers For the Arts, Southeast Alliance tor Environmental Justice,
BVHP/Project Area Committee, Third Street Light Rail Advisory Committee, BVHP
Foundation, Southeast Community College Campus, Bayview Merchants Association,
Tenants/Community Room Users, BVHP Opera House, BVHP Rotary Club, BAYCAT,
etc.

In conclusion the SECF Commission will continue to toster its commitment in improving
the quality oflife tor the residents of the Southeast Sector and work vigorously to ensure
effectiveness of the BVHP Employment/Housing and Contracting Policy.

The SECF Commission will also continue to promote diversity, health, safety as well as
professional development of its employees.

Respect/ii/Iv submitted.

IOYE MOSES, E,,'cu/i\'e Director
Southeast Commullity Facility Commissioll
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DIANNE FEINSTEIN
CALIFORNIA

~nittb uStatt~uStnate
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0504

http://feinstein.senate.gov

September 22, 2010

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, California 94102

Dear Members of the Board:

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE - CHAIRMAN
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
COMM1TIEE ON THE JUDICIARY
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION
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Thank you for sending me a copy ofyour resolution in support ofpassing
comprehensive immigration reform. I appreciate knowing your views, and I apologize
for the delay in my response. For security reasons, postal mail is routed to an off-site
facility for testing before it is released to my office, which delays the delivery process.

I share your support for comprehensive immigration reform. While effective
enforcement and border security are important components of the U.S. immigration
system, I do not support an enforcement-only approach to reform. I believe reforms
should also meet the needs of California families and workers, make U.S. visa programs
more workable and secure, and offer a pathway to earned citizenship that requires
undocumented immigrants to pay taxes and fines, pass background checks, and learn
English.

On April 29, 2010, I joined several colleagues, including Senate Majority Leader
Harry Reid (D-NV) and Senator Charles Schumer (D-NY), who chairs the Judiciary
Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees and Border Security, to unveil a framework for
comprehensive immigration reform. I continue to advocate for action on this issue, and
hope that the Senate will find a bipartisan solution to fix our broken immigration system.

On again, I appreciate your leadership on this matter. If I may be of additional
assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me or my counsel, Barbara Leen, in my
Washington, D.C. office at (202) 224-3841.

Sincerely yours,

VV~~~I~~~
Dianne Feinstein
United States Senator

DF:bl:dh
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REFRIED CYCLES

September 22, 2010

JoyLamug
1Dr.Carl tanH.GoodlettPlace
Cityllall,
San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

Dear Board of Supervisors:

Room244

As a 38yt. Resident of tIus city and a pet owner, I would like to voice my strong disapproval of the sheer
number of chain stores spreading like a malignancy over the small shopping neighborhoods of San Francisco. I
was appalled at the new Levy's store you all obviously signed off on in the Valencia Street corridor and were
that not enough for one week, today another.

I am referring to the pet supply chain outlet looking to open on California Street. Please know that another
chain pet-supply outlet is, as I sec it. ..nothing more than a nail in the coffin of the small neighborhood pet
supply store I shop at for llJ(1'U-O rfo/-'7,

Do your jobs and stand by this city's small business owners. Clearly if you won't help keep them open for
those of us who prefer to patronize them, then we cannot look to the other powers that be (banks, current or
former adrninistration etc etc) to support them either.

Sincerely,

.....,=
=
(I')...,
-0
N
CO

":::Ii:
,W
<:J'I
0'\

3804 17TH STREET SAN FRANCISCO CA 94114 - 415.621.2911' REFRIED

CYCLES@REFRIEDeYeLEs.COM





THOMAS PLAGEMANN FINE ART & DESIGN

September 22, 2010

.loyL,amug
1Dr.CaritonB.GoodlettPlacc

CityIIaIJ,
San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

Dear Board of Supervisors:

Room244

As a 38yt. Resident of this city and a pet owner, I would like to voice my strong disapproval of the sheer
number of chain stores spreading like a malignancy over the small shopping neighborhoods of San Francisco. I
was appalled at the new Levy's store you all obviously signed off on in the Valencia Street corridor and were
that not enough for one week, today another.

I am referring to the pet supply chain outlet looking to open 011 California Street. Please know that another
chain pet-supply outlet is, as I see it... nothing mote than a nail in the coffm of the small neighborhood pet
supply store I sbop at for my pit bull BeIJa.

Do your jobs and stand by this city's small business owners. Clearly if you won't help keep them open for
those of us who prefer to patronize them, then we cannot look to the other powers that be (banks, current or
former administration etc etc) to support them either,

Sincerely

~
<=>
r.n
~
N
0:>

-0
::lI:

':]
cJ1
cJ1

762 CAPP STREET' SAN FRANCiSCO· 94110-3223

PHONE: 415671·0883· 'rHOSPLAC@SBCGT,OB/\I"NF,'r





RECEIVED
MAYOR'S OFFICE

10 SEP 3::1 P112:lt6

RECEIVED'
BOA~D Of!SUPERVISORS

-JAN Fr~ANCISCO

lOID SfI' 30 PM 2: 52
September 30, 2010

"Ie .
Dear San Francisco Mayor Gavin ~WSOiIi af~ PresiE!@RtgftbeBoard David Cl1iu:

I request immediately your help regarding my heart condition and other seniors nam,',d below:

1) Mr. James Valent - Apt. #61S

2) Mr. Don Jee - Apt # 403

3) Ms. Virginia Reyes - Apt #414

4) Ms. Danielle Hyatt - Apt # 308

S) Mr. Abdalla Megahed - Apt. # 418

This is an important letter from Abdalla Megahed, San Francisco community activist fer over 26 years. I

am writing in regard to the complaint I made at the public comment session on September 28,2010

against the Building Manager (see name and contact information attached) at 990 Polk Street, who has

given many tenants residing at this building Three Day Cure or Quit Notices in error.

Which we have a lot of hope to discuss our case at the Board of Supervisors meeting. We hope to be

added to the agenda before Mr. Tulcanza can blame his supervisor Elizabeth AJridge or Property

Manager. They have all blamed each other and declared themselves free of blame. To resolve problem

at Supervisor meeting and they can discover what a mess this situation has become.

Our building has 3 case managers and they were not informed of the notes were handed out I would

like the full Board of Suprvisors and the Mayor to conduct and investigation into this manner. This has

had an extremely negative impact on many senior and disabled tenants in the building. Please find my

previous letter (dated 9/24/10) as well as contact information for the 990 Polk Street building

management attached. He has violated our human and disabled rights.

Thank you.

CC: Kristi Lambert, Steve Ball and Du Tran, case manager, Adrianne Wynacht, nurse, SF :;oard of

Supervisors, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger, California Attorney General Jerry Brown, SF City

Attorney Dennis Herrera, Residential Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Board and City and County of San

Francisco
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No. 0461 .P. 2

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCiSCO
.HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

FOR HRC USE ONLY

Request Number:

S.F. ADMINISTRATIVE CODE CHAPTERS 12B and 14B;;.-__------_~
WAIVER REQUEST FORM

(aHRldIICFor Ol)
~ Section 1. Department Informat~o~ ~?,

Department Head Signature:~ ./'

Name of Department: HRD

Departmenl Address: 1 South Van Ness Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94103

Contact Person, Michael Cerles, Person!'1'1 Analyst

Phone Number. (415) 557-4831

~ Section 2. Contractor Infotmation

Contractor Name: Holiday Inn Goiden Gateway

Fax Number: (415) 551-8945

qontact Person: Christopher Leong

Contractor Address: 1S00'Van Ness Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94109

Vendor Number (if known): 09340

~ Section 3. Transaction Information

Date Waiver Request Submitted: 1010112010

Conlact Phone No.:(415) 447-3046

Type of Contract: Purchase Order

Dollar Amount of Contract:End Date: 12/6/2010Contract Start Date: 121112010
$8,228.23

nection 4. Administralhle Code Chapter to be Waived (please check all that apply)

lSI Chapter 126

o Chapter 146 Note: Employment and L6E SUbcontracting requirements may still be in force even when a
146 waiver (type A or B) is granted.

~ Section 5. Waiver Type (Leiter of Justification must be attached, see Check List on ba.ck of page,)

o A, Sole Source

o B. Emergency (pursuant to Administrative Code §6.60 or 2'1.15)

o C. PublicEntity. .

[8J D. No Potential Contractors Comply - Copy of waiver request sent 10 Board of Supervisors on; 1'0/01/2010

o E. Government Bulk Purchasing Arrangement- Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:

o .F. ShamlSheli Entjty - Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:

o G. Local Business Enterprise (LBE) (for contracts in excess of $5 million; see Admin. yode §14B.7.1.3)

o H. Subcontracting Goals

HRCACTION

128 Waiver Granted:
126 Waiver Denied: .

Reason for Action:

146 Waiver Granted:
14BWaiver Denied:

HRC Staft . Date: _

HRC Staff: Date: _

HRC Director: Date:

I DEP}l;RTMENT ACTION .This section must be completed and returned t6 HRC for waiver types D, E & F.., if'
Date Waiver Granted: Contract Dollar Amount,
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Office of the Treasurer & Tax Collector

City and County of San Francisco

Pauline Marx, Chief Assistant Treasurer

Jose Cisneros, Treasurer

Investment Report for the month of August, 2010 September 24,2010

The Honorable Gavin Newsom
Mayor of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 200
1 Dr, Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA. 94102-0917

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

City Hall, Room 244
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA. 94102-0917

Ladies and Gentlemen,

This correspondence and its attachments show the investment activity for fiscal year-to-date of the portfolios under the
Treasurer's management.

(in $ millions unless specified)
Fiscal Year to Date Month Endin 8/31/2010

INCOME
Cash BaslSEarnlngs'"
Accrual Basis Earnings
Earned Income Yield (In %)
Current Yield to Maturity (in %)

Pooled Fund All Funds
6.11 6.11
9.05 9.10

1.33% 1.33%
nla n/a

Pooled Fund
4.48
4.78

1.35%
1.33%

All Funds
4.48
4.82

1.35%
1.32%

'---'4,189"

4,181
4,166
4,208

15
4,223
4,201

699

PRINCIPAL
Current Book V,ii"e·...·-..··· ·-·-...-~·--····n/a .._··.. _·...·-·..n/a .-_.._ .... -;C1S9'-'"
Amortized Book Value nla nla 4,151
Par Value nla nla 4,136
Market Value n/a n/a 4,178
Accrued Interest n/a nla 15
Total Value (Market Value + Accrued Interest) n/a nla 4,193
Average Daily Balance 4,008 4,039 4,171

",y."ra.g.e.",g!'.ol.!'..o.rlf°Ji.o..:!'Ild.,.o!Eeli.o£.@.d..'!l'~L ....•_ ..__.._~__....._....__ ..f1I,~....,.. _ .._......_L~ ..._.._..__

In accordance with provisions of California State Government Code Section 53646, we forward this report detailing the
City's investment portfolio as of 8/31/2010. These investments are in compliance with California Code and our
statement of investment policy, and provide sufficient liqUidity to meet expenditure requirements for the next six months.

Very trUly yours,

~'

Jose Cisneros
Treasurer

cc: Harvey Rose, Budget Analyst

Ben Rosenfield, Controller

Controller - Internal Audit Division: Tania LedlJu

Ove-rslght Committee: J. Grazloll, Dr. Don Q. Griffin, Ben Rosenfield, T. Rydstrom, R. Sullivan

Transportation Authority - Cynthia Fang, San Francisco Public Library - 2 copies

City Hall Room 140, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA., 94102

(415) 554·4478



I
I
I

I

I

I
I

I

I

I
I

I

I

I
I
I

I

I
I
I

I

I
I
I

I

I

I
I

I

I

I
I

I

I

I
I
I

I

I
I
I

I

I
I
I



August 31,2010 City & County of San Francisco

Pooled Fund Maturities to Maturity Date

$2,000,000,000 ,-----.--------------------------------,

48·6036-485-64-53-4

lI!I Banker's Acceptance

-Money Market Funds

2-31-20-1

$200,000,000 +--....-._._..._-.-..-..._--.--..- .....-.- .. -.-.-.-..--.------.-.-

$600,000,000

$800,000,000
OAgency

$1,000,000,000

$400,000,000

$1,400,000,000 ~----.-------~-BTreasury

"" nTlGP

IIPublic Time Deposits

---_."----_...------ OCollateralized CDs

$1,600,000,000

$1,800,000,000

$1,200,000,000

Month Time Buckets

Asset Allocation Five Year History

The chart below shows the total size of the Pooled Fund and the relative investments by type.

