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Petitions and Communications received from December 28, 2010, through January 3,
2011, for reference by the President to Committee considering related matters, or to be
ordered filed by the Clerk on January 11, 2011.

From Sue Vaughan, submitting support for the declining fossil fuel report. (1)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to proposed legislation to implement a
Civic Center Community Benefit District. File No. 101526, 9 letters (2)

From concerned citizens, submitting support for the Parkmerced Project. 2 letters (3)
From Voy Wiederhold, submitting an updated list of Opera Plaza petitioners requesting
to be excluded from the Civic Center Community Benefit District. File No. 101526,
Copy: Each Supervisor (4)

From various organizations, submitting support for Vince Courtney to SFPUC. File No.
101507, Copy: Rules Committee Clerk, 5 letters (5)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to Richard Johns to HPC. File No.
101512, 7 letters (6)

From concerned citizens, submitting support for the reappointment of Andrew Wolfram
and Karl Hasz, and opposition to the appoiniment of Richard Johns to HPC. File Nos.
101513 and 101509 (7)

From Sandra Ferreira, regarding the sidewalk sitting ban. (8)

From State Fish and Game Commission, submitting notice of regulations. (9)

From Office of the Treasurer and Tax Collector, submitting the November 2010
investment report. (10)
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Peak Oil Resolution on the agenda for January 4, 2011

Sue Vaughan '

to: . .

Eric.L.Mar, Michela.Aliot-Pier, David.Chiu, Carmen.Chu, ross.mirkarimi, chris.daly, Sean.Elsbernd,
Bevan.Dufty, david.campos, Sophie. Maxwell, john avalos

12/28/2010 09:55 PM

Ce:

board.of supervisors

Show Details

Dear Supervisors:

[ am writing to encburage you to vote in support of the resolution in support of 49 recommendations
made members of by the Peak Oil Prepared Task Force in their final report, completed in March 2009,
These 49 recommendations are a good start to confronting the profound and urgent problems presented
by Peak Oil.

humanity extracts the most it can in one year with ever decreasing production in all subsequent years
(assuming demand remains the same or increases).

Whether it has already come and gone or whether it arrives at some future date, it is of utmost
importance that the city take steps to prepare for a lower-carbon future. To that end, members of the
Board of Supervisors should:

-- pass legislation that creates a follow-up position for someone hired to oversee implementation of the
resolution recommendations within the city's various departments;

-- pass legislation requiring city departments to take into consideration the recommendations in their
department planning; and,

-- work on additional legislation that implements other aspects of the recommendations and other
- aspects of the report recommendations not included in the resolution.

Sincerely,

Sue Vaughan
- (415) 668-3119
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Keep Clvic Center Public Newsletter, vol. 1
JamesChaffee

tos )

Board.of Supervisors

12/28/2010 01:43 AM

Show Details

1 "THIS IS A SHAMELESS ATTEMPT BY PRIVATE INTERESTS
TO TAKE CONTROL OF THE SAN FRANCISCO CIVIC
B CENTER, CHANGING IT OVERNIGHT FROM THE PUBLIC,

i COMMUNAL SPACE IT HAS BEEN FOR MORE THAN ONE
HUNDRED YEARS INTO A CRAVEN BUSINESS DOMAIN OF
| PRIVATE INTERESTS....

EVERYONE WHO BELIEVES TN DEMOCRACY HAS TO BE
| AGAINST THIS." ’

" The Campaign to Keep‘
The San Francisco
Civie Center Public Newsletter, Vol.1

January 4, 2011 - 3:00 p.m.

Public Hearing - Board of Supervisors
Creation of a Civic Center Community Benefit District

Let Your Voice Be Heard
Speak out at this meeting.. and/or
' White to your supervisor and refer to File No.101525

Slarn Franciscs Ciute Conter Get the Full Story at
KEEP IT PUBLIC! KeepCivicCenterPublic.com

+  Civic Center Belongs to the Public

There are already a number of Community Benefit Districts in San Francisco and they are designed for retail and commercial areas where
"cleaning up” the neighborhood of so-called "undesirables” is "good for business.” It should be obvious that this is unclear on the concept

. with respect to the "Civic Center.” ¥ Civic Center means anything it is the public communal space in which all members of the society
can participate. '

The essence of the appeal for a Communify Benefit District is that it operates can get rid of people who the police are powerless to get rid
- of. What does that mean exactly? That the CBD can get rid of people who have rights in a democracy, are not doing anything wrong,
and have the right to be there under the law?

+ ' What Does "Cleaning Up" Civic Center Mean?

Fortunately, the organizers of the Community Benefit District (the "CBD "} who call themselves the "Steering Committee” have tipped
their hand and answered that question.

Because they were assured of its appropriateness, the organizers of this CBD made a presentation to the Library Commission in order to
solicit the Commission’s support. Because of the nature of the audience, namely the crass and privatized Library Commission, the
presentation was the full-on pro-Fascist appeal. It was a promotion that would make the hair stand on end of anyone who respects the
role of public space in ant American-style democracy. The primary selling point of this CBD, according to its promoters, is a roving band
of employees without legal credentials or accountability to be called "ambassadors” who would be charged with dlearing out the socially
undesirable individuals from the designated area, These "ambassadors” would use methods that were unknown and their only
responsibility would be to the "board of directors” of the CBD, who it was clear, would not question the means and only wanted results,

Of course, the "socially undesirable individuals" refers to everyone who is not a friend of the CBD, or whose presence does not represent . "
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a benefit to the CBD. Of course, they mean not only you and mie, but any number of people whto are not "connected." It is clear that
selfishness in our society has reached such a pass that even the Board of Supervisors think that it doesn't matter if it is not being done to
"me," meaning themselves. But the fact is, they havent done it to you, yet.

The following are the oral comments from one of the organizers at the Library Commission meeting, im Chappell, who described
himself as having led SPUR for 15 years, {San Francisco Planning & Urban Research Association, a corporate- funded think tank). These
comments are transcribed directly from the recording of the meeting:

"A key part are the ambassadors who will be dircilating through the disirict day and evening and bringing a new level of
civifty to the streets and preventing capital damage from being done.

“Just as a way of example, when we bought the property on Mission street with an alley behind it there were people who
had been fiving in that alley for years. When the Community Benefit District started, the first evening at 6:00 oclock after
work, I walk out there and there are people setting up their beds. I called the ambassador,

"Everybody puts it on their speed dial, or gets a card from the district. And the ambassador was there in five minutes and
asked the person to leave. The person got up and left, and walked around the block and came right back. And the
ambassador had walked around the block and came right back. This happened for three nights in a row, and then it never
happened again in 2 year and a quarter since then.

"It use to be that there was graffiti on the building every single day. Now there has not been graffiti in months. So, these
things work. Iam ready for questions.”

"So, these things work.” He doesn't want to know the details of what level of abuse or cruelty s necessary for it to work, but he knows
that the answer is "whatever it takes." This is a rare admission from someone at Mr. Chappell's level who usually atternpt to portray
themselves as humane, but he knows he can be candid in front of the Library Commission.

X A Sit-Lie Law by Another Name

At least the Police presumably work for the public and are paid with public funds. There is also a Police Comanission and an Office of
Civilian Complaints and a lot of work and activist energy went into creating at least that much accountability. This is the "5it Lie” law
using private thugs who are not inkibited like actual police officers. This sends the message, "let'm have dvil rights and decency in
someone else’s neighborhood.” And, don't forget, all of the "stakeholders” will have the private thugs on speed dial, Yeah, sure, I can hear
them now, paraphrasing the line from the famous John Huston movie, "I don’t have fo show you no stinkin’ sit-lie law." What happened
to that person over those three day? Is he/she swimming with the fishes now. The real point is this guy doesn’t want to know. All he
wants to know is that "these things work."

But, of course, this is the San Francisco Civic Center. It is a very fine line between finding people undesirable because of where they sleep
and finding them undesirable because of what they think. Do we really want the merchants and the philanthropists having the
“ambassadors” on speed dial because they don't like what we think? In a decent world San Francisco City Hall and the City agencies
should be ready to put a stop to such a proposal on public policy grounds, but now they are using tax dollars to pay fer it. The Library
Commission’s resolution supporting it called for $21,397, just from the library funding and just in the first year. That is a lot of Hibrary
books.

I am sure that the public library administration thinks that the "ambassadors” will finally be able to prevent me from going to Library
Commission meetings. There is just one little problem: there are dozens of laws - all based on the US Constitution - that are supposed to
guarantee my right to attend Library Commission meetings. I don't know why they are paying money to the "CBD." All they had to do
was pay protection to the local Mafia, and I could have been removed from Library Commission meeﬁngs a long time ago. If you think

* this is any different, you are dreaming.

{To ba removed from the malling fist, please send ap e-mail with “remove” on the sub;ecllline to Info@KeepCivicCenterPublic.com.)
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STOP THE PRIVATIZATION

A resolution to implement a Civic Center
Community Benefit District will be coming
before the Board of Supervisors for a public
hearing at 3:00 p.m. on January 4, 2011.

Keep the San Francisco Civic Center Public.
We paid for it once. :

They would like us to believe that, if you want anything done, you have to hire a private company
to do it. The question is, how far down that path do you want to fravel? '

There is a basic principle in a democracy that there are certain things that have to be owned by
the community and that belong in the public sector for profound reasons of justice and decency.

Principles of justice founded on the US Constitution are there to protect all of us. The control of
the Civic Center, in its maintenance and security concerns, is one of the things that has to
remain in the public sector if we are to remain a public society in any sense.

The problems with this Privatization of the Civic Center include:

v This is Anti-democratic and will create class and economic barriers {o access to governmental
services. Civic Center is the seat of government. It has to be open to all.

v San Francisco City government is the largest property owner in the District and the general
fund monies will account for almost 36% of the support for this district, estimated at
$249,135.22, We already pay the police, and there is no need to divert money into the hands of
a private contractor, MdM Management Group, to maintain Civic Center.

v We need a City-wide solution. To the extent that there is a problem, all this proposal does is
move it to someone eise’s neighborhood. This is just NIMBY for the commercial interests.

The Board of Supervisors would like to shed all of their responsibility and
retain only the perks of public office. We Cannot Allow This to Happen!

Get the Full Story at - KeepCivicCenterPublic.com



Stop the Privatization
Write Your Supervisor
Supervisors’ Hearing on
January 4, 2011, at 3:00 p.m.

A resolution to implement a Civic Center Community Benefit District will be coming
before the Board of Supervisors for a public hearing at 3:00 p.m. on January 4, 2011.

The Campaign to Keep the San Francisco Civic Center Public needs your help. The
- Civic Center is the political and social commons and it belongs to the public. The public
paid for it once. Turning it over to private interests for “improvement” is anti-democratic.

< Civil Liberties and the First Amendment — This is completely inappropriate for a Civic
Center in a democratic society. The Supervisors should reject this proposal to privatize
the public space in Civic Center based on its implications for civil liberties alone. Civic
Center, as our most central, ceremonial, celebratory, and political forum, represents the
public commons.

< Misuse of Public Funds — A table of City-owned parcels within the proposed district
reveals that taxpayer supported entities will be responsible for 35.96% of the total
budget and the estimate of City support before Opera Plaza was granted an exemption
was $249,135.22. Not only has the value to the City as a whole not been
demonstrated, but this is money flowing from the public coffers into private hands for
services that City employees already perform. As far as Civic Center itself goes, we
paid for it once already.

< Their Version of “Security” — The primary selling point of this CBD, as its promoters
readily admit is a roving band of employees without legal credentials or accountability
to be called "ambassadors” who would be charged with clearing out the socially
undesirable individuals from the designated area. With power to enforce “security” in
private hands, it means the end of free speech and accouniability. Corporations and
their influence peddlers know that the ability to dominate Civic Center in this way will
make a huge political shift in their direction.

< A City-Wide Solution, Not Someone Else's Neighborhood — The promoters of this
and other Community Benefit Districts always tout the benefits as removal of our most
undesirable citizens. That is the one problem that cannot be solved by private and
hidden means. One advocate stated, “These things work.” The way it works of course
is they end up in someone else’s neighborhood. If we can’t find a city-wide solution,
the CBD should not benefit at the expense of the rest of the city.

Get the Full Story at — KeepCivicCenterPublic.com



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

s Ce:
Bee: < C;
C Subject: ref no. 101525 - % / D15
From: engineering <engineering@TITANweights,com>
Ton Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org

Date: 1213 ;
Subject: refho. 101525
N

TO: San Francisco Board of Supervisors

Gentlemen: The issue being brought to vote on January 4, 2011 {(creating
a CBD that would cobligate San Francisco to pay a private entity for
services for which citizens have /already paid/, and in addition allow a
/private, for profit private //corporation/ operation ocutside the
perview and oversight of city government) is a travesty. Those of you
who would vote for such a cause need to re-assess your system of wvalues,
since to do so would fly in the face of every principle of basic
Americanism. ' .

You will probably ignore the wishes of your constituents, a trait for
which most modern politicians are noted, and may the Almighty God have
mercy on your souls for the abdication of your responsibilities of the
positions to which you were elected,

Please reply to me following this upcoming event, indicating each of
your individual votes.

John Chermak



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Cc:

Bec:

Subject: San Francisco's Civic Center - File #101525

From; . Art Lady <crazy4art@earthiink.net> . | g U/ kOL g D—/((
UM

To board.of. supervisors@sfgov.org o
Date: 12/31/2010 12:34 PM T T
Subject: San Francisco's Civic Center’- File #101525

, -
To Who It May Concern,

It is my understanding that on January 4, 2011, a vote will be made on File #101525 to determine
whether the San Francisco Civic Center remains public. There is never a good reason to allow
private corporations to take control over anything that should be public. Elected officials are
elected to represent "we the people", not corporate interests.

Anyone with a conscience, who values the oath of office taken upon assuming and accepting a
position in a PUBLIC OFFICE, should absolutely vote against

File # 101525, It is beyond high time for public officials to once again demonstrate honor and
value and respect the oath of office they took, value the people they are supposed to be serving
and STOP selling out to the almighty dolar!!! The Constitution and the California Constitution
lay out in great detail what public officials are allowed to do and not allowed to do. Privatizing
what should be public was not an issue when the constitutions were formed and should NOT be
an issue now. Please do the right thing.

Thank you for your time.

‘Cleda

There is nothing to fear but fear itself. L.ove and Truth
always win. Always!

"Never doubt that a few, thoughtful, committed citizens can
change the world: Indeed, it is the only thing that ever has."

- Margaret Mead

"When I despair I remember that all through history the way of truth and love has
always won. There have always been tyrants and murderers and for a time they
can seem invincible but in the end they always fall. Think on it. Always." -
Mohandas K. Ghandi - 1869-1948.
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Urging "No" on CBD = Democracy Denial Dlstl'ict (DDD) --Tuesday's BoS O ] 2 O [
Meeting, ltems 27 & 28

Library Users Association to: board.of.supervisors 01/02/2011 04:42 PM
Please respond to libraryusers2004

Clerk: Please distribute to all Supervisors
and to the relevant Files (Five | know of
so far; 101525, 101526, 101527, also
101201, 101488)

' Dear Supervisors:

We ask you to reject the creation of a
Civic Center Community Benefit District
{CBD), Agenda ltems 27 and 28 on your
January 4,.2010 mesting agenda.