$4,500,000,000,----------------------------------,

$4,000,000,000 +-----------

$3,500,000,000 +----

$3,000,000,000

$2,500,000,000

$2,000,000,000

$1,500,000,000

$1,000,000,000

$500,000,000

$0

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

~~~~~#~#~~#~~###~~##~

IDAgency LilTreasuryOCollaleralized CDsOTLGP III Public Time DeposllsmCommelt:ial PaperBMoney MarketFundlDNegoliable CDS1DBanker'SAcceptanc,
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August 31,2010 CIty & County of San Francisco 2

All Funds

$ in millions
Par Value Original Market

Investment T e % Par Value Book Value Value
Banker's Acceptance 1.2% 50.00 49.87 49.94
Commercial Paper: Discount
Commercial Paper: Interest Bearing
Commercial Paper: Interest Bearing, Act/365
Federal Farm Credit Bank: Discount Notes
Federal Farm Credit Bank: Fixed 12.4% 517.04 519.68 521.81
Federal Farm Credit Bank: Float
Federal Home Loan Bank: Discount Notes
Federal Home Loan Bank: Fixed 7.7% 320.23 320.24 321.41
Federal Home Loan Bank: Float
Federal Home Loan Bank: Float Monthly
Federal Home Loan Bank: Multi Step
Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corp.: Discount Notes
Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corp.: Fixed 13.2% 551.50 553.25 555.28
Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corp.: Float, Monthly, Act/360
Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corp.: Multi Step 0.5% 20.00 20.00 20.09
Federal National Mortgage Assn. 22.0% 915.99 917.55 921.87
Federal National Mortgage Assn.: Multi Step
Federal National Mortgage Assn.L Discount Notes
Money Market Funds 0.0% 0.25 0.25 0.25
Public Time Deposit: Monthly Pay
Public Time Deposit: Quarterly Pay 1.7% 70.10 70.10 70.10
Tenn Valley Authority 0.5% 20.50 23.00 23.21
Treas. Liquidity Guarantee Program: Fixed 22.0% 917.31 930.17 937.90
Treas. Liguidity Guarantee Program: Float 1.2% 50.00 50.07 50.26
Treasury Bills 5.2% 218.00 217.20 217.75
Treasury Notes 10.1% 420.00 422.29 423.40

100.0% 4,165.92 4,188.67 4,208.29





TLGP

FNMA

FHLMC

TreasuryNotes

______-9.1y & Co~B!y_"L~~!C£!_"_"_cisc~_.... .. .__. ---'3'----;

Par Value of All Funds

Treasury Bms

Publlcllmc Deposit

Banker's Acceptance

Agency
Banker's Acceptance
CoUaleralized CDs
Money Market Funds
Public Time Deposit
TLGP
Treasll

Collateral;zcd CD's ~

Tenn Valley Authority ]J

Money Market Funds

3.5

200 400 600

$11'1 mltllons

1,000 1,200

3.0

Trailing 12 Month Key Interest Rates

)
0..

2.5

2.0

1.5

--3~MonthUBOR

1.0

0.5

0.0

8/31/2009 11/30/2009

--3-Month Treasury Bill

212812010 5/31/2010 8/3112010
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August 31, 2010

Inventory by Market Value - All funds

Run Date: 9/22/2010 9:26:09 AM

City & County of San Francisco

~

4

TREASURY BILLS

TREASURY NOTES

TLGP (Treas liquid Guar Prog)

TLGP FL (Troas Liquidity Guar)

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK

FEDERAL NATIONAL MORTGAGE ASSN

FNMA AMORT TO CALL

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK

FHLMCBonds

FHLMC FLOAT QTR 30/360

FHLMC MULTI-STEP

FHLMC AMORT TO CALL

TENN VALLEY AUTHORITY

BANKERS ACCEPTANCE-DOMESTIC

MONEY MARKET ACTUAL/36S R

PUBUC TIME DEPOSIT

COLLATERAUZED CD

218,000.00 217,202.06 217,754.37 100.25% 239.34 0.39%

420,000.00 422,285.38 423,396.88 100.26% 1,118.33 0.75%

917,310.00 930,165.20 937,903.30 100.83% 7,829.77 1.48%

50,000.00 50,074.05 50,257.81 100.37% 183.76 0.65%

320,230.00 320,241.78 321,406.29 100.36% 1,230.37 1.64%

815,716.00 816,796.90 821,059.98 100.52% 4,263.08 1.63%

100,270.00 100,750.50 100,807.59 100.06% 173.66 1.53%

517,041.00 519,684.57 521,813.37 100.41% 2,143.70 1.33%

501,500.00 503,162.97 505,229.75 100.41% 2,070.67 1.51%

70,000.00 70,000.00 70,021.88 100.03% 21.88 1.04%

20,000.00 19,995.00 20,093.75 100.49% 98.75 2.02%

50,000.00 50,089.42 50,046.88 99.92% (19.63) 0.70%

20,500.00 22,999.80 23,206.64 100.90% 481.37 0.72%

50,000.00 49,867.94 49,937.71 100.14% 32.01 0.53%

251.69 251.69 251.69 100.00% 0.27%

70,100.00 70,100.00 70,100.00 100.00% 0.74%

25,000.00 25,000.00 25,000.00 100.00% 0.72%

~t~~~rCi~p:!)~i,'~lfk~~ ';~~~f&'~J~t~;; ~~12~~t41Nii~~fi1if~§-~~~!,l~~;~;4~&1It~!~t~lil~~Jlti%&4;g~it~li~p~~zt~y¥:~tr~~~l~t{MtrtG~~~\lI~tt~)_~~~~t~~l~l,~~1ll[~-:~'l~1h*J~B~f0
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INVESTMENT INVENTORY - 08/31/10
August 3J ,-?9:10 City & County of San Francisco

Run Date: 9/22/2010 9:31:55 AM

5.

Fund: 100 POOLED FUNDS
42393 B031011 912795V99 .0000 ,3834 03/31/10 03/10/11 49,817,489 49,817,489 50,000,000 99.91 49,953,124

42402 Treasury Bll 912795VDO .0000 .3995 04/23/10 04/07/11 149,421,242 149,421,242 150,000,000 99.88 149,812,500

42419 6011311 91279SUXl .0000 .3387 06/10/10 01/13/11 17,963,327 17,963,327 18,000,000 99.94 17,988,751

42325 T1083111 912828LVO 1.0000 .8260 10/29/09 08/31/11 100,316 100,172 100,000 100.69 100,688

42326 T1083111 912828LVD 1.0000 .8345 10/29/09 08/31/11 100,200,480 100,063,003 99,900,000 100.69 100,586,817

42341 T173111 912828lG3 1.0000 .6040 11/19/09 07/31/11 120,801,563 120/431,212 120,000,000 100.66 120,787,498

42352 T 1.125 12 1 912828KA7 1.1250 .7456 12/09/09 12/15/11 50;378,906 50,241,965 50,000,000 100.97 50,484,376

42382 T 1.5 07.15. 912828lB4 1,5000 1.1124 03/23/10 07/15/12 50,441,406 50,356,782 50,000,000 102.00 51,000,000

42415 T 1.25 11 30 912828350 1.2500 .3763 06/10/10 11/30/10 20,089,269 2.0,049,718 20,000,000 100.25 20,050,000

42166 GENlElECCA 36967HAN7 2.2500 2.0651 03/24/09 03/12/12 35,185,150 35,095,308 35,000,000 102.63 35,920,955

42170 MORGAN STANl 61757UAF7 2.0000 1.9382 03/16/09 09/22/11 25,037,750 25,015,839 25,000,000 101.73 25,433,594

42177 BAC 2.375 06 06050BAJO 2.3750 1.9301 04/14/09 06/22/12 50,685,000 50,388,069 50,000,000 103.17 51,583,500

42181 C2.125 04.3 17313UAE9 2.1250 1.9669 04/02/09 04/30/12 25,117,500 25,063,454 25,000,000 102.53 25,632,425

42182 BKOFTHEWE 064244AA4 2.1500 1.9628 04/02/09 03/27/12 5,026,950 5,014,167 5,000,000 102.53 5,126,563

42183 BK OF THE WE 064244AA4 2.1500 1.9629 04/02/09 03/27/12 20,108,000 20,056,774 20,000,000 102.53 20,506,250

42191 BAC 2.1 04.3 06050BAG6 2..1000 1.9749 04/02/09 04/30/12 25,093,000 25,050,223 25,000,000 102,49 25,622,125

42195 GE 1.625 01. 36967HAG2 1.6250 1.2309 04/16/09 01/07/11 25,167,500 25,033,978 25,000,000 100.53 25,131,550

42196 GE 1.625 01. 36967HAG2 1.6250 1.2350 04/16/09 01/07/11 25,165,750 25,033,623 25,000,000 100.53 25,131,550

42197 C 1.625 03.3 17314JAA1 1.6250 1.3908 04/16/09 03/30/11 50,225,000 50,066,269 50,000,000 101.00 50,500,000

42198 GS 1.625 07. 38146FAF8 1,6250 1.4391 04/16/09 07/15/11 50,204,500 50,079,057 50,000,000 101.16 50,578,650

42211 USSA CAPITAL 90390QAA9 2.2400 1.9620 04/28/09 03/30/12 16,125,600 16,067,803 16,000,000 102.63 16,420,000

42258 arIGROUPFD 17313YAC5 1.2500 1.2952 06/29/09 06/03/11 49,957,000 49,983,203 50,000,000 100.63 50,312,500

42259 CITIGROUP FD 17313YACS 1.2500 1.2952 06/29/09 06/03/11 49,957,000 49,983,203 50,000,000 100.63 50,312,500

42274 GETLGP 312 36967HAD9 3.0000 1.6091 07/30/09 12/09/11 51,602,500 50,862,599 50,000,000 103,03 51,515,450

42299 HSBC3,1251 4042EPAAS 3.1250 1.3413 09/16/09 12/16/11 51,969,550 51,129,912 50,000,000 103.44 51,721,650

42317 C 1.625 03.3 17314JAA1 1.6250 ,7776 10/22/09 03/30/11 35,423,500 35,169,723 35,000,000 101.00 35,350,000

42328 MS 2.25 313 61757UAP5 2.2500 1.3169 11/04/09 03/13/12 20,431,800 20,280,670 20,000,000 102.58 20,515,625

42331 MSTLGP 2.25 61757UAP5 2.2500 1.3109 11/06/09 03/13/12 51,084,000 50,706,242 50,000,000 102,58 51,289,063

42332 GE TLGP 2.12 36967HAV9 2.1250 1.7893 11/06/09 12/21/12 25,253,750 25,187,255 25,000,000 103.11 25,777,350

42379 GS 3.25 06.1 38146FAA9 3.2500 1.2299 03/22/10 06/15/12 52,215,000 51,772,543 50,000,000 104.47 52,234,375

42380 GETLGP 2% 0 36967HBB2 2.0000 1.4058 03/22/10 09/28/12 25,366,000 25,301,225 25,000,000 102.72 25,679,725

42400 GETLGP 2.0 36967HBB2. 2.0000 1.4358 04/20/10 09/28/12 76,101,917 75,950,153 75,000,000 102,72 77,039,175

42401 JPM 2.2 0615 481247AKO 2.2000 1.1630 04/21/10 06/15/12 51,097,500 50,911,791 50,000,000 102.92 51,459,800





INVESTMENT INVENTORY - 08/31/10
August 31,2010 City & County of San Francisco 6.

Run Date: 9/22/2010 9:31:55 AM

42417 RF 2.75121 7591EAAAl 2.7500 .3588 06/10/10 12/10/10 11,444,980 11,383,759 11,310,000 100.61 11,379,025

42306 Union BankT 905266AAO .7371 .6597 03/23/09 03/16/12 25,033,725 25,017,404 25,000,000 100.58 25,144,531

42388 FHLB 1.875 0 3133XXN37 1.8750 1.9026 03/24/10 03/22/13 49,965,208 49,971,095 50,000,000 100.06 50,031,250

42397 FHLB 1.5 2.5 3133XY4B8 1.5000 1.5000 04/15/10 10/15/12 100,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000 100.69 1001687,500

42418 FHLB 1.42 fi 3133XXME4 1.4200 1.4507 06/10/10 09/24/12 20,276r567 20,277,963 20,230,000 100.56 20,343,794

42431 FHLB 1.32 4 3133706H6 1.3200 1.3200 07/22/10 04/22/13 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 100.06 50,031,250

42335 FNMA 1.75 3 3139BAVQ2 1.7500 .5980 11/19/09 03/23/11 50,770,000 50,319,652 50,000,000 100.81 50,406,250

42338 FNMA 1.75 3 31398AVQ2 1.7500 .5712 11/20/09 03/23/11 20,314,600 20,130,868 20,000,000 100.81 20,162,500

42350 FNMA FIXED 1 3136FJZTl 1.7500 1.7500 12/28/09 12/28/12 100,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000 100.38 100,375,000

42366 FNMA3NC1.5 31398AF23 1.8000 1.8000 02/08/10 02/08/13 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000 101.09 50,546,875

42367 FNMA 3NC1.5 31398AF23 1.8000 1.8172 02/08/10 02/08/13 24,987,500 24,989,838 25,000,000 101.09 25,273,438

42398 FNMA 2.5NCl 3136FMNR1 1.5600 1.5600 04/19/10 10/29/12 100,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000 100.66 100,656,250

42410 FNMA 2.5 6 2 3136FMA38 2.5000 2.5268 06/25/10 06/25/15 49,018,650 49,020,935 49,080,000 102.53 50,322,338

42411 FNMA 1.7 6 2 3136FMB78 1.7000 1.7052 06/28/10 06/28/13 99,985,000 99,985,890 100,000,000 100.06 100,062,500

42424 FNMA 1.3 71 31398AV90 1.3000 1.3171 07/16/10 07/16/13 24,987,500 24,988,036 25,000,000 100.56 25,140,625

42425 FNMA 1.371 31398AV90 1.3000 1.3171 07/16/10 07/16/13 49,975,000 49,976,072 50,000,000 100.56 50,281,250

42427 FNMA 1.55 7 31398AV25 1.5500 1.5603 07/12/10 07/12/13 69,069,273 69,070,237 69,090,000 100.25 69,262,725

42434 FNMASfRNT 1 3136FMX90 1.7500 1.7500 07/27/10 07/27/15 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 101.13 25,281,250

42435 FNMASTRNT 1 3136FMX90 1.7500 1.7500 07/27/10 07/27/15 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 101.13 25,281,250

42444 FNMA 1.50 07 31398AY22 1.5000 1.5051 07/26/10 07/26/13 24,996,250 24,996,377 25,000,000 100.13 25,031,250

42452 FNMA 2.125 8 3136FM6G4 2.1250 2.1250 08/10/10 08/10/15 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 101.38 25,343,750

42453 FNMA 1.35 08 31398A2H4 1.3500 1.3500 08/16/10 08/16/13 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 100.28 25,070,313

42447 FNMASTEP 1. 3136FMTW4 1.5000 1.4450 08/04/10 06/01/15 37,191,475 37,169,275 37,000,000 100.19 37,069,375

42457 FNMA 1.75 8 3136FM3R3 1.7500 1.6344 08/18/10 08/18/14 53,507,584 53,498,471 53,270,000 100.84 53,719,466

42373 FfCB 2 Year 31331JG09 .9500 1.0514 03/09/10 03/05/12 17,017,870 17,026,084 17,050,000 100.66 17,161,891

42374 FFCB 2 Year 31331JG09 .9500 1.0432 03/09/10 03/05/12 57,899,982 57,925,678 58,000,000 100.66 58,380,625

42385 FFCB 1.875 1 31331G2R9 1.8750 1.5324 03/26/10 12/07/12 37,333,370 37,279,666 37,000,000 102.53 37,936,563

42399 FFCB 1.625 B 31331JAB9 1.6250 1.5877 04/16/10 12/24/12 50,048,500 50,041,691 50,000,000 102.00 51,000,000





INVESTMENT INVENTORY - 08/31/10
Auglfst 31, 2010 City & County of San Francisco

Run Date: 9/22/2010 9:31:55 AM

7
•

74,718,609

25,007,813

150,046,875

18,407,250

37,419,373

100,47

100.03

100.03

101.00

100.06

.100.47'

100.09

99.87

100.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

10,000,000

100,000

5,000,000

5,000,000

28,600,000 100.59 28,769,813

75,000,000 100,56 75,421,875

50,000,000 100.50 50,250,000

50,000,000 100.09 50,046,875

20,000,000 107.09 21,418,750

37,900,000 101.31 38,397,438

50,000,000 100.56 50,281,250

50,000,000 100.56 50,281,250

40,000,000 99.97 39,987,500

20,000,000 100.03 20,006,250

22,970,260

--"-:--25j',,(j~~;

50,000,000

10,000,000

100,000

5,000,000

5,000,000

74,370,000

25,000,000

150,000,000

18,225,000

37,396,000

23,000,000

,. :;Y:5l)~qjjq@J,~:
251,692

::~!i§?~

50,000,000

28,687,806

75,000,000

50,000,000

50,000,000

21,269,321

37,900,000

50,000,000

50,000,000

10,000,000

100,000

5,000,000

5,000,000

74,253,771

24,965,340

149,962,180

18,175,087

37,360,651

28,779,471

75.000.000

50,000,000'

50,000,000

21,479,608

37,900,000

50,000,000

50,000,000

40,003,889 40,003,889

20,000,000 20,000,000

22,942,328 22,942,328

10,000,000

100,000

5,000,000

5,000,000

:?9)-~99)- ..Q99
25,000,000

74,228,232

24,962,500

149,958,750

18,171,759

37,358,604

10/13/10

1.0000 1.0000 01/18/10 01/18/11

1.6500 1.6500 05/18/10 05/18/11

.7000 .7000 07/31/10 07/31/11

.7000 .7000 08/04/10 08/04/11

1.1250 .7120 11/20/09 06/01/11

1.8000 1.8000 02/25/10 02/25/13

1.1700 1.1700 05/18/10 05/18/12

2.0000 2.0000 06/23/10 12/23/13

5.7500 1.0656 06/10/10 01/15/12

2.0500 2.0500 06/30/10 06/30/14

1.5000 1.5000 07/12/10 07/12/13

1.5000 1.5000 _ 07/12/10 07/12/13

.5000 .5000 08/05/10 01/28/13

1.0369 1.0369 06/10/10 09/10/12

06/24/15

OS/23/12

.5100 .5113 07/19/10 01/12/11

31331JLWl 1.1250 1,2269 04/29/10 04/26/12

31331JRD7 1.7400 1.7916 06/10/10 06/10/13

31331J5BO 1.3400 1.3512 06/17/10 12/17/12

31331GLll 2.8000 2.8847 06/10/10 01/28/14

31331JUU5 1.2000 1.2373 07/08/10 04/08/13

42403 FFCB 1.125 2

42407 FfCB 1.74 6

42412 FfCB 1.34 12

42414 FEDERAL FARM

42455 FFCB 1.20 4

Fixed

42356 FHLMC 1.125 3128X8P22

42371 FHLMC 1.8 2 3128X9ZK9

42405 FHLMC 2NCIY 3134GlDZ4

42408 FHLMC 2 12 2 3134GIGNB

42416 FHLMC 5.75 0 3134A4m

42420 FHLMC 2.05 6 3134GIGX6

42422, FHLMC 1.5 07 3134GIKL7

42423 FHLMC 1.5 7 3134GIKL7

42438 FHLMC STRNT 3134G1LU6

42413 FHLMC 3ncl f 3128X9DIG

'.~,~~IY:~;I~,:i:~-~mg:~¥g;\t~~I~T-{.){Si
42409 FHlMC MULTI 3134GIFQ2

-~~,y,;t~gi~~:~ft~~g..~'19~T~'~gi,8\4/::D"'"
42446 TVA 6.79 5 2 880S91DT6

-~~~;:t¥~:,j!~,,!#,~~JY!~~,~f~,Mm,~~"";'-
42432 SA 0.57 113 06422TN33

42456 BA 0.51112 06422TNO

In'y:'-jypE!;'-lii-:BAN't"CERS)AC:CeerANcif'. ,.....",-_.,.--_•...., :;.-,~.",\:}'CL,'~·.-·,·.,:._-,.':'.',.-,:·,.'.> .'.'c.,.-.-. ",.",.:--."'.-,.;.;,'.-'.--:-'-:",-:.,.,,,,, ."

42445 PFM PRIME FU

J:n~';TY:pe:;:j2'MOI\IEY:'-MARK'-E1ta.iN6s3'\..,".... ··'··;, ..·..'.... · .. ·.. "";.-·.-,:·,';.;<·-·,';).'c·,,, ....·,: ..··L/.' .. ,.::...,;..'.,.".".,..',-

42316 usoe PTD 0.7

42365 FIRST NATl P

42406 BANK OF SAN

42448 FIRST NATION

42449 FIRST NATION

InvType: 1010 PUBucnME IlEPOSrr
42294 Bof ACD O.





INVESTMENT INVENTORY - 08/31/10
AI~9.ust31,2010

Run Date: 9/22/20109:31:55 AM

City & County of San Francisco 8
•

Fund: 9704 SFUSD BONDS 2006B
42264 T 1.125 06.3 912828LFS

':~;Ti

1.1250 .9622 07/21/09 06/30/11 30,093,750 30,044,032 30,000,000 100.72 30,215,626

".,lt~~l!1!Jl~





INVESTMENT EARNINGS - AUGUST 2010
AU.Hust31,2010

Run Dare: 9/22/2010 9:31:55 AM

Crty & County of San Francisco 9
m

42393 B031011 03/31/10 ~182,511

42402 Treasury Bil 04m/l0 ~578,758

42419 B 0113 11

42298 T 0,875 02 2 912828KE9 .8750 .6321 09/04/09 02/28/11 50,000,000 179,688 -10,277 218,750 218,750 26,597 1,209

42325 T 1 08 3111 912828LVO 1.0000 .8260 10/29/09 08/31/11 100,000 316 -15 500 500 70 3

42326 T 1 08 31 11 912828LVQ 1.0000 .8345 10/29/09 08/31/11 99,900,000 300,480 -13,882 499,500 499,500 70,318 2,760

42341 T 1 73111 912B28LG3 1.0000 .6040 11/19/09 07/31/11 120,000,000 801,563 -40,143 600,000 600,000 60,944 104,348

42352 T 1.125 12 1 912828KA7 .1.1250 .7456 12/09/09 12/15/11 50,000,000 378,906 ~15,959 31,684. 119,877

42382 T 1.5 07.15. 912828LB4 1.5000 1.1124 03/23/10 07/15/12 50,000,000 441,406 ~16,194 46,986 97,826

42415 T 1.25 11 30 912828350 1.2500 .3763 06/10/10 11/30/10 20,000,000 89,269 -14,772 6,403 63,525

42437 T 1.00 7 15 912828NN6 1.0000 1.0600 -44,177 -685 0 12,908 202,380 215,288

42165 3 P MORGAN C 481247AKO 2.2000 2.0469 03/24/09 06/15/12 25,000,000 119,000 -3,129 42,704 116,111

42166 GENl ElEC (A 36967HAN7 2.2500 2.0651 03/24/09 03/12/12 35,000,000 185,150 -5,295 60,330 369,688

42170 MORGAN SfANL 61757UAF7 2.0000 1.9382 03/16/09 09/22/11 25,000,000 37,750 -1,272 40,395 220,833

42177 SAC 2.375 06 06050BAJO 2.3750 1.9301 04/14/09 06/22/12 50,000,000 685,000 -18,227 80,731 227,604

42181 C 2.125 04.3 17313UAE9 2.1250 1.9669 04/02/09 04/30/12 25,000,000 117,500 -3,241 41,030 178,559

42182 BK OF THE WE 064244AA4 2.1500 1.9628 04/02/09 03/27/12 5,000,000 26,950 -766 8,192 45,986

42183 BK OF THE WE 064244AA4 2.1500 1.9629 04/02/09 03/27/12 20,000,000 108,000 -3,072 32,762 183,944-

42191 BAC2.104.3 06050BAG6 2.1000 1.9749 04/02/09 04/30/12 25,000,000 93,000 -2,565 41,185 176,458

42195 GE 1.625 01. 36967HAG2 1.6250 1.2309 04/16/09 01/07/11 25,000,000 167,500 -8,229 25,625 60,938

42196 GE 1.625 01. 36967HAG2 1.6250 1.2350 04/16/09 01/07/11 25,000,000 165,750 -8,143 25,711 60,938

42197 C 1.625 03.3 17314JMl 1.6250 1.390B 04/16/09 03/30/11 50,000,000 225,000 -9,783 57,926 340,799

42198 GS 1.625 07. 38146FAFB 1.6250 1.4391 04/16/09 07/15/11 50,000,000 204,500 -7,731 59,977 103,820

42211 USSA (APITAl 90390QAA9 2.2400 1.9620 04/28/09 03/30/12 16,000,000 125,600 -3,649 26,218 150,329

42258 CmGROUP FD 17313YACS 1.2500 1.2952 06/29/09 06/03/11 50,000,000 -43,000 1,893 53,977 152,777

42259 CITIGROUP FD 17313YACS 1.2500 1.2952 06/29/09 06/03/11 50,000,000 -43,000 1,893 53,977 152,777

42274 GE TlGP 3 12 36967HAD9 3.0000 1.6091 07/30/09 12/09/11 50,000,000 1,602,500 -57,631 67,369 341,667

42299 HSBC 3.1251 4042EPAAS 3.1250 1.3413 09/16/09 12/16/11 50,000,000 1,969,550 -74,368 55,840 325,521

42317 C 1.625 03.3 17314JAA1 1.6250 .m6 10/22/09 03/30/11 35,000,000 423,500 -25,054 22,341 238,559

42328 MS 2.25 313 61757UAP5 2.2500 1.3169 11/04/09 03/13/12 20,000,000 431,800 -15,565 21,935 210,000

42331 MSTlGP 2.25 61757UAP5 2.2500 1.3109 11/06/09 03/13/12 50,000,000 1,084,000 -39,166 54,584 525,000

42332 GE TlGP 2.12 36967HAV9 2.1250 1.7893 11/06/09 12/21/12 25,000,000 253,750 -6,894 37,377 103,299

42379 GS 3.25 06.1 38146FM9 3.2500 1.2299 03/22/10 06/15/12 50,000,000 2,215,000 ~84,148 51,268 343,056

42380 GE TLGP 2% 0 36967HBB2 2.0000 1.4058 03/22/10 09/2B/12 25,000,000 366,000 -12,319 29,347 212,500

42400 GE TLGP 2.0 36967HSB2 2.0000 1.4358 04/20/10 09/28/12 75,000,000 1,101,917 -35,110 89,890 637,500
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INVESTMENT lEARNINGS - AUGUST 2010
Au!!ust 31, 2010

Run Date: 9/22120109:31:55 AM

City & County of San Francisco 10
=

42401 JPM 2.2 0615 481247AKO 2,2000 04/21/10 50,000,000 1,097,500 ~43,286 48,381 232,222

42417 RF 2.75 12 1 7591EAAAl 2.7500 11,310,000 134,980 ~22,865 3,053 69,981

42242 MORGAN SfANL 03/19/09 03/13/12 40,325 -1,147 14,535 40,402

42306 Union Bank T ·960 14,907 39,412

42349 FHLB 1.85 12 3133XW6C8 1.8500 1.8500 12/21/09 12/21/12 100,000,000 154,167 359,722

42388 FHLB 1.875 0 3133XXN37 1.8750 1.9026 03/24/10 03/22/13 50,000,000 ·34,792 1,133 79,258 414,063

42397. FHLB 1.5 2.5 3133XY4B8 1.5000 1.5000 04/15/10 10/15/12 100,000,000 125,000 566,667

42418 FHLB 1.42 fi 3133XXME4 1.4200 1,4507 06/10/10 09/24/12 20,230,000 46,567 521 24,460 125,280

42431 FHlB 1.324 3133706H6 1.3200 1.3200 07/22/10 04/22/13 50,000,000 55,000 71,500

42282 FHlB 1.5 3NC 3133XUM83 1.5000 1.5000 375,000 375,000 54,167

42283 FHlB 1.5 3NC 3133XUM83 1.5000 1.5000 32,250 32,250 4,658

42318 FHlB 0.759 3133XUVP5 .7500 .8072 -53,295 -21,423 83,819

42295 FNMA 2.15 09 31398AZA3 2.1500 2.0533 09/10/09 09/10/12 52,546,000 147,129 .-4,161 89,983 536,626

42335 FNMA 1.75 3 31398AVQ2 1.7500 .5980 11/19/09 03/23/11 50,000,000 770,000 -48,814 24,103 384,028

42338 FNMA1.753 31398AVQ2 1.7500 .5712 11/20/09 03/23/11 20,000,000 314,600 -19,985 9,182 153,611

42350 FNMA FIXED 1 3136FJZfl 1.7500 1.7500 12/28/09 12/28/12 100,000,000 145,833 306,250

42366 FNMA 3NC1.5 31398Af23 1.8000 1.8000 02/08/10 02/08/13 50,000,000 450,000 450,000 75,000 57,500

42367 FNMA 3NC1.5 31398AF23 1.8000 1.8172 02/08/10 02/08/13 25,000,000 -12,500 354 225,000 225,000 37,854 28,750

42398 FNMA 2.5NC1 3136FMNRl 1.5600 1.5600 04/19/10 10/29/12 100,000,000 130,000 572,000

42410 FNMA 2.5 6 2 3136FMA38 2.5000 2.5268 06/25/10 06/25/15 49,080,000 -61,350 1,042 103,292 224,950

42411 FNMA 1.7 6 2 3136FMB78 1.7000 1.7052 06/28/10 06/28/13 100,000,000 -15,000 424 142,091 297,500

42424 FNMA 1.3 7 1 31398AV90 1.3000 1.3171 07/16/10 07/16/13 25,000,000 -12,500 354 27,437 40,625

42425 FNMA 1.3 7 1 31398AV90 1.3000 1.3171 07/16/10 07/16/13 50,000,000 -25,000 707 54,874 81,250

42427 FNMA 1.55 7 31398AV25 1.5500 1.5603 07/12/10 07/12/13 69,090,000 -20,727 586 89,828 145,761

42434 FNMASTRNT 1 3136FMX90 1.7500 1.7500 07/27/10 07/27/15 25,000,000 36,458 41,319

42435 FNMASTRNT 1 3136FMX90 1.7500 1.7500 07/27/10 07/27/15 25,000,000 36,458 41,319

42444 FNMA 1.50 07 31398AY22 1.5000 1.5051 07/26/10 07/26/13 25,000,000 -3,750 106 31,356 36,458

42452 FNMA 2.125 8 3136FM6G4 2.1250 2.1250 08/10/10 08/10/15 25,000,000 30,990 30,990

42453 FNMA 1.35 08 31398A2H4 1.3500 1.3500 08/16/13 25,000,000 14,063 14,063

42443 FNMA 1.411 3136FMUG7 1.4000 1.2618 07/16/10 11/26/12 10,000,000 51,444 -7,459 4,208 36,944

42447 FNMASTEP 1. 3136FMTW4 1.5000 1.4450 08/04/10 06/01/15 37,000,000 -22,200 19,425 138,750

42457 FNMA 1.75 8 3136FM3R3 1.7500 1.6344 08/18/10 08/18/14 53,270,000 -9,113 24,551 33,664
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INVESTMENT EARNINGS - AUGUST 2010
August 31, 2010 City & County of San Francisco

Run Dare: 9/22/2010 9:31:55 AM

11
~

I~iv~/~3~::~~~,~~~2~rto:~,~L ,c,'

42342 FFCB Bullet 31331Yl86 3.8750 .7849 11/19/09 08/25/11 50,000,000 2,705,000 ~130,210 968,750 968,750 31,249 32,292

42373 FFCB 2 Year 3133UGD9 .9500 1.0514 03/09/10 03/05/12 17/050,000 -32,130 1,447 14,945 79,188

42374 FFCB 2 Year 31331JGD9 .9500 1.0432 03/09/10 03/05/12 58,000,000 -100,018 4,526 50,443 269,378

42385 FFCB 1.875 1 31331G2R9 1.8750 1.5324 03/26/10 12/07/12 37,000,000 333,370 -10,471 47,342 161,875

42399 FFCB 1.625 B 31331JAB9 1.6250 1.5877 04/16/10 12/24/12 50,000,000 48,500 -1,530 66,179 151,215

42403 FFCB 1.125 2 31331JLWl 1.1250 1.2269 04/29/10 04/26/12 74,370,000 -141,768 6,334 76,056 290,508

42407 FFCB 1.74 6 31331JRD7 1.7400 1.7916 06/10/10 06/10/13 25,000,000 -37,500 1,061 37,311 97,875

42412 FFCB 1.34 12 3133USBO 1.3400 1.3512 06/17/10 12/17/12 150,000,000 -41,250 1,399 168,899 413,167

42414 FEDERAL FARM 31331Gll1 2.8000 2.8847 06/10/10 01/28/14 18,225,000 ~53,241 1,243 43,768 46,778

42455 FFCB 1.20 4 31331JUU5 1.2000 1.2373 04/08/13 37,396,000 ·37,396 1,154 38,550 66,066

42351 FHlMC Fixed 3128X9RH5 1.7500 1.7500 12/28/09 12/28/12 100,000,000 145,833 306,250

42356 FHLMC 1.125 3128X8P22 1.1250 .7120 11/20/09 06/01/11 28,600,000 179,471 ~9,971 16,842 80,438

42371 FHLMC 1.8 2 3128X9ZK9 1.8000 1.8000 02/25/10 02/25/13 75,000,000 675,000 675,000 112,500 22,500

42405 FHLMC 2NCIY 3134GlDZ4 1.1700 1.1700 05/18/10 05/18/12 50,000,000 48,750 167,375

42408 FHlMC 2 12 2 3134G1GN8 2.0000 2.0000 06/23/10 12/23/13 50,000,000 83,333 188,889

42416 FHlMC 5.75 a 3134A4m 5.7500 1.0656 06/10/10 01/15/12 20,000,000 1,479,608 -78,541 17,293 146,944

42420 FHLMC 2.05 6 3134G1GX6 2.0500 2.0500 .06/30/10 06/30/14 37,900,000 64,746 131,650

42422 FHLMC 1.5 07 3134G1KL7 1.5000 1.5000 07/12/10 07/12/13 50,000,000 62,500 102,083

42423 FHLMC 1.5 7 3134G1Kl7 1.5000 1.5000 07/12/10 07/12/13 50,000,000 62,500 102,083

42438 FHlMCSTRNT 3134G1lU6 .5000 .5000 08/05/10 01[28/13 40,000.000 14,443 18,332

675,000 "'Yi:i;g~Wi@#'
42354 FHlMC 3ncl f 3128X9DIG 1.0369 1.0369 09/10/09 09/10/12 50,000,000 43,203 116,649

42413 FHLMC 3nc1 f 3128X9DIG 1.0369 1.0369 06/10/10 09/10/12 20,000,000 17,281 46,660

~~Zt¥~;~~9~~:~~~~~:.F~~41i~)\~',::/:-'i;;<;;:_:cc, ',' 0 0 ::'J~~",~Ri
42440 FHLMC .750 3 3134GIHD9 .7500 50,000,000 89,417 -8,213 23,037 65,625

'Iri*jY~;,;~3Y~',F~~~.~:;~~'~~!'-r~:.~~~·:';'"''- ,'. :_~~,go9AJ,OO. -'j'~,~i§?~:
42409 FHlMC MULTI 3134G1FQ2 2.0128 2.0181 06/24/10 06/24/15 20,000,000 -5,000 85 33,632 74,921

;_t~,,~;:m~~:~,~;,~tl.~~~;M.~,i.lt~Ep;:':'::(~ "·';';"::·:~eigoo!~oo , -,_''-;:'-~5;Obo 0

42446 TVA 6.79 5 2 88059lDT6 6.7900 .7181 08/04/10 OS/23/12 20,500,000 ~94,693 9,704 378,920

InvTvP<>: 9S TENN VALLeY AUTHORITY :<~6,;,s6.o:ooo t~91;693_ - 0 :,378;'9~o-;-----'.- " .. '" ,,, '~ ...,.'"--"" ,,',': - .--" ...,:---- ' ,. "..'

42432 BAO.57113 06422TN33 .5700 07/06/10 27,000,000 -74,385 12,740 23,425

42456 SA 0.51112 06422TNO .5100 23,000,000 -57,673 10,101 14,337

:~n~;1V~~:~f~~~~RS'~~~~~PTAN'CE ~b:~pO,090 -~~~,2~,(),?,~,~:< 0 37,762

42445 PPM PRIME FU .2745 251,692 431 431

:I,rtV'T~: .'7.2M~~'~;,~AR~~ FU~~S; ,__?,?l,692, 0 :,431-
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INVESTMENT EARNINGS - AUGUST 2010
AU9ust 31,2010

Run Date: 9/22/2010 9:31:55 ,AM

City & County of San Francisco 12
"

42316 usoe PTO 0.7 .7000 .7000 10/13/09 10/13/10 50,000,000 30,139 46,667

42365 FIRST NATL P 1.0000 1.0000 01/18/10 01/18/11 10,000,000 8,611 17,222
42406 BANK OF SAN 1.6500 1.6500 05/18/10 05/18/11 100,000 142 284
42448 FIRST NATION .7000 .7000 07/31/10 07/31/11 5,000,000 3,014 3,111

42449 FIRST NATION .7000 .7000 08/04/10 08/04/11 5,000,000 2,722 2,722

Fund: 9704 SFUSD BONDS 2006B

42264 T 1.125 06.3

._~~lliti!_£Ji~:~~:~«~~&.~Jl~JIIlWl~__lt~.I&ii1tllWiI~Jll_1IR
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DETAIL TRANSACTION REPORT - AUGUST 2010
AU"9.ust 31, 2010 City & County of San Francisco

Run Date: 8/31/2010 7:55:39 AM

call 08/27/2010 -50,000,000 -$0,000,000 50,000,000

call 08/27/2010

Purchase 08/10/2010 42452 FNMA 2.125 8 115 Agency 3136FM6G4 25,000,000 25,000,000 -25,000,000

Purchase 08/16/2010 42453 FNMA 1.35 08 16 13 Agency 31398A2H4 25,000,000 25,000,000 -25,000,000

Purchase 08/05/2010 42438 FHLMC STRNT .499951 Agency 3134GILU6 40,000,000 40,003,889 -40,003,889

Deposit 08/02/2010 PFM PRIME FUND 06 3 Money Market Funds 1,692 1,692 -1,692

Purchase 08/04/2010 lVA6.7952312 Agency 880591DT6 20,500,000 22,999,798 ~22,999,798

Purchase 08/04/2010 FNMA STEP 1.50 6 1 Agency 3136FMlW4 37,000,000 37,191,475 -37,191,475

Purchase 08/18/2010 FNMA 1.75 8 18 14 Agency 3136FM3R3 53,270,000 53,507,584 -53,507,584

FIRST NATIONAL BANK Public Time

Withdrawal 08/03/2010 42445 PFM PRlME FUND 06 3 Money Market Funds ~24,750,OOO ·24,750,000 0 a 24,750,000

Sale 08/03/2010 42437 T 1.00 7 15 13 Treasury 912828NN6 -25,000,000 *24,955,823 ·12,908 ·202,380 25,171,111

Sale 08/16/2010 42318 FHLB 0.75 9 29 11 2

Interest 08/02/2010 42341 T 1 7 3111 Treasury 912828LG3 -600,000 600,000

Interest 08/31/2010 42298 T 0.875 02 28 11 Treasury 912828KE9 -218,750 218,750

Interest 08/31/2010 42325 T 1 08 3111 Treasury 912828LVO -500 500

Interest 08/31/2010 42326 T 1 08 31 11 Treasury 912828lVO -499,500 499,500

Interest 08/08/2010 42366 FNMA 3NC1.S lX 1.80 Agency 31398AF23 -450,000 450,000

Interest 08/08/2010 42367 FNMA 3NC1.5 lX Agency 31398AF23 ·225,000 225,000

Interest 08/25/2010 42342 FFCB Bullet 3.875 8 Agency 31331Yl86 ·968,750 968,750

Interest 08/25/2010 42371 FHLMC 1.8 2 25 13 3 Agency 3128X9ZK9 ·675,000 675,000

Interest 08/27/2010 42282 FHLB 1.5 3NCl step· Agency 3133XUM83 ~375,000 375,000

Interest 08/27/2010 42283 FHLB 1.5 3NCl step· Agency 3133XUM83 ·32,250 32,250

Interest 08/02/2010 42445 PFM PRlME FUND 06 3 Money Market Funds
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DETAIL TRANSACTION REPORT - AUGUST 2010
AU£1_usf31, 2010 City & County of San Francisco

Run Date: 8/31/2010 7:55:39 AM

Fund: 9704 SFUSD BONDS 2006B

Sub Total - Fund 9704 o o o o o
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To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw: Parkmerced Comments & Re,mons€,s) - Nov. 18th

From:
To:
Cc:
Date:
Subject:

Aaron Goodman <amgodman@yahoo.com>
linda.avery@sfgov.org, Kelley.Amdur@sfgov.org
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
09/30/201003:25 PM
Parkmerced (EIR Comments & Responses) - Nov. 18th

Sept. 30th, 2010

SF Planning Commissioners

As I was unable to attend today's discussion on the Parkmerced date-setting. I would like to
provide additional comment on what was stated today at the hearing.

a) the majority of the meetings sponsored by the developer were "skewed" to their favor, with limited
response time, and few opportunities to actually change anything besides suggesting items to be written
down on a pen-board documented by a Stellar Management Representative. There has been ZERO
meetings held where community members or interested parties have been able to present, or even
draw or physically alter the projects layout, or concept on the boards for alternative ideas, suggestions
or even basic principles that should be included. The suggestion that the SF Planning Department
should hold or should have held there own independent community meetings on this large scale rezoning
project is correct, and should have been done prior to or during the stated 250+ held meetings. There has
not been any opportunity to change the plans to date, and there still has been zero effort by the planning
department besides the scoping hearings to sequester alternatives, or look at the significant ideas stated
as options/alternatives on the transit, and design for parkmerced's future, especially the preservation
alternatives that seem to have been eliminated based on back-room dealings with the developer on scheduling
and project alternatives to be considered.

b) the rezoning of the Parkmerced site, brings into direct question the SFSU-CSU Masterplan, and the issues
of what is the original boundaries of Parkmerced. To date there has been only 2 EIR's submitted that BOTH
inaccurately delineate the original boundaries of Parkmerced which has been noted as an eligible site to the
national register of historic places per the developers own CEQA historical resources documentation which
is not even an adequate or thorough analysis of the landscape design of this site as it ignores it entirely..
The lack of infill, or preservation based alternatives has been noted by commissioners, and preservationists
repeatedly in the documents submitted on both projects, as they utilize the EIR's to ignore the original
boundaries and limit the conversation to the "owned property" in question. This is not taking into account
the site as a WHOLE. The urban planning of Parkmerced as a site, and its significance in the development
of the city require a proper and adequate survey of the site, the landscape features that give Parkmerced its
uniqueness and the effort to adequately analyze what will be lost in destroying Parkmerced's garden landscape
design.

c) I have received the BVHP EIR documents and as Commissioner Moore stated these documents are far from
easy to digest for any single person not versed in CEQA, EIR's and the intricate layers of city policy. I noted on
the BVHP there was not any individuals submitted "alternatives" drawn or detailed, showing how the developer
could meet goals while preserving or providing better public benefit. It just so happens that I submitted 30 pages
of text and 30 pages of 11 x17's sketches that showcase significant alternatives and ideas that delineate opportunity
through one of the eliminated options to meet the project sponsors goals, preserve the landscape significantly,
and provide adequate ample new development and buildings, along with direct mass-transit improvements. I do
not believe for a moment that the EIR responses from the SF Planning Department have adequately addressed
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the issues I have highlighted in the response comments. I do not believe that 2 weeks is significant time to
digest the EIR Responses prior to holding hearings, and I seriously doubt that there has been any significant
information provided by the developer on the condition of the existing buildings to date. Such as the need for a
soundness report on the proposed destruction of sound housing. The garden units can be actively restored,
while creating new infill designs in modern concepts of infill community development. The existing towers have
not been independently analyzed for there structural integrity due to there early 1940's construction. They
remain the ONLY towers west of twin peaks over 10 stories NOT retrofitted for seismic stability. The cracking
and leaking roofs on the now termed "pent-house" floors seem to need a more serious review since they have
tapered walls, and utilized sikaflex enhancement additive when constructed initially. I am sure that the pressure
to complete the EIR CEQA comments comes directly from the developer's interests, and the SFSU-CSU
responses to stated issues indicated a similar tact of ignoring public input.

d) I have lived in Parkmerced for 5 years, walked its grounds, documented the issues upfront, and seen what
is inside. I do not believe any of you to date have been there and looked at Parkmerced from the many angles
I have. Parkmerced ownership removed last years "tour" during Architecture in the city week, and this year
promoted/sanctioned an off-site location at SOM's corporate office for discussion of their ideas. The efforts
have been spear-headed by PJ Johnston and TWO Lobbying firms in addition to multiple legal teams they
have at work consistently on the project. It is impossible for an individual to show in depth the true impacts,
I want you to see what is there, not just discuss it from a distance. This is the difference between "planning"
and architecture. The ability to set foot on site, view the property from many angles and see its strengths
and weaknesses. Stellar Management's presentation promotes the weakness while rarely looking into the
sites positives or features besides the vague ads for "Iarge-open-space" and "living large".... I suggest you
look at Parkmerced's strengths. It has provided the city with the largest rental community and housing
stock in the city. It prOVided prior for many years affordable rental housing where none existed. It is a green-belt
in itself which is shared social housing not found ANYWHERE else at this scale or level of intricacy. The social
housing aspect of Parkmerced may never be able to be replaced or rebuilt elsewhere dollar investment wise
without significant philanthropic or governmental assistance. It can be seen from hundreds of homes and vantage
points throughout the city. The site-plane suggested by the designer is NOT the most critical issue, the
need for addressing the impacts neglected in the SF General Plan by the proposed development is your
area of expertise. I strongly suggest looking close at what issues the current development proposal ignores
and think of how the option/alternative I have submitted in detail proVides not only a key, but a solution of how
to move forward on this proposal in a substantive way that creates not only a future, but protects the past,
the environment, and allows the maximal creation of new rental housing for our city.

e) Gibson Dunn and Crutcher's comments did not indicate that the Parkmerced "VISION" website is also
skewed to the developer's favor. There is little indicative on this site of issues or concerns raised, and my
requests to post articles or important issues was typically met by refusal or non-response by Mr. Bert Polacci
(Government Relations) at Parkmerced. The listed meetings and comments, typically edit, or soften the
comments raised at the meetings and are thus NOT indicative of fair or eqUitable meetings being held to
garner opposition's input on this project. My submitted documents show much more clearly the concerns
and issues at stake. You may request a copy from Rick Cooper or Sophie Hayward at the SF Planning
Department prior to Nov. 21st hearing, perhaps I can answer questions, or request answers to my raised
design issues on the project with Director Rahaim, and the Planning Commission with an extended
speaking period over 3 minutes. Perhaps 30 minutes similar to the developer's time span at prior city
hearings and Introductory meetings to date?

f) there has been little info. on the legal implications, and the serious lack of accounting for the missing
rental housing stock due to the SFSU-CSU Masterplan's -1,000 units purchased in Stonestown Apartments
and University Park South (Parkmerced's northern edge prior). There has also been no inventive and open
transportation design, or solution proposed utilizing open competition for the linkages and issues related to
19th Ave. This should be Director Rahaim's efforts, or perhaps Mrs. Amdur's so that we do not just have a
vision by CSU, and Stellar, but a proposal that takes PUBLIC BENEFIT to light, in its conception and development.
That's how Met-Life came to invest in Parkmerced. Perhaps it is best to look how Parkmerced was "entitled"
and the reasons behind it to understand how we should be approaching the future parkmerced "vision".
The future garden and open-spaces, boulevard's and housing concepts SOM's head designer has
proposed are far from public benefit. They represent pro-forma development or as they term it "green"
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strategy that they have used in numerous cities with little regard for the existing communities they
impact or displace in the process.. 1highly suggest an independent alternative design or concept
generation on this one, to promote design(s) or ideas that may better solve the current pUblic need
for housing, open-space and direct transit linkages.

Sincerely

Aaron Goodman
amgodman@yahoo.com

cc: SF Historic Preservation Commission, SF Board of Supervisors
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From:
To:
Cc:
Date:
Subject:

To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw: SF Planning Commission Item C-11 on Sept. 30th 2010

Aaron Goodman <amgodman@yahoo.com>
linda.avery@sfgov.org
Board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
09/29/2010 12:30 PM
SF Planning Commission Item C-11 on Sept. 30th 2010

Sept. 30th, 2010

SF Planning Commission;

I write to you as I just received notice on the item being considered for discussion on the initial
setting of hearings possibly for the Parkmerced Project.

I am concerned that the information is NOT going out adequately to the community in terms
of notification by the current owner of Parkmerced to all affected parties. The little one line note
on the agenda is easily missed by many and to have discussion and "dog+pony show" presentations
by the Parkmerced developer without adequate equal response time by opposition to this project
is sincerely unjust and un-equitable.

Please do note that MANY people living in Parkmerced are seniors, disabled, students, working
class, immigrants and non-native english speakers. There are many people who cannot attend
mid-day hearings, or evening hearings repeatedly. The presentation by Parkmerced has

consistently drowned out or extended beyond many residents ability to even sit through
some of the presentations and hearings to date.

The SFSU-CSU "Masterplan" also utilized the "holidays" to hold hearings when students
were NOT present or able to participate. I am concerned about the dates being set for the
hearings, and the similar proximity to the holidays for many working class residents of this
community and their ability to attend, speak up and be heard on this important issue.

The recent article on affordability of housing in the SFBG by Rebecca Bowe, along with
other similar concerns of the lack of essential rental working class housing being built
citywide are important issues to be properly and adequately discussed with the public.

I hope you will consider a more extended discussion on Parkmerced, and the impacts the
destruction of the housing and site will cause to ensure that sustainability, and "green"
design INCLUDE preservation in the discussion of solutions.

The elimination of the "infill" option appears to be more of a back-room negotiation than
a real look at the essential housing needs, and the SF General Plan which denote distinctly
the importance ofprotecting and preserving essential rental housing, open-space, and





our unique urban planning districts in the city.

Please consider proper and adequate notice to the residents and neighborhoods surrounding
Parkmerced, the Preservationist Organizations that have worked hard to bring to the public's
attention Parkmerced, and the concerns oftenancy organizations of the current legal issues
which make the promises of the current ownership mute and undiscernible legally and
technically due to three pieces of case law in southern california.

The negotiations for Trinity Plaza do NOT provide adequate assurances on the rent-control
status of these units at Parkmerced, and many residents are not informed sufficiently on the
current legal and technical issues of rent-control nor the enforceability of the promises being
made at Parkmerced.

If there are to be hearings scheduled I strongly urge the notice to be wider-spread, and
ensure that state and national organizations are allowed the opportunity to provide comment
and input on this important discussion of our cities affordable future for working class families,
seniors, students, immigrants and disabled residents.

Sincerely

Aaron Goodman
amgodman@yahoo.com

cc: SF Historic Preservation Commission, SF Board of Supervisors.
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City and CpUJ1ty, of San FraMis(;o

October 1,20 I0

Boiird ofSupef0sorS
City~gQoilJ).!y o1'Sll)l' FriP)~iSI;O
1br, c:litlion B. Oo<!dl# PI~ce
Rm. z,~o

SiP) Fi'andsco, CA

£:>0.>--\1; CPcL~lh~
Oepartment of I=!ublic Health

Mitel1eU Ii, Ka:tt; MD
Dire~tor of H$arth

Rei ResollltlQJi aiithOrizing: the San Ffjln<;i~cti'Ii'ep~ftnieJit of :Public Ueliltii (DPH) t()'i!.pply fllf ih~:HI'V
. l!;iJj~...geIlCY RellefGrnlit ProgtnID (Ry~'Ii Wbjt~ iitogrnili~;. Part A) . . .

l "

ohe ofoi4'resiilutibl\~~ "OblniiApplicaiiOlJiPep#tmeit~fPl\1:>U¢ H~a,ifu~R&anWhile mv Elil~rg~ii¢y ~Jjcf'
Pri>gl:ai!t-$36;!Iif,i23!j""Fit".#lM~$3, is cnl"i1ilin;¢d, for, t\lefu,it13.o\it;dngen'diff'ir ll<!ol't1on wfth'iiItcOii)lli.lUce.

.r¢.fureIice OD octoi)er'$, 2Q1o~ .

'. 4\.pproval' of the; prop~sMr'eso1lll'iuIi, by the :\1o;;rd would llillhl1rize the Sllh Fr@cisCbDcpl®il!'!it:9fFob)Icfl'eiiltii
(PPH) ti> submit. aJ1. ap1!)katioii fo~ tlie Ryall. wnile ACT J;!iWAjDS;'EU1.ergericyReU"fGr@tl'i:Qgriliit(Ryan While' ,
i>tQgram:s,. Part A) to. tlie Heal&; ResQUfCeS Setvices Ailml'ftii>t:ra!i01! (}IRSA). Uifs lj~pH¢il:r!Qjj i~ t~q\!iteil.\ii receJ;ve
~Ojitin.ued funding fo.t apprdxin!'t1ely$:;6,1 1'8;233 fot the Siill Frim'cj~co Eligilile Melr~pQlit~ /ii¢a (EMA). }>Pl'I '..
lifl$ recejved. ITbjh IlR1;Al)j~, aPi?1ie;,.\iong!il\1$ce and il.ie apjlllcati<llf. ileadH<l, Is ()Ct<l1i~r ! ~,,201O. Tl], slimeil -'

-.d<lcUlllajjtfnllSl'pe re~r;lied wi\h.1ile. aPPUclI!felf' l;i<lwevet; w¢ ill\eii!i f{) sidllli.lf lin#pept iiJid.·E~pe!!d 'Apprpvat .
, 1ljlp.li,ca\ibjj.lIpoiiteceijlt.ol'the;'Notj¢.e l'f(fujllt Awwg t'ilttheJi\' furrd~, .. . ' - ' .
','

tfY9(i·sb:<luh! have <mY' qll~tlojjs re~i)tcli!ig the resMillie,", pJell$e<!ilhi4oliA'jj\t SanW, P1?!fOtMtJi ~aget~at25:$..
;l'$!U;, She. W'Ollldib'\'i)1;;PPY to mec\\v,t1q>oii b.efi!re the B'Qargijjteetrjj~, ofSpe,i1doc yOiii,,!Ver\h.e. phil.ne). . "

. . " '. . .

Smcerely;. , "

,
MitchellIf, katz, .•
Pirecto'cofIirealtl!

".
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AIRPORT COMMISSION:

Concession Audit of
The Paradies Shops, Inc.

October 4, 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
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 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 controls; 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 (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
John Haskell, Associate Auditor
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER Ben Rosenfield
Controller

Monique Zmuda
Deputy Controller

October 4, 2010

San Francisco Airport Commission
P.O. Box 8097
San Francisco International Airport
San Francisco, CA 94128

President, Members, and Director Martin:

John L. Martin, Director
San Francisco International Airport
P.O. Box 8097
San Francisco, CA 94128

The Controlle~s Office, City Services Auditor, presents its report concerning the audit of The
Paradies Shops, Inc.(Paradies). Paradies has three lease agreements with the Airport Commission
of the City and County of San Francisco to operate five retail stores at the San Francisco
International Airport. Two leases had original terms of five years, which were extended for two years,
and will expire on June 24, 2011. The third lease had an original term of five years, which was also
extended for two years, and will expire on February 25, 2012.

Reporting Period:

Rent Paid:

Results:

July 1, 2007, through June 30, 2009

$ 1,439,856

Paradles correctly reported gross revenues of $9,102,430 under its three leases, but overpaid rent
by $1,253. In addition, Paradies did not submit to the Airport some of its required annual financial
statement audits In a timely manner.

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

Respectfully,

~L
Tonia Lediju
Director of Audits

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

415-554-7500 City Hall-1 Dr, Carlton 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 and County of San Francisco
(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).

The Paradies Shops, Inc. (Paradies) has three lease
agreements with the Airport Commission of the City. Leases
04-0006 and 04-0007 have rent commencement dates of
June 25, 2004, and terms of five years each, which expired
on June 24, 2009, and were extended for two-year periods
to June 24, 2011. Lease 04-0166 has a rent
commencement date of February 26, 2005, a term of five
years, which expired on February 25, 2010, and was
extended by the Airport Commission for two years to
February 25, 2012. Leases 04-0006 and 04-0007 allow
Paradies to operate four CNBC News stores, three at the
International Terminal and one at Terminal 3. Lease 04­
0007 allows Paradies to operate the PGA Tour Shop, also
located at Terminal 3.

All three leases require Paradies to pay the Airport monthly
the greater of one-twelfth of a minimum annual guarantee
(MAG) or a tiered percentage rent of 12 to 16 percent of its
gross revenues under each lease. The percentage rent rate
to be applied each month depends on the cumulative
amount of Paradies' total gross revenues per lease year it
has reached that month. Lease 04-0006 requires a MAG of
$401,000, lease 04-0007 requires a MAG of $222,000, and
lease 04-0166 requires a MAG of $81 ,900.

The purpose of this audit was to determine whether:

• The monthly statements of gross revenues that
Paradies submitted to the Airport accurately
reflected actual gross revenues based on monthly
and daily records.

1
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2

• Paradies paid the proper amount of rent to the
Airport, according to the terms of its lease.

• Paradies currently has no overdue rent payable to
the Airport for the audit period.

• Paradies complied with other provisions of its lease.

The audit covered the period July 1,2007, through June 30,
2009.

To conduct the audit, the audit team:

• Examined the applicable terms of the lease and the
adequacy of Paradies' procedures for collecting,
recording, summarizing, and reporting its gross
revenues to the Airport.

• Compared on a sample basis Paradies' reported
gross revenues to those recorded in its internal
monthly summary records in order to determine
whether Paradies accurately reported its gross
revenues to the Airport.

• Compared on a sample basis Paradies' internal
monthly summary records to daily sales reports and
other specific source documents.

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

• Selected key lease requirements and performed
inquiry, observation, and testing to determine
whether Paradies complied with other provisions of
its leases.

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 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

Paradies Correctly
Reported Its Gross
Revenues

For the audit period July 1, 2007, through June 30, 2009,
Paradies reported gross revenues under its three leases of
$9,102,430 and calculated and paid rent of $1,439,856.
The exhibit below shows Paradies' reported gross
revenues and rent paid.

EXHIBIT Gross Revenues Reported and Rent Paid
July 1, 2007, Through June 30, 2009

Lease and Reporting Period
Gross Revenues

Reported
Rent Paid

CNBC News - Lease 04-0006

July 1, 2007-June 30, 2008 $2,284,856 $ 401,000*

July 1, 2008-June 30, 2009 2,347,676 401,000*

Total $4,632,532 $ 802,000

CNBC News - Lease 04-0007

July 1, 2007-June 30,2008 $1,386,367 $ 222,000*

July 1, 2008-June 30, 2009 1,478,512 222,000*

Total $2,864,879 $ 444,000

PGA Tour Shop - Lease 04-0166

July 1, 2007-June 30,2008 $ 834,689 $ 100,163

July 1, 2008-June 30, 2009 770,330 93,693

Total $1,605,019 $ 193,856

Total $9,102,430 $1,439,856