The CBD represents a questionable and
dangerous interference with free speech
and freedom of assembly in the heart of
San Francisco's political and cultural
center. :

A few years ago, the Yerba Buena Center .
was the sie of a weekend book fair and |
thought it would be a good place to hand
out flyers on a library issue. But shortly
after starting to flyer, some staffers from
the YBC said fliyering was not aliowed on
the grounds, although we could flyer on

the sidewalk around the edges of the

YBC. When | asked who was in charge
and wanted to speak with that person,

they did not give me a card, said the
person would be in on Monday. | felt the
choice was to get into a lengthy dispute
with the management, or spread the word
in a less desirable place. . The staffers did -
the same thing to another group that
wanted {o express their opinions on an
election that was forthcoming, and they

" were also stopped from gathering and
speaking with their signs.



The website of MUM Management Group,
which is advocating for the Civic Center
CBD, says that they manage YBC and
also Union Square.

We have heard a similar story from a
colleague, who reported that an unrelated
group was told that they had to leave
Union Square, could not stand with signs
or distribute flyers. "When they vigorously
objected, a supervisor reportedly
appeared, and then allowed them to stay.

MJM Management Group apparently
works Union Square as well, according to
the website.

Turning over the city streets and public
spaces to even partial control by a private
group is anti-democratic, to say the least,
and we oppose this measure. We note
that the city would be paying a majof
percentage of the CBD's budget,
including more than $21,000 from the
library -- money that is desperately
needed in other areas, and represents
mroe than two years of interim service for.
a closed library in a frailer, two years of
the adult book budget in a medium sized
library, and so on.

You might also know we have stated our
oppposition orally from the first time the
subject came up at the Library
Commission meeting in October, fo the
Budget and Finance Committee meeting
of December 14.

Thank you for your attention to this.

© Peter Warfield

Executive Director
Library Users Association
415/753-2 180

i have recently
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adjusters at Harvard’s John F. Kennedy Schoot of Govern-
ment. Attentions seemed particularly focused when { touched
on the possibifity of a military coup. Mexico has the longest
skein of civilian rule in Latin America, but the old ways of
doing business are sorely tested by “La Crisis 11" Afterward,
the sons and daughters of Mexico’s ruling crust crowded
around me to express their own fears. “My family Hves on the
edge of Military Camp No. 1,” an undergrad told me. “The
troops are holding exercises twice a night out there”

At the end Gustavo Merino, the president of Harvard’s
Mexican Student Association, walked me 1o the door. I apol-
ogized for being so hard on his government but, I explained,
my experiences require such an analysis, “No, no,” the preppy
native of Mexico City pleaded, “we must thank you--we are
so rarely told what is really going on back home” c

BUSINESS DISTRICTS TAKE OVER 3

Trespasser on
Main St. (You!)

wOM GALLAGHER

g he poor have sometimes objected to being
governed badly; the rich have always objected
to being governed at all.” G.K. Chesterton’s
thumbnail description of politics has held up
so nicely. over the past century that he would have been quite
surpri§ed to hear that some of ‘San. Frgnclsc_g:i wealihiey rea}}
estate interests are petitioning their city’s Board of Supervi-
sors for the right to raise their own property taxes.

But the arrangement they seek, known as a business im-
provement district (BID or, variously, business improvemnent
zone, special improvement district or special assessment dis-
trict), has actually been quietly and modestly eating away at
the nation’s democratic underpinnings in urban commercial
neighborhoods for more than twenty years, to the point that
there are now some 1,000 of these districts—from New Orleans
to Kalamazoo—in which the usual American standards of
government and taxation no longer apply.

Chesterton, you see, had neglected to note that it is not so
much government itself to which the wealthy object as the idea
of being govesned by those poorer and more numerous than
they. “Us™ being governed by “them.” And BIDs have offered.
a way out of this distasteful aspect of democracy.

Under the San Francisco plan, property owners within a
BID may vote to fax thém to pay for services such as
increased security, street repairs and cleaning. If the Board
of Supervisors approves, the Tax Collector’s Office will then
gather the money from all district property owners—just like
any other tax—and institute the improvements.

So far, so'good; the districts have been widely promoted

66l

Tom Gallagher, a former member df the Massachusetis leg-

istature’s Committee on Taxation, is currently active with San
Franciscans for Tax Justice.
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Compelled to Crime
The Gender Entrapment of Batered Black Women
Beth E. Richle

Barrowing the phrase “gender entrapment” from
the legal notion of the term—which imphes 2
clrcumstance whereby an individuat is led into a
compromising ace--author Beth Richie uses gender
entrapment to describe the process whereby African
American women who are viinerable to men's vio-
lence In their intimate relationships are penalized for
crirninaf behaviors they engage In when these behav-
fory are Jogical extersions of thelr' rachlived gender
identities, their culturally mediated gender rofes, and
the violence in their private Hves,

192 pp  S5EG.95PD

Fighting for lreland?
The Military Stratepy of the Iith Republican
Movement

M.LR, Smith

The authar challenges the IRAYs military Mythology
and mekles questions such as “Why does the IRA
believe that violence will achieve its objectives, and
what chance does it have of achieving them!
Contrary to the Irish Republican movement’s
vigorous and assertive public face, this study uncov-
ers an organization characterized more by 2 sense of
chronie intectrity than by certainty and contnuity.

A History Book Cluy selection,

$39.95[Cloth

Radical Democracy
Identity, Citizenship and the Stote

Edited by D avid Trend

Redical Democracy addresses the loss of faith in con-
ventional party politics, and argues for new ways of
thinking about diversicy, liberty, and civic responsibili-
ty. Consriputors: Stanley Aronowlz, Seyla Benhabib,
Bogden Denitch, Amarpai K. Dhaliwal, Barbara
Ehrenreich, Barbara Epstein, Jeffrey Escoffier, . Peter
Euben, Richard Flacks, Nancy Fraser, Henry A.
Gireux, bell hooks, Manning Marable, Chantal
Moutfe, Michael Omi, David Plotke, Gayatsi
Cha%travortr Spivak, Ellen Willis, Howard Winant,
and Eli Zaretsky.

S17.95/P0

Teaching Malcolm X
Popular Culture and Literacy
Edited by Theresa Perry

From Spike Lee to rap music fyrics, Mafcom X has
captured the &nagination of wrban youth, Teaching
Mulcorn X brings together a darzling array of per-
spectives on the man and his political and cultural
impact. Contributors: Valdir Barboze, Carlos
Broussard, Leonard Brown, Patricia Hili Colling,
Sandrs Dickerson, Michael Eric Dyson, Nikkd
Glovans, Robert Lowe, Terri Meier, Laraine Morin,
Linda Mizell, Imant Perry, Theresa Perry, judith
Richards, Judy Richardson, joyce Hope Scott, james
Turner, Cornel West, Steve Whitman, Owust

Yaki Yakubu.

256 pp  SIGPIEL
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as a way to reinvolve downtown merchants frequently alien-
ated from government. But there is one little twist: The tra-
dition of the majority of voters setting the tax rate does not
hold inside BIDs, where those with the most property make
the decisions.

I the San Francisco variety, creation of and decisions with-
in BIDs depend on the will of **property Owners in the pro-
posed District who will pay more than 50% of the Assessment
proposed to be levied.” This couid be as few as two people
(the San Francisco ordinance essentially limits the weighted
vote of one individual within a district to 40 percent). Since
one man is reputed to own 25 percent of San Francisco’s
downtown commercial property, the prospect of BIDs in
which two people set tax policy is quite real,

The particulars vary {rom state to state. In New York City
a BID may be established by the mayor, in which case it can
be overturned only by the positive action of “owners of at least
fifty-one percent of the assessed evaluation” or “at least fifty-
one percent of the owners” of property affected by the BID’s
tax, In New Jersey a vote may not be required.

BIDs are truly a pmposal to make a Fortune 500 C.E O

" think he's died and gone to capitalist heaven. He might think
hé was dreaming of an Ayn Rand-type presidential candidacy
that aimed to let the “superior™ people govern themselves be-
hind the rallying cry of *one dollar, one vote” And despite
their nondemocratic standards, BIDs are also eligibie to
receive regular tax dollars in the form of government grants.

Generally, discussion of BIDs is buried in the dry notices
of the business pages, but in April the story took a turn to-
ward the picaresque when four fellows known on the street
as Bubba, Big Black, Kizer and Red claimed they had beaten
up homeless individuals while in the employ of the Grand
Central Partnership, a Manhattan BID.

The partnership’s management was, of course, shocked by
the charges. “It’s fiction,” claimed executive director Jeffrey
Grunberg. “None of it happened” But the charges were backed

“up by five other employees. And when a subsequent review

found that the partnership had been hiring scores of un-
trained homeless people at 310 a day to guard up to eighty
AT M.s, Chase Manhattan Bank declined to renew a $450,000
security contract.

BIDs are not eager for this type of public attention. The
head of the Times Square BID-—considered more process-
oriented than some—stated the facts baildly: “We control
money, we get things done, and we are outside of democratic
oversight and accountability.” In fact, Lawrence Houstoun
of the Atlantic Group, an urban development consulting firm,
writing in. Urban Land magazine, worries that *the control
of city councils over annual budgets makes political interfer-
ence & constant possibility.”

Indeed, the month before the brutality charges arose, the
Grand Central Partnership had already experienced some of
that “political interference” when it came under fire for using
New York City money to assist in setting up a Jersey City BID,
Partnership president Daniel Biederman argued that only
$2,000 had been involved and that Jersey City had paid it
back, but the group’s chairman, Peter Malkin, acknowledged
it was a mistake.

When the BID issue was on the table in San Francisco the
rallying cry was typical—*It’s about jobs, jobs, jobs,” said
Supervisor Bag{\:/g}'a Kaufman, the measure's principal spon-
sor. And Lawrence Houstoun noted that “the growth of
BIDs . . . has swelled the ranks of professional downtown ex- .
ecutives. Thé best are sometimes the objects of bidding wars
between downtown districts.” However, employment oppor-
tunities for executive directors, presidents and chairmen may
not be what the Supervisor had in mind.

New York City's Biederman has certainly made the most
of his opportunities; had he been able to go through with his
Jersey City BID, it would have been his fourth, He currently
runs New York’s 34th Street and Bryant Park BIDs along with
Grand Central, for a total salary of $315,000. And with sala-
ries of $144,999 and $114,530 respectively, Biederman's direc-
tors of security and sanitation services make more than New
York City’s Police and Sanitation Commissioners. While this
experience shows the degree to which you can grow a business
in the absence of “political interference,” you can see where
oo much public aftention could cause people to conclude that
BIDs might not be the leanest form of quasi-government,

But then BIDs get things done that government bureaucrats
would be reluctant even to try. For instance, the Grand Central
Partnership recently spent $1.3 million—the Jargest portion
of a project to illuminate 42nd Street--on instailing flood-
lights for the Lincoln Building, which happens to be owned
by the BID's chairman, the above-mentioned Peter Malkin.
Now that's entrepreneurial government!

Now that San Francisco has hopped on the bandwagon,
commercial property owners in the City by the Bay can fook
forward to the possibility of being outvoted and taxed by large
landowners who may not even be city residents. Business own-
ers who merely rent will, of course, have no votein these mat-
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ters at all. Now the city can collect taxes from its residents that
will be unavailable for use in the neighborhcod where they live.
Publicly funded police, sanitation and public works functions
may be carried out without the oversight of the general public.

While none of this seems very appealing, the program was
sold on the argument that “money would pay for services S.F.
can't afford,” as the sub-headline in the San Francisco Chron-
icle read. Supervisor Kaufman argued, ““Let’s face it, people
can no Jonger tumn to municipal goverrment to solve their prob-
lems.” Of course, this is a self-fulfilling prophecy, as privatiza-
tion and regionalization of formerly public services will surely
stiffen the resistance of dowsntown business interests to general
tax increases that might be spent on anybody but themselves.

B1Ds make government function
more like a business—without any

responsibility to citizens.

Newt Gingrich and company might wish they had thought
it up, but they could never have gotien away with establishing
a program like this. The Democrats would surely attack a Re-
publican Party plan that disfranchised not only the majority
of voters of a particular area but the majority of property
owners as well—unless, of course, they had a hand in it. And
indeed, New York City Councilman Walter McCaffrey’s re-
mark that “they think they have a charter from God” repre-
sents rare dissent from the bipartisan national effort that
brought us BIDs. )

God has yet to revoke their charter, but in the case of the
Grand Central Parinership, HUD has revoked its grant. An-
nowncing the results of an investigation into the brutality
charges made against the BID, Assistant Secretary of Hous-
ing and Urban Development Andrew Cuomo concluded that
“there’s no doubt these things happened.” Thereupon HUD

‘took back the remaining $491,000 of $547,300 given to the

partnership for the purpose of helping homeless people find
permanent housing.

As American electoral participation continues its decline,
democratic government increasingly becomes something of
a shelf item that people assume will be there if they need it.
People who hate government and all the burcaucracy that goes
with it still assumne they retain the option of making govern-
ment respond to them as polential, if not actual, voters.

While it probably speaks well of San Francisco that it has
taken this long for BIDs to make it this far—none have actu-
ally come into existence there—few residents of that city, or
of any of the cities that already have BIDs (inchiding Los An-
geles, Houston, Philadelphia, Denver, Seattle and Portland,
Oregon) realize how far they have gone down the path of
“making government function more like a business”™ —a busi-
ness that will not have to respond {o them, ‘

Those who live nowhere near a commercial district shouldn’t
think they will escape this wave of the future. A real estate
management firm is currently proposing to form SAFE (Se-

December 18, 1995

curity Area for the East Side), a BID that would tax residents
of Manhattan’s fashionable Upper East Side residential dis-
trict to pay for a security force of 330 to 500-unarmed guards.
The degree to which BIDs have established themselves as
a fact of urban life is impressive. A recent New York City Coun-
cil inguiry found BIDs guilty of conflicts of interest, illegal
loans, violations of minimum-wage law and improper indebt-
edness, prompting the council’s Finance Committee-chair-
man, Herbert Berman, to note that “requiring the BIDs to
be accountable to the public is revolutionary—right now BIDs
can do whatever they want.” Nonetheless, Berman went on
to assert that “BIDs are a significant reality, especially at a
time of fiscal restraint. I've always encouraged them.”
And despite the high-profile embarrassments of its security
program, the Grand Ceniral Partnership has obtained the
support of the administration of New York Mayor Rudolph
Giulianj for a twenty-year lease to open a restaurant near

" Grand Central Terminal. In response, the chairman of the

local advisory community board, Nicholas Fish, raised a fun-
damental question that has seemingly escaped all the state and
local legislative bodies that have approved BIDs: “There is

a principled issue of transferring control of pure public space

to private entities. . . . This whole BID movernent represents
experiments in privatization. They raise pretty fundamental
policy questions which people ought to ponder carefully”

Manhattan Borough President Ruth Messinger did raise an
interesting question last year while opposing a proposed 34th
Street BID tax increase—-do the quasi-governmental activities
of BIDS constitute “state action™? She noted that “state ac-
tion-triggers such constitutional protections as the Equal Pro-
tection Clause and the ‘one person-one vote’ standard, Clearly,
the current voting and decision making procedures employed
by BIDs do not meet this standard.”