, For leases 04-0006 and 04-0007, Paradies was required to pay only the MAG each year.

Source: Airport monthly sales reports and FAMIS cash receipts reports.

Paradies Overpaid Rent
for the PGA Tour Shop in
Fiscal Year 2008-09

For the period July 1, 2008, through June 30, 2009,
Paradies paid rent to the Airport of $93,693 for the PGA
Tour Shop, but owed only $92,440, an overpayment of
$1,253. This occurred due to the fluctuation of revenues
received by Paradies during this year, which required
Paradies to pay the MAG rent for some months and the
percentage rent for others, resulting in a credit owed to
Paradies upon true-up of rent due at fiscal year end. The
Airport has now notified Paradies of the credit and

3
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Annual Financial
Statement Audits Were
Submitted Late or There
Is No Record of Receipt

Recommendations

4

requested that Paradies instruct the Airport on how to
apply the credit.

The three leases that Paradies has with the Airport
stipulate that annual financial audits be performed and
their results be submitted to the Airport within 90 days of
the end of the lease year. To determine the date when the
audit results were received, the audit team relied on date
stamps on the reports. For the lease of the PGA Tour
Shop, the date stamps indicated that the annual reports for
the lease years ending February 2008, 2009 and 2010,
were all submitted more than 90 days after the end of the
lease year. For the two leases for the CNBC News stores,
none of the reports had a date stamp and the Airport had
no record of when they were received. Consequently, it
was impossible to determine when the reports were
received.

The Airport should take the following actions:

1. Ensure that the $1,253 credit due Paradies is either
applied to open invoices or refunded according to
Paradies' preference.

2. Communicate to Paradies that the company is required
to submit annual financial statement audit reports
within 90 days of the end of the lease year, pursuant to
the terms of its leases.

3. Ensure that Airport staff who receive the audit reports
date stamp them on the day they are received, and
maintain a system to track receipt.
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ATTACHMENT A: AIRPORT'S RESPONSE
,

.......
Ii . Responsi~lll i;..

Agency i}
... <

1. Ensure that the $1,253 credit due AIR The Airport concurs.
Paradies is either applied to open
invoices or refunded according to
Paradies' preference.

2. Communicate to Paradies that the AIR The Airport concurs. A letter will be sent to Tenant.
company is required to submit annual
financial statement audit reports within
90 days of the end of the lease year,
pursuant to the terms of its leases.

3. Ensure that Airport staff who receive AIR The Airport concurs.
the audit reports date stamp them on
the day they are received, and
maintain a system to track receipt.

A-1
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ATTACHMENT B: PARADIES' RESPONSE

THE PARADIES SHOPS
",4',jij'l;11<P ~/""'­

d;w./,9tYO

September 29,2010

Tonia Lediju, Director of Audits
City Hall, Room 477
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms Lediju.

In response to the Concession Audit of The Paradies Shops Inc at San Francisco
County Airport Commission, please note Paradies' findin.gs below:

1. Outstanding credits totaling $2,037 were used on Paradies check
numbers 010078093 and 010078094 dated September 27, 2010, The
balances were provided by Grace Marley of San Francisco Airport
Commission.

2, Electronic copies of Certified Annual Statements are emailed to San
Francisco Airport Commission members within the 90 day time frame for
submittal.

If you have any questions please call 404.494.3392.

Sincerely

_<...O'~;;C'::'---:;"-'''~-'''''''''''''
Beth Perkins
Controller

5950 FULTON INDUSTRIAL BOUlEVA:Rr.lts>'W,(.ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30J36/(~O~)31~·790S/FA.X, (~04)349·32l6

. _., ~"'''''T",!k.....<hn ...< r"m

B-1
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Sups Squandering Public Funds....Again
nesad58
to:
Board.of.Supervisors
10101/2010 01 :34 PM
Show Details

Page 1 of 1

6Dj·-I(

Cp~

Dear Madam Clerk,

Please inform your Board members that it would be the height of idiocy to spend $450,000 to build a wheelchair
ramp to the Board's throne.

If, at some point in the future, someone in a wheel chair became the Chairp, a temporary "dias" could be
established at one of the Superviso~s tables for a lot less than $450,000.

If 10 out of the 11 Supervisors are in favor of wasting our tax dollars in this extraordinarily foolish way, then
maybe it's time to put them in wheel chairs and send' them to rest homes to face blank walls.

Mordicai (Duke) McGuire
San Francisco

~d"-"".~'"~'

flo)
\~/"

file:IIC:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web8885.htm 10/4/2010
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I. Executive Summary

The San Francisco Department of the Environment (SFE) and the Office of Contract Administration (OCA) have
taken lead roles in implementing the City's Precautionary Purchasing Ordinance.

Major accomplishments for 2009

Since the ordinance passed in 2005, SFE created a iist of over 1,000 green products for City stafl 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
Climate Savers computer servers. New janitorial services contract 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 Products bought: 79% for computers, 78% for janitorial cleaners, 72% for janitorial papers,
50% for lighting products, 93% for office papers, 70% for selected categories of office supplies, and 31 % for toner
cartridges.

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 at least three new contracts-office supplies, janitorial cleaners, and compostable trash
can liners-and continue to improve existing specifications and user buy-in.

II. Introduction

A. History and Mandate

San Francisco has been buying green products since the 1980s, but purchasing requirements were scattered
among several ordinances. In 1998, the City undertook an ambitious Green Purchasing Pilot Program which:

• inventoried and assessed hazardous chemical products purchased by City departments

• Established environmental and health criteria

• Set priorities

• Field tested products.

In 2005, San Francisco became the first city in the nation to enact the Precautionarv Purchasing Ordinance.

B. Precautionary Purchasing Ordinance

The Precautionarv Purchasing Ordinance (Environment Code, Chapter 2) requiresestablishes goals and
procedures for environmentally preferable purchasing (green purchasing) by City funds to be used
todepartments. This ordinance was groundbreaking in its application of the Precautionary Principle
(Environment Code, Chapter 1), and in its mandate that purchasers for the city may only buy commodities
from "approved alternative 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 Reports

Table A compares the % difference in green purchases from 2007-09.

D. Scope of Report

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

9/30/2010 2009 Annual Report on Green Purchasing Program for City Staff ~ SFApproved.org Page 2 of22
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Julie Bryant

Jessian Choy

Chris Geiger

Paul Ledesma

E. 2009 Staff That Worked on Green Purchasing

OCA SFE

Bill Jones

Noomi Kelly

Galen Leung

Pamela Olivier

Howard Tevelson

Ken Easton

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

11I.2009 Accomplishments

A. City Champions That Bought Required Green Products
The City would like to thank Green Teams below and all Champions of green foodware, janitorial, papers (See
Tables B-D).

City Staff That Bought 90+% Required Green Cleaners, Paper Towels, Toilet Tissue I Seat Covers
Animal Care &Control:
Animal Care &Control: Victor Serrato
Asian Art Museum:
Library:
Library: Darren Brown
Police: Dante Giovannel
Police: Don West
Police: Don West
Police: Ed Barsetti
Police: Eric Petterson
Police: Fred Kwan
Police: Leon Kiang
Police: Lucy Clemons
Police: Lynn Reill
Police: Mark Hutchins
Police: R&Y Ching
Police: Ricardo Rodriguez
Police: Sandra Ribeiro
Police: Scott Gaines
Police: Tim Yee
Police: Tom Tang
Police: Victor Rothenberg
Police: Yesinia Brandt
Sheriff: Daniel Gertsikov
Sheriff: Joyce Wong
Sheriff: Richard Castillo

9/30/2010 2009 Annual Report on Green Purchasing Program for City Staff - SFApproved.org Page 3 of22
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B. Vendors That Sold Required Green Products
The Citv would like to thank all vendors that sold areen oroducts:

Janitorial %
Total REQUIRED

REQUIRED REQUIRED PROHIBITED PROHIBITED PROHIBITED
Vendors Green & PROHIBITED CLEANERS PAPERS PROHIBITED CLEANER CLEANER: CLEANERS: PROHIBITED

Products BATTERIES DEGREASERS General Glass PAPERS
Purnose

Clean Source $ 300,430.89 $300.430.89

H&Llnt'l $ 70,550.47 $ 70.55047

Aldran $ 1,213.20 $ 1.213.20

United $ 32,009.10 $ 26.039.60 $ 3,504.40 $ 2,465.10

Waxie $ 376,028.80 $ 918.40 $293.220.39 $ 324.00 $ 81,566.01

Santora Sales $ 734,709.79 $ 6,310.32 $405.199.95 $ 7.40 $ 59.99 $ 1,908.06 $321,224.07

Champion ,.. $ 3,291.00 $ 3,051.00 $ 240.00

Grand Total $1,518,233,25 $ 34,481.S2 $1,069,401.70 $ 7.40 $ 3,504.40 $ 3,434.99 $ 4,613.16 $402,790.08

Linhtinn Vendors Ilamns\ %Renuired Green Total Products
Maltbv 5% $ 55,944.51
Omena 21% $ 290,891.11

C. 2009 Total Contracts & Products in SF Approved List (Details in Table E)
Sub·
Categories

80

D. 2009 % Required Green Products Bought by the City (Details in Table A)

COMPUTERS (2009=first year for purchasin9 requirements)

JANITORIAL CLEANERS

JANITORIAL PAPERS

LIGHTING (bulbs/lamps, ballasts)

OFFICE PAPER (Copier & Bond)

OFFICE SUPPLIES

TONER CARTRIDGES

Total

E. Policies and Specifications

San Francisco was the first major city to create these purchasing requirements

$5,087,

$44,364 78%

$1,530,784 72%

$166,333 50%

$1,261,449 93%

$40,358 70%

$5,469 31%

$8,612,906 80%

• Computer equipment: Worked with Dept. of Technology. SF Public Utilities Commission. and the
Committee on Information Technology (COlT) to adopt EPEAT Gold as a purchasing requirement for
all laptops. desktops. and monitors.

• Computer servers: Worked with DT. PUC and COlT to require that all non-blade computer servers be
listed by the Climate Savers Computinq Initiative.

Food policy: Submitted draft language for a sustainable food procurement ordinance. as required by the
Mayor's Executive Directive 09-03. Worked with city stakeholders and SF Department of Public Health.
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Office supplies: Worked wifh OCA on language for new office supplies confrac!.

Lighfing: Updafed specificafions for iamps, bulbs and ballasfs, for fhe nexf Iighfing confract

Janiforial services: Created language for inclusion in janitorial services contracts that promotes compatibility
with the US Green Buiiding Council's LEED-EB O&M (2009) checklist, as well as compatibility with the City's
green purchasing requirements.

F. Trainings to City Staff

Trainings

Easier compliance with new SF Approved
List. How can SFE make it easier for City staff
to buy green & recycle toxic producfs?

Green cleaning trainings (10 trainings)

People Trained Depts. Hours

385 12 12

302 custodians. Mostly from City, two 4 30
trainings inciuded SF Green Businesses

505 Staff 16 Depts. 42 HoursTOTAL

G. New Outreach Methods

1. Published and called each staff that bought:

a. Required green products to thank them.

b. Prohibited products to find out how to make it easier for them to buy from the SF Approved Lis!.

2. Worked with Climate Action Coordinator to require City Depts. to host at least one SFE Green Purchasing &
Hazwaste Consuitation per year with their staff that can:

a. Initiate or approve purchases, or develop contracts.

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

3. Sent 4 email newsletters to over 1,300 City staff.

4. Drafted letter for Mayor to send to all 28,000 City staff on easier compliance with the new SF Approved.

5. Combined 6 SF Approved Lists of different product categories into a one-stop shop, the SF Approved Lis!.

IV.Actions or Laws Needed To Implement Green Purchasing Ordinance

A. Need More Cost-Efficient Way to Track Sales

Issues:

1. More incentives/disincentives are needed to 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:

a. Would like to thank Pamela Olivier and Lynn Khaw at OCA for collecting and merging 20+
spreadsheets ot 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 to allow staff and vendors to easily identify products meeting
the City's environmental specifications.

Proposed Solutions:

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

1. An oniine "data warehouse" could ensure vendors submit accurate data.
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2. Sample consequences could be enacted for vendors that sell Prohibited products or inaccurately fill
out SFE's sales report template:

• Vendors would get less points in future bids.

• Their current contract could be canceled.

3. The City purchasing system, ADPICS could:

a) Create quick reports to ensure City was not overcharged, who bought Required/Prohibited products.

b) Take Green Seal's suggestion for cities to have green commodity codes.

Implement new janitorial cleaners contract & continue meetings with Custodial Products Green Team.

Direct outreach to departments who gre not purchasing Required green cleaners.

Lighting

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

Paints

•
•

•
B.

•
•

c.
•

D.
•
•
•

E.
•

F.

•
G.

•
•

H.

•

I.

c) Prompt City staff to buy from the SF Approved List.

B. Need BeHer Way for City Staff to Read I Write Green Product Reviews Online

SFE implemented a low-budget way for City staff to 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 Contracts

Designate products that can be replaced with green products as Limited Use and/or Prohibited.

Implement the SF Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR) Resolution. Vendors selling should find new
ways to make it easier and more affordable 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),

Outreach

Meet with all OCA purchasers for 1 hour on how both depts. can help promote each other's mission.

SFE will continue to train delegated purchasers annually,

Carpet

Review existing carpet standards/certifications and identify the best to add to the SF Approved List.

Computers

Collaborate with OCA, Dept. of Technology vendors in developing a workable sales reporting system.

Work directly with IT Store vendors to improve education on green computers.

Monitor development of new Energy Star standards for computer servers and update City requirements.

Foodware

Continue to work with hospital staff to compost food and toodware (not non-compostable foodware).

Food

Work with OCA and SFDPH to include local, and/or organic food in the new citywide dairy contract.

Janitorial Cleaners

• Work with City painters to pilot test green paints.
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A. City Purchases of Required Green Products 2007·09

35% EPEAT Gold
$1,035,203 I $1,221,784 I (95% if EPEAT

Silver include<l) Many specialized monitors (with cameras, touch screens) not EPEAT

31%
certified. An levels of Climate Savers included in calculation for serverl

$151,218 $482,036 (75% if EPEAT purchases. Blade servers are inherently more efficient but do not yet

Silver included)
fal! under acertification system.

$476,523 $558,857 85%

64,021,692 $5,087,625 79%

$193,529 _. $219,265 ... $382,953

$18,456 ... $42,048 ... $93,570

$211,885 $261,313 ... $476,523 $476,523

_. $41.505 .- $708 $708 100%

$10A06 74% $26,967 ... $26,040 $29,544 88% I Percentages are volatile due to low sales volume. Some
$1,719 25% $10.506 ... $5,193 $8,628 60% I departments bought these products off-conlract using departmental

$5'8 ... $2,541 $5,48' 46% J purchasing authority. New contract in development

$12,125 $79,525 ... $34,482 144J64 78%

6464,22' 100% $623.762 ... $392,60'

$85,767 100% $51,744 ... $640,590

$115,982 58% $251,23' ... $73,117

$665,973 $926,740 ... $1,106,311 $1,530,784 72%

$3,658 "OJ.". ... $7,574 $11,633 66% Understates green lighting purchases due to separate contracts for

$152,754 ,:",." • $34,723 $101,29'
SF PUC efficient lighting retrofits, 2009 is the first year we had full

$11,503
"

34% vendor cooperation on sales data, Lamps %compares Required

640,678 ,. .~~~:__l $3)49 ,. .~:_:__l $41,016 $53.407 77% lamps to total lamps purchased. CFL %compares Required Green
CFLs to total CFLs + Prohibited incandescents purchased. 18% of all

$83,313 $166,333 50% lamps purchased were Required,

307 units 382 units NIA

357 units 374 units NIA ... ... ...
This contract applies to leases ofunits, not purchases.

278 units 313 units NIA ."
942 units 1069 units NJA 475 units NIA NIA

$145,533 88% ...
$775 0% .., ... Specification increased from 30% to 100% PCW in 2008. Colored

papers, specialty papers, odd sizes not included in calculation. 2008
$18,703 11% , 1,172,104.31 data incomplete.

$524,766 T 93% 1 $165.012 100% • 1,172,104.31 51,261,449 93%

$8,597 I 42% I $16,410 49% $248 $506 50%

Data does not include Dec., 2009 sales. See Tables 2&3for
$27,903 $39,852 70% details on covered product categories.

$28,156 $40,358 70%

$1,710 $5,469 31% Data only since beginning of contract {June-Dec. '09)-_..
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B. All City Champions of Green Foodware 2009 (Required Products)

The City Thanks These City Champions Compostable Recyclable ".' '" "' "e'

Animal Care & Control: Eric Zuercher $ 1,218.00 $ 1,218.00 $ 1,218.00
Board of Supervisors: Ohn Myint $ 67.90 $ 67.90 $ 67.90
City Coilege of San Francisco: Stephanie Chui $ 7,578.88 $ 692.74 $ 9,675.52 $ 9,675.52
Juveniie Probation Department: Christian Losno $ 2.094.90 $ 2,624.98 $ 4,719.88 $ 4,719.88
Recreation & Park Department: Karia Rosaies $ 88.80 $ 189.50 $ 278.30 $ 278.30
Schooi District, San Francisco Unified: Eilaine Ramos $ 4.164.13 $ 4,164.13 $ 4,164.13
Pubiic Health: Diego Davalos $ 93,322.40 $ 2,410.45 $ 151,472.24
Pubiic Health: Christine Hanson $ 3,187.24 $ 985.91 $ 4,173.15
Public Health:. Henry Keily $ 70,487.11 $ 23,613.75 $ 158,070.21 $ 340,306.23
Public Health: Stanley Lee $ 5,364.00 $ 13,327.16 $ 18,870.02
Pubiic Health: $ 4,579.80 $ 2,182.66 $ 7,720.61
Municipal Raiiway (PTD14): $ 690.00 $ 690.00 $ 690.00
Total by City Champion $ 192,085.26 $ 46,785.05 $ 361,119.96 $ 361,119.96
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C. All City Champions of Green Cleaners, Paper Towels, ToiletTissuet Seat Covers 2009 (Required & Prohibited Products)

% RI"QUIRED
PROHIBITED

The City thanks all Champion that %Green
Green Total by City REQUIRED

Degreaser
PROHIBITED

REQUIRED General IREQUIRED IPROHIBITEDI REQUIRED IREQUIRED IREQUIRED IPROHIBITED
bought green cleaners &janitorial by (Liquid General Glass GLASS Toilet Seat . .

Customer by Dept. Staff Bathroom
Sunshine

Degreasers
Purpose ~~rpose Cleaner Cleaner Cover TolletTissue PapeTrowels PAPERSpapers

Team Cleaner
777) Cleaner

eaner

Airport: 246,261,97 S $ $ 242,611,97 $ S 3,650,00

Airport: Joseph Walsh 2,085.88 S S S S S 2,085,88

Airport: Sekio Fuapopo 50,906.50 S $ 50,906,50 S $

Airport: Severin Rizzo 196,245.60 S 1,707.60 S S 240.00 $ $ S194,298.00

Animal Care & Control: 1,990.80 S S $ $ 1,629,30 S 361.50

Animal Care & Control: VictorSerrato~ '$ 38.42 $ S 38.42 S $

Asian Art Museum: k~miW~$ 460.601 I I I I 1$ $ $ $ 480,60

Rne Arts Museums: Kevin O'Brien -Hil. ~t.IIII$ 3,732.63 S $ $ $ 1,263,90 $ 2.468.73

Fire: Jeff Wong $ 30,050.00 $ $ S S 21,196,00 S 8,854.00

Housing Authority~ Alice Griffith Site: 0% $ 67.56 S S 67,56 $ $ $

Housing Authortty~ Clementina St; 14% $ 117.65 $ S S S 16,56 $ 101.09

Housing Authority- Clementina st:
$ 230.46 $ $ $ $ 15,78 S 214.68

Philip

Housing Authority- Egbert Site: $ 1,108.61 S $ $ $ 693,90 S 414.71

Housing Authority- Egbert Site: John
$ 270.04 $ S S $ 111.00 S 159,04

Finnegan

Housing Authority~ Egbert Site: Oscar••A,
$ 225.001 I I I I Is I 1$ 1$ 1$ 1$ 225,00

Parish

Housing Authority- Egbert Site: ". $ 167.001 I I I I Is I 1$ 1$ 1$ 1$ 167.00
Youngsil Lee

Housing Authority- Holly Courts Site:
$ 23.32 S S 23,32 S S $

Ken Banford

Housing Authority- Pacific Ave: $ 58.29 $ $ S $ 58,29

Housing Authority- Potrero Site
$ 169.30 $ 59.99 $ $ 67.56 $ $ $ - 1$ 41.75

Annex:

Housing Authority- Sunnydale Site: $ 118.08 $ $ 79,221 $ 1$ i $ 38,86

Housing Authorjty~ Webster Site:
$ 41.75 S S S $ S 41.75

Omar Larea

Housing Authority: $ 53.87 $ S S S $ 53,87

Housing Authority: Henry Kwan $ 38.86 $ S S $ 38.86

Housing Authority: Oscar Parish $ 111.00 $ $ $ $ 111.00

Housing Authority: Youngsil Lee $ 412.28 S $ $ S 379.30 $ 32,98
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The City thanks all Champion that I% GreenIG %

REQUIRED
PROHIBITED

Total by City REQUIRED
Degreaser

PROHIBITED
REQUIRED General I REQUIRED I PROHIBITEDI REQUIRED IREQUIRED IREQUIRED IPROHIBITED

bought green cleaners & janitorial by b ~en (Liquid General Glass GLASS TOilet Seat . .
papers Customer ~ epl Staff Bathroom

Sunshine
Degreasers

Purpose
Purpose CI CI C TolletTlssue Paper Towels PAPERS

eam Cleaner
777) Cleaner

Cleaner eaner eaner over

Human Services Commission: Albert 0% $ 11.62 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 11.62

Human Services Commission: Lito
.

Dela Cruz
0% 33% $ 802.58 $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 802.58

Human Services Commission: lou
$ 55.50 $ $ $ $ 55.50

Palileo

Juvenile Probation: $ 13,260.80 $ $ $ $ 4,209.65 $ 9,051.15

Juvenile Probation: Chrtstian Lonso $ 1,166.40 $ 1,166.40 $ $ $ $

Library: $ 5,016.00 $ $ $ 5,016.00 $

Library: Darren Brown $ 25,767,10 $ 1,213.20 $ 2,881.00 $ $ 21,672.90

Municipal Transportation AgenCYM
$ 109,899.96 $ $ $ $ 72,804.21 1$ 37,095.75

BurkeSt.:

Municipal Transportation Agency- IMmw¥W.iU11.111 $ 662,721 I I I I 1$ . I 1$ 1$ 1$ 554.841 $ 107.88
Overhead Lines:

Municipal Transportation Agency-
$ 36.60 $ $ $ $ - 1$ 36.60

'Woods Storeroom:

Police: Dante Giovannel $ 1,003.53 $ $ $ $ 1,003.53

Police: Don West $ 466.32 $ $ $ $ 466.32

Pollee: Don West $ 466.32 $ $ $ $ 466.32

Police: Ed Barsetti $ 2,716.34 $ $ $ $ 2.776.34

Police: Eric Petterson $ 1,820.64 $ $ $ $ 1,820.64

Police: Fred Kwan $ 2,546.23 $ $ $ $ 2.546.23

Police: Leon Kiang $ 2,531.28 $ $ $ $ 2,531.28

Police: Lucy Clemons $ 1,409.37 $ $ $ $ 1.409.37

Police: Lynn Reilly $ 2,362.12 $ $ $ $ 2,362,12

Police: Mark Hutchins $ 2,306.06 $ $ $ $ 2,306.06

Police: R&Y Ching $ 246.85 $ $ $ $ 246.85

Police: Ricardo Rodriguez $ 1,363.20 $ 229,60 $ $ $ $ $ 1,133.60

Police: Sandra Ribeiro $ 58.29 $ $ $ $ 58.2S

Police: Scott Gaines $ 638.21 $ $ $ $ 638.21

Police: Tim Yee $ 1,695.79 $ $ $ $ 1,695.79

Police: Tom Tang $ 2,312.66 $ $ $ $ 2,312.66

Police: Vietor Rothenberg $ 2,640.73 5 $ 768.40 $ 5 1,872.33

Police: Yesinia Brandt $ 2,484.98 $ $ $ $ 2,484.98

Port Gene Sheets $ 333.60 $ $ 333.60 $ $ $

Port: George $ 91.84 $ $ $ $ $ 91.84

Port Lorenza Rack/in $ 1,587.10 $ $ $ $ $ 1,587.10
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%
REQUIRED

PROHIBITEDThe City thanks all Champion that %Green
Green Total by City REQUIRED

Degreaser
PROHIBITED

REQUIRED
General

REQUIRED PROHIBITED REQUIRED
REQUIRED REQUIRED PROHIBITEDbought green cleaners &janitorial by

by Dept Staff Bathroom
(Liquid

Degreasers
General

Purpose
Glass GLASS Toilet Seat

Tallet Tissue Paper Towels PAPERSpapers Customer Sunshine Purpose Cleaner Cleaner Cover
Team Cleaner

777) Cleaner
Cleaner

Public Health~ General Hospital; ". $ 71.40 $ - $ 71.40 $ $ $Shawn Campbell

Public Health* laguna Honda ". $ 289.20 $ $ 289.10 $ S SHospital: Charles -

" .Public Health: "', $ 503.27 S - S - $ - $ 111.00 $ 281.17
Public Health: Ann Ma Bautista .- $ 900.66 $ $ - $ S 584.10 $ 316.46
Public Health: Noreen Tal -, $ 2,401.11 $ $ $ - $ 1.496.95 $ 904.16
Public Health: Richard Bitanga ' . $ 21,250.05 $ $ S - S 20.160.65 $ 989.40
Public Health: Steve Hoffman ,,' , $ 806.65 S - $ - S $ 351.50 $ 455.15

Public Health: Theresa ". $ 366.96 $ $ $ $ $ 366.96
Public Health: Vilma Posadas II' • $ 272.80 $ $ $ S 271.80

Publ1c Utilities Commission* Millbrae: $ 5,016.43 $ $ - $ $ 1.666.00 $ 3.350.43
PubHc Utilities Commisslon*

$ 6,T35.78 $ r4.36 $ $ S $ 6,661.42Newcomb Ave.: -

Public Utilities Commission- Sunol: ~ $ 2,108.40 $ $ $ $ 1.154.16 $ 954.14
Public Utilities Commission~ Wpcd: tt' , $ 11,002.81 $ - $ - $ 11,001.81 $ -
Public Utilities Commission: $ 9,289.50 $ $ $ 1,002.00 $ - $ 8,287.50, ,
Public Utilities Commission: Andy
Pettif ". $ 3,266.32 $ $ 146.32 $ $ - $ 3,120.00

Public Utilities Commission: \.:jeorge ". $ 2,068.00 S - $ 1,068.00 $ $ $ - $ - $ -Dunan
Public Utillties Commission: Mike ". $ 166.80 $ $ $ $ 166.80 $ $ $$tez - - -
Public Uti !ties Commission: Tomio ". $ 957.60 $ 957.60 S $ S

'""'
-

Public Works: Benjamin Santana ". $ 415.80 $ 415.80 S - $ - $

Public Works: Brooks Fenton ,'. , $ 148.80 $ 148.80 $ $ $ -
Public Works: Joel Prather .,' ,.

$ 2,019.30 $ 1.395.60 $ 623.70 $ - $ - $ -.',.'5 ".

Public Works: John Lee II' , $ 16,059.00 $ 16.059.00 $ - $ $,
$Public Works: Joseph Stelmak :,', 52l82.05 $ 131.20 $ 177.00 $ 3,341.54 $ $ 40,506.20 $ 8.525.11

Public Works: Miguel Govea x $ 1,622.70 S 669.60 $ - $ 504.90 $ 448.20, ,_I
Public Works: Mohammad Khattana }L , ' $ 3,252.28 $ 21.96 $ 446.50 $ - $ 1.$98.40 $ 1.384.42

Public Works: Otis Williams
_J1'~

$ 13,593.10 $ 1,010.00 $ - $ - $ 6.308.30 $ 6,274.80
Real Estate- 501 Stanyan St.: ~ $ 17,928.90 $ - S 11.799.40 $ - $ 6.129.50
Real Estate- Opera House: ' . $ 7,481.50 S - S 7.121.70 $ - $ 358.80

Real Estate- War Memorial: $ 6,409.00 S $ 1.625.00 $ $ 4.784.00
Real Estate: .-1 ., , $ 45,302.43 $ - $ - $ 27,810.80 $ 17,491.63
Real Estate: Joseoh Stelmak ~m~ $ 58,281.46 5 1.515.00 $ 1.728.90 $ - $ 36.066.92 $ 19.970.64
Real Estate: Michael Hanson <.', $ 23,601.50 $ 672.70 $ 24.\.70 $ 324.00 $ - S 3,649.90 S 12,815.62 $ 5,860.60 $ 32.98
Real Estate: Otis Williams .. $ 17,092.80 $ - $ 1.010.00 $ - $ 229.60 S 2.157.00 $ - $ 13,148.00 $ 448.10
Real Estate: Victor Serrato ." IS 36781.17 $ $ - $ $ 171.89 S - S 35.314.78 1.183.50
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%
REQUIRED

PROHIBITED
The City thanks all Champion that '¥oGreen

Green Total by City REQUIRED
Degreaser

PROHIBITED
REQUIRED

General
REQUIRED PROHIBITED REQUIRED

REQUIRED REQUIRED PROHIBITED
bought green cleaners &janitorial by

by Dept Staff Bathroom
(Liquid

Degreasers
General

Purpose
Glass GLASS Toilet Seat

Tollet Tissue Paper Towels PAPERS
papers Customer

Team Cleaner
Sunshine Purpose

Cleaner
Cleaner Cleaner Cover

m) Cleaner

Ree &Park-100 Larkin St: ft', $ 15,662.40 $ - $ 15,662.40 $
- .. $ 49,707.20 $ S 18,973.00 $ $ 29,734.20-

Ree &Park~ Moseone Center: II' $ 2,499.00 $ $ 2,499.00 $

Ree &Parle AI Hardy It', $ 315.40 $ $: $ 315.40

Ree &Parle Albert Khoo ", $ 3,431.75 $ - $ - $ 485.75 $ 2,946.00

Ree &Parle Benny JaNis ", $ 3,917.50 $ - $ $ 1,490.70 $ 2,426.80

Ree &Parle Bill Chapman ' " $ 3,197.10 $ S $ 1,442.70 $ 1,754.40

Ree &Park: Brent Dennis It' , $ 55.50 $ $ - $ 55.50

Ree &Pane Claudia Rhinehart I', $ 5,782.00 $ - $ - $ - $ 5,782.00

Ree &Park: Criff Hsiong $ 17,546.62 $ $ - $ 2.908.52 $ 14,638,10

Ree &Parle Dan Mui I', $ 97,788.92 . 54.463.52 $ 1.670.40 $ 5,763.00 $ - $ - $ 85,892.00

Ree & Parle Danny II' , $ 406.40 $ - $ - $ 406.40

Ree &Park: David Clifton I', $ 172.82 $ - $ - $ - $ 172.82

Ree &Park; Davida Kapler I'.
,

I 570.90 $ - $ - $ - $ 570.90

Rec &. Park: Eadia Mateo I, $ 1,295.00 $ $ $ 388.60 $ 906.40

Rec &. Park: John Mlller I'. I 79.52 $ $ - $ - $ 79.52

Rec &. Park: Keneth Emeka I' . I 695.00 $ - $ - $ - $ 695.00

Rec &Parle Larry ,'. $ 1,842,00 $ - $ - $ - $ 1,842.00

Rec &Park.: Martha Scaler ~. I 3,763.99 $ $ $ 2,499.50 $ 1,264.39

Rec &Park.: Michael Castillo Bm $ 5,373.05 $ - $ - $ 2,301.50 $ 3,071.55

Rec &. Park; Michael Gray - $ 27,692.80 $ - $ - $ 213.40 $ 27.479.40

Rec &. Park: Ramiro Rodriguez ". '. $ 12,857.60 $ - $ - $ 3,150.00 $ 9,707.60

Rec &Park: Ricardo Moody ". $ 2,087.50 $ - $ - $ $ 2,087,50

Rec &Park: Ricardo Rojas Bm $ 5,942,60 $ $ - $ 1,943.00 $ 3,999.60

Rec &Park: Robert Sheets Bm $ 795.20 $ $ $ - $ 795.20

Rec &Park: Steve Shames Bm $ 1,874.30 $ $ - $ 746.90 $ 1,127.40

Rec &. Park: Susan Nervo II' , I 1,486.80 $ - $ - $ 1,486.80

Redevelopment Montery Morrissey ~
,

$ 5,391.77 $ - $ - $ 1,207.35 $ 4,184,42

Sheriff: Daniel Gertsikov .. , I 13,980.00 $ $ $ 12,091.50 $ 1,888.50

Sheriff: Joyce Wong II' , ., ., $ 78,637.89 $ - $ 62,473.89 $ 16.164,00

Sheriff: Richard Castillo .. $ 28,830.90 $ 1.024.00 $ 446.50 $ - $ 24,134.40 $ 1,226.00

Unknown: ' . . $ 28,389.60 $ 478.80 $ 415.80 $ - $ - $ 27,495.00

Grand Total ". " , $1,516,555.45 $ 707.78 $ 26,039.60 $ 3,504.40 $ 5,192.98 $ 3,434.99 $ 2,541.16 $ 2,942.76 $ 73,117.47 $392,803.79 $ 640,589.95 $ 365,880.57
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D. All City Champions of Paper 2009 (Required Products: 100% Post·Consumer Recycied, Processed Chlorine.free)

The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper
I-\UUll mU8llon: I'~oreen IVlangauay

lfPO : Jarr VI un
mmBI vare (l( von fOr: I"UVI8 00 anos
ppea S, ooaro ur· ermll Appea S : ~eclla Muang

1"\118 \..tOmmISSIOn: ,::>Ilaron r-age ",ILellia

ssessmem Appea S oara ;;)T; Helen Lee
ssessor~l"Iecoruer: ie IClano ayumo
ay Area vaSI I"'rogram ; J8 aJaCKSOn
oaro vr upervlsors: cng cog linan
oar I ;;>upervlsors; I ay
WIDing nspec Ion L.OmmISSlon: awrence AVI8ao
Ullulng nspeedon: Joseplllne LlU
u!lOIng nspec Ion: anela !jeBs ey
u!lUlng nspec Ion: viepllen Lee
ureau UT Ncm emure: Mana IVl8m8seVICI

I.Jrllla ;:'UppOfl; elVlces: ear oonen
GnllOren, Dum & ramlles: Jefry blelra
I.Jnllaren, QUin (X ramlles: I\ana a Ur81n
'-'IlIIUren, DUlil Ot ramlles: LB ICla ulxon

I f Anomey: ;;;m8ron
I Y"<torney: vlep"am ompson
I annlng: LU UHwang
IVI! i:lervlce vommlSSlon: Llzelle nennquez
IVI! ::;ervlce vommlSSlon: an ra ng

vomrouerS: Ange a vv
on ro ers: e Ie oy

von roller S: Joe I~unsso

'vonlrouel s: LOUise llligro
von rollers: Me son IVlangrooan
vOntrouer s: lvlOmca Laura
von roller s: MOniCa vvu
von roller s: lYlOnica vvu
\,jon rOller s: Myrna Cyan
von rOller S: yarn I:JICKSOn
'vonlrOUers: "osanne orre
von roller s: berema l.:iallareaa

IsmCI fl.uorney: lVlary lVlcUeVlll
IStriel Auomey: Keggle ~Iay

IStrlCt !'\Horney: t'(.ey "alonga
ISlnCt f'luomey: amlr sa a
ISlnCI Anomey: i:)repnanl Inompson

l:lec Ions: JU IUS ",awaran
mergency Managemem: vamma Arela

il:mergency lVlanagement: rerml 'vllau
mergency Managemem: t.;; race vnan

it::mergency lVlanagemeOl: JaUa JaCKson
mergency Managemem: vanessa \.;ilanelU
mployee t'(.e Iremem "vcs: eo wavlS

il:nlellalnmen ommlSSlon: rys a ewa
nVifonmem: oO-lVilng Ng

It::UlICS 'vommISSlon: lVlarvln roru
vems uepa men: Amyes elle olaeVI a

,t::ventS uepanmen : \:)relCllen t'(.uue
Ife: ~arny uavey
Ire: uaVIO t::ng
Ife: ,ell "ong
ener61; ervlces Agency~ AfIS l.:iran S: cren vonner
enera ervlces gency~ en ra ops: IC erarn
eneral bervlces Agency~ voumy vlerK: en on vwyang

l\jeneral; eIVlces Agency: Ie re aney
I\:)eneral beIVlces fl.gency: t::!lzaoem rllzgeralo
l\jeneral tiervlces Agency: t::lIzaoetn rorayce

eneral beIVlces Agency: Janln voraoDa
enera ervlces gency: a e a Inez
eneral' eIVlces Agency: lVlarc Kosaaen

olOen I..:: ae l"'arK oncourse Aumomy: !jen onocKey

Total
: " O,O'O.LO

:> OV,40V./V

: • ,'UL.OO

: • 40VJ

1 • o,OOV.VO

1• 'lVO.VV

1 > ,oeo.vv
I. 'O.OU

1 > L,oV4.LV

I. "LVU

1 > ,OOQVV

1 " ,,41.bV

1"J,4oJ."V

I" IIO.V'
Ilb.VI

I> )1"V4

I. OOO"U

I"OI.OV

I > "O.DU

I; (lJ.OV

I,Loo.VO

I > IO.VV
,V4no

• (lO.ov

, IbV.

> 10410

• ".00

> "LO.OO
;I,OOO.IV

> IIO.V/

> lIOW
> I,L 10.LV

> ',O/O.LV

• 1,<OO.vo
> OL.OV
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The City Thank. The.e City Champion. That Bought Green Paper Total
ealto: ervlce ::iYS em: l: IzaoeIn tialaZar ,JI1.~,

eann "ervlce <:Jys em: "arnlra v8useVIC , OLOU
saito: ervlce y.em: an ey ae
uman esources: Arene Mesa • 11,4o""v
uman esources: alnSlra 0 ,"".<v
uman Kesources: yOCK t."now IVO.VU
uman "ervJces~ "UPPIY noom: LJ 0 Uela vfUZ • I,VOV.VV
uman ervJces: Af ena l.:iorospe "lLO,L4~.

uman oelVlces: LJOroUlY \.tllan 0 100.vu
uman ;;;ervJces; \jlgl buevara ~ t,~bMU

uman iJervlC6S: L8une t\8sse 0 I,"".LU
uman \::iervJces: OUl"8160
uman "ervlces: Marc Kosaaen 0 LU,Ul)U,

uman ervlces: ean ong • 1,IV<;1.0V

uman "ervlces: arema l.:lallareaa 0 OL.Ov
uman oervlces: ';)rlmey ourns • <,"OMV
uveme rooa Ion epallman : Manny agslsman , tOLOe
uvenle rOu8 Ion: vllns Ian Losno 0 'V,004.4V
uvem er'rooa Ion: Manuel t-' ~ 1,4,"-LV
aoor vlanUarUs: IVlary IVlarzoUo 0 11.00
a Of titan aras: VI mme LOI ~ ·1.4IU.a
.!orary: ~am ~o 0 14,OOLOv
.Mary: IVlalUla l'leves • lOO.VV
.Iorary: I'wrm liar 0a IIv.oe
.Iurary: l'lorm var Olta , 41."0
.!orary: a amen 010 ~ 4Lt4

IlVlaYOf s VI nousmg: Lise vnansln 0 ",",O.4U
IMayors: An rea tjruss ~ 1b4.
Ilvlayors: Anorea oruss , ',VOML
IMayo s: rmlna rown > 0,<' D
IlVIayors: linar~one l.;:lnmes > 0"0.4L

pVlayo, s: uee 00 nyver • '00.40
IMayors: aren Henoerson > ',lol.OU
IIvlayor S: LaKelSlia 0 00.0"
IMayors: aure tjarsom ~ tJLI4
IlVlayor s: Iv,aoe, vllOW 0 000"
IMayors: '"'yesna Harvey > LlV.Oj
IlVIayors: IVlonique ores er > IIO.OU

ayo s: onlque orsler , I.IOV.'V
HYiayors: lV'o",que OSler • 000 "V
pVleUlcal eXaminer: \:lue r\eJler , <,00«0
IlvleOical1 xamlner: usan Muer 10'+.10

PVIUnlClpall"lal way: ualsy flva OS ; I,<VV.VV
IMUnlClpal Iranpo a Ion Aumon ~ l"'arKlng 6; ratTlc: Millie linan 101.bU
IIVIUnlOlpal Iranpo a Ion AUmon ~ arKlng 6: ranlc: Ierry uelapaz , OLOV

Unlclpa ranpona Ion U on ~ ar Ing/ ra IC: ellinen ~ "t4.~U

IIVIUnlClpal Iranspona Ion Agency~ t:lec nc: Aloa \.iorpuz , 0,010.00
pVIUnlClpal IranspOI la Ion Kgency~ Clec flC: nme I\nlgill ; 000.00
IMUnlClpal Iranspona Ion Agency- t:lec flC: \.iaral \.inen • 40MV
IIV1UnlCIpai Iranspona Ion Agency~ eleC nc: ualsy Ava os , 4,VOf .OV

IMUnlOlpal Iransporta Ion Agency-cleo flO: uavlo anoury ~ '"J.4b
IlVIUnlClpal Iranspona Ion Agency- tleC flC: ueDra cen on , 0'11.00

IVIUnlClpal Iranspolla Ion Kgency- Clec nc: uelure uar ey " 1,0"'.0"
MUniCipal Iransporm Ion Agency~ t: eo no: elrare uar ey , O,OVV.VO
IVIUnlClpal Iranspolla 10nAgenoy~ Cleo no: uennis ; I,",O.<V
MUniCipal Iranspona Ion Agency- t eo no: oromy vllan , o,oo".vv
IVlumClpal Iranspona Ion Agency- t:leo no: t:u uanle " '"0.40
MUniCipal Iranspona Ion Agency~ t: eo no: en MOJloa , I,O"O.OL
IVlumClpal Iranspona Ion Agency~ t:leo no: cilen 011 • I,IOV.IV
MUniCipal Iranspona Ion Agenoy~ l: eo nc: t.llen I"'on > .j"O.~U

IVIUnlClpal Iranspona Ion Agency~ Clec nc: uml 0 "alOua , 4,4OI.0V
UIIlClpal ,rallspona10~- t eo 110: <>Igi "aDros > b,bOIAJ

IIVlumClpal Iranspona Ion y-clec nc: enry \.;:long > "LO.OO
. erman tsaumann > 404.LO

IIVIUnlClpal Iranspona Ion Agency- tlec nc; owaro caumann , 404.LO

IlVlUnlClpal Iranspolla Ion Kgency~ Clec flC: Janel VI Ison " O.OV
IIVIUnlClpal t ranspona Ion Agency~ t:lec flC: Jeanerre VVI son I.LlO.I,
IIVlumClpal Iranspolla Ion Kgency- Clec flC: JessIe l\aU. 1,00·.10
IIVIUnlClpal Iranspona Ion Agency~ tleC nc: Joery NaClon o1L.4"
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The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper Total
IVIUnlClpal ransporratlon Agency~ acme: I\amryn NICOnOJas I~ .'0
1V1UnlClpaJ ransponauon I"\gency- t::JBCuIC: Laura ",nang I· "LO.OO
IVlUnlClpaJ ransporratlon Agency- BCtne: LUCille Hammons
IVlUnlClpal ranspOll8uon Agency- electric: MaTlna VllJena

"

IIOUI
MUniCipal ranspon8tlon ganey- eenc; aU! nOOtman I· "00
IVlUnlClpal ranspOll8t10n Agency- t:lecmc; Kosanna u I> I, .ou
IVIUnlClpal ranspOll8ll0n ,...,gency~ l:leCtrlc: oanura '-'Ilau I, 10.00
Mumelpal ransponallon Aganey- BCtne: tianara LJnua

"

O,tWUU
IVlUnJClpal ranspOll8ll0n .....gency- I:IBCIfIC: "USle l~aK.rllengCllanl1 I. IMV
MuniCipal ranspon:atlon Agency- BCtne: vvel vnen

"

<,800AU
IVlunlClpal ransponauon I-\gency- l:recmc: Tvene lorres I' oOO."U
IVlUnJClpaJ ranSpOrt8t10n Agency· l"'arKlng & rame: liBles eAUStria ar s ..
IVlUnlClpal ranspOllaiion Agency~ arKlng (X ramc: ueODle ljollnne " ""00
MUniCipal ransponatlon ganey- ar Ing raulC: varnes siong I' ',",00
IVIUnlClpal ranspOllaIlon Agency" arKlng (X ramc: ern ueapaz " ,IOU.IU
IVlumClpa, ranspo"a"on Agency- arl\lng 0( ralllC: erry ue apaz I> ',"'."MUniCIpal ranspOlla'[lon Agency· aXI (X Access: VICKY blU I~ MOL

IVlunlClpal ranspOllauon Agency- aXI Ct Mccess: VICKy ;:,IU " LIUOO
MUniCipal ranspollanon Agency: Aloa I,.;orpuz I~ <,400.1U
,,,umelpal ransponalion Agency: ~nnle Mig", I> o,.ou
MUniCIpal ransponanon Agency: \.:jary uawson I~ ,14U.UU
IVIUnlClpal ranspOllallon Agency: I.; Igll"'aoros I> i,tl'tI.!:iO

MUniCipal ranspo a Ion genCY:voannevvllilams I' "0
IVfUnlClpal ranspOllallon Agency: Joery NaCIon ""'VV
IVlUnlClpal ranspollallon tlgency: vosle ueocampo I> 00".00
MUniCipal ranspollauon Agency: L1ZZ HO man I~ O"ML
IVIUnlClpal ranspOllauon Agency: l'lICIIO as vO/lnson ,. 'OL.OV
MUniCipal ranspona'[lon Agency: tian ra vnua I~ 4''; .OU
IVlUnlClpa/ ranspollauon Agency: ;:,anura vlU I' , IO.UU
IVlUnJClpal ransponatlon Agency: oUSle NaKnlengcnann I· "O.LO

IVfUnlClpal ranspolla Ion Agency: vvel vnen I~ I,tOL.'U
vlIlce VI ""onlrac s tlumlnJs rauon: tinnie Leary I' oe,.",
vITIce Vi liomrac SAomlnJS ra Ion: varmen vmran I~ .jOO.8U
vilice VI ""onlrac SAUmlms ra Ion: r;ICllene 1uano I' II,.OV
vmce Vi I,.;omrac s AOmlnrS ra Ion: lcnelle 111aro 'Ob.8U
aIce- vllzen Svomp alms: Laura Inam 1.000.01
a Ice: nc I"'e erson
o Ice: I\evin IVfcpnerson '"HO
oIce: eon f\ang I> "OU,
oIce: LUCY viemmons I. 1,",".<0
oIce: Lynn r;eIUY I> "0, ."
o Ice: ana o nquez I. 44.j.
olce: 1m lee I> '0'.'0
o Ice: VIC or KomenDerg 1.jO,LL8.

o : \,jeorge vnyemem IL,I-I,j.OV
a eorge nyememn I' , '".'V
UD"e ua enDer: Mge a Auyong I' IMu,m
UullC ue enuer: vOlln uunuar I' '.00"."0
UOliC ue enaer: Lynn IVfecnamc I. '"".40
UullC nealln- \,jeneral nospi al: Aloa IVlalUlO I> ""0
UOIIC Healln- \.:jeneral HOSpl a!: Allan KenKen 4b4.LO
UullC nealUl- \,jenera nospi al: AHnea I\ac er 1° "0.40
U IC Healtn- \.:jeneral HOSpl al: Amy emomever e ,UMSL
UOIIC nealUl~ \,jeneral HOSpl al: Amy vvalKer 10 0'"."
U IC Healln~ \.:jenera OSPI a: nna KUDIO I~ " 0.01
UOIIC Healln- \,jenera, HOSpl al: An onma Aoaa I> '"".40
UullC neallll~ ...,eneral nOspl al: oaruara f\IIUU I> ","'."0
UDIIC Healln- \.:jeneral HOSpl al: /jOO t:ggl85'[On jWOL
UUIIC neallll- \,jeneral nospi a: vansa venUiano I· '.'0
UOIIC Healmw\.:jeneral HOSpl al: I,.;ar os aazar " """.Db
UOHC nealUlw\,jenera, HOSpl a: I..tflar es en I> OLl.'O
U IC Healm~ \.:jenera OSpl a: eryl uenson
UOHC Healln~ \,jeneral HOSpl a: vnflS Ine 'aU 1,041.00
U IC Healtn~ l:ieneral HOSpl a!: ualSY I"'lanaS
UulIC nealUlw \,jeneral nospl ai: ueooran r;OOlnson I,OUM
UDlIC Healtn- \.:jenera HOSpl ai: uonna \.:jurr I> .0.
Uu!lC neall:l1- \,jeneral HOSpl 8:: t::Sler Arms rong

"

II 0.00
uonc Healln- \.:jenera HOSpl a:: ra Ima Ascano
UUIlD Healln~ \,jenera nospi 8': I"a lma Lau I> 104.10
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The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper Totai
UOliG Heann-I.;eneral i QSpIl8l: ranClsco ;:;aenz ~ j."VL
UuJlC naSall- l..7eneral nospll81: vy "Oloman , I,I"I.VO
UDJlG Heann- \jeneral i Ospllal: Janet HineS • I .jO
UoHG MealIn- "sneral I OSplt8C Jennie nn • 0'00

UOHC HemIn- \jenerall OSp1181: Jimmy HO • on,"
UoHC neaan- "enerSl I OSplt8C Jon uean \.:Irean • 0""00

UDJlC Healtn- benerall asplra!: JU 10 ljUI en , LOL.

UDJlC nealm- I..:leneral I Ospllal: Lang l'lguyen , " OVI
U IC ea . enera OSPI a: any r8ulan , ',OVO"
UOJlC HealIn- l,,;eneral i OSpIIaI: aura ·lej.4"
UuJlC naaml- .."enerall OSplt81: Laura LtIIOW j OI".V'
UOJlC HealIn- \;enera OSpll81: .lIIy ee > jOb."V
UoJlC naaml- \.:leneral i ospilal: LI a lorres I O,OIO.LV
UDJlC HealIn- t.iener811 OSPlt81:UI8 ooos • IIj.OV
UDJlG Heann- ",sneral i OSpll81: 1Yiargo uex rase • JO'.I I
U IC eallu- \Veneral I OSpltal: 'wlan OU I-omluao I LIU.OO
UOIIC Mealm· ~eneral; osplla,; Mary AAOigl aJe I II j.OV
UuJlC neam!~ lVeneral i ospllal: Niall \.tuenOl • v,LL".LO

UDIIC Heann- \jenera ospnal: N1lcnae Knoaaes • 'L'."L
UUIIC nealUl-lVeneral nospilal: Nil agros amos • 'O'.LO
UDIIC Heaan~ \jenera OSp1l81: lVllreya opez ! IjO
UOIIC Heann- ~enera osp"a,; "aney Law > II J.OU
UDIIC Healtn~ t::ienera osplta!: NoKeo Nnmgsavam • jO.o"
UOIIC Heann-I..:enera osplral: Norma vlmeoo- onez • I .jO
UUIIC neallll- lVenera osphal: l\luna LalUlvar " o""ou
UDIIC Heal'm-I..:enera osp"a,; a org I IID.VI
UUIIC neallll- ~enera osp"a,; eggy IVIO • "Ol.LO
UDIIC Heann- \jenera ospllal: e er ;:;ffilIn • O"04L
UUIIC Heaml- ~enera HOSpital: elen a oraganza ! JU".OL
UDIIC Heann- l:ienera HOSpital: Kacnel AlOza ! 4LO.0"
UUlIC Heal!fl- ~enera HOSpital: f"Ieuecca r'aUlJla • L"UMU
UDIIC Heann- Genera HOspital: emy Hamme ~

UOIIC Heallfl-l.;;enera HOSpital: f"Iena Hong • "'.10

" OI'.U'
UOIlC Healifl- l.;; enera HDsplIal: Koxana \:ia mas I JOO."U
UUIIC HealUl-lVenera nospilal: vara ~raCla • IJO
UDIIC Healln~ l:ienera HOSpital: ;:;mrey Lee I I';.OV
UOllC Heallfl- ~enera HOSpital: vuzanne r'un ! 110m

UDIlC Healln~ l:ienera HOSpital: aunn Jones ! jU".,"
UDllC Heallfl~ l.;;enera Hospllal: onya Inompson •• 'LO.O"
UUIIC nealUl-lVenera nOSpllal: Iey ""lOg " IIO.OU
UDIlC HealIn-IVlen al HealIn tmara: HOWara I'"ong • l,jLMV
UUIIC nealUl/1 U: t:lleen IVlarSliall • I,"".m
uOlle Meallnl I0: vvallY • 1,4mLV
UUlIC Healln: KUCla uaVlu •• O,OOI.LU
uOlle Healm: Amy "wan ;. L,jL 'AV
UOllC Mealln: carDara eZUCna • ,,,IUV
UOIlC Heann: tlella Hoe ;. 0"."0
UDIIC Healln: cernaoeue • 1,.mLV
UUlIC neaml: Oernelle VVIII e :> L,"OOW
UDIlC Healln: varmen .! '1 "j.'l"
UuUC nealU1: \.tarmen 1110 asco ;. J"O.<I
UOIlC HealIn: vons • ,'8L.04
UOllC Healln: vflrlS la •• LI U.OJ
UOIlC Heann: vOriS la Mea ;. ", .OJ
UDIIC Healln: vnns Ina ;. IU.oJ
UUIIC neallll: vllns Ina IVlea ;> 'oo.'v
UOIlC HealIn: von on KODe son ;; Joom
UUIIC neallll: \.tonme ;. OV"OL
UOIlC HealIn: uana Henaerson :> JO.O"
UUIIC neallll: ueura a ews ;' ,'O".OV
UDIlC Healln: ueora IVlannews ; ;; ,IOU.IV
UUIIC neallll: uora vllang ;. ,0"0.01

UOIlC HealIn: t:lama vnln ! JOO"V
UUIIC neallll: t:lla ~urumenul ;' L,OOJ.VO
UDIIC Healln: !:Ilzaoeln won ., .OU
UOI!C neallll: rranK ., OOL"'
UOIIC HealIn: rranK i mell , L"LI4
UOllC MealIn: Jane ;. J.O.<
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The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper Total

UUIIC nealUl: Jane I..JIlU • oOO."V
UDJlC HealIn: Jerry lerra :; /I".ov
UUIJC ne81U1: In I\enuan • L,OO"."V
UOJlC HealIn: Joanne :; """"UuJlC n6alUl: JOnn IV18runez • 4,OL40V

UDIIC HealIn: Josep me UJr :;
UDliC HealIn: JOy t\enonx • /I J.OV
UDliC Healln: aran c eozle '04.LO

UDliC Healln: 1\8 e Momco I\leln • JOOW
UUIJC neallll: fl. " LIO.OO
UDllC Mealin: NIS loa KellY • , 10.10
UUlJC nealUI: Lanme f\u6lman " I,OOJ.JL
UOllC Heann: Marla Kogers :; '"J.~'
UUIJC neallll: lVlaruou lJumey • 000 "V
'UOllC Healm: Me e auwtimltn :; OOO.W

UullC Mealin: !VII a Ivuranaa J IIO.VI
'UDllC Healtn: NICKle :; '1'4.10
UOIlC Heann: ICKY MO • 10410

UUlJC neam I: IIMIS • 104.10

'UDI!C Heann: Noreen al :; Joo."V
UUIJC nealln: vnanuo IOmen J 1,41 '.LO

'UOIIO Haaan: Icn8r ti8r811le :; 1.~I".ZV

UuUC neann: "ose aupopo :; L,"OMO
UOIIC Healln: otepnaflle uupuy :; U4l.V,
UOIlC Healin: Ina ICKS " I,IOV.IO
U IC ea cmas marrero 1.00

UOIlC Heann: ruc vo :; 404.LO

UVIIC neaH": VI allY • <,VOV.OI
UOIIC Healln: wallY wong > ZVD.ZV
UullC neallfl: AiaOXI8 l.oU :; JOO."O
'UDIlC LI rary: Norm (Jar 0 a LoLl'
UOIlC UllllUes vommlSSlon Heann Ana; a ely: i::llepnen OroOKS :; LJL. 14
U IC Illes l..JommlSSlon· natO ne .Of IY: ay marala :; ,
UOIlC UWIlIes \,JommISSlon· HelO He:cny: r;uuy vvm e ,> ,O::.J::i.OV

UUI1C VIlli lies ,,-,ommISSlon· Laguna onua: f\ussell l''lal'l81 , , ,I<O.OV
UOIlC UllII11eS LommlSSlon- Laguna onaa: \)'ran ey Lee " L0,DOI.LV
UUIIC uUlllies vommlSSlon- vvas eW8ler: I-\nurew vng ,. <,VO".LO
UOIlC utlll1les c;ommISSlon· wa af uua I y: UO son I\wan :; oU",bL
UullC UUlIlIes \,JommISSlon· vva af l...Iua I y: \,)Iona cng • '0".10
UDIlC Utlll11eS \,JommISSlon· a er ua I y: aura ure a , :; ,IDV.lV

UOIlC uWllIes vommiSSlon:- vva af wua I : I.lsa vllan
"

L,OL 1.40

UOIlC UWI1IGS ommlSSion- vva af I.o!ua I : I e Kellog :; o".D"
UOIlC uWllIes vommlSSlon- vva af wua J : ~uuy once

"

:,OOJ.04
UUIIC utilitieS ,-,ommISSlon: .....nnauens \.;aul an , OOO.OV

UOIlC UIUllIes liommlSSlon: ernlce asco > 0V".OZ
UlJllC uUJlues vommlSSlon: oem Iison , "1.'0
UOUC umlUes liommlSSlon: illi l aponera , oOb.""
UullC uUllues vommlSSlon: varme I a Navarro ,

LO'. '"
U Ie Illes ommlSSlon: ns ma ,
UOI!C UUlllles \..iommlsslon: \..innsnna lias ro > CJ'.O'
UUIIC ulllltleS vommlSSlon: vonnie vllang , 000.'0
UDliC Ullll1leS ommlsslon: ue la \,jUln ero ,> ",LOV.O
UUIIC uUlllles vommlSSlon: l:lma TDung '> """."0
UOIIC UUlIHes ommlSSlon: vgene bnu " I&VV

UUlIC Ulilil es vommlSSlon: ranK I ana
"

",Vlv.IO
UOUC UtIll1 es ommlsslon: blgl tiorromeo

"

400m
UullC UUlJHes ommlSSlon: Howaro t"erK!nS ,> 0,114.00
UUJIC Ulilil es vommlSSlon: James slong

"

1,4NLU
UOliC uwmes ommlSSlon: Janet I:::JIlO '> 1,:-J44.f4

UuJlC ulIIJIleS vomffilsslon: JOsep I "Ingll
"

0"1.00
UOJlC UtllJHeS ommlsslon: JOssy ayo

"

IVVAO
UUllC uWllles vommlSSJOn: JU Ie IVtan'i

"

0".10
UOllC UtI!J1leS commlSSJon: KamUle Harvey

"

O,VIMO
UUIIC uUllHes vommlSSlon: f\8Uly oasconCllio

"

O,J IL.OI
UOliC umnles commission: Katny osconclIlo , , I .ov

UlJllC ulll!HeS vommlSSlOn: Lore el ,> 10".Oi
UOllC UIUl1leS l,.;OmmISSlon: Mana barCJa " I .OU
UUlIC ulllilles vommlSSlon: lVlafia "YlveSler

"

',""J.IO
UDllC UlllllleS l,.;OmmISSlon: Mafia tiYlves or , , oOb."V
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The City Thanks These City Champions That Bought Green Paper Totai
UblfC:Utillties·CbmmISSlon:M1c aen en on $ 366.80
uouc utultles t,;ommlSSlon: MIKe en on " 6~b,~U

uorrCUliITffeSCbmmlsslon:M5IIY130 e " "2U~-

uOIlC Utilities GommIS$IOn; Nancy lJole " 6,U4U,8U
i..f5IiCUtTImeSCommlsSlon:J'iforlfl'VR> ma " =
ubllc Utilities l,.;ommlsslon; achalle More " 36b,8U
TI5ITCTIliTiffeSCommlsslon:ReDecca , I,LSO,UO
ubllC Utilities Commission: aDaoea Ona " :/,6/6.8U
UfiliCTIfilifieSCommlSSlon: eC81vlng " ·lb4."0
ubllC UtilltiesGbmmlsslon;Sahdrl:fPoo e $ 1,<11.:16
lffilic Illes (,,;ommISSlon: ~anay Ng " L,~I",lS

UOITcTIliITIfeSCbmmlsslon:Eera-conins '381i.8(r
'ublle Utilities l.;omrnlsslon: :;)hir ey olmp lanD 11b,U/
mCUfifftTeSCommlsslon:snir ey ymp lano 1237T
'ublle Utilities GommlSSlon: :::>tephen Brooks 8S.lO
UfiliCTffilifieSCommlsslon:T"eresa OIZ

. " SOb.8U
'ublle Utilities CommiSSion: TonYLOJan ,$ 1,4/8,:/U
U Ie 1I18S ommlSSlon; Iany LUJ8n8 " 'lbb,UU
'U5TIcfrniliITesCommlSSlon:vaJefieAgul ar '$ :l80.9U
'ubllC utilities t.:ommISSlon: Verma Walton . ~ 1,UUb,bb
mcmTIiffeSC-ommlsslon:viCIDf1Vfena '$- :8CJJ:5U'
'Ublle WorKS: Ada AbenJia '. 0,SUo.8b
'U5liCWOfKs: ernarm aEspamTIa no 4;'l3T1iU'
'Ublle Works: tlrannon wong ,. 60.11
1ffi!icWOfl(s: arnenne " DOU,jD
'ublle Works: Clay on Choy ,. 4.43/.oU
mCWOfKs::Tosep e 0 ,. jOb.8U
'00110 WofRS:KaIfienne----r;J1CfjQ as , $ 05U35
'Ublle WorKS: Katnenne Won , 1> 0,oLf.j4
'il5liCW5fKs: IScfII.iiaK I$' -4;T11TTlf
'uOile Works: Mary Ngwe 1$ ·1,ll/.UI
1ffilicworKs;llj'[j6l'i""aeI"WalSff IT =~ubllC Works: Nancy George 1$ :;M8
U Ie or 5: aney erranova I. 4DDJt
l(Jbllc Wotks;Nalhan odls 1$ :;~b.9U

'ucile worKs; Kaymona Lee 1$ 1.SlD4b
me WOfKS: IDfy uan 1$ .. 309,52

'UbI!C WorKs: Lalda l.,;ama~hO 1$ bbUo
lRear sa e--Warrvremonar::royce uroug IT 7,'lO=
IKeal Es ae: Lori Mazzola 1$ :/0:/,14
lRean:::-s a e:Wenme I. LjL
IReal sa e:-WenmefCblumna 1$ 1,4/U,2.

eall:S ate: Winnie Lal I. nbm
rR"ecrea loi11r arR"Sf arlee-aoJa 1$' '5, LBo
IKecrea Ion & arK; ::>rern 1$ 4b4.Lb
lRecrea IOi'i'"K arR: ear aVIs 1-, --r5T5lJ
IRecrea Ion & ark: Whitney Bagby I. 13,:/b2.LB
lR"enTFroa"frf: aJR"y au 1$ S,U"D.LU
ISnetilf SO'11' ;:--CaniSnaSrrillff- 1$ :/,00:;.04
Itmenn sn-u' i; ueora r eea 1$ 4,"81.U·
SMmf 'SiN: fJOan cannerr- I~ :JBo.80
Itmenn :sn-u' I: Lwgl Gau erucclo I~ l/o,bU
fSffen = rnatYJi6!!1 ong 1$ '15:0'1
It::ihen :sn-u I: t::iarah GieseKe I~ 6"b.8U
fSffen = f'ileromcaKe1T"er [, , )1)7

ltihen :Sh-U I: William em I~ 4i,248Ab
ltihen : rmma ljrown I~ 46U'
ISherIft: anT r6sble~ ayor 1$ "lo.UU
Isnenrr: Maryoetn Long 1$ 0448"

eenna ogy- epro: y uanarn 1$ 13,05"OU
eChno ogy~ Kepro: Ju Ie Greer I. 0,Ulb,bU
ecnnoogy- epro: aTIaVaerma 1$ 20,9U6,b6
echno ogy: uamel Morns 1$ Sbb,8U
eonno ogy:-Pnllip usso 1$ <,85B.4U
eenno ogy: r oOln I:ar e I. 1,Lje,UO
reasureTs after evAl..lIll:l\l1kl<1Tvey 1$ 38b,gu
reasurer/ ax GolJector: Janet WIMer 1$ 14J9L.UU

lWafiVfemonaTAn[fFe ormln~en eCJoycEfF ur ougn IT -H625
IGrana Total I ~ 1,1I<,lU4,6'
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E. Details of Contracts &Products in 2009 SF Approved List

Category Sub·Categories .. , .,
, .. ,. .. .,. , ... , . ...

Automotive Antifreeze New subcategory Suggested
Fluids Brake Cleaners New subcategory Suggested

Carburetor Cleaners New subcategory Suggested

Degreasers New subcategory Suggested

Parts Washers New sUbcategory Suggested