This was exactly the opinion of New York’s Urban Justice
Center, which filed suit in November against the Grand Cen-
tral Partnership on behalf of residential property owners. The
suit charges that the BID violates constitutional guarantees
by failing to give those residents equal voting power on the
partnership’s board. This is the first lawsuit that challenges
the fundamental nature of BIDs—said Gretchen DPykstra,
president of the Times Square BID, “This goes to the heart
of what we do.”” But until this or a similar suit prevails, cities
will likely continue along the path urged by Peter Malkin, who
argues that his BIDs are models “to be replicated across the
country at a time when government is cutting back.” Two of
his BIDs recently became the first to float their own bonds.

Newt Gingrich is not one io miss this method of magnify-
ing America’s growing economic disparity. For Gingrich,
BIDs are “local, voluntary, get-together organizations,” pro-
viding welcome alternatives to “the welfare state.”

Before the San Francisco BID vote, Supervisor Terence Halli-
nan wondered if this wasn't “taxation without representation,”
Unfortunately, this concern did not sway him as he helped
pass the BID legislation by a 9-to-2 vote, {All eleven are Dem-
ocrats.) And, oh yes, at the same meeting the supervisors
voted down a planned $6-a-month cost-of-living increase for
General Assistance recipients. The rate has remained frozen
for three years; seems there just isn’t any money. ]
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Subject: San Francisco's Civic Center - File # 101525

From: Art Lady <crazydari@earthiink.net>
To: board.of supervisors@sfgov.org
Date: 01/01/2011 11:20 AM

Subject: San Francisco's Civic Center - File # 101525

To Whom It May Concern,

It is my understanding that on January 4, 2011, a vote will be made on File #101525 to determine
whether the San Francisco Civic Center remains public. There is never a good reason to allow
private corporations to take control over anything that should be public. Elected officials are
elected to represent "we the people”, not corporate interests.

Anyone with a conscience, who values the oath of office taken upon assuming and accepting a
position in a PUBLIC OFFICE, should absolutely vote against

File # 101525. It is beyond high time for public officials fo once again demonstrate honor and
value and respect the oath of office they took, value the people they are supposed to be serving
and STOP selling out to the almighty dollar!!! The Constitution and the California Constitution
lay out in great detail what public officials are allowed to do and not allowed to do. Privatizing
what should be public was not an issue when the constitutions were formed and should NOT be
an issue now. Please do the right thing. Vote no on privatizing San Francisco's Civic Center.

For once, think about the welfare of your children, grandchildren, all of our children and
grandchildren, the welfare of humanity. Instead of selling your souls for a buck, think about what
is supposed to be the land of the free, home of the brave and just do the rlght thing by preserving
what is supposed to belong to the public!!!

Thank you for your time.

Cleda

There is nothing to fear but fear itself. Love and Truth
always win. Always!

""Never doubt that a few, thoughtful, committed citizens can
change the world: Indeed, it is the only thing that ever has."”

- Margaret Mead
"When I despair I remember that all through history the way of truth and love has
always won. There have always been tyrants and murderers and for a time they

can seem invincible but in the end they always fall. Think on it. Always." -
Mohandas K. Ghandi - 1869-1948, '
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Library Users Association
P.O. Box 170544, San Francisco, CA 94117-0544

Tel./Fax (415) 753-2180 :
. ‘ January 13, 2011
Honorable Members
Board of Supervisors
City Hall
San Franczsco

Subject: I-4-11 Board Meeting on Civic Center CBD — Articles on Problems at
other CBDs (Agenda Items 27 and 28, File Nos. 101526 & 101527

Ladies and Gentlemen:
Dear Supervisors:

Regarding the Civic Center "Community Benefit District" hearing and "Resolution to
Establish the Civic Center Community Benefit District" -- Items 27 and 28 on
tomorrow’s 1-4-11 agenda -- we have found some news reports and analysis that you
may find relevant. ~

These reports are especially relevant in light our privatization concerns, and the email
we sent to you yesterday reporting our personal experience at an existing CBD, where
we were prevented from flyering at Yerba Buena Center. We also noted that another
library advocate reported a similar experience at Union Square. Both of those areas
are parts of CBDs currently managed by MJM Management Group, according to their
website -- and MIM is a proponent of the Civic Center CBD .

1. The Nation magazine on December 18, 1995, published a devastating analysis of
business improvement districts (BIDs) in general, and specifically cited the attempt to
create a BID in San Francisco. The article is headlined,

Trespasser on Maih St. (You!)

The article includes the following:

“BIDs are truly a proposal to make a Fortune 500 CEO think he’s died and
gone to capitalist heaven. He might think he was dreaming of an Ayn -
Rand-type presidential candidacy that aimed to let the “superior” people
govern themselves behind the rallying cry of “one dollar, one vote.” And
despite their nondemocratic standards, BIDS are also eligible to receive
regular tax dollars in the form of government grants.”

The story goes on to say that four men
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“claimed they had beaten up homeless individuals while in the employ of
the Grand Central Partnership, a Manhattan BID.”

The article quotes the head of another BID, the Times Square BID, who
“stated the facts baldly: “We control money, we get things done, and we
are outside of democratic oversight and accountability.””

The New York Times published an article dated July 6, 1995, headlined:

Group Bullied The Homeless, Agency Finds;
Midtown Partnership Loses Its HUD Grant

The article begins:

Federal housing officials canceled a $547,000 grant to the Grand Central
Partnership yesterday after concluding there was “substantial evidence” that
Partnership workers had harassed and brutalized homeless people.

“There’s no doubt that these things happened,” said Andrew M. Cuomo, an
Assistant Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, who made the
announcement in Manhattan.

Former workers with the Partnership said a supervisor had organized them
into “goon squads” to forcibly remove homeless people from cash machine
‘lobbies and other sites. |

We provide further references in an appendix to this letter.
We do not provide these articles because we believe that every CBD behaves in this
way, or that the proposed CBD will — but because the dangers of abuse in a privatized,

anti-democratic entity are not purely theoretical — but have actually happened.

Library Users Association thanks you for the time and effort you have expended on
this matter. : ' ‘

Sincerely yours,

Peter Warfield
Executive Director
415/753-2180
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APPENDIX

We distributed copies of the article in The Nation, “Trespasser on Main
St. (You!)”

to the offices of Supervisors today and to the Clerk of the Board for distribution,

The article may be found at this url:

httpy//find galegroup.com/ x/infomark.do?&contentSet=IAC-
Documents&tvpe=retrievedtabl D=T003 &DrodIdeONE&docIde 17856400&source=gale
&userGroupName=sfpl main&version=1.0

The New York Times article referenced in our letter will be available for your review
upon request, or with a valid library card and PIN.