Automotive Mud Flaps New subcategory Suggested
Supplies & Refillable Can / Sprayer New subcategory Suggested
Equipment

Shop Towels New subcategory Suggested

Tires New subcategory Suggested

Wheel Weights New subcategory Suggested

Automotives Alternative Fuel contract Required

Batieries Rechargeables· Hybrid New sUbcategory Suggested

Rechargeables- NimH (Office (Office Supplies Required

Alkalines Supplies Contract) Limited Use

Ni-Cad Prohibited

Building New subcategory Suggested

Etectronics Computers New subcategory Contract Required

Netbooks New subcategory Required

Computer servers (non- New subcategory Required

Copiers, Printers, Contract Required

Electronics Electronics Cleaners New subcategory Suggested
Cieaners Air Blowers New subcategory Suggested

Coil Cleaners New subcategory Suggested

Degreasers New subcategory Suggested

Vacuums (hand-held) 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

Hot Cups Required

Paper Napkins And Required

Paper Plates. Required

Fuei Biodiesel Contract Required

Janitorial Bathroom Contract Required
Cleaners Cleaner Degreasers Required

General Purpose . Required

Glass Cleaners Required
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Category Sub-Categories .. .. . ..
• . . ,. • -fa . . -. ~ • . ...

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

Odor Control for Drains Suggested

Tile & Grout Cleaners Suggested

Janitorial Paper Towels Contract Required
Papers Toilet Seat Covers Required

Toilet Tissue Required

Janitorial Contract Language New subcategory Suggested

Janitorial Hand Dryers: Electric Suggested
Supplies Microfiber cloths, Suggested

Landscaping Compost New subcategory Suggested

Edging (Lawn & New subcategory Suggested

Fertilizers New subcategory Suggested

Hoses (Garden & New subcategory Suggested

Mulch New subcategory Suggested

Lighting Fixtures New subcateaorv New Contract Reauired Limited Use Prohibited
Ballasts Contract Reauired Limited Use Prohibited
Bulbs Tubes Reauired Limited Use Prohibited

Lubricants,Oil Motor Oil (Re-refined) New SUbcategory Suggested

Movers Reusable Boxes New subcategory Suggested

Office Papers Copier Bond

Office Various (includes New Contract
Supplies Markers: Permanent Suggested

Markers: Whiteboard Suggested

Paper: white, 8.5" X11" Contract Required

Paper: white, 8.5" X14" Required

Paper: white, 11" X17 Required

Sanitizers Suggested

Paints Green Seal Certified New subcategory Suggested

Paint Graffiti Removers New subcategory Suggested

Paint Acetone New subcategory Suggested

Toner Remanufactured Contract Suggested

Wood Forest Stewardship New subcategory Suggested

Arsenic-Treated Limited Use

TOTAL 80 34 3 13 30 48 6 5





F. City Purchases of Green Office Supplies 2009
Ranked by sales volume for 50 most popular categories. % green for each category are calculated by doliars spent: From Office Depot sales reports.

I SITE SPECIFIC SPECIALS $13,764 calendars - no recycled content option listed
2 CALENDAR, DESK WAll, REFillS, DATED $12,476 YES 83.00%
3 CALENDAR, TIME MGMT, ORGANIZERS, REFillS, DATED $4,194 YES 83.00%
4 lUNCHROOM EQUIP SUPPLIES (FOOD SERVICE,PPR,PLAST $2,806
5 FilE FOLDERS -TOP TAB $2,788 YES 98.00%
6 TAPE,TAPE DISPENSERS $2,470
7 BINDERS, PRESENTATION, VIEW $2,393 YES 88.00%
8 POST IT, FLAGS, PADS, EASELS $2,386 YES 19.00%
9 PEN,BAllPOINT,EXECUTlVE,SETS, CUSTOM INK, INK Cl $2,322 YES 40.00% includes refillable or recycled content

10 ClEANER,DISINFECT,DEODORIZER $2,199 . specification needed .

11 INDEXES, DIVIDERS, INDEX TABS $2,166 YES 81.00')/0-
12 SAFETY,FIRST AID,CROWD CNTRl,INTERCM,SEC $2,129
13 LABELS, SHEET, MAILING, SPECIALTY $1,918 recycled content should be iavailable
14 BOOK,ACCOUNTlNG,COlUMNAR,RECORO,RECORD KEEPING SYS $1,819 YES 10.00%
15 STORAGE BOXES,FllES,ORWR,SYSTEMS $1,669 YES 97.00%
16 ENVELOPES CUSTOM $1,644 YES 22.00%
17 MAllROOM,SHIPPING,CORRAGATEO BOXES,KNIVES $1,205 SOME mixed category-can't compare
18 COMPUTER TAPE,DISKETIES,CD,MAG CARO STORAGE $1,193 SOME mixed category-can't compare
19 BOARO,CHAlK,BUllETIN,DRY ERASE $1,176 SOME mixed category-can't measure
20 PAD,WRITING,lEGAl,lETIER $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 compare
24 MEMORY DRIVES $940
25 HANGING FilE FOLDERS $883 YES 97.00%
26 lETTERING MACHINE,TAPE CTRG,SUPPLlES,LABElERS $868 SOME mixed category-can't compare
27 DESKACCESSORIES/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, DlSP. $747
30 DISCONTINUED BY MANUFACTURER $686
31 MARKERS $684 YES 73.00% satisfactory spec does not exist
32 AIR CLEANER $679
33 EXPANDING FilES $596 YES 98.00%
34 OEM Toner Cartridges $544 separate cartridge contract exists
35 BINDING,LAMINATING MACHINE SUPPLIES $539 SOME mixed category-can't compare
36 FACSIMilE MACHINE $522
37 BATTERIES CHARGERS $506 YES 50.00% 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%
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41 I HEATER,FAN,AIR CLNR,HUMDFRS I $440
42 I CALENDAR, DESK WALL, REFILLS, UNDATED I $408
43 I NOTEBOOK,MEMO,WB,BOUND I $407
44 I HIGHLIGHTERS I $403
45 I DISC JANITORIALITEMS I $391
46 I SIGNS,ELECTRONIC SIGNS I $370
47 I GLOVES,APRONS I $354
48 I REPORT COVERS, PORTFOLIOS I $352
49 I SHREDDER,SHREDDER BAGS ACCESSORIES I $351

YES
YES
YES

YES

97,00%
64,00%
68,00%

73,00%

* %GreenB for this calculation includes primarily any items with postconsumer waste recycled content. It also includes UAP Certified NonToxic, Conforms to ASTM D­
4236" (some with "water-based" designation), "Green Seal Certitied, contains 30% postconsumer recycled content" (some paper products), and "refillable" (for
ballpoint pens), A breakdown ot actual recycled contents purchased can be tound below,
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2010 Local Agency Biennial Notice

Office of Economic andWorkforce Development

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 448

E-mail: todd.rufo@sfgov.org (415)554-4565Fax No:

Office Phone No: 415-554-5694Todd RufoContact Person:

Name of Agency:

Mailing Address:

This agency has reviewed its conflict-of-interest code and has determined that:

[8] An amendment is required. The following amendments are necessary:
(Check all that apply.)

X Include new positions (including consultants) that must be designated.
X Delete positions that manage public investments from the list of designated positions.
o Revise disclosure categories.
X Revise the titles of existing positions.
X Delete titles of positions that have been abolished.
o Other (describe) -,-_- _

o Code is currentlyunder review by the code-reviewing body.

o No amendment is required.
The agency's code accurately designates all positions that make or participate in the making
of governmental decisions; the disclosure categories assigned to those positions accurately
require the disclosure of all investments, business positions, interests in real property, and
sources of income that may foreseeably be affected materially by the decisions made by
those holding the designated positions; and the code includes all other provisions required by
Government Code Section 87302.

Sig e ChiefExecutive Officer Date .

Complete this notice regardless of how recently your code was approved or amended.

Please return this notice no later than August 1, 2010, via e-mail (PDF), inter-office mail,
or fax to:

Clerk ofthe Board
Board of Supervisors
ATTN: Peggy Nevin
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
Fax: 554-5163
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Director, Office of Economic and Workforce Development
Development Advisor
Director, Neighborhood Business Development
Director, Business Development
Director, International Trade and Commerce
Project Managers
Director of Workforce Development
Deputy Director of Workforce Development
City Build Progranl Director





NEWSOM
MAYOR

SAN FRANCISCO FIRE DEPARTMENT

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

ME NDUM

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

Mayor Gavin Newsom

Joanne Hayes-White, Chief of Depart n

September 23,2010

Update on Utility Infrastructure Safety Review

As you knQw, it has been two weeks since the San Bruno natural gas transmission explosion and fire.
Following the incident, aUtiiity Infrastructure Safety Review was formed at your direction. The mission was
to work closely with PG&E to receive acomprehensive report on all natural gas transmission and
distribution lines in the City and County of San Francisco including location, age, condition and
maintenance of lines.

AUtility Infrastructure Safety Review Workgroup has been formed comprised of City Administrator Ed Lee,
Chief of Staff Steve Kawa, Director of Department of Public Works Ed Reiskln, myself and members of the
San Francisco Fire Department.

I am pleased to report that significant progress has been made to date:

On September 15, 2010, the Workgroup met with PG&E representatives to discuss objectives and
timelines. This initial meeting provided asolid foundation to gain athorough understanding of the natural
gas infrastructure within our City. At this meeting, we made arequest for maps of all pipeline infrastructure.
On September 16, 2010, asite visit was conducted in San Bruno.

We have scheduled afollow up meeting with PG&E on September 29,2010 and will be convening at
PG&E's Emergency Operations Center to continue our discussions and review their emergency response
protocols.

Jpst this morning, Ipersonally metWithP~&~representatives and wasprbVidild with adl3taill3d m~p of
both gas transmission and distribution lines, in additlonto aRisk Management Procedures document
detailing PG&E's gas transmission pipeline integrity managelTient plan. PG&E also provided acopy of the

698 SECONe STREET' SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94107' 415.558.3400
WWW.SF-FIRE.ORG





Code of Federal Regulations that addresses safety requirements for gas transmission pipelines. I was
assured that PG&E is in full compliance with these Federal regulations. After preliminary review of the
maps and discussions with PG&E, we have learned that gas transmiss.ion lines entering into the City and
County of .San Francisco are less than half of the pressure of the lines in operation in San Bruno.

Having this information from PG&E prior to our meeting on September 29,2010 will afford the Fire
Department the ability to review and analyze all documents, allowing for amore productive meeting.

PG&E has been responsive to all requests made to date and has cooperated fully from completing leak
surveying within hours of the San Bruno incident to demonstrating awillingness to provide natural gas
training to our members. Iwill continue to update you as our Utility Infrastructure Safety review makes
further progress.

cc: Steve Kawa, Chief of Staff, MaYor's Office
David Chiu, President, Board ofSupervisors
Ed Lee, City Administrator
Dennis Herrera, City Attorney



I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I



BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Rookie Fire mistakes by Chief Hayes-White and Chief Gardner.

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

JAMES CORRIGAN <marylouc@mac.com>
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
10104/2010 08:24 AM
Rookie Fire Fighting mistakes by Chief Hayes-White and Chief Gardner.

Dear Members of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

Last year, Chief Hayes-White and Chief Gardner made a total of $533,000.
Yet, despite being professionals, they play russian roulette, by professional
firefighting standards, by keeping "in service" a truck
company whose aerial is extended and jacks are out. A NO! NO! by the
standards of a professional fire department.
Sure, nothing happened that time. That's why they call it Russian
Roulette. What's even more dangerous, is to have 40 fire stations
in San Francisco performing commnnity service without notifying either
Headquarters or the Dispatch Center.

Jim Corrigan

From: william.mcdonald@sanjoseca.gov
Subject: RE: Aerial Truck Companies - "in service" or "out of service?"
Date: September 21, 2010 5:23:16 PM PDT

To: marylouc@mac.com
Hello Mr. Corrigan,

My name is Willie McDonald, thank you for your interests in the City of San Jose
Fire Department The answer to your question is that if a truck or engine
company has equipment off of their vehicle for any reason such that they would
have a delayed response, that company is placed out of service and
unavailable to respond to emergencies. The reason for our practice is that we
believe that our best chance to make a difference in an emergency and have
the greatest potential for an incident to have a positive outcome is for our
companies to arrive as quickly as possible. Our service level objective for the
Department is to arrive at the scene of a reported emergency within 8 minutes,
80% of the time. If a company has put itself in a position that would require 20
minutes or more before it could begin responding, we think that allowing an
emergency to continue uncontrolled for that amount of time (given your
scenario) would be completely unacceptable. Please let me know if you have
any other questions or need additional clarification. I can be reached by phone
at (408) 277-5488.

Thanks,

William L McDonald, Fire Chief
City of San Jose

From: ronnie.villanueva@lacitv.org Los Angeles Fire Department
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Subject: Re: Aerial Ladder companies ~ "in service"" or "out of service?"
Date: September 23,201011:40:22 AM PDT

To: marylouc@mac.com

"We would put ourselves out of service. From the time of alarm, our goal is to have a
response time of 5 minutes 90% of the time. With the aerial out of the bed and the
gronnd jacks down we'd never make it. I believe it takes approximately 3 minutes to
put everything back to normal.

• In the Fire Station we are to get out of the station in 60 seconds.
• Ifwe make ourselves conditionally available (CAV, means you're out of

service but can still respond) we are to respond within 3 minutes.
• Ifyou cannot meet the criteria above, we put ourselves Not Available

(NAV).
If you need any further information please let me know."

Ronnie

On Tue, Sep 21, 2010 at 1:50 PM, JAMES CORRlGAN <marylouc@mac.com>
wrote:

Los Angeles Fire Department

Dear Chief Villanueva and Chief McDonald:

Could you answer this question for me?
Ifone of your aerial ladders is reqnested to perform a special service (i.e. not an
emergency scrvice) to assist s"y " Church with striugiug" b"nner or h"nging Christm"s
lights; lInd
if it uecessit"tes the use of the "eri,,1 lInd J"cks; lInd if it is estim"ted the job will t"ke 20
minutes to" h"lfhonr; does the S"n Jose Fire Department pl"ce that "eri,,1 truck
comp"ny
in an "out of service" status or would you keep that Truck "in service" should an
"emergency dispatch" occur?

Could you very briefly explain your decision?

Thank you so much,

Jim Corrigan

Deputy ChiefGardner h"s responded to my questions regarding Truck 14 hanging a banner on Geary St.
(see below)

From a Department that cries, "Seconds Count", ChiefGardner doesn't wince when he says, optimistically,
that Truck 14 conld have been re"dy to go in 5 minutes or 300 seconds.
Chief Gardner is almost home spun when he writes, " Many times these reqnests are done through the
10c,,1 Fire St"tions."
Wow! We c"n h"ve 40 Independent, S.F. fire stations carrying out good will tasks with our fire
equipmeut, with no one at Headquarters or the Disp"tch Center, the wiser, or in " positiou to
"pprove or disapprove. Now that is a helluva w"y to run lIn emergency service. Perhaps our
firefighters should wear cowboy h"ts instead of helmets as they are "cting like undisciplined
cowboys.





Chief Gardner admits no written reqnests were made by the Chnrch or Station 14.
In other words, proper professional procedure, ends with a pre-school wishiug to visit a firehouse:

• "All Group Visits to SFFD Fire Stations, must be scheduled through the Chiefs
Administrative Officer with at least 10 business days advance notice. "
http://www.sf-fire.org/index.aspx?page=162

• Uyou want to borrow au aerial ladder truck and its crew, to hoist a banner high iuto the
air, hiuderiug it to respond to a life and death situation by at least 5 minutes, dou't ask aud
don't tell anyone at Headquarters or Central Dispatch. We, the SFFD, will just wing it.

Chief Gardner is prond to announce that the SFFD is "always willing to help our neighbors in any
way."

Is it "irony" that when the SFFD helps a tax-exempt entity such as the Church on Geary St. they do it for
free; and when they take a San Francisco taxpayer to the hospital it costs the taxpayer $1643 .OO?

If Chief Gardner had answered a promotional exam question as to whether to keep Truck 14 "in service"
while hanging that banner, and he answered it "YES",
he would have been marked WRONG. Just ask Oakland, L.A. and San Jose Fire officials their take on such
a situation.
Because there was no calamity resulting from Truck 14 remaining "in service" during this incident, one
should not find solace. It only means that one more round is in the chamber the next time cowboys run free
with emergency equipment in San Francisco.
Sincerely yours,
Jim Corrigan

Begin forwarded message:

From: Patrick.Gardner@sfgov.org
Date: September 20, 2010 5:21 :20 PM PDT
To: marvlouc@mac.com
Subject: Ability to respond

Mr. Corrigan,

The Truck Company that assisted with the banner was Truck 14. The aerial
ladder and the hydraulic jacks were used. Modern Trucks have only two jacks
that can be operated by one Firefighter. Retracting the aerial and jacks
requires about 4 to 5 minutes.

No written request was received by Headquarters. The Fire Department makes
every effort to assist in community service when ever possible. We are
known for our emergency responses but are always willing to help our
neighbors in any way. Many times these requests are done through the loca'
Fire Stations.

Truck 14 was in service when they were assisting with the Church Banner. If
the Truck was dispatched during the time the aerial was extended, the
response time still would be faster than dispatching another Truck from a
longer distance.

Respectfully,
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From:
To:

Cc:

Date:
Subject:

To:
Cc:
Bcc:

Bob's Bum

"Bob Larive" <bob@fior.com>
"'Bob at Home'" <bob@fior.com>, <lgoodin1@mindspring.com>, "'Craig Schwan'"
<Craig.Schwan@ihrco.com>, "'Aline Estournes'" <aestournes@wbcsf.com>,
<dania.duke@hyatt.com>, "'Jan Misch'" <Jan.Misch@tuscaninn.com>, '''Kevin Carroll'"
<kcarroll@visitfishermanswharf.com>, "'quin. orlick@tuscaninn. com'"
<quin.orlick@tuscaninn.com>, "'Steve'" <stevew@pier39.com>, <kevin.cashman@sfgov.org>,
"cwnevius" <cwnevius@sfchronicle.com>, "kgarcia" <kgarcia@sfexaminer.com>
"'Lee Housekeeper'" <NewsService@aol.com>, <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>,
<dsaunders@sfchronicle.com>, <matierandross@sfchronicle.com>, <Igarchik@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.Elsbernd@sfgov.org>, <Sophie.Maxwell@sfgov.org>
10101/201009:34 AM
Cowboy Bob's Bum Report

I was out this AM and was very disappointed that Supervisors Chiu and Daly had not solved the problem

already.

Darn! There were only 33 bums, homeless, underserved in the Wharf area. Note some of the

pictures below.

The problem keeps getting worse but who really cares? By the way note the one picture of the lunch

Sup. Daly

left for them on Jefferson. I wish he would hurry up and open his bar so they will be able to get drinks

and better food.

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
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To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject:

BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

PLease do not raise n~rl<inn meter rates and fines

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

s m <mts7@hotmail.com>
<mtaboard@sfmta.com>, <gavin.newsom@sfgov.org>, <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
09/29/201009:53 AM
PLease do not raise parking meter rates and fines

Hon. Mayor, MTA Board, and Supervisors,

I have read that the city maybe running a deficit and has a large pension fund gap but trying to
plug them with parking meter rate hikes and fines is the wrong way to do it. Such hikes will actually
lower the revenues as businesses will suffer and also cause congestion in residential areas. The city
needs to cut spending and not harass local busineses and residents and visitors by raising parking fees
fines.
Thank you.

Steve
A long time resident and a tax payer
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From:
To:

Cc:
Date:
SUbject:

To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw: <>UDDDflfor the America's

Susan Ruhne <sruhne@yahoo,com>
Michela,Alioto-Pier@sfgov,org, John,Avalos@sfgov,org, David,Campos@sfgov,org,
David,Chiu@sfgov,org, Carmen,Chu@sfgov,org, Chris,Daly@sfgov,org, Bevan,Dufty@sfgov,org,
Sean,Elsbernd@sfgov,org, Eric,L.Mar@sfgov,org, Sophie,Maxwell@sfgov,org,
Ross,Mirkarimi@sfgov,org
board,of,supervisors@sfgov,org, Susan Ruhne <sruhne@yahoo,com>, gavin,newsom@sfgov,org
09/29/2010 09:51 AM
Support for the America's Cup

Dear Supervisors;

I am writing to ask you to support the bid to host the 34th America's Cup in San
Francisco,
I am a nine year resident of San Francisco, and a passionate sailor, I am also a member
of a
San Francisco yacht club, for over 15 years, I am not a "wealthy yacht owner" but instead
a
sailor who loves being on the water. I do not own my own boat. I live in district 1, spend
a lot
of my free time in district 2, and work in district 6, I had the honor of working for the
AmericaOne Campaign in 1999/2000, that was from San Francisco & raced in Auckland,
New Zealand, I saw firsthand how a community came together, invested in cleaning up
& developing prime waterfront facilities that made the event appealing to, and fun for,
thousands of both locals & visitors, Since the two America's Cup events in Auckland,
this area & development has just improved, for the benefit of many,

I ask you alL as the elected supervisors for the City & County of San Francisco to not
pass up this opportunity to showcase our wonderful city, fix/ redevelop waterfront facilities

to allow more people to access the waterfront & activity from our port. and host the
America's Cup, The unique set up of San Francisco's port & waterfront would allow
for the Cup & associated events to touch so many districts in San Francisco - and
allow so many residents to be able to visit/watch/be involved in this great event.

Over the last two months, our club has hosted three world championships and one
major international regatta, The sailors - and family and friends who accompany
them - came from over 29 nations, and all spent money in our city - on housing,
food, supplies for their boats, rental cars, touring the area and so much more,
San Francisco is known worldwide as one of the greatest places to saiL a place that
tests a sailors skills, and a wonderful place to visit too,
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Page I of I

Americas Cup - Thank you
Susan Ruhne
to:
Michela.Alioto-Pier, John.Avalos, David.Campos, David.Chiu, Carmen.Chu, Chris.Daly, Bevan.Dufty,
Sean.Elsbemd, Eric.L.Mar, Sophie.Maxwell, Ross.Mirkarimi, board.of.supervisors, Susan Ruhne,
gavin.newsom
10/07/2010 II :08 AM
Show Details

Supervisors Mirikarimi, Dufty, Elsbernd, Mar, Maxwell, Alioto-Pier, Campos, Chiu and Chu,

Thank you for your support of the Americas Cup 34 in San Francisco. The opportunity to hold this
event in San Francisco would have great results - for a variety of San Franciscans, not just the rich
people, not just sailors. Having spent 6 months in Auckland, New Zealand the first time they hosted the
cup, I saw firsthand how the local businesses benefited - not just hospitality, but household shops,
grocery stores, hardware stores, everything! I attended Sunday's Giant's game & it was so nice to
look at the beautiful area around the ballpark - the america's cup would add more to this progress.

For the Supervisors who voted against it - I hope you get a chance to witness the excitement that an
event can bring to the residents of our city, and also the benefits of revitiiizing our port for maritime
activites.

Thank you again!
Susan Rulme
205 7th Ave #2
San Francisco, CA 94118
srJJhn~@J'ljhQQ ..cQIn

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web4112.htm 101712010





SUNSHINE ORDINANCE
TASKFORCE

October 6, 2010

Honorable David Chiu
President, Board of Supervisors

Dear President Chiu:

City Han
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244

San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. (415) 554-7724
Fax No. 415) 554-7854

TDDrrTY No. (415) 554-5227

Please find attached the Annual Report to the Board of Supervisors from the Sunshine
Ordinance Task Force. Again, I express regrets about our tardiness in submitting the
report, but the delay was unavoidable because Task Force members' outside
commitments made it impossible at times to maintain or even muster a quorum.

We trust the report will help you, your honorable Board colleagues and your
administrative staff to understand the mission and goals of the Task Force, and how we
are working to meet them. Weare happy to provide additional information that any of
you requires. You can reach us through Task Force Administrator Chris Rustom in City
Hall Room 244; phone (415) 554-7724; e-mail sotf@sfgov.org. Thank you for your kind
attention.

Sincerely,

Richard A. Knee
Sunshine Ordinance Task Force Chair

http://www.sfgov.org/sunshine/



SUNSHINE ORDINANCE TASK FORCE
2009-10 ANNUAL REPORT

The Ordinance and the Task Force

The Sunshine Ordinance Task Force was established by the Sunshine Ordinance (Administrative
Code Sections 67.1 et seq.) to foster City government transparency and accountability.

The Ordinance was originally enacted in 1993 by the Board of Supervisors and then-Mayor
Frank Jordan. The current Ordinance was approved as Proposition G by City voters in
November, 1999.

The Task Force has II seats for voting members. Ten of them are filled as this report is being
written. The members are Chair Richard Knee; Vice-Chair Bruce Wolfe; Sue Cauthen; Hanley
Chan; Hope Johnson; James Knoebber; Suzanne Manneh; David Snyder; Allyson Washburn;
and Marjorie Ann Williams. Seat #7 recently became vacant when Nicholas Goldman left the
Task Force to study law.

Members are appointed by the Board of Supervisors, and the appointments receive Mayoral
approval. Members serve for two-year terms, without payor expense reimbursement. There is no
tenure limit for serving on the Task Force.

The Task Force has seats designated for ex-officio, non-voting members from the offices of the
Mayor and the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. Both seats are vacant as this report is being
written.

The Task Force is responsible for monitoring the effectiveness of the Ordinance and
recommending ways to improve it. The goals are to maximize citizens' access to City records
that are by law disclosable and to City meetings that are by law open to the public; and to help
City officials, employees and entities find operationally and economically efficient and effective
ways to meet those goals.

The Task Force normally meets on the fourth Tuesday of each month at 4 p.m. Committees of
the Task Force normally meet on various days during the second week of each month.

The length of Task Force and committee meetings varies with the amount of business before
them. Often, a major determinant for meetings of the Task Force, and of the Complaint, the
Compliance & Amendments and the Education, Outreach & Training Committees is the number
of sunshine-related complaints before them.

It is important to note that the number of complaints that the Task Force Administrator receives
is substantially higher than the number ofcomplaints that goes to the Task Force for
adjudication. This is because the Administrator is often able to bring the parties in interest
together for satisfactory clarification and resolution.



Long-Term Issnes

The Task Force also deals with long-term issues. The current list includes:

V Amending the Ordinance. The Task Force believes some reforms are necessary to enable it to
do its job more effectively. For a variety of reasons, the Task Force could not complete
deliberations on the proposed amendments in time to get the reform package on the November,
2010, ballot. The target date is now November, 2011. Because the current Ordinance was
enacted by the voters, amendments to it also must go on the ballot. Only in certain, narrowly
defined cases may the Board and the Mayor amend the Ordinance.

V Ethics Commission handling of sunshine-related complaints. The Commission has invited the
Task Force's input in developing a new set of policies in this area. The Task Force has long been
troubled with the way the Commission has been handling matters that the Task Force has
referred to the Commission. The Task Force believes that the Commission has erroneously
placed decisions on these matters with staff when the Commission itself should be making the
detenninations. The Commission staff has dismissed all of the roughly 15 complaints on which
the Task Force has requested enforcement for willful violation of the Ordinance. To the best of
the Task Force's knowledge, the staff has taken these actions often without reading through the
entire body of material relevant to a given case and never in consulting with the Task Force or an
original complainant.

V Updating the Index of Records. The City Administrator's Office is revising its guidelines and
policies for the Index of Records required by Section 67.29 of the Ordinance, and has told the
Task Force that it plans to train City departments to comply with new procedures. These
revisions are intended to create an Index that is more useful to the general public. The Task
Force continues to provide guideline and policy recommendations and monitor department
compliance.

Issues for the Board of Supervisors to Consider

The Task Force believes some clarifications regarding statements and perceptions about the
procedures and resources needed to manage the Task Force can help to inform future decisions
regarding the Task Force's annual budget. It seems there is a perception that "action minutes"
can be used for a quasi-judicial body. The Task Force does not conduct business in the same way
that the Board of Supervisors and its committees do. Evidence and testimony presented to the
Board and its committees are meant to shape policies that will revise or be added to existing
code; thus "action minutes" are pretty much the standard for policy bodies and the results are
what ultimately matter.

The operational process for the Task Force is quite different. It is, again, a quasi-judicial body
that, when receiving a sunshine-related complaint, takes specific testimony and evidence from
the complainant, from the respondent, and from persons supporting either party in interest. Such
hearings also include public comment. All of the foregoing and the resulting finding for the
complainant or the respondent go into a file that is at times quite voluminous. In addition, the
docket must be available for review, as it serves as "case law" under the Sunshine Ordinance.



There are other City policy bodies that operate much like the Task Force - including but not
limited to the Rent Board, Ethics Commission and Appeals Board -all of which have budgets
and staffs far larger than those of the Task Force.

The Task Force and its staff continually look for ways to improve operational and economic
efficiencies, both at meetings and in record-keeping. At the same time, the Task Force strongly
believes that maintaining staffing, equipment, supplies and facilities - and thus, the budget - at
least at current levels is of paramount importance. The Task Force notes with appreciation that
the Board and the Mayor intend to do that for fiscal 20 I0-11. But going forward, it is important
to remember that reducing the Task Force's budget based on the perceptions or presentations
would produce no net benefit and may violate the Sunshine Ordinance provision regarding
staffing and resource requirements. Ordinance Section 67.31 states in part, "The Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors shall provide a full-time staff person to perform administrative duties for
the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force and to assist any person in gaining access to public meetings
or public information. The Clerk of the Board of Supervisors shall provide that staffperson with
whatever facilities and equipment are necessary to perform said duties."

The Task Force encourages the Board to consult with the Clerk of the Board, Angela Calvillo,
and with Task Force Administrator Chris Rustom when questions arise about what the Task
Force needs in staffing, facilities, equipment and supplies to meet its responsibilities.

On a similar and equally relevant matter, the Task Force is deeply concerned about a paring of
assistance from the City Attorney's Office. Section 67.30(a) of the Sunshine Ordinance mandates
that a deputy city attorney (DCA) be assigned to work with the Task Force. Unfortunately,
budgetary constraints have caused the City Attorney to limit the number of hours per year that a
DCA is available to work with the Task Force. This is causing problems for the Task Force and
its committees as they weigh substantive and procedural matters. The Task Force has reminded
City Attorney Dennis Herrera of the Section 67.30(a) mandate. In an August 31,2010, letter to
Chair Knee, Mr. Herrera expressed his desire to provide the Task Force with "top-notch"
assistance as needed but said a reduction in the General Fund budget allocation to his Office
made it necessary to pare the number of hours that a DCA could work with the Task Force. The
Task Force strongly urges the Board of Supervisors to provide sufficient funding to enable the
City Attorney's Office to comply with the 67.30(a) mandate in future fiscal years.

A final note: The Task Force has for more than five years been requesting live videocasting of its
meetings on the City's cable channel, SFGOV-TV, and on the City's web site. The Task Force
has proved a viable, vital resource for the public, and its activities are sufficiently instructive as
to be a compelling subject for regular videocast. And this should not be difficult, as the Task
Force and its committees meet regularly in hearing rooms each equipped with at least one video
camera.

Again, the Task Force strongly urges that Board and the Mayor keep the Task Force's budget at
least at its current level, and recognize the Task Force's needs and requirements under the
Sunshine Ordinance for full-time staff and resources that will enable it to continue providing
services to the City and the public.



Respectfully submitted,
Richard A. Knee, Chair
Bruce Wolfe, Vice-Chair



Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Complai,nt Committee 2009-10 Annual Report

The Complaint Committee detennines whether the Task Force has jurisdiction on a given
complaint, helps complainants focus their complaints, monitors the complaint process and makes
recommendations to the Task Force regarding how complaints should be handled.

The Complaint Committee comprises three members: Chair James Knoebber, Richard Knee and
Allyson Washburn. Member Knee on July I replaced Doyle Johnson, who is no longer on the
Task Force. Member Johnson consistently showed genuine interest in ensuring informed and fair
decisions on the issues that came before the Committee and the full Task Force.

The Complaint Committee nonnally meets on the second Tuesday of each month at 3:30 p.m.

In 2009 the Complaint Committee heard 22 complaints. It should be noted that the full Task
Force held hearings on many more complaints than these. This is because the complaint
underlying a particular hearing may not necessarily come before the Complaint Committee. This
happens ifjurisdiction is not contested. Following are the matters that came before the
Complaint Committee in 2009, by month:

January
Witt v. Taxi Commission
Anonymous Tenants v. DB!

February
Anonymous v. City Attorney's Office

March
Rita O'flynn v. DTI
David Larkin v. DPW
Charles Pitts v. Health Dept.

April
Banks v. SF HIV Health Svcs. Planning Council

May
Anonymous v. MTA

June
Weston v. DHS
Leung & Fong v. DHS
Xexv.DHS
Xexv.DHS

July
Grogan v. Police Commission



Maionchi v. Dept. Rec Park
Tomina v. DBI

August
Kinnard v. HRC
Mabbutt v. Dept. Rec Park

September
No meeting

October
Mollindedo v. Zoological Society
Garcia v. Entertainment Commission

November
Lawrence v. MTA

December
Banks v. DPH

In 2010, the Complaint Committee has heard 13 complaints:

March
Lawrence v. MTA
Datesh v. Arts Commission
Daly v. Mayor's Office (Yarne and Arellano)

April
Bretherton v. Emergency Management Dept.

May
Crawford y. City Attorney's Office
Datesh v. Arts Commission
Robinson v. Rent Board
Hartz v. Rent Board (2 complaints)
Kinnard v. Human Rights Commission

June
Ptashnaya v. Adult & Aging Services Dept.
Xex v. Children & Families Commission
Dumont v. Recreation & Parks Dept.

The Complaint Committee would be aided immeasurably by the presence of a Deputy City
Attorney at our meetings. Economy moves within the City Attorney's office have
eliminated our ability to rely on a legal voice to assist us as we deliberate.



Respectfully submitted,
James Knoebber, Chair



Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Compliance & Amendments Committee 2009-10 Annual Report

The Compliance & Amendments Committee (CAe) takes the lead in monitoring the
effectiveness of the Sunshine Ordinance and in proposing revisions thereto. In addition, the CAC
follows up on Orders of Determination that the Task Force issues when finding violations of the
Ordinance, investigating whether the Orders have been met and recommending when necessary
that the Task Force refer cases of willful violation to entities empowered to impose penalties.

The CAC comprises five members: Chair Allyson Washburn, Hope Johnson, Richard Knee,
David Snyder and Bruce Wolfe. Mr. Snyder replaces Erica Craven-Green on the CAC and on the
Task Force, holding the Task Force seat designated for an attorney nominated by the Society of
Professional Journalists, Northern California Chapter. Ms. Craven-Green contributed extensive
knowledge of statutory and case law, and of their applicability to matters that came before the
CAC, which she chaired from July, 2009, to April, 2010, and the Task Force.

The CAC normally meets the second Tuesday of each month at 4 p.m.

The CAC in March, 2010, completed a long series of exhaustive public deliberations on
proposed amendments to the Sunshine Ordinance, and sent the package for in-public review, still
in progress, by the Task Force.

The CAC is taking the lead in developing guidelines for the Task Force on public access to
electronic records, including backup, storage and retrieval. This is a long, complex process,
given the immense volume of information to be gathered on available and evolving technology,
work in progress by the Committee on Information Technology, and best practices in other
jurisdictions around the country.

The CAC in 2009 followed up on 20 Orders of Determination that the Task Force issued after
finding violations of the Sunshine Ordinance:

February
Crossman v. Dept. of Telecommunications & Information Services (OTIS): Partial compliance
found; matter continued.
Xex v. Arts Commission: Compliance found. No further action taken.

May
O'Flynn v. Dept. of Technology (formerly OTIS): Continued.
Arce & Brooks v. SFPUC: Refen-ed back to Task Force with reconunendation to refer to Ethics
Commission due to willful violation.
Larkin v. Dept. of Public Works: Referred back to Task Force with recommendation to refer to
Ethics Commission due to willful violation.
Anonymous Tenants v. Dept. of Building Inspection: Continued to July meeting.



June
O'Flynn v. Dept. of Technology (continued from previous month): Ms. O'Flynn could not
attend; matter continued.
SORE v. SFPUC: Neither party was present or represented. Matter was deemed concluded.

July
O'Flynn v. Dept. of Technology (continued from previous month): CAC determined it could
take no further action.
Anonymous Tenants v. Dept. of Building Inspection (continued from May meeting): Continued.

August
Anonymous Tenants v. Dept. of Building Inspection (continued from previous meeting):
Compliance found. Matter concluded.

September
Maionchi v. Dept. of Recreation & Parks: Compliance found. No further action taken.
Kinnard v. Human Rights Commission: Continued.
Mabbutt v. Dept. of Recreation & Parks: Good-faith effort by both sides found. Matter taken off
calendar.
Warfield v. Public Library: Continued.
Warfield v. Board ofAppeals: Respondent not present or represented. Matter continued.

October
Cauthen v. Library Commission: Referred to Task Force with recommendation of referral to
Ethics Commission due to willful violation by Commission President Jewelle Gomez.
Kinnard v. Human Rights Commission (continued from previous month): There was tentative
indication ofcompliance. CAC asked complainant to meet with respondent and inform the CAC
if Order of Determination had not been met. CAC took no formal action.
Mabbutt v. Dept. of Recreation & Parks: CAC encouraged parties to work together; took no
formal action.
Warfield v. Public Library (continued from previous month): Agreed CAC Chair Craven-Green
would write a letter to the Library expressing displeasure at its failure to appear at hearings, and
asking why documents were not provided and why an unusable copy of a draft was provided
after five days. Library was also to respond as to when the original of a requested blueprint was
deleted and whether it could provide full-sized copies. If the Library does not respond within five
days following receipt of the letter, the CAC was to refer matter to Task Force.
Warfield v. Board of Appeals (continued from previous month): Matter referred to Task Force
with recommendation to refer it to Ethics Commission due to willful violation.
O'Flynn v. Mayor's Office of Housing: Further information needed; matter continued.
Evans v. Ella Hill Hutch Community Center: Further information needed; matter continued.
Evans v. African-American Art & Culture Complex: CAC Chair Craven-Green said she would
urge respondent produce a list of employees and other documents sought by complainant. She
would also inform the Arts Commission that it needs to produce documents it may have on the
Art and Culture Complex. No further action.



November
O'Flynn v. Mayor's Office of Housing (continued from previous month): Information from
respondent needed; matter continued.
Mollinedo v. Zoological Society: Continued with instruction to respondent to produce minutes
that had been redacted.
Warfield v. Clerk of the Board: Compliance found. No further action.
Warfield v. Clerk of the Board: Continued with instruction that respondent provide written
policy regarding personal-information redactions.

December
Kinnard v. Human Rights Commission: Consensus to correspond with respondent for
clarification on pending issues.
O'Flynn v. Mayor's Office of Housing (continued from previous month): Non-compliance and
willful violation found; matter referred back to Task Force.
Mollinedo v. Zoological Society (continued from previous month): Compliance found. No
further action.

The CAC has in 2010 followed up on 10 Orders of Determination that the Task Force issued
after finding violations of the Sunshine Ordinance:

January
Mabbutt v. Dept. of Parks & Recreation: Continued.

February
Mabbutt v. Dept. of Parks & Recreation (continued from previous meeting): Matter referred to
Task Force with recommendation to refer it to Ethics Commission due to willful violation.
Banks v. Dept. of Public Health: Complainant advised to make broad request for information.
Matter concluded.
Anonymous Tenants v. Planning Dept.: Evidence from both sides found lacking. No further
action.
Tsang v. Dept. of Building Inspection: Compliance found. Matter concluded.
Addario v. Arts Commission: Compliance found but certain aspects of the matter needed
attention of Education, Outreach & Training Committee.

March
Starr v. City Attorney's Office: Referred to Task Force for referral to an enforcement entity to be
determined, due to willful violation.
Kinnard v. Human Rights Commission: Compliance found except for non-timely response
violation. No further action.



July
Ptashnaya v. Dept. of Aging & Adult Services: Referred to Task Force for referral to an
enforcement entity to be determined, due to willful violation.
Dumont v. Recreation & Parks Dept.: Compliance found. Matter concluded.
Hartz v. Police Commission: Continued.

The CAC would be aided immeasurably by the presence of a Deputy City Attorney at our
meetings. Economy moves within the City Attorney's office have eliminated our ability to
rely on a legal voice to assist us as we deliberate.

Respectfully submitted,
Allyson Washburn, Chair



Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Education, Outreach & Training Committee 2009-10 Annual Report

The Education Outreach & Training Committee (EOTC) is active on several fronts as it pursues
its mission to communicate the precepts of open government to City departments and the
residents of San Francisco.

The EOTC comprises five members: Chair Hanley Chan, Sue Cauthen, Hope Johnson, Suzanne
Mmmeh and Marjorie Ann Williams. Ms. Johnson on July 1 replaced Doyle Johnson, who is no
longer on the Task Force. Mr. Johnson consistently showed genuine dedication to the work of
the Committee and the full Task Force.

The EOTC normally meets on the second Thursday of each month at 4 p.m.

The EOTC works with City departments on compliance issues. It explains the Sunshine
Ordinance to community groups and government entities. It contacts local news media to
acquaint them with open government issues.

OUTREACH: In 2009, the EOTC took on a new fnnction: working with City departments
found in violation of the Snnshine Ordinance. The goal is to bring them into voluntary
compliance and avoid pnnitive measnres.

We are pleased to report a high degree of snccess. A notable example is the Historic
Preservation Commission, which upgraded its minutes to conform to the Sunshine
Ordinance by providing a brief summary of each public comment.

Other groups pursuing voluntary compliance with Sunshine law at the behest of the EOTC
include the Planning Department, the Public Utilities Commission, Shanti, the Shelter
Monitoring Committee, the Mayor's Office of Economic & Workforce Development, the SF
HIV Health Services Planning Council, and the Arts Commission, among others.

Recently, the EOTC proposed giving Sunshine awards to encourage government entities to
undertake full compliance with open-government precepts, following both the spirit and the
letter of the law. We believe our awards will draw more attention to the Sunshine Ordinance and
the many positive features of participatory democracy.

EDUCATION: In pursuing our charge to transmit the principles of open government to the
public, the Committee was effective on two fronts: (I) presentations to community and
government groups, and (2) development and distribution of educational materials.

The EOTC has met with such diverse groups as Police Depaltment Community Relations teams,
Shanti, the Mayor's Office of Economic & Workforce Development, the SF HIV Health
Services Council and North Beach Neighbors. We are set to appear before the Shelter
Monitoring Committee, as well as the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods, a 35-member
umbrella group. Once amendments to the Ordinance are in place, we anticipate a lively business
explaining the new rules to the public.



We have also developed a brochure to explain the Sunshine Ordinance and its administration to
the public, including tips on how to file a Sunshine complaint and other helpful facts. With the
assistance ofYER Promotions, we created a compact, full-color handout on glossy paper, titled
"We Love Sunshine in SF." We also helped the Public Utilities Commission's revise its
government procedures to ensure compliance.

We are hampered when an informed representative from a City department does not attend our
meetings, a requirement under Section 67.21(e) of the Sunshine Ordinance. Failure to appear
makes it impossible for us to pursue voluntary compliance with Task Force findings.

The EOTC would be aided immeasurably by tbe presence of a Deputy City Attorney at our
meetings. Economy moves within the City Attorney's office have eliminated our ability to
rely on a legal voice to assist us as we deliberate.

Nonetheless, the EOTC is encouraged by the positive response to our efforts from both City
government and the general public. We welcome the opportunity to continue fostering open
government.

Respectfully submitted,
Hanley Chan, Chair
Sue Cauthen, Immediate Past Chair



Sunshine Ordinance Task Force