Document URL:
http://ezproxy.sfol. orgflo,qm‘?urlwhttp /proquest.umi. com/quweb‘?d1d-1 17225142&Fmi=10
&cllen’dd»—3266&ROT 309& VName=HNP
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PRIVATIZING the PUBLIC!

Jim Kirwan
1-3-11
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Tomorrow, January 4" at 3 pm this ‘qulestion’ of the PRIVATIZATION of
the public, in San Francisco, will come before the San Francisco Board of



Supervisors: This attempted criminal-theft of Civic Center has been kept -
SECRET by the Board for over two years — waiting for the perfect time to
slip this past the public without even a chance for public comment. As the
illustration indicates, this could go a long way toward expanding what TSA
& Viper are already doing to eliminate the public’s right to move about in
this country that used-to-be-public. “

Write to these creatures addressed above and demand that they give full
consideration to the public, on this mind-bending plan to SILENCE
THE ENTIRE CITY. I have sent this to all of them today.

The Board is planning to use the confusion over the resignation of current
mayor Gavin Newsom, as an excuse to fail to allow public comment and to
pass without comment; this critical and illegal action that will privatize the .
public's right to comment on the future of the entire City of San Francisco!

This ‘question’ should never have been taken up by the Board because the
questions it poses are not something that any public body can give-away to
private-corporate-interests; regardless of the reasoning.

The City of San Francisco has been a city since five days before the
Declaration of Independence was signed in 1776 and while mistakes have
been made over all that time: No one ever dared to demand that this city be
PRIVATIZED; in order to make things run better: War or no War — the
reasons we supposedly fought all these over two hundred wars since the
founding of the nation ~ was to keep this country free?

What began with 911 has become a War upon ALL Americans. This attempt
to steal the right to travel within Civic Center is nothing more than one more
battle in the larger WAR. Clearly ‘privatization’ has become a major
weapon, used by this government, to steal our jobs, our health-care, our
retirement funds, our money and our dreams.

Here, in this city, these same forces now want to steal “Civic Center”
supposedly for a bunch of Landlords that see the chance to make millions
over the ten years of this “contract.” That is why they’ve been keeping this a
secret. People around the planet need to tell the San Francisco Board of
Supervisors what they think about what these petty little third-rate-



politicians are trying to do to San Frahcisco, and by extension, to help
expand the illegal Anti-American DHS, around which much of this crime
was crafted. '

James Chaffee has been a city government activist for decades here. Here’s
what he says, in part, about what’s going on with agenda no.101525:"

“The attempt to create an entity of private influence in Civic Center
with the Orwellian name of "Community Benefit District" is more
dangerous than it first appears. If you have not noticed almost
everything in our society has been subject to privatization in recent
years.

The premise of this proposal of a privately ran Community Benefit
District in Civic Center is that the government, the public sector, can’t
do anything. If you want anything done, you have to hire a private
company to do it. ‘ :

That is a tempting proposition, but the question is, how far down that
path do you want to travel? I am a government activist so I know as
well as anyone the criticisms of government. But there is a basic
principle in a democracy that there are certain things that have to be
owned by the community and that bek}ng in the public sector for sound
philosophical reasons.

Yet if we look at the problems in the Public Library, they are not the
inherent flaws of government service, The Library’s problems exist to
an overwhelming extent because a private fund-raiser is calling the

' shots and acting in its own private interest. The contempt for sunshine,
-open government, and public participation all come from the forces of
privatization, not from the public employees.

'The control of the Civic Center, in its maintenance and security
concerns, is one of the things that has to remain in the public sector if .
we are to remain a public society in any sense. Because “IF City Hall Is
Not Public, Then Nothing Is.” The problem is that in the case of Civic
Center, the City is the major property owner, and a major source of
support is tax dollars from the general fund.



There is a review of the public funding in the newsletter and you can

reach me through this site. Info@KeepCivicCenterPublic.com, or at
415-704-3050.” : \

“If City Hall Is Not Public Then Nothing Is!”

~ Stop the Privatization
Keep the San Francisco Civic
Center Public.

We paid for it once.

‘They would like us to believe
that, if you want anything done,
you have to hire a private
company to do it. The question is,
how far down that path doyou
want to travel?

There is a basic principle in a
democracy that there are certain
things that have to be owned by
the community and that belong in
the public sector for profound
reasons of justice and decency.

Principles of justice founded on
- . the US Constitution are there to
protect all of us. '

The control of the Civic Center, in its maintenance and security
concerns, is one of the things that has to remain in the public sector if
we are to remain a public society in any sense. The problems with this
Privatization of the Civic Center include:

This is Anti-democratic and will create class and economic barriers to.
access to governmental services. Civie Center is the seat of govemment.
It has to be open to all.

- San Francisco City government is the largest property owner in the
District and the general fund monies will account for almost 36% of the



support for this district, estimated at $249,135.22.

We already pay the police, and there is no need to divert money into the
hands of a private contractor, MJM Management Group, to maintain
Civic Center. We need a City-wide solution. To the extent that there is a
problem, all this proposal does is move it to someone eise’s
neighborhood. This is just NIMBY for the commercial interests.

The Board of Supervisors would like to shed all of their responsibility
and retain only the perks of public office. We Cannot Allow This to
Happen.”

The public has remained silent on the privatization of energy, transportation,
water, food, and the environment as well as the internet — the only thing
remaining in the public sector is the PUBLIC themselves. This is the first
step toward eliminating the ‘public’ from the actual control of this nation!




This kind of theft of the public’s property has happened before; in the theft
of the government itself through the almost secret Act of 1871 that
converted the Republic into a foreign and privatized for-profit-corporation.

Thereafter it was a short hop to creating the private-for-profit and definitely
foreign ‘Federal Reserve Bank’? The ‘FED’ was the pebble that was pushed
off the mountain that has become the horrendous landgrab that has just seen
the bankers publish $12.3 Trillion out of thin air and distribute it to
themselves and to foreign banks—which could not have happened if control
over our own money had remained in public hands instead of in the control
of foreign for profit private-interests. (2)

When February of 2011 comes this year, we will have been under the Anti-
American illegal spying program that Bush instituted for exactly ten years.
Bush II began the black-ops spying program that targeted every American—
seven months BEFORE 911, How did he know that there would be an attack
that would devastate this country, seven months BEFORE it took place?
Could this have been the same way that Condoleezza Rice knew to call
people like Willie Brown, the Mayor of San Francisco, the week before the
attack to tell him “not to fly during the week that 911 took place”?

“Yesterday Condoleezza Rice was outed as the one who called people
before the 11th and warned them not to fly on that day. On May 17,
2002, Pacifica Radio reported that Rice was the source of the call to San
Francisco Mayor Willie Brown. See side bar:” (2) ‘

The only way these things could have happened was if these people knew
and were complicit in these crimes against the world that have never been
publicly admitted to. Don’t let San Francisco become the latest victim of the
thousands of War Crimes that have already been committed by these
privatizing-privateers that seek nothing short of total control over every
person, other than themselves, upon this planet!

kirwanstudios@sbcglobal.net

1) Are the Federal Reserve’s Crimes Too Big to Comprehend

http://poorrichards-blog.blogspot.com/2010/12/wall-street-pentagon-papers-
biggest.html




2) From the Smoke & Flames the Truth is Rising
http://www kirwanesque.com/politics/articles/2004/art29.htm
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John Duggan

3010 247 Ave. ' Egmnfé’ 29 p

San Francisco, CA 94132 ' 8y " 2 § 7

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place Lic
City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689 ‘

San Francisco Board of Supervisors .
Cl/o Angela Calvilo(Clerk of the Board of Supervisors)

December 22, 2010

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

As a Jong time neighbor of Parkmerced; I have noticed that Parkmerced’s owners are dedicated to
improving the property and I support the proposal for revitalizing the neighborhodd.