Rules Committee 2009-10 Annual Report

The Rules Committee's job is to set guidelines to help the Task Force meet its missions of
monitoring the effectiveness of the Sunshine Ordinance; recommending revisions to the
Ordinance; and helping City entities such as policy bodies and departments to comply with the
Ordinance.

The Rules Committee is dormant; Task Force Chair Richard Knee has stated it will be
reactivated when necessary.

Toward the end of his service on the Task Force in mid-201O, Committee Chair Doyle Johnson
proposed what he envisioned as a low-cost marketing campaign aimed at generating Sunshine
awareness among young adults and to encourage their participation in the political process.

The campaign would include production of printed materials for distribution at major city
festivals, street fairs, park events, etc.; use of online resources such as social networking sites
and the City's own website; and an online newsletter.

These goals could be met by finding sponsors such as green printers and online media; obtaining
free printing in exchange for tax breaks and publicity; getting volunteers or interns to pass out
handbills and other materials; getting interns to create campaign graphics designs; and
distributing a monthly Task Force newsletter, in electronic and print versions, to City entities to
make officials aware of their Sunshine responsibilities.

Respectfully submitted,
Richard A. Knee, Task Force Chair



Complaints: January 2009 to June 2010

Date Received Complainant Department/Respondent Status
Ray Hartz City Attorney's Office (Matt

1/5/2009 09001) Dorsey) Complaint 2110/09, Task Force 02124/09, Contd, 03/24/09, Withdrawn 3124/09
Michael Petrelis

1/612009 09002) Public Health STD Unit Task Force 1127/09, No violation

Rita O'Flynn Task Force 02124/09, continued, Complaint Committee 3/10/09, Task Force 3/24/09, Violated 67,21~1 and CPRA 6253.9, CAC
1/19/2009 09003) Dept of Technology 5/12109, Contd 619/09, 7/14/09, No further action

Ray Hartz
1/23/2009 09004) City Attorney, Matt Dorsey Task Force 2124/09, No action taken, petition for reconsideration denied 3/24/09.

Steve Lawrence
112312009 09005) Public Utilities Commission Task Force 2/24/09; Withdrawn 2/9/09

Joshua Arce
1/26/2009 & Eric Brooks (09006) Public Utilities Commission Task Force 2124/09, quorum loss, Task Force 3/24/09, violated 67.29-7, CAC 5/12/09, Task Force 5/26/09, EC referral failed

David Larkin Complaint 03/10/09, Task Force 3/24/09,4/28/09, Violated 67.29 and 67.21 (e), CAC 5/12109, Task Force 5/26/09, Referred
1130/2009 09007\ Public Works to EC

Ray Hartz Task Force 2124/09, violated 67.29 & 67.21 (e). EOT 4/9/09, SOTF 6/23/09, 8/25/2009, 9/22/2009, No further action, EOT to
21412009 (09008) Police Commission review everv few months

Charles Pitts
21912009 09009) Health Dent Comolaint 03/10/09, Task Force 3124109, Violated 67.21 ( e )

Ray Hartz
2120/2009 (09010\ Arts Commission Task Force 3/24f09, EOT 4/9/09, No further action

Ray Hartz City Attorney's Office (Matt
2123/2009 09011) Dorsey) Task Force 3/24/09, Withdrawn 3/24/09

Ray Hartz
2/23/2009 09012) Office of Citizen Comolaints Comolaint 4/14/09, Withdrawn 3/24/09

Steve Lawrence
212712009 (09013) Public Utilities Commission Task Force 3124109, 4/28/09, violated 67.21 fbI, EOT 5/14/09, 6/11109

Ahimsa Porter Sumchai
3118/2009 09014) Board of Suoervisors Task Force 4/28/09, Contd 5/26/09. No violation

Raymond Bank SF HIV Health Services
3/18/2009 09015) Plannina Council Complaint Committee 4/14/09, Task Force 4/28/09, violated 67.21 (b), EaT 5/14/09, 6111/09, No further action

Peter Green
3/2312009 (09016) Public Health Task Force 4/28/09, Contd 5/26/09, No violation

SORE
23~Mar (09017) Public Utilities Commission Task Force 4/28/09, violated 67.21 (b), EaT 5/14/09, No further action

Anonymous Tenants Complaint Committee 4/14/09, Task Force 4/28/09, Violated 67.28 ( d), CAC 5/12109, Contd 7/14/09, Contd 8/11/09, no further
312712009 (09018) Dept of Blda Inspection action

Christian Holmer Board of Supervisors (COB &
4/3/2009 09019) SOTF) Task Force 5/26/09, Withdrawn

Anonymous
41712009 09020\ MTA Task Force 5/26/09, No violation
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Complaints: January 2009 to June 2010

SORE
412312009 09021) Public Utilities Commission Task Force 5126/08, Violated 67.21 ( b), CAC 6/9/09

Raymond Banks SF HIV Health Services
5/1312009 09022) PlanninQ Council Task Force 5126/08, No violation

SORE
5/1312009 09023) Public UtlUties Commission Task Force SIZ6/0a, No violation

Paul Weston
5/1512009 09024) Human Services Complaint 6/9/09, Task Force 6/23/09, violated 67.25 (a)

Charles Pitts
5/15/2009 09025) Human Services Task Force 6/23/09; 7128/09, violated 6725, No further action

Hanna Leung &
5/1812009 Lydia Fang (09026) Human Services Complaint 6/9/09, Task Force 6/23/09, 7/28/09, No further action

Alvin Xex Office of Economic and
5/18/2009 (09027) Workforce Development Complaint 6/9/09, Task Force 6/23/09, violated 67.21 (b), EOT 7/9109, No further action

AlvinXex
5/18/2009 09028) Deot of Human Resources Complaint 6/9/09, Task Force 6/23/09, No violation

Paul Weston Human Services (St Vincent de
5/20/2009 09029) Paul Society) Task Force 6/23/09, No violation

Ann Grogan
Complaint 7/14/09; Task Force 7/28/2009, violated 67.6 (e) and 67.4, EOT, 9/10/09, 10/8/09, Tabled61812009 09030) Police Commission

Kenneth Kinnard
61312009 (09031) Human RiQhts Commission Complaint 7/14/09; Cont requested 8/11/09, TF 8/25/2009, violated 67.21, 67.25, CAC 9/812009, 10/13/09, No further action

Dominic Maionchi
611812009 09032) Park and Recreation Task Force 7/28/09, violated 67.27, 67.24. CAC 9/8/2009, No further action

Task Force 7/28/09, violated 67.15 (a) and 67.34. EOT 9/10, CAG 10/13/09, Task Force 10/27/2009, Contd 12101/2009,
6/23/2009 Sue Cauthen (09033 Library Commission referred to EC

Brian Tomina
612312009 09034) Bldg Inspection Complaint 7/14/09; Task Force 7/28/09. No violation.

Dave Schneider
7/14/2009 (09035) COB, BOS Task Force 8/25/2009, violated 67.15 ( a ) & ( e ) No further action

Bridgid
Task Force 8/25/2009, violated 67.21 (a), 67.24 (d), 67.27, EaT 9/10/09, No further action7/14/2009 (09036) Police Deot

Ging Louie
7114/2009 09037) SFPUC Task Force 8/25/2009, Withdrawn 8/14/09

Anmarie Mabbutt
7117/2009 (09038) Rec & Park Complaint 8/11/2009, Task Force 8/25/2009, violated 67.21, CAC 9/8/2009, 10113/2009, No further action

Rita O'Flynn Task Force 8/25/2009, 9/22/2009, violated 67.21, 67.29-7 ( a ), CAG 10/13/2009, contd 11/10/2009, 1218/2009, Task Force
7/20/2009 09039) Mayor's Office of Housinq 01/5/10, referred to EC and DA

Hanna Leung
712212009 & Lydia Fong (09040) Human Services Task Force 8/25/2009, 9/2212009, Withdrawn
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Complaints: January 2009 to June 2010

Anna Mabbutt
7/28/2009 (09041) Mayor's Office Task Force 8/25/2009, Withdrawn 8/22/2009

Task Force 812512009, violated 67.21, CAe 9/8/09, Task Force 0912212009, CAG 10113/2009, Task Force 10/27/09, referred to
811112009 Peter Warfield {O9042\ Public Libraru EC

8/11/2009 Peter Warfield (09043 Librarv Commission Task Force 8/25/2009, 9/2212009, No further action

Task Force 8/25/2009, violated 67.1 (9), 67.21, CAG 9/8/2009, 10113/09, Task Force 10/2712009, ecntd 12/01/2009, referred to
811112009 Peter Warfield (09044) Board of Anneals EC

8/11/2009 Peter Warfield 109045' Board of Aoneals Task Force 8/25/2009, No further action

Randal Evans Ella Hill Hutch Community
8/14/2009 (09046) Center Task Force 9/2212009, CAG 10/13/2009, 11/10/2009, Withdrawn

Dominic Maionchi
8/14/2009 (09047) Park and Recreation Task Force 9/2212009, withdrawn

Brian Tomina
8/14/2009 (09048) Blda Insoection Task Force 9/22/2009, withdrawn

Randall Evans
8/17/2009 09049) Public Defender (MoMaaic) Task Force 9/22/2009, withdrawn

Randall Evans African American Art and
8/1712009 (09050) Culture Comolex Task Force 9/2212009, violated 67.21, CAC 10/13/2009, Tabled

Marilyn Mollinedo
Zoolooical Socletv

Complaint Committee 10/13/2009, Task Force 1012712009, violated 67.21, CAC 11/1012009 CAC 11/1 012009, 1218/2009, no
8/20/2009 09051) further action

Charles Pitts
9/2/2009 09052) Shelter Monitorina Committee Task Force 9/22/09, violated 67.15 ( d ), EDT 10/08/2009, No further action

Lou Dillon
913/2009 (09053) Recreation and Park Task Force 9/22/09, Contd 10/27/2009, No violation

Robert Garda
918/2009 (09054) Entertainment Commission Complaint Committee 10/13/09, Withdrawn 10/13/2009

919/2009 Peter Warfield (09055 Public Library Task Force 9/22109, No further action

Peter Warfield
9/9/2009 (09056) Clerk of the Board Task Force 9/22/09, violated 67.21 (a)., 67.21 (q), Contd 10/27/2009, CAC 11/10/2009, No further action

Task Force 9/22109, Contd 10/27/2009, 67.21 (a), 67.21 (b), CAC 11/10/2009, 12/812009, Task Force 01/5/10, referred to EC
91912009 Peter Warfield (09057) Clerk of the Board and EOTC 03/11/10, Task Force 04/27/10, referred to EC and 80S

Anmarie Mabbutt
9/11/2009 09058) Clerk of the Board Task Force 10/27/09, Withdrawn 10/23/09

Anmarie Mabbutt
9/11/2009 09059) Clerk of the Board Task Force 10/27/09, Withdrawn 10/23/09

Anmarie Mabbutt
9/11/2009 (09060) Clerk of the Board Task Force 10/27/09, Withdrawn 10/23/09
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Complaints: January 2009 to June 2010

Alvin Xex
9/2212009 (09061) Human Services Aaencv Task Force 10/27/09, No violation

Debra Benedict
10/212009 09062) Public Health Task Force 10/27/09, No further action

Alvin Xex
10/512009 (09063) Human Services Aaenev Task Force 10127/09, Tabled

Alvin Xex Economic Opportunity.Council
10/6/2009 (09064) of San Francisco Task Force 10/27/09, No further action

Charles Pitts Local Homeless Coordinating
101712009 09065) Board Task Force 11/24/2009, violated 67.7 (a) and 67.21 (e), No further action

Emil Lawrence Municipal Transportation
101712009 (09066) Agency Complaint 11/10/2009, no jurisdiction

Library Users Historic Preservation
10/13/2009 Association (D906?) Commission Task Force 11/24/2009, violated 67.16, 67.21 (e), referred to EOTC 12/10/09, 01/14/10, 02111110, Tabled

Brent Plater
10/14/2009 09068) Recreation and Park Task Force 11/24/2009" WIthdrawn 11/13/2009

Asian Law Caucus Task Force 11/24/2009, violated 67.21 (e), 67.22, 67.21 ( e), 67.27, Task Force 01/05110, CAC 02/09/10, TF 03/23/2010,
10/14/2009 09069) Mayor's Office 04/27/10

Anmarie Mabbutt
10/21/2009 (090701 Recreation and Park Task Force 11/24/2009, violated 67.14 ( c), CAC 01/12/10, 02/09/20, 03/09/2010, Withdrawn

Anmarie Mabbutt
10/21/2009 (09071) Recreation and Park Task Force 11/24/2009, No violation

Anmarie Mabbutt
10/23/2009 09072) Clerk of the Board Task Force 11/24/2009, 01/05/10, No violation

Anmarie Mabbutt
10/23/2009 09073) Clerk of the Board Task Force 11/24/2009, 01/05/10, No violation

Kimo Crossman
10/27/2009 09074) Ethics Commission Task Force 11/24/2009, 01/05/10, Withdrawn, 12131109

Bred Starr City Attorney's Office, Jack
10/29/2009 (09075) Song Task Force 12/8/2009, 01/05/10, 1126110, CAC 03/09/10, TF 03/23/2010, No further action

Anmarie Mabbutt
11/2/2009 (09076) Mayor's Office Task Force 11/24/2009, violated 67.25 ( a), EOTC 01/12110, 02111/10, Tabled

Raymond Banks
11/6/2009 (090771 Public Health Complaint Committee 12/8/2009, Task Force 01/05/2010, violated 67.4, EOTC 02111110, CAC 03/09/10, Tabled

Anonymous Tenants
Task Force 01/05/2010, violated 67,21 (b) (e) (1),67,26, GAG 02/09/10, No further action12/16/2009 (09078) Planning Deoartment

Kenneth Kinnard
12/16/2009 09079) Human Riohts Commission Task Force 01/05/2010, Tabled, TF 01/05/26, CAC 03/09/10, No further action

Alvin Xex
12/17/2009 09080 Human Services Agency Task Force 01/05/2010, Tabled
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Complaints: January 2009 to June 2010

AlvinXex Economic Opportunity Council
1211712009 09081 of San Francisco Task Force 01/05/2010, Tabled

Raymond Banks
Task Force 01/05/2010, violated 67.21 be 67.25 and CPRA 6253.1 (a) 1 23, CAG 02/09/10, 03/09/2010, No further action1211712009 09082 Public Health

1211712009 Ellen Tsang 09083 BuildinQ Inspection Task Force 01/05/2010, violated 67.25, 67.21 (I), CAC 02109/10, No further action

1211712009 Chris Daly 09084 Mayor's Office Task Force 01/05/2010, Tabled

1211712009 Mike Addaria 09085 Arts Commission Task Force 01/05/2010, violated 67.25, CAC 02/09/10, EOTC 03/11/2010 No further action

1212912009 Karl Beale 09086 Planning Department Complaint Committee 02/0912010, Withdrawn
Nick Pasquarello

1/1212010 10001 General Services Agencv Task Force 02/23/2010, No jurisdiction

Nancy Cross
112212010 10002 Law Library Task Force 02/23/2010, No lurisdiction

Nancy Cross
1/2212010 10003 ECS SanctuarY Task Force 02/23/2010, No violation

Rita O'Flynn
1/2212010 10004 City Attornev's Office Task Force 02123/2010, Withdrawn

Emil Lawrence
21212010 10005 MTA Comolaint 03/09/10, Task Force 312312010, No violation

Paula Datesh
21412010 10006 Arts Commission Comolaint 03/09/10, No iurisdiction

Chris Daly Complaint 03/09/10, Task Force 312312010, violated 67.21(b), 67.21(e), 67.25(b), Task Force 04/27/10, referred to EC and
212212010 10007 Mayor's Office BOS

Sandra Brotherton Dept. of Emergency
313/2010 10008 Manaaement Comolaint 04/27/10, Task Force 412712010, No further action

Majeid Crawford
3/10/2010 10009 City Attorney's Office Complaint 5/11/10, TF 5/25/2010, violated 67.26, 67.27, TF 6/22/10, referred to EC

Paula Datesh
3/26/2010 10010 Arts Commission Complaint 5/11/10, TF 5/25/2010, TF 6/22110, 07/27/2010, 08/24/2010, Contd

Juan De Anda
3/2612010 10011 Public Health Task Force 04/27/10, contd 05/25/10, Tabled

Ellen Tsang
Task Force 04/27/10, violated 67.21<e), 67.25, TF 6/2210, no further action3/29/2010 10012 Plannino Department

Nick Pasquarello
Task Force 05/25/10, violated 67.21<b), TF 6/22110, CAC 8/10/10, TF 08/24/2010, referred to EC415/2010 10013 Dept. of TechnoloQY

Michael Robinson
4/9/2010 10014 Rent Board Complaint 5/11110, no iurisdiction
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Complaints: January 2009 to June 2010

Ellen Tsang
4/14/2010 10015 PlanninQ Department Task Force 05/25110, violated 67.21,67.25,67.26 and 67.27, TF 6/22110, referred to EC

Ray Hartz
4/10/2010 10016 Rent Board Complaint 5/11/10, TF 5/25/2010, violated 67.24©(1)(i) and (ii), TF 6/22110, matter concluded

Ray Hartz
4/10/2010 10017 Rent Board Complaint 5/11/10, TF 5/25/2010, No further action

Svetlana Ptashnaya Complaint 6/8/2010, TF 6/22110, violated 67.21 (c), 67.21(e) 67.24(c)(7) & 67.27, CAG 07/13/2010, TF 712712010, referred to
5/18/2010 10018 Aging and Adult Services EG

Alvin Xex
5/21/2010 10019 First 5 (San Francisco) Comolaint 6/22/10, Tabled

Kenneth KInnard
4/26/2010 10020 Human Riohts Commission Comolaint 5111/10, no 'urisdiction

Anonymous Recreation and Parks
4/28/2010 10021 Deoartment Task Force 5/25/10, withdrawn 5/24/10

Suzanne Dumont Recreation and Parks
5/312010 10022 Department Complaint 6/8/2010, TF 6/22110, violated 67.27, CAC 07/13/2010, Matter concluded

Alvin Xex
5/2112010 10023 First 5 (San Francisco) Complaint 07/13/10, Tabled

Ray Hartz
512512010 10024 San Francisco Police Dept Complaint TF 6/22/10 Contd 07/27/2010, no further action

Ray Hartz
512512010 10025 San Francisco Police Commissi TF 6/22110, violated 67.29 & 67.21 (eJ. GAG 07/13/2010, 08/10/2010, TF 08/24/2010, Matter concluded

Ray Hartz
512512010 10026 City Attorney's Office TF 6/22/10, Gontd. 07/27/2010, 07/27/2010, Withdrawn 07/27/2010

Barry Taranto
611/2010 10027 MTA Board of Directors Task Force 7/27/10, vio 67.7, EOTC 08/12/2010, 09/08/2010, 10/14/2010

Charles Pitts
611/2010 10028 Local Homeless Coordinating 8 Task Force 7/27/10, Matter concluded

Charles Pitts
6/112010 10029 Local Homeless Coordinatina 8 Task Force 7/27/10, Matter concluded

Michael Wright
6/4/2010 10030 SF Human Services Aaencv Comolaint 7/13/10,07/27/2010,08/24/2010, referred to EC, CAC 091412010, Task Force 9/28/2010, CAC 10/1212010

Charles Pitts
6123/12010 10031 Local Homeless Coordinatina 8 Task Force 7/27/10, 08/24/2010, EOTG 10/14/08/10

Mike Addario
6/23/2010 10032 Human RiQhts Commission Complaint 7/13/10 Closed 06/28/2010, False Claim

Milindha Morahela
6/23/2010 10033 Arts Commission Complaint 7/13/10, Withdrawn 7/13/2010

Nick Pasquariello
6/28/2010 10034 Department of TechnoloQY Complaint 7/13/10,07/27/2010,08/24/2010, EOTC 10/14/2010
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER Ben Rosenfield

Controller

Monique Zmuda
Deputy Controller

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

Members, Board of Supervisors
Mayor Gavin Newsom

Ben Rosenfield, Controller

October 5,2010

August 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 August 2010 were: (1) Municipal
Transportation Agency; (2) Fire; (3) Police; (4) Public Health; and (5) Public Utilities Commission.
Collectively, these five departments averaged 6.6% overtime versus regular hours and accounted for
88.7% of the total Citywide overtime for the month. This data includes two pay periods ending
August 6, 2010 and August 20, 2010.

Fiscal Year 2010·11 To·Date

The five City departments using the most overtime cumulatively for the fiscal year are: (I) Municipal
Transportation Agency; (2) Fire; (3) Police; (4) Public Health; and (5) Sheriff. Collectively, these
five departments averaged 6.6% overtime versus regular hours and accounted for 88.8% of the total
Citywide overtime for the two month period of July 2010 and August 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
Carlos Jacobo, Budget Director, Public Utilities Commission
Todd Rydstrom, Chief Financial Officer, Public Utilities Commission

415-554-7500 City Hall- 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place· Room 316· San Francisco CA 941024694 FAX 415-554-7466





City and County of San Francisco
Controlle(s Office

Appendix 1: Monthly Overtime Report

Juiy 2010 (includes 1.7 pay periods\ Julv 201 0, Averaoe oer Pay Period
Percent of

Percentage Total
Regular Overtime Overtime V5. Citywide Regular Overtime

Department Hours Hours Regular Hours Overtime Overtime Pay Department Hours Hours Overtime Pay
MTA 577,137 66,476 11.5% 48.2% 3,215,854 MTA 339,492 39103 1 891 679
Fire 234,705 27,545 11.7% 20.0% 1,929,187 Fire 138,062 16,203 1,134,816
Police 348,724 9,261 2.7% 10.2% 841,134 Police 205,132 5,447 494,814
Public Health 733.481 14,116 1.9% 6.7% 646,361 PUblic Health 431459 8,304 380,212
Sheriff 139,151 5,577 4.0% 4.0% 357,849 Sheriff 81,853 3,281 210499
Total 2,033,197 122,974 6.4% 89.2% $6,990,435 Total 1,195,998 72,338 $4,112,021

Auoust 2010 includes 2 oav oeriods AUQust 2010, Averaoe er Pay Period
Percent of

Percentage Total
Regular Overtime Overtime vs. Ci~ide Regular Overtime

Departm~nt Hours Hours Regular Hours Overtime Overtime Pay Department Hours Hours Overtime Pay
MTA 679,338 89,228 13.1°10 49.3% 4348,678 MTA 339,669 44,614 2,174,339
Fire 270,775 36,163 13.4% 20.0% 2,506,238 Fire 135,388 18,081 1 253,119
Police 420,619 9,395 2.2% 5.2% 1,500,882 Police 210,310 4,698 750,441
Public Health 854,634 19,990 2.3% 11.0% 908,720 Public Health 442,317 9,995 454,860
PUblic Utilities Commission 322,908 5,947 1.8% 3.3% 368206 Public Utilities Commission 161,454 2,974 184,103
Total 2,578,275 160,722 6.6% 88.7% $9,633,724 Total 1,289,137 80,361 $4,816,862

Fiscai Year 2010-11 Total To-Date Fiscal Year To-Date. Avera e Der Pav Period
Cumulative

CumUlative Percent of
Cumulative Cumulative Percentage Total

Regular Overtime Overtime vs. Ci~ide Cumulative RegUlar Overtime
Department Hours Hours Regular Hours Overtime Overtime Pay Department Hours Hours Overtime Pay
MTA 1,255,479 155,661 12,4% 48.8% 7,569,770 MTA 339,319 42070 2045,884
Fire 505,424 63,708 12.6% 20.0% 4,424,811 Fire 136,601 31,854 1,195,895
Police 769,591 18,656 2.4% 5.8% 2,350,413 Police 207,998 9,328 635,247
PUblic Health 1,617,806 34095 2.1% 10.7% 1,566,081 Public Health 437,245 17,048 420,562
Sheriff 305175 11,052 3.6% 3.5% 674,509 Sheriff 82,480 5526 182,300
Total 4,453,475 283,171 6.6% 88.8% $16,575,584 Total 1,203,842 105,826 $4,479,888

CCSF - Controller's Office
N:\BUDGET\201l\Overtime\1 OvertimeRepon 2010-11 Monthly\2 Aug 2010\

MontWyOvertime Report August 2010 New Format Summary Chart





To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw: Controller's Office Report Issued: August Monthly Overtime Report--------_._'.,,~~-""'-;,""""'"~ ..~"'-'''' .."~~~~ ..."...~-.~,~-~.,~",-.,.--~-_ .. ,,''''''''''''..-""-_._.'''-,_.,-_...""._;"''_.,''-,''-.."" ..";~_.~~~,,,-,,-,",.,,-~"~~ .._-

From:
To:

Date:
Subject:
Sent by:

Controller Reports/CON/SFGOV
Angela Calvillo, BOS-Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV, BOS-Legislative Aides/BOS/SFGOV, Steve Kawa,
Greg Wagner/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Tony Winnicker/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Starr
Terrell/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Severin Campbell/BudgetAnalystlSFGOV@SFGOV, Debra
Newman/BudgetAnalystlSFGOV@SFGOV, sfdocs@sfpJ.info, Ben Rosenfield,
monique.zmuda@sfgov.org, Maura Lane, CON-EVERYONE/CON/SFGOV
10106/2010 11 :29 AM
Controller's Office Report Issued: August Monthly Overtime Report
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 August 2010 were: (1) Municipal Transportation
Agency; (2) Fire; (3) Police; (4) Public Health; and (5) Public Utilities Commission. Collectively, these five
departments averaged 6.6% overtime versus regular hours and accounted for 88.7% of the total Citywide
overtime for the month.

~'"~
CONO T10051 0_201 01 006113122_000.PDF
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Gavin Newsom
Mayor

Edwin M. Lee
City Administrator

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

GENERAL SERVICES AGENCY
RISK MANAGEMENT DIVISION

HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MAIT HANSEN \A~
DIRECTOR

September 14,2010

INDEMNIFICATION QUARTERLY REPORT
NOVEMBER 2008 - MARCH 2009

~-"'"c:.>
'2

I
<J\

~

<2
c:.>
0"'

This report is submitted to the Board of Supervisors as per Administrative Code Section 1.24, wherein
the Risk Manager is required to maintain a record of all indemnification agreements approved under the
authority granted to the Risk Manager by said Code and to submit qualterly reports of such approvals.

There were no indemnification agreements approved by this office for the period of January through
October 2008.

Copy of this report will be furnished to the City Attorney and City Controller as per ordinance, and
forwarded to the San Francisco Main Library for filing.

cc: Dennis Herrera, City Attorney
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
SF Main Library, Government Section

,
25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 750, San Francisco, CA 94102

Telephone (415) 554-2300; Fax (415) 554-2357





Gavin Newsom
Mayor

Edwin M. Lee
City Administrator

50:""\" Cf~

GENERAL SERVICES AGENCY
RISK MANAGEMENT DIVISION

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MATT HANSEN
DIRECTOR

September 14, 2010

INDEMNIFICATION QUARTERLY REPORT
APRIL - JUNE 2009

This report is submitted to the Board of Supervisors as per Administrative Code Section 1.24, wherein
the Risk Manager is required to maintain a record of all indemnification agreements approved under the
authority granted to the Risk Manager by said Code and to submit quarterly reports of such approvals.

There were no indemnification agreements approved by this office for the period of April through June
2009.

Copy of this report will be furnished to the City Attorney and City Controller as per ordinance, and
forwarded to the San Francisco Main Library for filing.

cc: Dennis Herrera, City Attorney
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
SF Main Library, Government Section

25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 750, San Francisco, CA 94V
Telephone (415) 554-2300; Fax (415) 554-2357
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Gavin Newsom
Mayor

EdwinM.Lee
City Admini,strator

GENERAL SERVICES AGENCY
RISK MANAGEMENT DIVISION

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MATT HANSEN
DIRECTOR

September 23, 2010

INDEMNIFICATION QUARTERLY REPORT
. JULY - SEPTEMBER 2009
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This report is submitted to the Board of Supervisors as per Administrative Code 1.24, wherein the Risk
Manager is required to maintain a record of all indemnification agreements approved under the authority
granted to the Risk Manager by said Code and to submit quarterly reports of such approvals.

While the attached summary is a brief recap of the nature ofthe indemnity agreements, supporting
documentation is filed in the Risk Management office of the General Services Agency.

Copy of this report will be furnished to the City Attorney and City Controller as per ordinance, and
forwarded to the San Francisco Main Library for filing.

cc: Dennis Herrera, City Attorney
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
SF Main Library, Government Section

25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 750, San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone (415) 554-2300; Fax (415) 554-2357





RISK MANAGEMENT APPROVAL OF INDEMNITY PROVISIONS

JULY - SEPTEMBER 2009

.

Approved
Date Department Other Party Nature of Agreement Indenmity

8/14/2009 Planning Dept Mr. John Agreement with John City to hold
Peterson Peterson who will donate harmless John

his design and Peterson.
professional services in
connection with the 17th

Street/Castro Pavement
to Park Project. Design
plans will be reviewed by
City staff and re-worked
as necessary to meet City
codes and standards.

8/14/2009 Planning Dept Ms. Jane Martin Agreement with Jane City to hold
Martin who will donate harmless Jane
her design and Martin.
professional services in
connection with the
Guerrero Park Pavement
to Park Project. Design
plans will be reviewed by
City staff and re-worked
as necessary to meet City
codes and standards.

811412009 Planning Dept Mr. John Bela Agreement with John City to hold
Bela who will donate his harmless John Bela.
design and professional
services in connection
with the Showplace
Triangle Pavement to
Park Project. Design'
plans will be reviewed by
City staff and re-worked
as necessary to meet City
codes and standards.

.





9/17/2009 Port California State Agreement with the CA City to hold
Water State Water Resources harmless California

Resources Control Board for their State Water
Control Board funded Economic Resources Control

Stimulus Project ("Pier Board against any
45 Drainage loss or liability
Improvements Project") arising out of the

grant.





Gavin Newsom
Mayor

Edwin M. Lee
Ci Administrator

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

GENERAL SERVICES AGENCY
RISK MANAGEMENT DIVISION

HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MATT HANSEN
DIRECTOR

September 23,2010

INDEMNIFICATION QUARTERLY REPORT
OCTOBER - DECEMBER 2009

This report is submitted to the Board of Supervisors as per Administrative Code 1.24; wherein the Risk
Manager is required to maintain a record of all indemnification agreements approved under the authority
granted to the Risk Manager by said Code and to submit quarterly reports of such approvals.

There were riO indemnification agreements approved by this office for the period of October through
December 2009.

Copy of this report will be furnished to the City Attorney and City Controller as per ordinance, and
forwarded to the San Francisco Main Library for filing.

cc: Dennis Herrera, City Attorney
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
SF Main Library, Government Section

25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 750, San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone (415) 554-2300; Fax (415) 554-2357
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Gavin Newsom
Mayor

EdwinM. Lee
City Administrator

GENERAL SERVICES AGENCY
RISK MANAGEMENT DIVISION

TO:

FROM:

,DATE:

RE:

HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MATT HANSEN
DIRECTOR

September 23,2010

INDEMNIFICATION QUARTERLY REPORT
JANUARY - MARCH 2010

This report is submitted to the Board of Supervisors as per Administrative Code 1.24, wherein the Risk
Manager is required to maintain a record of all indemnification agreements approved under the authority
granted to the Risk Manager by said Code and to submit quarterly reports of such approvals.

While the attached summary is a brief recap of the nature of the indemnity agreements, supporting
documentation is filed in the Risk Management office of the General Services Agency.

Copy of this report will be furnished to the City Attorney and City Controller as per ordinance, and
forwarded to the San Francisco Main Library for filing.

cc: Dennis Herrera, City Attorney
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
SF Main Library, Government Section

25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 750, San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone (415) 554-2300; Fax (415) 554-2357
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RISK MANAGEMENT APPROVAL OF INDEMNITY PROVISIONS

JANUARY -MARCH 2010

Approved
Date Department Other Party Nature of Agreement Indemnity

2110/2010 Planning Dept Mr. Seth Boor Agreement with Seth City to hold
Boor who will donate his harmless Seth Boor.
design and professional
services in cormection
with the Guerrero Park
Pavement to Park Project
and the 17'hICastro
Pavement to Park
Project. Design plans
will be reviewed by City
staff and re-worked as
necessary to meet City
codes and standards.
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Gavin Newsom
Mayor

EdwinM. Lee
City Administrator

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

GENERAL SERVICES AGENCY
RISK MANAGEMENT DIVISION·

HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MATT HANSEN
DIRECTOR

September 23, 20 I0

INDEMNIFICATION QUARTERLY REPORT
APRIL - JUNE 2010

This report is submitted to the Board of Supervisors as per Administrative Code 1.24, wherein the Risk
Manager is required to maintain a record of all indemnification agreements approved under the authority
granted to the Risk Manager by said Code and to submit quarterly reports of such approvals.

While the attached summary is a brief recap of the nature of the indemnity agreements, supporting
documentation is filed in the Risk Management office of the General Services Agency.

Copy ofthis report will be furnished to the City Attorney and City Controller as per ordinance, and
forwarded to the San Francisco Main Library for filing.

cc: Dennis Herrera, City Attorney
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
SF Main Library, Government Section

25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 750, San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone (415) 554-2300; Fax (415) 554-2357





RISK MANAGEMENT APPROVAL OF INDEMNITY PROVISIONS

APRIL - JUNE 2010

.

Date· Department Other Party Nature of Agreement Anproved Indemnity

6/21/2010 Tax California State agency to provide City to hold harmless
Collectors Employment necessary confidential the California

Office Development information such as Employment
Department unemployment Development

insurance claim and Department against
vvage, employer, and any loss or liability
client address to CCSF- arising out of the
BDR, and cannot be agreement.
provided by any other
party.
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Gavin Newsom
Mayor

Edwin M. Lee
City Administrator

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

GENERAL SERVICES AGENCY
RISK MANAGEMENT DIVISION

HONORABLE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MATT HANSEN
DIRECTOR

September 23, 2010

INDEMNIFICATION QUARTERLY REPORT
JULY - SEPTEMBER 2010

This report is submitted to the Board of Supervisors as per Administrative Code 1.24, wherein the Risk
Manager is required to maintain a record of all indemnification agreements approved under the authority
granted to the Risk Manager by said Code and to submit quarterly reports of such approvals.

While the attached sununary is a brief recap of the nature of the indemnity agreements, supporting
documentation is filed in the Risk Management office of the General Services Agency.

Copy of this report will be furnished to the City Attorney and City Controller as per ordinance, and
forwarded to the San Francisco Main Library for filing.

cc: Dennis Herrera, City Attorney
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
SF Main Library, Government Section

25 Van Ness Avenue, Room 750, San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone (415) 554-2300; Fax (415) 554-2357





RISK MANAGEMENT APPROVAL OF INDEMNITY PROVISIONS

JULY ~ SEPTEMBER 2010

Date Denartment Other Party Natnre of Agreement Approved Indemnity

8/17/2010 Planning Dept Ms. Jane Martin Agreement with Jane City to hold harmless
Martin who will donate Jane Martin.
her design and
professional services in
connection with the
Naples Green
Pavement to Park
Project. Design plans
will be reviewed by
City staff and re-
worked as necessary to

.. meet City codes and
standards.



I ' '

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I



City and County of San Francisco

September 23, 2010

Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board
Board of Supervisors, Room 244
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Residential Rent Stabilization and
Arl;Vtration Board

:"'< ,...,,) 'CO= 0= :t'~ :::0<:> (...""::0,.
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Re: Rent Board Annual Statistical Report 2009-10

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

Please find attached the department's annual statistical report with copies for each of
the Board members.

Please call me at 252-4650 if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

Delene Wolf, Executive Director
Rent Stabilization and Arbitration Board

encl.
cc: Supervisor Michela Alioto-Pier

Supervisor John Avalos
Supervisor David Campos
Supervisor David Chiu, Board President
Supervisor Carmen Chu
Supervisor Chris Daly
Supervisor Bevan Dufty
Supervisor Sean Elsbernd
Supervisor Eric Mar
Supervisor Sophie Maxwell
Supervisor Ross Mirkarimi

24·Hour Information Line TEL. (415) 252·4600
FAX (415) 252·4699

f\I

Fax Back Service (415) 252·4660
INTERNET: htlp:/Isfgov.org/renlboard

25 Van Ness Avenue, #320
San Francisco, CA 94102·6033

*
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Highlights of some of the tables are as follows (percentages as compared to last
year):

Total eviction notices filed with the Board increased by about 4% from 1,315 to
1,372, while the number of tenant reports of alleged wrongful eviction decreased
by 7% from 488 to 452. The number of units withdrawn from the rental market
under the Ellis Act decreased from 165 to 108 units.

25 Van Ness Avenue, #320
San Francisco, CA 94102-6033

*

Residential Rent Stabilization and
Arbitration Board

Fax Back Service (415) 252-4660
INTERNET: hltp:/Isfgov.org/rentboard

-40% 1.21 (Principal Place of Residence) Petitions
-37% Utility Passthroughs
-36% Landlord Appeals
-35% Operating and Maintenance Petitions
-33% Capital Improvement Petitions
-33% Landlord Petitions
-18% TenantAppeals
-10% Tenant Petitions
-7% Allegations of Wrongful Evictions
+4% Eviction Notices

+25% Tenant ADR
+50% Landlord ADR

Rent Board Memorandum
co.-< t--> cr.)

Co;,:) C~

= :P';JJ
C)

t.n :::0

n ];.,. C' rll
Date: September 23, 2010 -. :o·:C) ';

'"\.,.-\ \,
I

:~)V) TilUl );:'""c:-
To: To Interested Parties

~
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From: Delene Wolf, Executive Director '@-. OmO
<::> 0

:::0
-I (/)

Re: Annual Statistical Report, FY 2009·10

The following pages reflect the filings and activities at the Rent Board for the past
fiscal year ending June 30, 2010. Overall, the number of petitions filed with the
Board decreased by 20% from 1,509 in FY08-09 to 1,200 in FY09-1O. The
decrease in total petitions was in large part due to a significant reduction in the
number of utility passthrough petitions filed with the Board (387 petitions in FY
08-09 compared to 244 petitions in FY09-1O). Tenant in occupancy (Principal
Place of Residence) petitions decreased 40% from 30 in FY 08-09 to 18 in FY 09­
10. Landlord Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) requests increased by 50%,
while tenant ADR requests inqeas.ed by 25%.

City and County of San Francisco

24-Hour Information Line TEL. (415) 252-4600
FAX (415) 252-4699

II





City and County of San Francisco

Gavin Newsom
Mayor.

October 1, 2010

Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

:[) 05,-[1 I C ptt '1 :E'_
Department of Public Health

Mitchell H. Katz, MD
Director of Health

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

Enclosed for your information is a complete set of the Annual 2010 Title XV Evaluation
Reports for San Francisco detention facilities, as required by the California Board of
Corrections under Section 459 of the California Health and Safety Code.

A team of professionals from the San Francisco Department of Public Health, including
registered dieticians, an environmental health inspector, and a health care analyst
performed the inspections. Facility administrators were given the opportunity to review
and comment on the draft reports and written responses have been attached.

The following facilities were evaluated:
• All County Jail facilities
• SFPD holding cells
• SFGH Wards 70, 7L, and Emergency Room area holding cell
• Juvenile Hall
• Log Cabin Ranch

Sincerely,

~fJ}
MITCHELL H. KATZ, MD
Director of Health

cc: Honorable Gavin Newsom, Mayor
Michael Hennessey, Sheriff
William Siffermann, Chief Juvenile Probation Officer
California Board of Corrections

(415) 554-2600 101 Grove Street San Francisco, CA 94102-4593
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tF --Mobile'"

September 22,2010

Anna Hom
Consumer Protection and Safety Division
California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

T-Mobile West Corporation
asUbsidiary of T-Mobile USA I c.
Engineering Development .
1855 Gateway Boulevard, gth FI or
Concord, California 94520

RE: T-Mobile West Corporation as successor In Interest to Omnlpoint Communications, Inc.
dJb/a T-Mobile (U-3056OC) Notification Letter for T-Mobile Site No. SF53638A

This letter provides the Commission with notice pursuant to the provisions of General Order No.
159A of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California (CPUC) that with regard to the
project described in Attachment A:

I8l (a) T-Mobile has obtained all requisite land use approval for the project described in
Attachment A.

o (b) No land use approval is required because

A copy of this notification letter is being sent to the local government agency Identified below for
its information. Should there be any questions regarding this project, or if you disagree with the
information contained herein, please contact Jon! Norman, Senior Development Manager, for
T-Mobile, at (925) 521-5987, or contact Ms. Anna Hom of the CPUC Consumer Protection and
Safety Division at (415) 703-2699.

Sincerely,

Enclosed: Attachment A

co: Cily of San Francisco, Attn: Planning Director, 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco, CA 94102
City of San Francisco, Attn: City Manager, 1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102
City of San Francisco, Attn: City Clerk, 1Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 941 02





T-Mobile West Corporation as successor in interest to Omnipoint Communications, Inc. d/b/a
T-Mobile (U-3056-C) Notification Letter for T-Mobile Site No. SF53638A
September 22, 2010
Page2of2

ATTACHMENT A

1. Prolect Location

Site Identification Number:

Site Name:

Site Address:

County:

Assessor's Parcel Number:

Latitude:

LongitUde:

2. Prolect Description

SF53638A

East Grandview Water Tank

482 Grand View Dr., San Francisco, CA 94080

San Francisco

015·250·210

37' 39'12.86" N

122' 23' 08.03" W

Number of Antennas to be installed: 8

Tower Design: 13' Pipe mounts

Tower Appearance: install eight (8) panel antennas onlo 13' pipe mounts.

Tower Height: 13 feet

Size of Buildings: .150 sq feet

3. Business Addresses of all Governmental Agencies

City of San Francisco
Attn: Planning Director
1650 Mls.sion Street
Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94102

4. Land Use Approvals

City of San Francisco
Attn: City Manager
1 Dr. Carllon B. Goodlett PI
San Francisco, CA 94102

City of San Francisco
Attn:.City Clerk
1 Dr, Carlton B. Goodlett PI
San Francisco, CA 94102

Date Zoning Approval Issued: 09/02/10

Land Use Permil #: P09-D095, UP09·0025 & DR09·0054

If Land use Approval was not required:





September 22, 2010

Anna Hom
Consumer Protection and Safety Division
California Public Utilities Commission
505 Van NessAvenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

T-Mobile West Corporatiol'l;J;J
a subsidiary ofT-Mobile US nne. :;;:l
Engineering Development =>
1855 Gateway Boulevard, 9 Floor ~
Concord, California 94520 ""0

N
\D

"3:

ra
o·......,

RE: T·Mobile West Corporation as successor in interest to Omnipoint Communications, Inc.
dlbla T-Mobile (U-3056OC) Notification letter for T-Mobile Site No. SF53572B

This letter provides the Commission with notice pursuant to the provisions of General Order No.
159A of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California (CPUC) that with regard to the
project described inAttachment A:

t8J (a) T-Mobile has obtained all requisite land use approval for the project described in
Attachment A.

o (b) No land use approval Is required because

A copy of this notification letter is being sent to the local government agency identified below for
its information. Should there be any questions regarding this project, or if you disagree with the
information contained herein, please contact Joni Norman, Senior Development Manager, for
T-Mobile, at (925) 521-5987, or contact Ms. Anna Hom of the CPUC Consumer Protection and
Safety Division at (415) 703-2699.

Sincerely,

Enclosed: Attachment A

co: City of San Francisco, Attn: Planning Director, 1650 Mission Street, Suile 400, San Francisco, CA 94102
City of San Francisco, Attn:CiIy Mi:lOager, 1Carlton B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102
Cily of San Francisco, Attn: City Clerk, 1 Carllon B. Goodlett Place, San Francisco, CA 94102





T-Mobile West Corporation as successor in interest to Omnipoint Communications, Inc. d/b/a
T-Mobile (U-3056OC) Notification Letter for T-Mobile Site No. SF53572B
September 22, 2010
Page2of2

ATTACHMENT A

1. Project location

Site Identification Number:

Site Name:

Site Address:

County:

Assessor's Parcel Number.

latitude:

Longitude:

SF53572B

Market St Colo

555 Market St, San Francisco, CA 94105

San Francisco

3708-057

37" 47' 24.43" N

1220 23' 56.10" W

2. Project Description

Number of Antennas to be installed: 6

Tower Design: Rooftop

Tower Appearance: Install six (6) panel antennas mounted on upper rooftop.

Tower Height: 358 feet

Size of Buildings: 168 sq feet

3. Business Addresses of all Governmental Agencies

City of San Francisco
Attn: Planning Director
1650 Mission Street
Suite 400
San Francisco, CA 94102

City of San Francisco
Attn: City Manager
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PI
San Francisco, CA 94102

City of San Francisco
Attn: City Clerk
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PI
San Francisco, CA 94102

4. land Use Approvals

Date Zoning Approval Issued: 09/07110

Land Use Pennit #: 2010.0806.8275

If Land use Approval was not required:





From:
To:

Date:
Subject:
Sent by:

To:
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw: Report Issued: Airport Commission: Concession Audit of Smarte Carte, Inc.

Controller Reports/CON/SFGOV
Angela Calvilio/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, BOS-Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV, BOS-Legislative
Aides/BOS/SFGOV, Steve Kawa/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Greg
Wagner/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Tony Winnicker/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Starr
Terrell/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, ggiubbini@sftc.org, sfdocs@sfpl.info, gmetcalf@spur.org,
CON-Media ContactlCON/SFGOV, CON-EVERYONE/CON/SFGOV, CheryI.Nashir@flysfo.com,
Jean.CaramaUi@flysfo.com, Wallace.Tang@f1ysfo.com, Gigi.Ricasa@flysfo.com,
holstenl@smartecarte.com, ehlersm@smartecarte.com, Tara Collins/CTYATT@CTYATT, Michael
Cohen/MAYORISFGOV@SFGOV, Jennifer Entine MatzlMAYORISFGOV@SFGOV,
john.martin@flysfo.com
09/28/2010 11 :30 AM
Report Issued: Airport Commission: Concession Audit of Smarte Carte, Inc.
Richard Kurylo

The Office of the Controller, City Services Auditor, has issued a report, Airport Commission:
Concession Audit of Smarte Carte, Inc.

The report indicates that Smarte Carte over reported its gross revenues by $74,314 in February 2009
and overpaid its rent for the month by $10,677. Smarte Carte also improperly excluded from its gross
revenues credit card transactions totalling $32,489 during the audit period that were denied payment
by its credit card processing company, and underpaid its rent to Airport by $8,122 during the audit
period. To determine the final rent for the audit period, the Airport needs to revise its year-end true-up
of Smarte Carte's rent due and rent paid for each lease year, taking into account the errors in reported
gross revenues identified above. .

The audit also found that Smarte Carte correctly billed the Airport Commission for cart usage under
the Customs Luggage program, and identified some other contract compliance issues, and Airport
contract management issues.

To view the fUll report, please visit our website at: hUp:llco.sfgov.org/webreports/details.aspx?id=1188

This is a send-only email address.

For questions regarding this report, please contact Ben Carlick at ben.carlick@sfgov.org or
415-554-7656, or the Controller's Office, Audits Unit, at 415-554-7469.





COMMISSIONERS
.Jim Kellogg, President

Discovery Bay
Richard Rogers, Vice President

Montecito
Michael Sutton. Member

Monterey
Daniel W. Richards, Member

Upland
Mike Sutsos, Member

Sonoma

September 28,2010

ARNOLDSCHWARZENEGGER

Governor

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Fish and Game Commission

JOHN CARLSON, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

14J6 Ninth Street
Box 944209

Sacramento, CA 94244~2090

(916) 653-4899
(916) 653-5040 Fax

fgc@fgc.ca.gov

TO ALL AFFECTED AND INTERESTED PARTIES:

This is to provide you with a copy of the Notice of Findings for the Mountain Yellow­
Legged Frog, which will be published in the California Regulatory Notice Register on
October 1, 2010.

Sincerely,

.~~
Staff Services Analyst

Attachment

.....,
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CALIFORNIA FISH AND GAME COMMISSION
NOTICE OF FINDINGS

Mountain Yellow-Legged Frog
(Rana muscosa and Rana sierrae)

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that, pursuant to the provisions of Section 2074.2 of the
Fish and Game Code, the California Fish and Game Commission, at its September 15,
2010 meeting in McClellan, California, accepted for consideration the petition submitted
to list the Mountain Yellow-Legged Frog (Rana muscosa and Rana sierrae) as
endangered. Pursuant to subdivision (a)(2) of Section 2074.2 of the Fish and Game
Code, the aforementioned species is hereby declared a candidate species as defined
by Section 2068 of the Fish and Game Code.

Within one year of the date of pUblication of this notice of findings, the Department of
Fish and Game shall submit a written report, pursuant to Section 2074.6 of the Fish and
Game Code, indicating whether the petitioned action is warranted. Copies of the
petition, as well as minutes of the September 15, 2010, Commission meeting, are on file
and available for public review from Jon K. Fischer, Acting Executive Director, Fish and
Game Commission, 1416 Ninth Street, Box 944209, Sacramento, California 94244­
2090, phone (916) 653-4899. Written comments or data related to the petitioned action
should be directed to the Commission at the aforementioned address.

Fish and Game Commission

September 21, 2010 Jon K. Fischer
Acting Executive Director
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COMMISSIONERS
Jim Kellogg, President

Discovery Bay
Richard Rogers, Vice President

Montecito
Michael SuUon, Member

Monterey
Daniel W. Richards, Member

Upland
Mike Sutsos, Member

Sonoma

September 28, 2010

ARNOLl) SCHWARZENEGGER

Governor

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Fish and Game Commission

JOHN CARLSON, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

/416 Ninth Street
Box 944209

Sacramento, CA 94244-2090
(916) 653·4899

(916) 653·5040 Fax

fgc@fgc.ca.gov

TO ALL AFFECTED AND INTERESTED PARTIES:

This is to provide you with a copy of the Notice of Findings for the Pacific fisher, which
will be published in the California Regulatory Notice Register on October 1, 2010.

Sincerely,

. hd';~
~~~ann