As a member of the Lakeside neighborhood, 1 appreciate the amount of neighborhood cutreach
and coordination Parkmerced has done in the past 3 years; asking questions on what we would like to see
improved not only at Parkmerced, but with the surrounding neighborhood as well. They then
incorporated suggestions into the plans and I'm happy to stand by their efforts.

For years, I have believed that Parkmerced needed amenities similar to other neighborheods:
community gathering places, shops and stores. The revitalization plans recognize this by creating a
community center, fitness center, community gardens, “pocket parks” and more accessible green space
that is genuinely inviting. Moreover, the plans for new retail stores like cafes, a bank, dry cleaner, day
care, salon and restaurants will help fulfill the community’s basic modern needs. With these amenities,
life in Parkmerced will be more enjoyable and more convenient.

1 support the need for smart housing growth in SF specifically in the southwestern area of San
Francisco; near transit. In addition, this project will help our struggling workers get back on track.

Approval of the project allows Muni and other agencies to work with Parkmerced to address the
needed transit improvements on 19th Ave, and seek the necessary federal funds to improve transportation
on the SW side of the city.

The plan to improve housing and create a more cohesive neighborhood will have a lasting
positive affect for our community. That they are really listening to what the residents want shows their
commitment to improving this community.

I fuily support Parkmerced’s plan and urge you to approve it.

Ce: David Chiu, Board President; Supervisor Mar, Supervisor Michaela Alioto-Pier, Supervisor Chu,
Supervisor Mirkarimi, Supervisor Daly, Supervisor Elsbernd, Supervisor Dufty, Supervisor Campos,
Supervisor Maxwell, Supervisor Avalos
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December 22, 2010

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

As a long time neighbor of Parkmerced; I have noticed that Parkmerced’s owners are dedicated to
improving the property ad I support the proposal for revitalizing the neighborhood.

As a member of the Ingleside neighborhood, [ appreciate the amount of neighborhood outreach
and coordination Parkmerced has done in the past 3 years; asking questions on what we would like to see
improved not only at Parkmerced, but with the surrounding neighborhood as well. They then
incorporated suggestions into the plans and I'm happy to stand by their efforts.

For years, I have believed that Parkmerced needed amenities similar to other neighborhoods:
community gathering places, shops and stores. The revitalization plans recognize this by creating a
community center, fitness center, community gardens, “pocket parks” and more accessible green space
that is genuinely inviting. Moreover, the plans for new retail stores like cafes, a bank, dry cleaner, day

care, salon and restaurants will help fulfill the community’s basic modern needs. With these amenities,
life in Parkmerced will be more enjoyable and more convenient.

1 support the need for smart housing growth in SF specifically in the southwestern area of San
Francisco; near transit. In addition, this project will help our struggling workers get back on frack.

Approval of the project allows Muni and other agencies to. work with Parkmerced to address the

needed transit improvements on 19th Ave, and seek the necessary federal funds to improve transportation
on the SW gide of the city.

The plan to improve housing and create a more cohesive neighborhood will have a lasting

positive affect for our community. That they are really listening to what the residents want shows their
commitment to improving this community.

1 fully support Parkmerced’s plan and urge you to approve it.

Sincerely,

Tom McDonald

Cc: David Chiu, Board President; Supervisor Mar, Supervisor Michaela Alioto- Pier Supervisor Chu; -

Supervisor Mirkarimi, Supervisor Daly, Supervisor Elsbemd Supervisor Dufty; Supervisor Campos
Supervisor Maxwell, Supervisor Avalos
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Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

As a long time neighbor of Parkmerced; I have noticed that Parkmerced’s owners are dedicated to
improving the property and I support the proposal for revitalizing the neighborhood.

As a member of the West Portal neighborhood, I appreciate the amount of neighborhood outreach
and coordination Parkmerced has done in the past 3 years; asking guestions on what we would like to see
improved not only at Parkmerced, but with the surrounding neighborhood as well. They then
incorporated suggestions into the plans and I'm happy to stand by their efforts.

For years, I have believed that Parkmerced needed amenities similar to other neighborhoods:
community gathering places, shops and stores. The revitalization plans recognize this by creating a
community center, fitness center, community gardens, “pocket parks” and more accessible green space
that is genuinely inviting. Moreover, the plans for new retail stores like cafes, a bank, dry cleaner, day
care, salon and restaurants will help fulfill the community’s basic modern needs, With these amenities,
life in Parkmerced will be more enjoyable and more convenient.

I support the need for smart housing growth in SF specifically in the southwestern area of San
Francisco; near transit. In addition, this project will help our struggling workers get back on track.

Approval of the project allows Muni and other agencies to work with Parkmerced to address the
needed transit improvements on 19th Ave, and seek the necessary federal funds to improve transportation
on the SW side of the city. '

The plan to improve housing and create a more cohesive neighborhood will have a lasting
_ positive affect for our community. That they are really listening to what the residents want shows their
commitment to improving this community. /

I fully support Parkmerced’s plan and urge you to approve it.

ingerely,.
eter Naught '

Ce: David Chiu, Board President; Supervisor Mar, Supervisor Michaela Alioto-Pier, Supervisor Chu,
Supervisor Mirkarimi, Supervisor Daly, Supervisor Elsbernd, Supervisor Dufty, Supervisor Campos,
Supervisor Maxwell, Supervisor Avalos
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Eric Kenneally
279 Wawona St. ‘
‘San Francisco, CA 94127

1.Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

Cl/o Angela Calvilo(Clerk of the Board of Supervisors)
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December §2, 201

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors,

As along time neighbor of Parkmerced; I have noticed that Parkmerced’s owners are dedicated to
improving the property and I support the proposal for revitalizing the neighborhood.

As a member of the West Portal neighborhood, I appreciate the amount of neighborhood outreach
and coordination Parkmerced has doné in the past 3 years; asking questions on what we would like to see
improved not only at Parkmerced, but with the surrounding neighborhood as well. They then -
incorporated suggestions into the plans and I’'m happy to stand by their efforts.

For years, I have believed that Parkmerced needed amenities similar to other neighborhoods:
community gathering places, shops and stores. The revitalization plans recognize this by creating a
- community center, fitness center, community gardens, “pocket parks” and more accessible green space
that is genuinely inviting. Moreover, the plans for new retail stores like cafes, a bank, dry cleaner, day
care, salon and restaurants will help fulfill the community’s basic modern needs. With these amenities,
life in Parkmerced will be more enjoyable and more convenient.

I support the need for smart housing growth in SF specifically in the southwestern area of San
Francisco; near transit. In addition, this project will help our struggling workers get back on track.

Approval of the project allows Muni and other agencies to work with Parkmerced to address the
needed fransit improvements on 19th Ave, and seek the necessary federal funds to improve transportation
on the SW side of the city. ‘ ’

The plan to improve housing and create a more cohesive neighborhood will have a lasting
positive affect for our community. That they are really listening to what the residents want shows their
commitment to improving this community.

I fully support Parkmerced’s plan and urge you to approve it.

Sincerely,

Eric Kenneaf!y

Cc: David Chiu, Board President; Supervisor Mar, Supervisor Michaela Alioto-Pier, Supervisor Chu,
Supervisor Mirkarimi, Supervisor Daly, Supervisor Elsbernd, Supervisor Dufty, Supervisor Campos,
Supervisor Maxwell, Supervisor Avalos
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Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

City Hall, Room 244 By, [8 a
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place :
San Francisco, CA 94102 - .