Staff Services Analyst

Attachment
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NOTICE OF FINDINGS
Pacific fisher

(Martes pennanti)

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fish and Game Commission
(Commission), at its June 23,2010 meeting in Folsom, California, rnade a finding
pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2075.5, that the petitioned action to.
add the Pacific fisher (Maries pennanti) to the list of threatened or endangered
species under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA)(Fish & G. Code, §
2050 et seq.) is not warranted. (See also Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd.
(i)(1).) .

I.
BACKGROUND AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On January 23, 2008, the Center for Biological Diversity (Center) petitioned the
Commission to list the Pacific fisher as a threatened or endangered species
under CESA.1 (Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2008, No. 8-Z, p. 275; see also Cal.
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (a); Fish & G. Code, § 2072.3.) The
Commission received the petition and, pursuant to Fish and Game Code section
2073, referred the petition to the Department of Fish and Game (Department) for
its evaluation and recommendation. ({d., § 2073.) Thereafter, on June 27,2008,
the Department submitted its initial Evaluation of Petition: Request of Center for -'
Biological Diversity to List the Pacific fisher (Maries pennantl) as Threatened or
Endangered (June 2008) (hereafter, the 2008 Candidacy Evaluation Report) to
the Commission at its meeting in Upland, California, recommending that the
petition be rejected pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2073.5, subdivision
(a)(1). (See also Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (d).)

On August 7,2008, at its meeting in Carpinteria, California, the Commission
considered the Department's 2008 Candidacy Evaluation Report and related
recommendation, public testimony, and other relevant information, and voted to
reject the Center's petition to list the Pacific fisher as a threatened or endangered
species pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 2074.2, subdivision (a)(1). In
so doing, the Commission determined there was not sufficient information to
indicate that the petitioned action may be warranted. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §
670.1, subd. (e)(1); see also Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2009, No. 8-Z, p. 285.)

On February 5, 2009, at its meeting in Sacramento, California, the Commission·
voted to postpone and delay the adoption of findings ratifying its August 2008
decision, indicating it would reconsider its earlier action at the next Commission
meeting. (Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2009, No. 8-Z, p. 285.) On March 4, 2009,
at its meeting in Woodland, California, the Commission set aside its August 2008
determination rejecting the Center's petition, designating the Pacific fisher as a

1 The definitions of endangered and threatened species for purposes of CESA are found in Fish
and Game Code sections 2062 and 2067, respectively.

1



candidate species under CESA2 (Fish 8, G. Code, § 7074.2, subd. (a)(2), Cal.
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (e)(2).). In reaching its decision, the
Commission considered the petition, the Department's 2008 Candidacy
Evaluation Report, public comment, and other relevant information, and
determined based on substantial evidence in the administrative record of
proceedings that the petition included sufficient information to indicate that the
petitioned action may be warranted. The Commission adopted findings to the
same effect at its meeting in Lodi, California, on April 8, 2009, publishing notice
of its determination as required by law on April 24, 2009. (Cal. Reg. Notice
Register 2009, No. 17-Z, p. 609; see also Fish & G. Code, §§ 2074.2, subd. (b),
2080, 2085.)

On April 8, 2009, the Commission also took emergency action pursuant to the
Fish and Game Code and the Administrative Procedure Act (APA) (Gov. Code, §
11340 et seq.), authorizing take of Pacific fisher as a candidate species under
CESA, subject to various terms and conditions. (See Fish & G. Code, §§ 240,
2084, adding Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 749.5; Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2009,
No. 19-Z, p. 724.) The Commission extended the emergency take authorization
for Pacific fisher on two occasions, effective through April 26, 2010. (Id., 2009,
No. 45-Z, p. 1942; Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2010, No. 5-2, p. 170.) The
emergency take authorization repealed by operation of law on April 27, 2010.

Consistent with the Fish and Game Code and controlling regulation, the
Department commenced a 12-month status review of Pacific fisher following
published notice of its designation as a candidate species under CESA As part
of that effort, the Department solicited data, comments, and other information
from interested members of the public, and the scientific and academic
community; and the Department submitted a preliminary draft of its status review
for independent peer review by a number of individuals acknowledged to be
experts on the Pacific fisher, possessing the knowledge and expertise to critique
the scientific validity of the report. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2074.4, 2074.8; Cat
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (f)(2).) The effort culminated with the
Department's final Status Review of the Fisher (Martes pennantl) in California
(February 2010) (Status Review), which the Department submitted to the
Commission at its meeting in Ontario, California, on March 3, 2010. The
Department recommended to the Commission based on its Status Review and
the best science available to the Department that designating Pacific fisher as a
threatened or endangered species under CESA is not warranted. (Fish & G.
Code, § 2074.6; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (f).) Following receipt,
the Commission made the Department's Status Review available to the public,
inviting further review and input. (Id., § 670.1, subd. (g).) .

2 The definition of a "candidate species" for purposes of CESA is found in Fish and Game Code
section 2068.

2



On March 26, 2010, the Commission published notice of its intent to begin final
consideration of the Center's petition to designate Pacific fisher as an
endangered or threatened species at a meeting in Monterey, California, on April
7,2010. (Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2010, No. 13-Z, p. 454.) At that meeting, the
Commission heard testimony regarding the Center's petition, the Department's
Status Review, and an earlier draft of the Status Review that the Department
released for peer review beginning on January 23,2010 (Peer Review Draft).
Based on these comments, the Commission continued final action on the petition
until its May 5, 2010 meeting in Stockton, California, a meeting where no related
action occurred for lack of quorum. That same day, however, the Department
provided public notice soliciting additional scientific review and related public
input until May 28,2010, regarding the Department's Status Review and the
related peer review effort. The Department briefed the Commission on May 20,
2010, regarding additional scientific and public review, and on May 25,2010, the
Department released the Peer Review Draft to the public, posting the document
on the Department's webpage. On June 9, 2010, the Department forwarded to
the Commission a memorandum and related table summarizing, evaluating, and
responding to the additional scientific input regarding the Status Review and
related peer review effort.

On June 23, 2010, at its meeting in Folsom, California, the Commission
considered final action regarding the Center's petition to designate Pacific fisher
as an endangered or threatened species under CESA. (See generally Fish & G. ­
Code, § 2075.5; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (i).) In so doing, the
Commission considered the petition, public comment, the Department's 2008
Candidacy Evaluation Report, the Department's 2010 Status Review, and other
information included in the Commission's administrative record of proceedings.
Following public comment and deliberation, the Commission determined, based
on the best available science, that designating Pacific fisher as an endangered or
threatened species under CESA is not warranted. (Fish & G. Code, § 2075.5(1); .
Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (i)(2).) At the same time, the
Commission directed its staff in coordination with the Department to prepare
findings of fact consistent with the Commission's determination for consideration
and ratification by the Commission at a future meeting.

II.
STATUTORY AND LEGAL FRAMEWORK

The Commission has prepared these findings as part of its final action under
CESA regarding the Center's January 2008 petition to designate Pacific fisher as
an endangered or threatened species under CESA. As set forth above, the
Commission's determination that listing Pacific fisher is not warranted marks the
end of formal administrative proceedings under CESA prescribed by the Fish and
Game Code and controlling regulation. (See generally Fish & G. Code, § 2070 et
seq.; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1.) The Commission, as established by the
California Constitution, has exclusive statutory authority under California law to
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designate endangered, threatened, and candidate spEfcies under CESA. (Cal.
Const., art. IV, § 20, subd. (b); Fish & G. Code, § 2070l

The CESA listing process for Pacific fisher began in the present case with the
Center's submittal of its,petition to the Commission in January 2008. (Cal. Reg.
Notice Register 2008, No. 8-Z, p. 275.) The regulatory process that ensued is
described above in some detail, along with related references to the Fish and
Game Code and controlling regulation. The CESA listing process generally is
also described in some detail in pUblished appellate case law in California,
including

• Mountain Lion Foundation v. California Fish and Game Commission
(1997) 16 Cal.4th 105,114-116;

• California Forestry Association v. California Fish and Game Commission
(2007) 156 Cal.AppAth 1535, 1541-1542;

• Center for Biological Diversity v. California Fish and Game Commission
(2008) 166 Cal.AppAth 5Q7, 600; and

• Natural Resources Defense Council v. California Fish and Game
Commission (1994) 28 Cal.AppAth 1104, 1111-1116.

The "is not warranted" determination at issue here for Pacific fisher stems from
Commission obligations established by Fish and Game Code section 2075.5.
Under this provision, the Commission is required to make one of two findings for
a candidate species at the end of the CESA listing process; namely, whether the
petitioned action is warranted or is not warranted. Here with respect to Pacific
fisher, the Commission made the finding under section 2075.5(1) that the
petitioned action is not warranted.

The Commission was guided in making this determination by various statutory
provisions and other controlling law. The Fish and Game Code, for example,
defines an endangered species under CESA as a native species or subspecies
of a bird, mammal, fish, amphibian, reptile or plant which is in serious danger of
becoming extinct throughout all, or a significant portion, of its range due to one or
more causes, including loss of habitat, change in habitat, over exploitation,
predation, competition, or disease. (Fish &G. Code, § 2062.)

Similarly, the Fish and Game Code defines a threatened species under CESA as
a native species or subspecies of a bird, mammal, fish, amphibian, reptile or
plant that, although not presently threatened with extinction, is likely to become
an endangered species in the foreseeable future in the absence of the special
protection and management efforts required by this chapter. (Id., § 2067.)

3 The Commission, pursuant to this authority, may add, remove, uplist, downlist, or choose not to
list any plant or animal species to the list of endangered or threatened species, or designate any
such species as a candidate for related action under CESA. (See also Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §
670.1, subd. (i)(1 )(A)-(C) and (2).) In practical terms, any of these actions is commonly referred
to as SUbject to CESA's "listing" process.
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Likewise as established by pUblished appellate case law in California, the term
"range" for purposes of CESA means the range of the species within California.
(California Forestry Association v. California Fish and Game Commission, supra,
156 Cal. App.4th at p. 1540, 1549-1551.)

The Commission was also gUided in making its determination regarding Pacific
fisher by Title 14, section 670.1, subdivision (i)(1 )(A), of the California Code of
Regulations. This provision provides, in pertinent part, that a species shall be
listed as endangered or threatened under CESA if the Commission determines
that the species' continued existence is in serious danger or is threatened by any
one or any combination of the following factors:

1. Present or threatened modification or destruction of its habitat;
2..Overexploitation;
3. Predation;
4. Competition;
5. Disease; or·
6. Other natural occurrences or human-related activities.

Fish and Game Code section 2070 provides similar gUidance. This section
provides that the Commission shall add or remove species from the list of
endangered and threatened species under CESA only upon receipt of sufficient
sciehtific information that the action is warranted. Similarly, CESA provides
policy direction not specific to the Commission per se, indicating that all state
agencies, boards, and commissions shall seek to conserve endangered and
threatened species and shall utilize their authority in furtherance of the purposes
of CESA. (Fish &G. Code, § 2055.) This policy direction does not compel a
particular determination by the Commission in the CESA listing context. Yet, the
Commission made its determination regarding Pacific fisher mindful of this policy
direction, acknowledging that '''[Ijaws providing for the conservation of natural
resources' such as the CESA 'are of great remedial and public importance and
thus should be construed liberally." (California Forestry Association v. California
Fish and Game Commission, supra, 156 Cal. App.4th at pp. 1545-1546, citing
San Bernardino Valley Audubon Society v. City of Moreno Valley (1996) 44
Cal.App.4th 593, 601; Fish & G. Code, §§ 2051, 2052.)

Finally in considering these factors, CESA and controlling regulation require the
Commission to actively seek and consider related input from the public and any
interested party. (See, e.g., Id., §§ 2071, 2074.4, 2078; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14,
§ 670.1, subd. (h).) The related notice obligations and public hearing
opportunities before the Commission are also considerable. (Fish & G. Code, §§
2073.3,2074, 2074.2, 2075, 2075.5, 2078; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1,
subds. (c), (e), (g), (i); see also Gov. Code, § 11120 et seq.) All of these
obligations are in addition to the requirements prescribed for the Department in
the CESA listing process, including an initial evaluation of the petition and a

\
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related recommendation regarding candidacy, and a 12-month status review of
the candidate species culminating with a report and recommendation to the
Commission as to whether listing is warranted based on the best available
science. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 2073.4, 2073.5, 2074.4, 2074.6; Cal. Code Regs., .
tit. 14, § 670.1, subds. (d), (f), (h).)

III.
FACTUAL AND SCIENTIFIC BASES FOR THE COMMISSION'S FINDING

The factual and scientific bases for the Commission's finding that designating
Pacific fisher as an endangered or threatened species under CESA is not
warranted are set forth in detail in the Commission's administrative record of
proceedings. Substantial evidence in the administrative record in support of the
Commission's determination includes, but is not limited to, the Department's
2008 Candidacy Evaluation Report and 2010 Status Review, and other
information specifically presented to the Commission and otherwise included in
the Commission's administrative record as it exists up to and including the
Commission meeting in Folsom, California, on June 23,2010, and up to and
including the adoption of these findings.

The Commission finds the substantial evidence highlighted in the preceding
paragraph, along with other substantial evidence in the administrative record,
supports the Commission's determination that the continued existence of Pacific
fisher in the State of California is not in serious danger or threatened by one or a
combination of the following factors:

1. Present or threatened modification or destruction of its habitat;
2. Overexploitation;
3. Predation;
4. Competition;
5. Disease; or
6. Other natural occurrences or human-related activities.

The Commission also finds that the same substantial evidence constitutes
sufficient scientific information to establish that designating Pacific fisher as an
endangered or threatened species under CESA is not warranted. The
Commission finds in this respect that the Pacific fisher is not in serious danger of
becoming extinct throughout all, or a significant portion, of its range. Similarly,
the Commission finds that, although the Pacific fisher is not presently threatened
with extinction, it is also unlikely to become an endangered species in the
foreseeable future in the absence of the special protection and management
efforts required by CESA.

The following Commission findings highlight in more detail some of the scientific
and factual information and other substantial evidence in the administrative
record of proceedings that support the Commission's determination that
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designating Pacific fisher as an endangered or threatened species under CESA
is not warranted:

1. Survey and monitoring information from private timberlands, some in
collaboration with the Department, indicates fisher inhabit forests that are
not late successional.

2. Over the past twenty or more years, forests on public lands have
undergone changes in management and direction, including significant
protections for forest habitats beneficial to fisher. On private lands, the
State has instituted Forest Practice Rules and ensured compliance with
CEQA, both of which benefit fisher habitat values.

3. Trapping and poisoning of fisher and its prey has been made unlawful,
thereby eliminating a significant historical mortality factor.

4. Comparative evidence between the historical and modern fisher
populations indicates fisher are likely as numerous now, if not more
numerous, than during the period 1910-1940. There is no indication of a
fisher population decline in the southern Sierra, northern California, or
statewide since the 1920s era.

5. There have been studies that included examination of predation, disease,
and competition, however none have demonstrated that fisher populations
are unduly at risk from these mortality factors. While these factors do
affect fisher, there is not evidence that they limit populations.

6. Current fisher populations are not at risk of catastrophic population decline ­
from wildfires. Modeling may demonstrate impacts to fisher populations
from large and frequent fires; however current fuels management activities
and other forest management prescriptions may reduce fuel loading and
effects to fisher. Southern California forest managers in particular are
actively selecting for conditions supporting fisher.

7. Management activities underway, such as the translocation effort in the
northern Sierra Nevada, demonstrate that active management rather than
listing provides adequate protections to fisher.

IV.
ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS INFORMING
THE COMMISSION'S FINAL DETERMINATION

The Commission's determination that designating Pacific fisher as an
endangered or threatened species under CESA is not warranted is informed by
various additional considerations. In general, the Fish and Game Code .
contemplates a roughly 12-month long CESA listing process before the
Commission, including multiple opportunities for pUblic and Department review
and input, and peer review specifically whenever possible. (See generally Fish &
G. Code, § 2070 et seq.; Cal. Code Regs.. tit. 14, § 670.1.) The CESA listing
process for Pacific fisher, in contrast, is approaching the 3-year mark. This
length of time is not unusual compared to other recent CESA listing actions by
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the Commission.4 What the length of time does underscore in the present case,
however, is the depth, breadth, and complexity of the scientific and legal issues
that the Commission has considered in making its final determination regarding
Pacific fisher. This section highlights some of those issues to more fully
document the Commission's final determination in the present case.

From the initial receipt of the Center's petition in January 2008 through adoption
of these findings in September 2010, the Commission received numerous·
comments and other significant public input regarding the status of Pacific fisher
from a biological and scientific standpoint, and with respect to the petitioned
action under CESA, including the listing process generally. For example,
considerable controversy surrounded the Department's 2010 Status Review and
its related peer review effort. Similarly, the Commission received many
comments focusing on the current and historical status of Pacific fisher
throughout all or a significant portion of its range. The Commission also received
comments regarding the related status of Pacific fisher under the federal
Endangered Species Act (ESA)(16 U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.). (See 69 Fed.Reg.
18770 (April 8, 2004).) Finally, the Commission received various comments and
other important information regarding a number of scientific issues related to the
status of Pacific fisher in California .. The Commission, as highlighted below, was
informed by and considered all of these issues, among others, in making its final
determination that designating Pacific fisher as an endangered or threatened
species under CESA is not warranted. (Fish & G. Code, § 2075.5(1); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (i)(2).)

A. The Peer Review Effort Informing the Commission's Final Determination

The Commission received a number of comments during the CESA listing
process expressing concern regarding the Department's peer review effort
pursuantto Title 14, section 670.1, subdivision (f)(2), of the California Code of
Regulations. Various individuals and other interested members of the public
expressed concern to the Commission that the Department, for example, failed to
seek peer review as required by the controlling regulation or that the .
Department's related effort fell short of the overall mark under Title 14.
Individuals and interested members of the public also highlighted changes
between the Department's Peer Review Draft and final 2010 Status Review as

4 For example, with respect to the California tiger salamander, the species most recently
designated as endangered or threatened under CESA, the Commission received the petition on
January 30, 2004, and adopted findings that listing is warranted on May 20, 2010. (See Cal. Reg.
Notice Register 2004, No. 9-Z, p.270; Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2010, No. 23-2, p. 855).
Likewise, the CESA listing process for the longfin smelt, and not the related subsequent action
under the APA, occurred over the time period from August 14, 2007 to June 25, 2009. (Cal.
Reg. Notice Register 2007, No. 36-2, p. 1512; 2009, No. 24-Z, p. 924. Similarly, the delisting of
the Brown pelican, and again not the related SUbsequent APA process, occurred over the time
period from May 26, 2006 to February 5, 2009. (Cal. Reg. Notice Register 2006, No. 24-Z, p.
784;2008, No. 3-Z, p.111.)
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submitted to the Commission, criticizing the Department for: (1) failure to
recirculate the latter document for additional peer review, (2) changes reflected in
the final Status Review following peer review of the earlier draft, and (3) the
Department's allegedly according peer-reviewed scientific studies and other
relevant information equal weight in the final Status Review. The Commission is
aware of and has considered all of these comments in making its final
determination regarding Pacific fisher.

In considering the comments discussed above, the Commission acknowledges
that some level of criticism directed at the Department's peer review effort may
be appropriate. The Commission disagrees, however, that the Department failed
to comply with the peer review requirement prescribed by regulation. For
purposes of that regulation, peer review is defined as the analysis of a scientific
report by persons of the scientific/academic community commonly acknowledged
to be experts on the subject under consideration, possessing the knowledge and
expertise to critique the scientific validity of the report. The same regulation
directs the Department to seek such independent and competent peer review
whenever possible during the 12-month status review period prescribed by Fish
and Game Code section 2074.6. Likewise, the regulation casts the requirement
to seek peer review whenever possible against the backdrop of the Department's
broader obligation to solicit data and comments, pursuant to section 2074.4, to
inform development of the status review ultimately submitted to the Commission.
(Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (f)(2).)

In the present case, the administrative record of proceedings before the
Commission establishes that the Department released the Peer Review Draft to
a select group of independent, competent and respected members of the
scientific community in February 2010. The administrative record also
establishes that those individuals provided related input to the Department, input
that is reflected in or otherwise informed the Department's final Status Review as
submitted to the Commission in March 2010. The Department, in this respect,
sought and obtained analysis of a scientific report during the status review period
prescribed by Fish and Game Code section 2074.6, and it appears to the
Commission that the related information submitted to the Department informed or
was otherwise reflected in the Department's final Status Review submitted to the
Commission. The Commission, in this respect, finds that the Department
complied with the peer review requirements prescribed by Title 14, section 670.2,
subdivision (f)(2). Having made this finding, the Commission also disagrees with
the contention that the Department was required, as a matter of law, to seek peer
review of the final 2010 Status RevieW as a result of changes to the earlier Peer
Review Draft, or that the Department was required to seek peer review of the
final 2010 Status Review either before or after submittal of that analysis to the
Commission.

In making these findings, the Commission acknowledges the criticism aired by
various members of the public and certain individual peer reviewers regarding

\
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the process followed by the Department during develqpment of the Status
Review. Members of the public and certain peer reviewers also criticized the
Department's Status Review from a substantive standpoint. Even the
Commission, following submittal of the Status Review in March 2010, initially
expressed concern about the process followed by the Department to conduct
required peer review. Yet, while there is certainly room to improve the CESA
listing process in its current form,including required peer review, the Commission
disagrees that the process followed by the Department to seek peer review in the
present case failed to comply with Title 14, section 670.2, subdivision (f)(2). The
same is true of criticism leveled against the Department's substantive
conclusions in the final Status Review; that is, the existence of substantive
disagreement regarding points established by, or the reasonable inferences
appropriately drawn from, relevant scientific information, does not itself establish
that the Department failed to conduct required peer review.

Importantly, when the Department submitted the final Status Review to the
Commission in March 2010, the Commission made the analysis available to the
public as required by law. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (g)(2).)
Thereafter, in response to related controversy and at the Commission's urging,
the Department subjected the final Status Review to additional public and
scientific review fora near month-long period during May 2010, also releasing
the earlier Peer Review Draft to the public on May 25, 2010. The Department, in
turn, prepared and submitted to the Commission a memorandum dated June 9,
2010, describing and analyzing the scientific information received by the
Department in response to the request for additional scientific review. Taken
together, in the Commission's opinion, these combined efforts provided the
Commission with the robust public discourse and the type of information intended
by the peer review provision in Title 14, along with, more importantly, the broader
statutory charge that Commission listing determinations under CESA are based
on the best scientific information available. (See, e.g., Fish & G. Code, § .
2074.6.) .

Finally, as part of the controversy surrounding the Department's peer review
effort, the Commission received a number of comments critical of how much
relative weight or not that the Department gave to certain information discussed
in or relevant to the Status Review. The Commission also received various
comments contending that certain Department scientists may have disagreed
with or expressed criticism of the Department's final recommendation to the
Commission regarding the petitioned action. The Commission finds that, in many
instances, these comments and the related criticism reflect differences in opinion
not necessarily related to the body of scientific evidence and other information
regarding the status of Pacific fisher in California, or what can be reasonably
inferred from that evidence and information from a biological standpoint. Instead,
the comments and criticism reflect differences in opinion regarding whether that
body of evidence and information provides sufficient information to indicate that
the petitioned action is or is not warranted.
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B. The Status of Pacific Fisher Throughout All or a Portion of Its Range
and the Existing Northern and Southern Populations

The Commission received a number.of comments during the CESA listing
process calling for more robust, individualized analysis of the two distinct
population of Pacific fisher in northern and southern California. A number of
comments asserted that, despite the related information already before the
Commission, without this additional population-specific analysis by'·the
Department the Commission could not assess whether Pacific fisher is in seriousdanger of becoming extinct or, absent listing under CESA, threatened with
extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range. (See generally Fish& G. Code, §§ 2062, 2067.) Finally, some comments indicated that, becausethere is no evidence of a persistent population of Pacific fisher in the northernand central Sierra Nevada, a recognized portion of the species' historical range,designating Pacific fisher as an endangered or threatened species under CESAis warranted per se.

The Commission disagrees that the lack of evidence of a persistent population ofPacific fisher in the northern and central Sierra Nevada for nearly the last centurycompels a listing "is warranted" determination by the Commission for Pacificfisher. Information before the Commission indicates Pacific fisher in this portionof the species' historical range declined significantly as the result of trapping and ~.related practices in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Other informationbefore the Commission indicates that, while there are a number of documentedobservations of Pacific fisher in this portion of the species' historical range overthe last number of decades, there is no evidence of a persistent population withinthe northern and central Sierra Nevada for the last 80 years at a minimum. Thisinformation is an indication that the current status of Pacific fisher in the northernand central Sierra Nevada has likely improved relative to the species' statusfolloWing the decline in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Evidence before theCommission also indicates that recent species translocation efforts by the
Department in collaboration with the academic and regulated communities,among other things, is also improving the status of Pacific fisher overall, withrespect to the southern population, and Pacific fisher in the southern Sierra
Nevada. In short, the Commission recognizes there is no current evidence of apersistent popUlation of Pacific fisher in the northern and central Sierra Nevada aportion of the species' historical range in California. Yet, the evidence before theCommission indicates that the status of the two California populations of Pacificfisher within the species' historical range has been and is stable, and likely
improving as of late.

Against this backdrop, the Commission recognizes that Pacific fisher declined
significantly in the northern and central Sierra Nevada as a result of trapping andrelated activity in the late 19th and early 20th centuries. Likewise, the
Commission recognizes that, while there have been a number of documented
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observations of the species over the last number of d€lcades, there is no
evidence of acurrent persistent population in this portion of the species' historical
range. The Commission disagrees, however, that the lack of evidence ofa
persistent population of Pacific fisher in the northern and central Sierra Nevada
constitutes sufficient scientific information in and of itself to indicate that the
petitioned action is warranted for Pacific fisher as a whole, or for the northern and
southern populations respectively. The Commission has reached this
determination informed by the Department's Status Review and related public
comments, and other scientific information, recognizing and understanding the
scientific information regarding the lack of a persistent population in the northern
and central Sierra Nevada contributes to the species' vulnerability overall, as well
as the northern and southern populations, respectively. In the Commission's
opinion, however, there is not sufficient scientific information to indicate that the
continued existence of Pacific fisher is, or the northern and southern populations
are, respectively, in serious danger or threatened by the lack of a persistent
population in the northern and central Sierra Nevada, alone or in combination
with other threats.

The Commission's final determination is also based on relevant statutory
language. Section 2062 of the Fish and Game Code defines an endangered
species, in pertinent part, as a species "in serious danger of becoming extinct
through all, or a significant portion, of its range[.]" Section 2067, in turn, defines
threatened species as a species "that, although not presently threatened with
extinction, is likely to become an endangered species in the foreseeable future[.]"
In the Commission's opinion, the quoted language, when given its ordinary
meaning and construed in context, denotes a present-tense condition of being at
risk of a future, undesired event. To say a species "is in danger" in an area
where it no longer exists (i.e., in a portion of its historical range) is not consistent
with the common ordinary meaning of phrase at issue. In addition to "range"
meaning California for purposes of CESA (California Forestry Association, supra,
156 Cal.App.4th at pp. 1549-1551), for purposes oUhe issue at hand, it strikes
the Commission that range must mean current occupied range and not historical
range. This interpretation is further supported in the Commission's opinion by
the fact that, assessing whether a species is endangered involves consideration
of "present or threatened" (I.e., future), rather than past "modification or
destruction of its habitat." (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (i)(1)(A).)
Taken together, the Commission does not agree that the lack of evidence of a
persistent population of Pacific fisher in the northern and central Sierra is a basis
per se to conclude that the petition action is warranted.

C. The Status of Pacific Fisher under the Federal Endangered Species Act

Oh April 8, 2004, the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (Service) added the West
Coast distinct population segment (DPS) of Pacific fisher, which includes fisher in
Washington, Oregon, and California, to the list of candidate species under the
federal ESA. (69 Fed.Reg. 18770.) The Service designated Pacific fisher within
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the West Coast DPS as candidate species after considering all available
scientific and commercial information available at the time, and determining thatdesignating fisher in the West Coast DPS as an endangered or threatenedspecies under the federal ESA was warranted, but precluded by higher prioritylisting actions. (See generally 16 U.S.C. § 1533, subd. (b)(3)(B)(iii).) In so doing,the Service concluded that the overall magnitude of threats to the West CoastDPS is high, but that the immediacy of those threats was non-imminent. (69
Fed.Reg. at p.18792.) At the same time the Service also assigned the WestCoast DPS a Listing Priority Number of 6, an assignment the Service affirmedmost recentlyin the Federal Register on November 9,2009. (74 Fed.Reg.
57804.)

The Commission received a number of comments during the CESA listing
process for Pacific fisher tied to the species' status under the federal ESA.Principal among those comments is the contention that Pacific fishers statusunder the federal ESA necessarily requires a similar finding by the Commissionunder CESA. Others questioned whether the Commission has the legal authorityto reach a conclusion under CESA with respect to Pacific fisher in Californiadifferent from the Service's finding under federal law relative to the West CoastDPS. Finally, one commenter correctly pointed out a Department misstatementearly in the CESA listing process that failed to acknowledge the federal candidatestatus of the West Coast DPS is premised on a Service finding that listing iswarranted, but precluded under the federal ESA.

In making its final determination under CESA the Commission carefully
considered the Service's findings and analysis under the federal ESA related tothe West Coast DPS. The Commission also carefully considered related publiccomment and other information and evidence in its own administrative record ofproceedings. With respect to the petitioned action under CESA, the Commissionis charged by law to review and exercise its independent judgment in determiningwhether to designate Pacific fisher in California as an endangered or threatenedspecies. The Commission, in this respect, must reach its own conclusion
regarding the status of Pacific fisher in California independent of, but informedby, among other things, the Service's related findings under the federal ESA.The Commission is not obligated to adopt or otherwise compelled to find that thepetitioned action is warranted under CESA as a result of the species' statusunder the federal ESA. Instead, the Commission must carefully review and
consider the scientific and other information as included in the administrativerecord of proceedings, which it has, and reach its own conclusion as to whetherthere is sufficient scientific information to indicate that the petitioned action is
warranted.

D. Various Scientific Issues Related to the Petitioned Action and Status ofPacific fisher in California
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Throughout the petition evaluation and status review process, the Commission
received a broad spectrum of scientific information, as well as additional
information beyond that, for which there exists vigorous, appropriate, robust

.discourse that is critical to informing the determination required by the regulatory
framework that lies with the Commission. The discussion surrounding this
information, which occurred via public comments aired orally at Commission·
meetings and via comment letters, is an encouraged part of the evaluation
process which helped to inform and influence the Commission's ultimate
determination.

One topic about which the Commission received a great deal of discussion was
whether managed timberland provides habitat elements supporting all essential
Pacific fisher life requirements, such as denning, resting, and rearing young.
Some comments asserted that individuals of the species are thriving on
managed timberland, proving the sufficiency of this habitat. Comments on the
opposite end of the spectrum assert that managed timberland does not resemble
that described by scientists as being favorable for fisher, and may be of poor
quality for fisher. The totality of the information received by the Commission
does not support a finding that the available habitat for Pacific fisher is
insufficient to support the species' life requirements.

Another topic about which the Commission received competing information was
whether the southern Sierra fisher population's isolation makes it more
vulnerable to threats such as fire, disease, predation, and stochastic events.
Some comments assert that threats such as logging, roads, disease, predation,
small population size, and development can impact the fisher population
cumulatively, and therefore represent a significant threat to the population's
continued existence. Opposing comments assert that the southern population
has endured for many decades despite these extant threats, so its isolation alone
is not an indicator of serious danger or immediate threat to the continued
existence of the popUlation. As discussed ab"ove, the Pacific fisher popUlations in
California have been isolated for decades, if not a century, during which time
neither stochastic events nor the enumerated threats have resulted in the
extinction of either population. The Commission cannot conclude based on the
information before it that the relative isolation of the two distinct California fisher
populations.poses an imminent threat to the species' or either populations'
continued existence, including in combination with other threats, such that listing
is warranted.

A third magnet for robust debate was the question of whether the geographic gap
between the two California fisher populations reflects a contraction in population
size and constitutes an indicator of population instability. Some comments assert
that the two populations are thriving and that the gap does not impact the survival
of the species. Opposing comments assert that the geographic separation has
caused. both genetic differences between the populations, as well as a
corresponding increase in genetic similarity among individuals within each
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population, representing yet another threat to the continued existence of fisher in
the California. As discussed above, substantial evidence in the administrative
record of proceedings before the Commission indicates that the gap in
geographic range has existed for decades, if not a century, so the passage of
time itself has answered the question as to whether the geographic gap poses a .
serious danger or threat of extinction in the foreseeable future to .fisher
populations in California. In light of the evidence before it, the Commission
cannot conclude that the geographic gap between the two California fisher
populations constitutes evidence that the Pacific fisher is at serious danger of
extinction or threatened with extinction in the foreseeable future such that listing
is warranted.

A final topic that received much attention was whether the Department's ongoing
reintroduction effort will benefit fisher long term, since the release sites are
located on managed timberlands. Some comments point to the reintroduction
effort as evidence that the Department considers fisher to be in need of the
protection afforded by listing. Some of these same commenters also note the
uncertainty of whether the translocation effort will be a success to assert that the
effort does not remove the imminent threat to the survival of the species that the
petition suggests. Opposing comments assert that the availability of suitable
habitat as yet unpopulated by the species makes reintroduction a valuable tool
for expanding its available range and allowing the species to grow. The totality of
the information received by the Commission does not support a finding that the
available habitat for Pacific fisher is insufficient to support the species' life
requirements, and the Department's relocation efforts further reinforce the
Commission's determination that listing is not warranted.

Finally, the issues highlighted in this section represent only a portion of the
complex issues aired and considered by the Commission during the CESA listing
process for Pacific fisher. The issues addressed here in these findings represent
some, but not all of the information, issues, and considerations affecting the
Commission's final determination. Other issues aired before and considered by
the Commission are addressed in detail in the Commission's administrative
record of proceedings.

v.
FINAL DETERMINATION BY THE COMMISSION

The Commission has weighed and evaluated all information and inferences for
and against designating Pacific fisher as an endangered or threatened species
under CESA. This information includes scientific and other general evidence in
the Center's 2008 petition, the Department's 2008 Candidacy Evaluation Report
and 2010 Status Review, and the Department's related recommendations based
on the best available science, written and oral comments received from members
of the public, the regulated community, various public agencies, and the scientific
community; and other evidence included in the Commission's administrative,

15



record of proceedings. Based upon substantial evide(1ce in the administrative
record the Commission has determined that the best scientific information
available indicates that the continued existence of Pacific fisher is not in serious
danger or threatened by present or threatened modifications or destruction of the
species' habitat, overexploitation, predation,competition, disease, or other
natural occurrences or human-related activities. (See generally Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (i)(1)(A); Fish & G. Code, §§ 2062, 2067.) The
Commission finds. for the same reason that there is not sufficient scientific
information at this time to indicate that the petitioned action is warranted. (See
Id., § 2070.) The Commission finds, as a result, that designating Pacific fisher, or
the northern or southern populations, respectively, as an endangered or
threatened species under CESA is not warranted and that, with adoption of these
findings, Pacific fisher for purposes of its legal status under CESA shall revert to
its status prior to the filing of the Center's petition. (ld., § 2075.5(2); Cal. Code
Regs., tit. 14, § 670.1, subd. (i)(2).)
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Patrick T. Gardner
Deputy Chief - Operations
San Francisco Fire Department
698 Second Street
San Francisco,CA 94107
Work 415-558-3402
Fax 415-558-3407

Metier & Ross September 5, 2010.

Fire alarm: A "concerned taxpayer" tells us he and a friend were chagrined to see a San
Francisco Fire Department ladder truck and crew helping hang a "Taste of Greece Festival"
banner from the front of a Geary Boulevard church the other day - and tying up traffic in the
process.

"Are we using city equipment and the right-of-way to benefit a church?" our inquiring mind, who
asked not to be named for fear of retaliation, wanted to know.

Well, Fire Department spokeswoman Lt. Mindy Talmadge tells us firefighters did lend a hand
to hang the banner because "one of our members goes to that church."

Talmadge said the truck was on duty at the time, and that the firefighters would have jumped into
their gear and taken off had they been needed elsewhere.

"We do community service all day long - every day," she said.

Which, no doubt, is why everyone loves firefighters.

Read more:
http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f-Ie/al201O/09/05IBAFM1F8GOS.DTL#ixzz11P20Y
02y
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Office of the Mayor
City & County of San Frandsco

Notice of Appointment

October 7,2010

Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board, Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, California 94102

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

Pursuant to Charter §4.114, I nominate Michael Kim for appointment to the
San Francisco Port Commission.

Michael Kim is appointed to succeed Stephanie Shakofsky for a four-year term
ending May 1, 2014. Please see the attached biography which will illustrate
that Michael Kim's qualifications allow him to represent the communities of
interest, neighborhoods and diverse populations of the City and County.

Should you have any questions, please contact my liaison to commissions,
Matthew Goude u, at 415-554-6674.

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



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

Notice of Appointment

GAVIN NEWSOM

October 7,2010

Honorable Board of Supervisors:

Pursuant to Charter §4.114, I nominate Michael Kim for appointment to the Sa
Port Commission.

Michael Kim is appointed to succeed Stephanie Shakofsky for a four-year term ending
May 1, 2014.

I am confident that Michael Kim will serve our community well. Attached are his
qualifications to serve, which demonstrate how the appointment represents the communities
of interest, neighborhoods and diverse populations of the City and County of San Francisco.

I encourage y r support and am pleased to advise you of this appointment.

Gavin Newsom
Mayor



FILE NO. MOTION NO.

1

2

3

4

5

[Motion confirming the appointment of Michael Kim to the Port Commission, term ending May
1,20141

Motion confirming the appointment of Michael Kim to the Port Commission, term

ending May 1, 2014.

6 RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco

7 does hereby confirm the reappointment by the Mayor of the following designate to serve as a

8 member of the San Francisco Port Commission, pursuant to the provisions of the California

9 Health and Safety Code, Section 33110, for the term specified:

10

11 Michael Kim, succeeding Stephanie Shakofsky, for a four-year term ending May 1,

12 2014.

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Mayor Newsom
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS Page 1

10/7/2010
e:\documellts and sel1ings\jcllanldosldop\appl documelns\green\redev - miguel bustos.doc



MICHAEL KIM
(650) 346-2914

michael@cendanacapital.com

EXPERIENCE

CENDANA CAPITAL MANAGEMENT San Francisco, CA
Managing Partner January 2010 to Present

Founder of investment management firm for next generation private equity fund of funds
. Initial investment focus on micro cap VC / institutional seed funds

RUSTIC CANYON PARTNERS Redwood Shores, CA
Partner July 2000 to December 2009

One of three senior partners managing $900 million in venture capital funds; 7 partners total
Co-led. fundraising effort for RCV III ($207 million closed in October 2008)
Area of specialization: communications infrastructure, clean technology/efficient energy and
digital media
Investments included: Archcom (lasers), Auxora/Confluent (fiber optics components), Dipity
(social media aggregation), EM4 (components packaging and integration), Insync (RFID and
asset tracking software), TwofishlLiveGamer (virtual goods transaction platform),
MerchantCircle (local merchant network), Playfirst (casual games), Ohai (social games), Amber
Networks (communications hardware), ODS-Petrodata (oil & gas media), GSI Commerce
(ecommerce fulfillment & logistics).
Advised senior management on strategic partnership strategies, building internal infrastructure,
HR, financial control, introduction to potential customers, fmancing & exit strategy

SAN FRANCISCO EMPLOYMENT RETIREMENT SYSTEM San Francisco, CA
Commissioner March 2004 to September 2009

One of seven Trustees who oversee the $13 billion pension fund for employees of the City and
County ofSan Francisco
Major initiatives included: expansion ofinvestment staff, risk measurement and search process
for the new Executive Director
Helped to devise, implement and enforce policies on portfolio review, governance, process
improvements and communications
Review appropriate asset allocation strategy and asset/liability planning
Review new and existing fund managers in equities, fixed income, real estate and private equity
Served as the President of the Board, Chairman of the Investment Committee, Personnel
Committee and Finance Committee
Appointed by the Mayor in March 2004 to serve a five year term

MORGAN STANLEY & CO. INCORPORATED Menlo Park, CA
Mergers & Acquisitions August 1997 to February 2000

Member ofthe 15 person West Coast Technology M&A team ranked #1 worldwide for merger
and acquisitions advisory services to technology companies
Provided strategic advisory services and developed quantitative and qualitative analyses for
client development, transaction structure and valuation

Page lof2



Philadelphia, PA
May 1997

Gained substantial experience negotiating and structuring transactions; high degree ofclient
management
Rated #1 worldwide in 1999; consistently rated Outstanding in review process
Announced 27 transactions worth $77Bn at announcement

THE CHASE MANHATTAN BANK, NA New York, NY
Associate, Credit Risk Management August 1992 to July 1995

Determined appropriate exposure to US and international clients based on credit analysis
Promoted to Associate in less than two years.
Consistently rated at the highest performance levels
Underwent 9 month credit analysis program including cash flow analysis

EDUCATION

THE WHARTON SCHOOL, University of Pennsylvania
Master of Business Administration

Major in Finance; Teaching Assistant for Advanced Corporate Finance
. Developed Internet-based business plan that was ranked #1 in Fall 1996 entrepreneur class

SCHOOL OF FOREIGN SERVICE, Georgetown University
Master of Science in Foreign Service

Major in International Politics & Economics
. Dean's List, received honors certificate for International Business program

Washington, DC
May 1992

COLLEGE OF ARTS & SCIENCES, Cornell University
Bachelor ofArts, Cum Laude

Major in Government, concentration in International Relations
Honors thesis: "The Deregulation ofJapanese Financial Markets"
Dean's List, Chairman of Student Life Committee, Student Finance Commissioner

COMMUNITY ACTIVITIES & INTERESTS

Ithaca, NY
May 1990

Trustee of the Asian Art Museum Foundation, which oversees the Asian Art Museum in San
Francisco; served on the following Board Committees: Executive committee, Search committee,
Strategic Long Range Planning committee, Marketing/Branding committee, Trustees committee
and Compensation Committee (chairman in 2009); created the Young Trustees program
Member of the Cornell University Council (2007 to present)
Former co-chair of the Advisory Board of Symphonix, the young professionals' league of the
San Francisco Symphony
Co-Chair of 10th year Wharton reunion class and Connnittee member for 20th year Cornell
reunion class
Co-Chair of the Symphony Supper for the San Francisco Symphony Opening Gala (2009 and
2010)
Co-Chair of the Aficionados for the San Francisco Fall Antiques Show (2010)
Co-Chair of the Lords of the Samurai Opening Gala, Asian Art Museum (2009)

Page 2 of2





UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION IX

75 Hawthorne Sireel
San Francisco, CA 94105

September 15,2010

Dear Sir or Madam:

~
C;;;
o
~

\
0'

~
s::-.,-

You have been identified as an interested party in the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA)
tentative decision to authorize changes to California's hazardous waste program, or your name
appears on the mailing list for California's Department of Toxic Substances Control.

Enclosed is an advance copy of the legal advertisement that the EPA will be publishing regarding
EPA's tentative decision to authorize California for revisions to its hazardous waste regulations.
EPA intends to publish this Legal Advertisement as close in time as possible to the publication of
the Federal Register notice of this decision. The Federal Register notice will be published on
September 30, 2010. The Legal Advertisement will be published in the following newspapers:
San Francisco Examiner, Sacramento Bee, and Los Angeles Daily News.

EPA is inviting public comment on the California revised program application and the Agency's
tentative decision to authorize these revisions. The application was necessary under 40 Code of
Federal Regulation (CFR) 271.21 due to changes in EPA's regulations.

Please note, the closing date for all written comments will be November I, 2010.

Comments should be sent to Rebecca Smith, U.S. EPA Region IX (WST-2), 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105. For further information, contact Ms. Smith at (415) 972-3313.

Sincerel~~~__

~~,Director
Waste Management Division

Enclosure





United States Environmental Protection Agency

In accordance with Title 40 of the United States Code of Federal Regulations, Section 271.21(b)(4), the
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is hereby giving notice of its proposal to approve
the State of California's revised hazardous waste management program.

California has applied for final authorization for revisions to its hazardous waste program under the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) (hereafter "Revised Program"). EPA reviewed
California's application and has made a determination, subject to public review and comment, that the
State's Revised Program satisfies all of the requirements necessary to qualify for final authorization.
Thus, EPA intends to grant final authorization to California to implement its Revised Program, subject to
the authority retained by EPA in accordance with the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984
(HSWA). California's authorization application will be available for public review and comment as
specified below.

DATES: Written comments on California's program revision authorization application must be received
by the close of business November 1, 2010. The proposed Federal Register notice was published on
September 30, 2010.

ADDRESSES: EPA has established a docket for this action under Docket ID No. EPA-R09-RCRA-201O­
0598. Upon publication of this notice in the Federal Register, pUblicly available docket materials will be
available electronically through www.regulations.govorin hard copy at the following two locations:

California Department of Toxic Substances Control
1001 I Street, 22 Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814-2828
Business Hours: 9 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Monday through Thursday
Tel. (916) 324-0912
Maria Aliferis-Gjerde

U.S. EPA Region 9 library
75 Hawthorne Street, 13th Floor
San Francisco, California 94105
Business Hours: 9 a.m. to 12:00 p.m. and 1:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m.
Monday through Thursday
Tel. (415) 947-4406

Written comments should be sent to Rebecca Smith at the address below.



SUMMARY: California initially received final authorization to implement the RCRA hazardous waste
management program on July 23, 1992, with an effective data of August 1, 1992 (57 FR 32726). On
August 4, 2004, August 17, 2004 and October 28,2009, California submitted final complete program
revision applications for changes and additions to selected Federal RCRA regulations in accordance with
40 CFR 271.21. A complete listing of the revisions will be in the upcoming Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Rebecca Smith, Waste Management Division, WST-2,
Environmental Protection Agency Region 9, 75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-3901;
telephone number: (415) 972-3313; fax number: (415) 947-3533; e-mail address:
smith.rebecca@epa.gov.



Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco
#1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place.
San Francisco, CA 94102

GAVIN NEWSOM
MAYOR

THOMAS J. CAHILL HALL OF JUSTICE

850 BRYANT STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94103-4603

October 1, 2010

Dear Board of Supervisors:

Thank you for hearing the objection to the Planning Commission's approval of a
new conditional use for entertainment at 1268 Grant Avenue in the Central District. The
premises known as the "King of Thai" at 1268 Grant Avenue are emblematic of a
restaurant exceeding their ABC License privilege by essentially turning their operation
from a restaurant in another bar. This North Beach area already requires an
unprecedented police presence and it is increasingly problematic dealing with alcohol
related problems and behavior in this oversaturated area of the city.

There are over 3200 ABC licenses in San Francisco with an estimated 750 in the
Central District alone. The area of 1268 Grant Avenue is over intensified with over 70
licenses in an area where the ABC recommends 14.

The venue was reprimanded for violating the Planning Code for converting into a
non-conforming bar and has just, this past week, been given a Notice of Violation by
Planning Department staff for other violations. Last week, the Planning Department
admitted their own error in their finding since they did not do an inspection of the
premise before the August hearing, but only did so after the exemption was granted. I
agree with their new findings since the August hearing and believe that the conditional
use permit should be rejected by the Board of Supervisors and not be returned to the
Planning Commission for a new hearing.

Sincerely,
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Page 1 of 1

legislation proposed
CR
to:
Board.of.Supervisors
10/07/2010 07:22 AM
Show Details

Why don't we San Franciscans ban the use ofpesticides and herbicides on all city-owned lands? These
products cause bees' colony collapse disorder. We could hopefully start a nationwide trend. Ban
Monsanto's RoundUp and all other biotech products from city-owned lands.

Cheryl Richard
940 San Jose Ave. No.4
San Francisco, CA 94110
(Noe Valley)

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web0002.htm 101712010
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No on alcohol tax
michael hammond
to:
board.of.supervisors
10/011201008:42 PM
Show Details

I don't even drink, but think that's a bad idea. Something like that should be decided by the people, not a
board the citizens don't know.

Mike hammond

file:IIC:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\-web9244.htm
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San Francisco City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

ii,i•• ,i,. i." iiii••",i, i.i,.i,ii" iI••••}•• i, ii., i. i.,. i. i.1

i •Ready for more taxes and lob losses?

:j'
"

.. The hospitality industry is hemorrhaging jobs in San Francisco due to the economic downturn.San Francisco's hospitality workers are critical to our economic recovery and we should bedoing everything we can to protect those jobs. San Francisco supervisors are consideringimposing new taxes on every single drink purchased in the city. The hospitality industry is theheart of our economy. New taxes will drive away customers and force businesses to eliminatejobs. Isn't it tough enough to sustain a business in San Francisco without the addition ofanother new tax?

,.Help us STOP alcohol taxes.
Fill out the section below and mail back.

Name: R'3CHEI. I<1M
Business/Organization: -----::c--;;:c---.,--­
Address: '2$1 ~P<l\\ Sr.. SF M, ,
Email! --"'rnrr.c(J-----------Signature: ~f1Iffif-_-{-;p.:-'......"'.c- _

Learn more; www.savemycajob.com

..~

Received . I postcards from concerned citizens in opposition to p~opo~dlegislation concerning alcohol tax. File No.1 00865 ~

~
I

.l:"'





'!3o~-\\
COB(~3 ¥

~
Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board
Room 244, City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

SF Supervisors Appeal Hearing on proposed 222 2nd St. project, October 5, 2010

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

Please kindly direct this letter is to the SF Board of Supervisors regarding the hearing planned above.

I am a resident at 246 2nd St., San Francisco. When I write the following I speak on behalf of hundreds of
people, and many families in our building and the many other residential buildings immediately
surrounding the 2ndIHoward corner.

I am not opposed to new construction at the location of the proposed 222 2nd St. project (2nd at Howard).
Other local residents and I are, however, opposed to some of the specifics of the plan. Conceptually the
problems are as follows:

• The neighborhood is being presented by developers as primarily commercial, when in fact there
are a large and growing number of residences and families with children.

• The best design (not yet presented) would integrate well into a historic and mixed-use area, and
would dominate light and wind to a lesser degree.

• At the recent Planning Commission meeting, which only narrowly approved the project (with
several commissioners indicating that they were only voting in favor ufor now"), it became clear
that the developers are using a strategy to ask for too much and then to appear to make
concessions, when in reality the concessions still only lead to a request that still requires
exceptions, rather than trying to findJ!!e right design for the special nature of the neighborhood.

• At the Planning Commission meeting, the lead designer representing the project was asked
something like "could the building be built in a different way that would address the COncerns of
the public and still be an attractive project to the developer", aud he declined to answer. .. the clear

" l:lnspoken answer was "yes".
• Open-space design is not easily accessible to the public.

There are other concerns as well, some of which are technical and that other citizens will certainly address,
but the above may be the most important issues to local residents and businesses both large and small, that
can clearly be addressed with excellent design.

Why provide exceptions and why not insist upon a design that works well in a historic and mixed-use area?
This is an important area being revived in San Francisco, and will also connect directly to what will
eventually be the "Folsom Bonlevard" street-life concept, so it the way it will affect the perception of San
Francisco is not insignificant.

Again, I/we are not against development. Rath~r, we are in favor ofdevelopment, as long at is smart,
appropriate development. Please don't let powerful developers use their influence to push it through at the
expense of the city's character and quality of life.

Please insist upon a design that we can all be prond of for decades and generations, and that will not
damage quality of life and city attractiveness, for visitors, commuters and residents alike.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sinc lyCl-'~______
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To:
Cc:
Bee:
SUbJect:

BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

File 101031: Tishman ,;n"VAr- 222 2nd street

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Alexi Arvanitidis <alexiarvan@yahoo.com>
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
10106/201008:57 AM
Tishman Speyer - 222 2nd street

In regards to the proposed non-code compliant office building at 222 2nd street,
I am definitely opposed to its construction. I am a home owner at 246 2nd street
and I would be very much opposed to the changes brought about by this building
to our wonderful neighborhood.

If you have any questions or any further information regarding this project, and
anything I can do to help contribute to this cause, please let me know. Thank you
for your attention.

Best regards,
Alexi Arvanitidis

246 2nd Street
#602
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BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,To:
Cc:
Bee:
Subject: File 101031: Case #2006.11 06E, EIR for 222 2nd Street

From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Min Lee <minlee888@yahoo.com>
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
10/05/2010 03:29 PM
Regarding Case #2006.11 06E, EIR for 222 2nd Street

Dear Board of Supervisors,

I am the owner of Unit #1202 at 246 2nd Street and would like to write to you regarding my concerns for
the new proposed office building at 222 2nd Street.

I am aware of the hearing today, October 5th, and would have preferred to attend; however, I am in
Los Angeles for business and cannot attend.

In lieu of my attendance, I would like to share my strong concerns regarding this office building.
While I am aware that it is Important for San Francisco both economicaliy and culturally to maintain a vibrant
business climate; I do feel that it should be balanced by concerns of the people who actually live in the city.

I have for most of my life traveled for work and lived in a variety of cities.
I have never considered a city to be Ithome," until I moved here.
In San Francisco, I found a truly wonderful place that seemed to balance commerce, business, and livability
in one city.
However, I feel that this project distorts that balance for the following reasons:

1) 222 2nd st. and the surrounding area Is already crowded with businesses, condominiums, and office towers.
I do not understand how a large office tower such as the one proposed will positively impact the neighborhood.
There is such a thing as too much. I fear that it will be too much: too many cars, too much traffic, too much noise.
The city has allowed a large number of residences to be built within this area. Consequently, the people who live
In this area 24/7 should have their voices heard in regards to how much traffic, commerce, and people can be

accommodated in this small area.

2) There is already a large amount of vacant office space in this area. Hence, there doesn't seem to be any need for
additional office space. It seems to me that this request is not critical to the business community in this area and only
detracts from the well-being of the people who live here.

3) In any city With large number of residences, I think open space is critical to have and maintain. It's one of the reasons
why I much prefer San Francisco over New York.
I would hope that San Francisco continues to maintain that philosophy instead of building every tall office tower that a
developer desires. Moreover, I believe this specific request is out of standard for Shadow Impact. San Francisco strives
to be a city of beauty, culture, and commerce. This building request seems counter to that goal.

4) Lastly, it is the people who make any city, including San Francisco, a desirable place to live. I would hope that our
concerns are heard and acted upon. Given the glut of vacancies and the negative impact to congestion and neighborhood
"livability", I feel strongly that the negatives outweigh the positives in this case.

Thank you for hearing my concerns and I am more than happy to provide additional feedback if it is needed or helpful.

Sincerely,

Min Lee
246 2nd St. #1202
San Francisco





To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:

_.,_~"._, ..,~.," ..~Ubj':'~~.~~_,:: 0p.~.:~~.~!~?~~2.~t 222 ~ec':.':..d_Str::~._"_.".,,., ~~ ~,.,..,,_..~_~"•.,_.,._"_, ,,,.

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Ann Tubbs <anntubbs@yahoo,com>
"board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org" <board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>
10104/2010 02:06 PM
Proposed building at 222 Second Street

Thank you for agreeing to review the Planning Commission's shocking decision
to approve the building proposed for this site, in complete disregard for the
neighborhood's increasingly residential nature and for the commission's own
criteria regarding bulk" shadow, etc.

Please take the time, before your hearing, to visit the neighborhood, have a
bite to eat or a drink at one of our cafes, watch the families .... yes, with
children .... walking the sidewalks. Think of the damage that will be done
with this hulking structure blocking sunlight and worsening traffic and air
pollution in our neighborhood.

We are already surrounded by empty and half-empty office buildings. Companies

are not moving out of San Francisco because they can't find office space.
San Francisco is where young people want to live. They commute to their jobs
in Novato and Silicon Valley and even Sacramento. Please, let's keep our city

a pleasant, exciting place to live (and for tourists to visit) .

At the very least, please apply the rules to this project!

Thank you,
Ann Tubbs
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SF Chron uses Pejorative "Illegals" headline on 1015 re undocumented immigrants
Kimo Crossman
to:
begelko, angelac, angelac, Luke Thomas, editor, editor, editor, paul, Sandy Close, Johnson, Hope, Allen
Grossman, Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org, David Waggoner, David Chiu, David Campos, Ross Mirkarimi,
Board of Supervisors, superdaly, Matt Dorsey, Richard Knee
10/051201011:27 PM
Sent by:
kimocrossman@gmail.com
Please respond to kimo
Show Details

Security:

To ensure privacy, images from remote sites were prevented from downloading. Show Images

(BOS Clerk please make this part if the BOS Communications file)

The term "iIlegals" is a pejorative and demeaning phrase please work with SF Chronicle to educate.

BTW, I understand that typically the headline is written by someone other than the person who wrote
the story.

h!1P:llwww~ate.com/cgi-biniarticle.cgi?f=/c/al2010/10105/BAKA I FONOE.DTL&tsp=I

Fight over iIIegals' tuition reaches high court

Tuesday, October 5, 2010

~ ~ [@]"" ~ [@jpm----
00 00 "0.00Print E-mail Share Comments (183)[01 ont ISIZe:
--, "------,---------------------
MORE EDUCATION

S,f, 1st U.S, city to start coliege (10-05) 18:21 PDT FRESNO -- The issue of
savings plan 10,05,10
Students left waiting at public benefits for illegal immigrants landed at the state
schools 10,04,10 Supreme Court on Tuesday, as out-of-state
Cal sports cuts: tough cali, but right students challenged a law allowing anyone who 90
one 10,02,10 has graduated from a California high school to pay 1"0J
in-state tuition at a public university, regardless of immigration status.

The 2002 law, intended to encourage youngsters to attend college, enables undocumented
students to pay the same lower fees as other state residents - at the J1niygrsij:y_Qi California,
$11,300 instead of $34,000 a year.

A lawyer for 42 non-Californians who pay the higher fees at DC, state university and

file:IIC:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\-web4372,htm 1016/2010
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Page 2 00

community college campuses argued that the statute is discriminatory and violates federal
immigration law.

"One of the privileges of U.S. citizenship is not being treated worse than an illegal alien,"
attorney Kris Kobach told the court at a hearing in Fresno.

He said California is flouting a 1998 federal law that prohibits states from providing benefits
to illegal immigrants on the basis of their residence, unless a state makes the same benefits
available to U~S~ citizens who live in other states.

But Justice Kathryn Mickle Werdegar said the California law is not based on residence and
instead reduces tuition for all students who went to high school in the state, no matter where
they live when they apply to college.

And Justice Ming Chin cited UC reports that more than 70 percent ofthe students paying
lower fees because of the law are U.S. citizens or legal residents, not illegal immigrants.

That's not enough, Kobach argued, because Congress intended to make all U.S. citizens
eligible for at least the same benefits that illegal immigrants receive.

Justice Carol Corrigan questioned, however, whether federal lawmakers meant to "usurp how
each state should decide to spend its education budget in terms of out-of-state tuition."

The case represents the court's first look at the controversy over immigration laws and
California's authority to make its own rules.

Kobach, a law professor at the University of Missouri-Kansas City, was the chief drafter of the
Arizona law requiring police to check the legal status of anyone they stop and reasonably
suspect of being undocumented. A federal appeals court in San Francisco will hear arguments
Nov. 1 in Arizona's appeal of a judge's ruling that found the law conflicted with federal
regulation of immigration.

The topic also arose during Saturday's debate between the candidates for governor, in which
Democrat Jerry Brown endorsed, and Republican Meg Whitman opposed, a bill that would
allow state financial aid for illegal immigrants attending public colleges. Gov. Arnold
Schwarzeneggervetoed the measure last week, citing its cost.

Lawyers said nine other states have laws like the 2002 California statute allowing resident
illegal immigrants to pay in-state tuition.

The state law "has enabled thousands oftalented high school students ... to get an affordable
education," said Ethan Schulman, lawyer for the UC regents.

But Kobach said the tuition reduction "creates an incentive for continued unlawful presence."

The suit seeks to overturn the state law and require illegal immigrants to pay out-of-state
tuition. A ruling is due within 90 days.

The case is Martinez us. Regents, 8167791.
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E-mail BobEgelkoatbegelko@sfchronicle.com.

This article appeared on page C - 1 ofthe San Francisco Chronicle
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Gavin Newsom ! Mayo~

Tom Nolan I Chairman
Jerry lee I Vice-Chairman
Cameron Beach I Director
Cheryl Brinkman I Director
Malcolm Heinicke I Director
Bruce ,Oka I Director

Natha~iel P. Ford Sr. I Executive Director/CEO.

James J. Ludwig
66 Montclair Terrace
San Francisco, CA 94109

Dear Mr. Ludwig:

MayorNewsom has forwarded your letterdated September 15, 2010 regarding the
pilot Required Right Turn project on eastbound Market Street to us.

As you know, the Required Right Turn project on eastbound Market Street at Tenth
and Sixth streets is a pilot program. We anticipate holding public hearings within the
next two months to decide whether the required right turns on eastbound Market
Street should be adopted as permanent regulations, modified or removed. We will
notify you of these hearings when they have been scheduled.

If you would like to discuss this matter further, please feel free to contact meor Mr.
Jerry Robbins ofour staff at 701-4490. Thank you for your input on this important
project.

Sincerely,

.~;:> .. ....::: ??-1-.~
Bond M. Vee (7 .-
Director of Sustainable Streets

Cc: lYfayor Newsom
/Board of Supervisors

San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
One South Van Ness Avenue, Seventh FI. San Francisco, CA 94103 I Tel: 415.701.4500 I Fax: 415.701.4430 I www.sfl]1ta.com





ROBERT MORALES
Secretary-Treasurer

SANITARY TRUCK DRIVERS AND "BLfERS
Local No. 350 h'l <"' 1

AFFILIATED WITII TilE 1 e I0 11-'2.~
INTERNATIONAL BROTIIERIIOOD OF TEAMSTERS or~: 8tf-.<10Ju

Office: CEDAR IIILL OFFICE BUILDING $" ~s. lWcclos,1\Wt~ ~
295 89th STREET, SUITE 304

AFFILIATED WITII fu\Qwl.ll.
DALY CITY, CALIFORNIA 94015 Joint COuncil of Teamsters No.7

Telephone: (650) 757·7290 Bay Area Union Labor Party

FAX: (650) 757·7294

October 4,2010

The Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

CIO Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

City HaJJ, Room 244
San Francisco, Ca. 94l02-4689

Re: Board ofSupervisors Meeting ofTuesday, October 5,2010

Matter # 101225 ~Approving Landfill Disposal and Facilitation Agreements ­

Department ofthe Environment - Recology San Francisco

Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors:

I am writing to express Local 350's opposition to the approval of the above-referenced

Agreement.

As you know, Local 350 represents Recology of San Francisco (fkaNorcal) employees,

including employees who transport and sort the waste at the designated landfills. Pursuant to the

Department of the Environment's Request for Proposal for LandfiJJ Disposal Capacity,

Recology's proposal and the LandfiJJ Disposal Agreement with the City reflects that San

Francisco waste would be transported via rail rather than by truck. The Agreement also provides

for use oflandfill sites in Yuba and Solano Counties.

Approval of this Agreement will force the layoff of two groups of Local 350-represented

Recologyemployees: (1) the drivers who transport San Francisco's waste to the landfiJJ(s) and

(2) the sorters, helpers, machint;: operators and related classifications now employed to sort waste

received at the Alameda County landfill site.

.Regarding the drivers, however laudable the environmental goals, the City must consider

the displacement oflongstanding employees who have hauled City waste to the landfill for years,

in most cases, for decades. Many if not most of these longer haul drivers are no longer
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Letter to the Clerk, San Francisco Board of Snpervisors
October 4,2010
Page2of2

physically able to work on a refuse truck and if there will be no long haul jobs to be performed
they will be subject to layoff. Given their age and the general condition of the economy, these
drivers' alternative employment opportunities will be limited at best. The City's long experience
has been that trucking of waste to the landfill is safe and cost effective. The employees who
have long performed this work should not be rewarded with a layoff notice in the service of
questionable environmental goals.

The employees working at the landfills specified in the Agreement are, we understand,
un-represented and their wages and benefits are substantially less than that of the Recology­
employed sorters, helpers and machine operators employed at the current Alameda landfill.
Because the persons performing these tasks at the Yuba and Solano Counties sites apparently
will not be Recology employees, the Landfill Disposal Agreement's standard minimum
compensation, guaranteed health benefits, and "First Source Hiring" provisions will be
inapplicable. Ifthe City intends to contract for new landfill sites it has the responsibility to
insure that the basic City contract employee protections apply to any landfill employees and that
the existingAlarneda County landfill employees have transfer rights.

In short, the Board cannot approve this Agreement until or unless the City and Recology
have addressed the rights of the employees the Agreement seeks to displace. On this basis Local
350 urges you not to approve the Agreement.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert Morales
Secretary-Treasurer

Brd ofSupervisors
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SAFE HARBOR INCOME TAX
CPAs & Tax Consultants

.~ 388 12 Avenue @ Geary
(415) 742·4249

AND THE ILLEGAL SIDEWALK SIGNS
CHAINED TO THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL POLES



City and Cpunty of Satl Fratlcisco

October I, 20 to

Board. p[Supervisors
CitY lU;ld QoilrJ-lY pfsan' Francisco
1Dre carlfon' Il, Go·od)et1: Place
Rm,2?0
San Francisco, CA

Department of Public Health

Mitchell H.. Katz, MD
Dii"~ctor of H¢alth

., .

Re: Resollltf.llI alitho.rizingtheSan Franciscp ))epartmentofPllb)ic Health (DPH) tPappl)' forth¢HIV
~m¢rgen¢Y ReliefG.rantPioilram (Ryan White Ptogranfs, Part A) .

Deat B:pnptallle $.npetvisprs,

otie "four teslilution$, "G~lU;ltApplicatipwD¢paftnjenl p[P$Uc H¢a)th~RYanWhiteEIV Emer&enc)' Relief
Ptpgram-$36,11$,2)3\Fik#lo12?3, is c,!lehdared fat tlfefu,il Board.a&endafoJ;'adoptiou, with,i1Jt committee
teferelice PD OCtooet 5, 2010,

, Approv'!) ofthe propWed resOl!ltioiiby the )3qjird wpuld authorize the San Fr;iJ1cisdo Dep!!Jilm¢iit pfPuOlid Ifeaitii
(DJ'H) tP SUbl'lli! '!t! '!pplic'!tipn fp(the Ryan White ACT fjlVlAiDSEl'IlergencyReliyf(irantJ,'tol\rarn (Ryan White'
Prpgmms, Part A) 10. the He'!lth Respurces ServiCes Adm!\11$irarlon (HRSA),. This'!ppUc'!tjOJj is requitediP teceive
continued fundin~ fot apprQXlma,ely $56,11~,m for !lie Siirr Francisco EligilileMetrpj>plitali Area (EMA). j:lPB .
ll.iJ$ received from BRSAthe ajlplj(WiOiiguidance and tlje ilpplicatipndeadline is QctPIcer l~, 2010, Tl:Je signed

.. dpcumelil>Jllusl be retuflje1'l Wil)ithe appliC'!iipu, !:Ipwever, weinteDd to sUl:nwt an ACgept '!nd Expend Appr""v'!l ,
•application !lpon receipt !}fthe Nptige PIGniht A-wjird f'or'these :fu1!d~,...

IfY9u ShOllJd ftaveaJjyquest!onslegatdihgthe r"sQJnt!on,. ple'l$ecp)J.tlICtAJjJj SalitQs,.DBJ-1Ctimts Ma)1<!\1;erat255.·
3$4'6, She WPll14rbe,.happy to meetwIth. )'QU befQre· fueBp'!rd,m¢eti!rg or speak tp yOll <lyer!he PhPri¢;

Silleerely;

Mil¢helllf, katt, .
tllre'ct!>!: oflfealth

(41'5) 554-26PO .101 Grqlf.f'l Street
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City and County of San Francisco
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH

OCCUPATIONAL & ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH

Gavin Newsom, Mayor
Mitchell H. Katz, MD, Director

Rajiv Bhatia, MD; MPH
Director of Environmental Health

October 8, 2010

The Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: October 2010 Restaurant Appreciation Month

Dear Members of the Board ofSupervisors:

In order to recognize and celebrate the contribution of restaurants to the vitality of San Fl'aflcisco, the Board of
Supervisors recendy declared October as &JtaurantAppreciation Month 10 San Francisco. The Department of Public
Health has wotted with the Golden Gate Restaurnnt Association, Supervisor Alioto-Pier's office, and the Office of
Small Business on this project. We would like to utilize the October 26th Board ofSupervisors meeting to launch
this program, and would like for each member of the Board as well as a representative from the Mayor's office to

.present a Certificate ofHonor to one restaurant.

We are soliciting nominations each member of the Board ofSupervisors as well as the Mayor for restaurants that
exemplify unique contributions to San Francisco and!or your district. Please priotitize your three top choices using

. the Restaurant Appreciation Nomination Form attached. Please consider the following categories when you submit
your nominations:

.. Innovative cuisine

• Environmental conservation and sustainabllity

• Use of local and regional food
• Improved foqd access and nutrition in underserved communities

• Community wott
• Labor practices and workforce development

• Nutrition·
• High food safety standards

Please submit your Restaurant Appreciation Nomination Form by October 14'" to l'aula.jones@sfdl'h.org.
To ensul:e that the restaul:ants being recognized on October 26'" in compliance with health and safety, labor, and
business license requirements, the nominated restaurants will each be screened with Department of Public Health,
Office ofLabor Standards and Enforcement, and the TaJ< Collector. We anticipate having a final list by October
19"', and we will send it to yon at that time.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call Paula Jones at 252-3853.

Thank you'

1
4\r

Rajiv Bhatia, MD, MPH

1390 Market Street, Suite 822 0San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: 415-252-38000 Fax: 415-252-3818





To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: DPT and SFFD coordinate the of traffic jams in Chinatown every morning.

From:
To:
Cc:
Date:
Subject:

JAMES CORRIGAN <marylouc@mac.com>
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
Fire Commission <Fire.Commission@sfgov.org>, cnevius@sfchronicle.com
10107/201010:07 PM
DPT and SFFD coordinate the making of traffic jams in Chinatown every morning.

Dear Members of the Board of Supervisors:

I have tried and failed to get OPT to ticket the double parked cars of
City employees in Chinatown over several years.

I have tried to get the Chief of the Fire Department to end the
practice of her employees double parking in Chinatown,

resulting in the stalling and congesting of automobile and bus traffic
in that busy area.

This 2 minute video details what drivers must face EVERY morning if
they choose to drive on Powell St. thanks to inconsiderate members of
the SFFO

and the management and Enforcement Officers of OPT who abet them.

I am asking for your assistance in this matter. Please get OPT to
ticket City employees' private vehicles

just as aggressively as they ticket non-City employees.

Please get Chief Hayes-White to practice being a "good neighbor" in
busy Chinatown.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v~9ouofPdG7k

Sincerely yours,

James J. Corrigan
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BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,To:
Cc:
Bcc:
SUbject: World Statistics - October 20, 2010- Press Release

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Chris <chrismbarker@yahoo.com>
gavin.newsom@sfgov.org, gavin@gavinnewsom.com, Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org
10108/201007:20 AM
Worid Statistics Day - October 20,2010 - Press Release (good news)

Dear Honorable Mayor Newsom and Honorable Members of the Board
of Supervisors of San Francisco,

I sincerely hope you will consider announcing the U.N.
declaration
of World Statistics Day to the people of the city of San
Francisco.

Please let me give you the background, this is very good news,
and
also provides very important opportunities for jobs.

Below, I'm attaching a link below to a press release - and some
excellent news.

As you may know, the United Nations has announced that October
20,
is the First World Statistics Day.
http://unstats.un.org/unsd/wsd/

The American Statistical Association (ASA www.amstat.
representing
over 18,000 statisticians, has prepared a press release about
the event.
As noted in the release the Statisticians job is the "sexy job'
of the
future. Particularly in this economy where jobs appear to be
scarce,
students in college may want to consider a career in statistics.
As
the release notes, statisticians are needed to analyze a
" ... Tsunami
of Digital Data ... ".

I love my job and have yet to meet a statistician who does not
love
the work they do.
Here's the link for the press release.
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http://www.sfasa.org/WSD2010.pdf

We are also announcing this to as many Bay Area news
organizations
as possible.

Also, I'm the President-Elect of the San Francisco Bay Area
Chapter
of the ASA. Our chapter was chartered in 1928 and is the fourth
oldest
chapter in the ASA and one of the top ten largest in the ASA by
number
of members. We also know that before 1928, the chapter was
preceded by
a smaller group of statisticians in industry.

We will be glad to introduce you to one or more Bay Area
Statisticians.
Very likely there are one or more statisticians working in the
government
offices of San Francisco.

Thank you in advance.

Chris Barker, Ph.D.
President and Owner
Statistical Planning and Analysis Services, Inc.
www.barkerstats.com
http://www.linkedin.com/in/christophermbarker/
415 609 7473

and:

President-Elect
San Francisco Bay Area Chapter of the American Statistical
Association
http://www.sfasa.org/chapinfo.htm#Officers
http://www.sfasa.org/index.htm
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bee:
Subject: Joebee Homeless in SFl A Billionare Can't Fix The NIMBYS and Care Not C...

TimGiangiobbe <TimGiangiobbe@cheerful.com>
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
09/30/2010 05:41 PM
[John Joebee Homeless in SFl A Billionare Can't Fix The NIMBYS and Care Not C...

Some Nice Billionaire Like Larry Ellison can Go To Gavin Newsom Tomorrow and say "Gavin I
want TO get The Homeless Off The Streets NOW,Here is 100 Million Dollars."But the
Stipulation is You Must House 75 percent of these Citizens.

Guess What? San Francisco Could not do it unless Homeless citizens Agreed to leave for a Lump
sum of money.

I personally was BORN HERE and The Wealthy can't give me enough Money to Leave!!!

Without an adequate Supply of SROs this will NEVER BE DONE.

Don't Laugh It's True because the SROs are Not available and the NIMBYS would never Let the
Housing be built quick enough.

Randy Shaw and The Tenderloin Housing Clinic wants to Build SROs on The New land that
WAS donated to THC.He will have to beat down the Onslaught ofNIMBYS if the Development
has too any SROs which seems to be any SROs lately.

The Shame is the City Demolished The SROs that were in the SOMA area to build the Moscone
Center and the SMOMA along with Hotels and Open Space.This had a Pay off for the benefit of
Arts and The Wealthy in the City on the Backs of the POOR.

The SROs that made San Francisco a Great place to Live and work if you ere a Blue Collar
worker and single have been demolished and the working class are now screwed by the Upper
Middle Class City that was Born.

Yes Indeed San Francisco did respect the Needs ofthe Working class Until the crack epidemic
and the Hell Zone that the Tenderloin became after the Big Dig for BART.San Francisco has
never been the same since for the Poor and Disabled.

The 6th street area and The Theater district Around Woolworth's all the way to Van Ness was a
safe area when I was Young.No Shit!!The Working Class People had Rooms for a Price that was
reasonable.San Francisco Boasted that the Working Class Had not been Screwed Like New York
City in the 50s and 60s.





Then The Redevelopment Agency Took away The SROs and They have never returned.The
worries about Flop houses is Bullshit.

Most of the NICE SROs they Demolished on Howard and Mission were Nice.Some were Real
bad.

They sure concentrated on the Blight and Included the rest.! remember the area and I don't want
to hear it was seedy because it wasn't.

The Pool hall and Fascination. I had Fun and my parents did not worry.! ran the streets and not in
a bad way.The 60s and 70s was the Turning Point.Sex Drugs and Rock and Roll has not
Died.They call it Raves Now!

The SROs were in Great Shape Then.Some ofthe Best damn SROs were LOST to the
Demolition and The MOSCONE CENTER.That was A Prime SRO area.

Great Job redevelopment agency!!You Really Stuck it to the Poor and the working Class all
because of a Drug war and The behavior of a few.The sad part is the Drug dealers who Pulled off
the coup have The Place now and the People are Trapped in the Tenderloin because they can't
afford to live elsewhere.Not all the TLs Residents are Drug Dealers and Dope fiends.The
perception is different.Society thinks that they must be addicts to live there.Therefore the
NIMBYS won't allow the housing without Whining like a Puppy.

It is sad That a Billionaire can't help until the The NIMBYS are Silenced and The SROs are
BUILT.

The Homeless will be blamed for a Planning Nightmare and Extremely high rents for SROs.

The Ex Pats from India who have Taken Over the SROs now Master Lease to the City.

The Slumlords Enjoy the Equity because the City of San Francisco lacks a Politician with the
Balls to Tackle This Dilemma.

San Francisco needs to build SRO Housing and Quit leasing over time.

WTF San Francisco does the City want to continue down this Path?

Some of the Old SRO Hotels Were Gems.The New ones that will be Built will Suffice.

The NIMBYS and The Police need to have more Empathy and Tough Love at the same Time.

Empathy for the Homeless Baby Boomers No matter where they sleep and Tough love for the





Addicts who make their life hell.

They make their Life Hell By Taking over SRO Hotels that are still Somewhat reasonable in rent.

This minority holds the Places hostage.This happened at The Mission for Years With Carlos and
THC and They did Nothing.

Bad managers are Usually Damn Good Liars and Hustlers just like Carlos.The Legacy that Carlos
and the Nortenos have left stilllingers,Believe me!!

The Hotels Can be Restored using Covenant Law and Non Profits.Not Ex Pats who are
Slumlords and Laughing at San Francisco for being so Ignorant and letting them gain the equity
using San Francisco's Master Lease Get The Ex Pat Rich Program.

That is what THC could manage Given The NIMBYS.The Waterfront land that was Donated To
THC can Have world Class SRO Housing Built on It.! Know Randy Shaw wants to Build SROs
and That will be The Ticket ifhe Gets BIG BRASS BALLS and Really uses The Clout he has
Amassed in San Francisco.Fuck The NIMBYS Randy they will Lose.

Give Us Poor the damn authority and Changes will be made.The changes would bring Equity and
Dignity to the City.We Could use Both!

Best Practices are not what I Observe in The Loin and The 6th Street Corridor SRO Hotels.

San Francisco Goes after The Bridge Hotel because of the Neighborhood.

Why Can't Dennis Herrera start the Paperwork on The Civic Center Hotel, The Coronado,The
Drake and The Henry.They all suck and Win the Sub Scum Hotel Award for The Month of
September.

The Seneca and the Mission are Competing for That Honor.

WTF Gavin?

Does the City ever really even Take a Look in the TL every Once in awhile?

That is not caring It's Containing!!

San Francisco NIMBYS see this and say: "Why do we want More SROs and that Kind of
Behavior."

Their Right!!!

Cleaning Up bad SROs may Bring These Saviors if they see a chance for an Actual Change and
Not Just Rhetoric.I see Plenty of wealth,They just don't want to Enable Dope Fiends.These Titans





are Use to Business Models that make sense.

They see San Francisco Cuddling Addicts and Giving them Rooms while Baby Boomers sleep on
the streets.Yet Care Not Cash has been successful for the Clients who Applied themselves.

The City Need not throw the baby out with the Bathwater,That is Why More SROs are Needed.

Care Not cash Does not help the Disabled Baby Boomer On a stipend who can't afford the High
rent.

Care Not cash Helps the Indigent because of the federal Funding.That is why when they take the
SROs away and there is less SROs for the Boomers, Disabled and The Working Class Now.

The City Can't stuff Twenty Five Pounds of issues in a Ten Pound Bag.

There Needs to be a Change and Then Benefit on The Good PRo

There Also needs to be an Interruption in the Supply and Demand of cannabis in The
Loin,Market Street and The 6th street Corridor.

The Time for Cannabis Harm Reduction is here on November 2nd.

The City can Help the Simple Growers get this Honor ifthey are 501C3.

Or Sell Out to the Rich Growers Like Oakland did.

How do You Think some of them Became rich? Prop 215 of course.Time to Give Back!

The World is Observing how San Francisco will Handle the Homeless and The Cannabis Issue.

Harm Reduction Centers Can Help to Fund another 501 C3 Charity and Insidiously eliminate the
stigma of Cannabis and Help to get The Homeless off the streets.

Then San Francisco's Future Will have some Nice SRO Hotels and Remember a Time when
dignity was dead.

Because Dignity will have Arrived!

GOD BLESS ALL

Posted By TimGiangiobbe to John Joebee Homeless in SF at 9129/2010 07:06:00 PM
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. 1 Dr. CarltonB. GoodiettPlate ..

. San Francisco, CAll41 02

?overnment say the economy is recovering, but"our communities stillnf~'
Jobs, good wages and healthcare. . p:::: PM.I <~\

Across San Francisco,low-wage workers and communities ofcolor ar~~tiI1: Sl F CF,.i

in crisis. Though our languages, industries, neighborhoods and skin colen:., 20 \ C,

may appear different, we share the same nee,js for decent jobs and "-
supportjng our families. .
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We want to be included in the economic recovery and we are uniting
as one voice.to cali thecitj ofSan Francisco to take action:
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RE: Cowboy Bob's Bum Report
Igoodin1
to:
Bob Larive, Bob Larive, Craig Schwan, Aline Estournes, dania.duke, Jan Misch, Kevin Carroll, quin.
orlick@tuscaninn. com, Steve, kevin.cashman, cwnevius, kgarcia
10/06/2010 09:48 AM
Cc:
"Lee Housekeeper", Board.of.Supervisors, dsaunders, matierandross, Igarchik, 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
Please .respond to Igoodin1
Show Details

When, oh when, are you going to get these people off of our
sidewalks and into appropriate indoor settings?!?! All we hear is
We're Working On It (WWOI). Surely some genius in City Hall must
have a plan?!

Lee Goodin
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To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Fw: Cowboy Bob's Bum Report

Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-5184
(415) 554-5163 fax
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking
http://www.sfbos.orglindex.aspx?page=104
----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 10106/2010 10:20 AM -----

From:
To:

Cc:

Date:
Subject:

"Bob Larive" <bob@fior.com>
"'Bob Larive'" <bob@fior.com>,<lgoodin1@mindspring.com>, "'Craig Schwan'"
<Craig.Schwan@ihrco.com>, "'Aline Estournes'" <aestournes@wbcsf.com>,
<dania.duke@hyatt.com>, '''Jan Misch'" <Jan.Misch@tuscaninn.com>, "'Kevin Carroll'"
<kcarroll@visitfishermanswharf.com>, '''quin. orlick@tuscaninn. com'"
<quin.orlick@tuscaninn.com>, "'Steve'" <stevew@pier39.com>, <kevin.cashman@sfgov.org>,
"cwnevius" <cwnevius@sfchronicle.com>, "kgarciall <kgarcia@sfexaminer.com>
"'Lee Housekeeper'" <NewsService@aol.com>, <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>,
<dsaunders@sfchronicle.com>, <matierandross@sfchronicle.com>, <Igarchlk@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.Elsbernd@sfgov.org>, <Sophie.Maxwell@sfgov.org>
10106/2010 09:22 AM
Cowboy Bob's Bum Report

Just a note. With Fleet Week and Columbus Day coming we will expose another million or so visitors to

our bums, homeless, underserved. I'm sure they will be very impressed!

Fior d' Italia
America's Oldest Italian Restaurant
2237 Mason Street
San Francisco CA 94133
(415) 986-1886 www.fior.com
fior@fior.com
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From:
To:

Cc:

Date:
Subject:

To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:
SUbject: Cowboy Bob's Bum Report

"Bob Larive" <bob@fior.com>
"'Bob Larive'" <bob@fioLcom>, <lgoodin1@mindspring.com>, "'Craig Schwan'"
<Craig.Schwan@ihrco.com>, '''Aline Estournes'" <aestournes@wbcsf.com>,
<dania.duke@hyatt.com>, "'Jan Misch'" <Jan.Misch@tuscaninn.com>, "'Kevin Carroi!'''
<kcarroll@visitfishermanswharf.com>, "'quin. orlick@tuscaninn. com'"
<quin.orlick@tuscaninn.com>, "'Steve'" <stevew@pier39.com>, <kevin.cashman@sfgov.org>,
"cwnevius" <cwnevius@sfchronicle.com>, "kgarcia" <kgarcia@sfexaminer.com>
"'Lee Housekeeper'" <NewsService@aol.com>, <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>,
<dsaunders@sfchronicle.com>, <matierandross@sfchronicle.com>, <Igarchik@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,Elsbernd@sfgov,org>, <Sophie,Maxwell@sfgov.org>
10/06/201009:19 AM
Cowboy Bob's Bum Report

Quick walk this AM, I was out again this AM and was very disappointed that Supervisors Chiu and Daly

still have not solved the problem, There were only 37 bums, homeless, underserved in the Wharf
area this AM, Note some of the pictures below.

Last night they were all over the Wharf. At about 8 PM. 9 of the bums,
homeless, underserved were blocking about Yz the sidewalk outside In
and Out Burger with a sign asking "money for weed". Very impressive
for the visitors and tourists passing by.

I'm so proud of San Francisco.

Note a few of today's pictures below:
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