Re: Distribution of Updated List of Petitioners to All Supervisors

Ay
ad l};:i? jzj}ji:}?g"
January 2, 2011 2 RANASYIS
Ms. Angela Calvillo ‘ ﬁJm
A [o: 2
e

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

Enclosed please find 12 letters with an updated list of Opera Plaza petitioners, one
addressed to each current supervisor plus one for Ms. Jane Kim, supervisor-elect for
District 6, our district.

There will be a public hearing on the establishment of the Civic Center Community
Benefit District (CCCBD) before the Board of Supervisors on January 4, 2011 at 3:00pm.
The envelopes contain useful information for the supervisors to consider before the
hearing. We would very much appreciate it if you would deliver these envelopes to each
~ Supervisor as Soon as poss1bie before the meeting.

If you have any questions about the petition, please email Voy Wiederhold at
OPResidents@gmail.com, or call me at 415-775-8362.

Thank you very much.,

Yours sincerely,
UV &) Wiaf s At 5;)
Voy Wiederhold, on behalf of:
The OP Residents concerned about the CCCBD



PETITION TO THE SAN FRANCISCO BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

TO EXCLUDE THE HOMEOWNERS OF RESIDENTIAL UNITS OF OPERA PLAZA
FROM THE CIVIC CENTER COMMUNITY BENEFIT DISTRICT (CCCBD)

| UPDATED LIST OF PETITIONERS AS OF JANUARY 2, 2011
HOMEOWNERS OF 601 VAN NESS AV. SF 94102
190 Petitioners (Page 1 of 5)

UnitNo.  Authorized Representative Date Authorized
1 Shirley Kennon 12/08/10
3 _ Stanford Stevenson 11/23/10
5 Eric Whitney and Richard Bae 12/03/10
7 John Hall 11/24/10
10 Daniel & Sake Mosher 10/22/10
11 Anita N. Gillepie 12/14/10
14 Michael Hernandez 11/21/10
16 Frank S. Henderson 12/03/10
20 Martha Cox : 11/24/10
21 Romnald & Margaret Reiter ' 12/15/10
22 Robert C. Tricaro 11/26/10
24 Albert Tou ' 11/23/10
26 Alyson M. Sayuk 11/23/10
27 William Y. Moores 11/24/10
30 Bob Comerford 11/29/10
32 Kevin Tierney 11/25/10
37 Pamela H. Royce 11/23/10
39 Edward Gee 11/24/10
41 Jeffry P. Simko ' 11/24/10
42 Ann K. Ludwig 12/02/10
43 Walter & Alma Alexander 11/24/10
46 Antonio & Jamille Torres 12/24/10
48 . Owen Brian Lee 11/24/10
51 Lois Gottlieb & Karen Gottlieb 12/10/10
56 Aharon Hochbaum : 11/28/10
57 Shelly A. Soe “11/30/10
59 'Liz Dobrasinovic ' 11/2310
60 Claire M. Archambault 12/24/10
62 Kris Kolodziej ‘ 11/26/10
64 Leopoldo & Adelina Prieto 12/13/10
66 Halina Marcinkowski " 11/24/10
67 Hope & David Levy 11/27/10
73 Monika Dixon 11/22/10
74 Stephen W. Smoliar 11/27/10
77 Bernard 8. Thomas, Jr. : 11/24/10

83 Mark Golpa 11/28/10



LIST OF PETITIONERS - HOMEOWNERS OF 601 VAN NESS AV. SF
(Page 2 of 5)

Unit No. Authorized Representative Date Authorized
104 Arthur Y. Prutkov tella S. Radkevitch 11/25/10
105 James Dobbins 12/02/10
108 - Amir Atashi Rang 11/24/10
109 Stephen P. Gale 12/03/10
110 James & Helen Goodwine 11/23/10
112 : Nancy L. Iverson 12/04/10
122 - Ruth W. Weinberg 11/277/10
127 Barbara Witter 12/03/10
147 Maureen Little 12/29/10
149 Carolina Chincarini 11/23/10
202 Jose E. Nieto 11/23/10
204 Frank & Susan Woynilko -12/20/10
205 Donald Haythomnthwaite 12/10/10
208 - Tom Lane 11/26/10
210 Kim J. & Susan D. Bolan ‘ 11/22/10
211 David D. Stokley ‘ : 11/23/10
212 Donald E. Nelson 11/23/10
222 Lynn & Jim Swearingen 11/30/10
227 Dieter Saalmann 11/23/10
228 Kimberry Anne Cheng & Alison C. Cheng 11/24/10
229 - FErich & Ingrid Neuhold 12/08/10
230 Marla Taylor 11/29/10
232 Barbara Knego 12/05/10
243 Stanley Lee ‘ 11/23/10
245 Westelle J. Skipper 11/23/10
249 Lin Tan 11/23/10
304 Irina Newbold - 11/30/10
305 David & Harriet Stadiner ‘ 12/01/10
309 Samantha Durbin 11/29/10
311 Lii Yun Yang 12/14/10
321 Tracey Allyson Geisler 12/03/10
322 Ernest S.& Bettine K. Rutner 11/23/10
326 Walter & Hava Fey 12/05/10
327 Angelina Pfahni 12/06/10
330 Irwin L. Marcus 11/24/10
341 Janet Clugston 12/03/10
343 Emmanuel Madrigal 11727710
344 Carmen Montes : 12/29/10
345 Carmen Montes 12/29/10

346 ~ Ram Krishan Sharma 11/24/10



LIST OF PETITIONERS - HOMEOWNERS OF 601 VAN NESS AV, SF
(Page 3 of 5)

UnitNo. = Authorized Representative Date Authorized
347 Karen Xavier 12/02/10
402 Darilyce Sandrock ' - 11/24/10
406 Wallace Epstein 11/24/10
407 Charlene Low 11/23/10
408 Sue McDonough 11/23/10
411 Kirsten Francen 11/27/10
422 Thelma T. Murakami 11/29/10
424 Antonio deBonis Sciaraffia 11/23/10
425 David & Harriet Stadiner 11/25/10
427 Stuart & Helen Bessler 12/01/10
430 Paul & Sheila Juilly - 12/01/10
445 Carol James 11/26/10
502 Kathleen Emperor 11/30/10
509 Kuntal Das 11/24/10
521 James Liang 12/20/10
524 Patricia Dinkelspiel : 12/02/10

525 Yergeniy Sergienov 12/06/10
526 Lucille Dean 11/25/10
527 4 Harun Latif , 11/24/10
528 William & Sandra Evans 11/27/10
529 Lii Yun Yang 12/14/10
530 Ernest S. & Bettine K. Rutner 11/23/10
542 Loretta Claire Manhart 12/06/10
545 Eva Karasik ' 12/05/10
546 Lionel Robbe-Jedeau 12/24/10
547 Sung Kwak ' 11/29/10
548 Ralph J. Lotito 12/12/10
550 Dora K. Tachibana ' 11/24/10
551 Mauro de 1a Rosa ' 11/25/10
601 Philip Chin 12/03/10
603 Patria Savarese 11/23/10
605 Susan Karr 11/26/10
608 Donald D. Adler 12/03/10
610 Margaret L. Hardy _ : 11/29/10
612 Mariko Kometani , - 11/29/10
625 Emmet Murphy 11/28/10
627 Ralph & Gaila - 11/27/10
631 Greg Sauers 11/27/10
643 Beryl Mell 12/02/10

644 Diane C. Satten : - 12/02/10



LIST OF PETITIONERS - HOMEOWNERS OF 601 VAN NESS AV. SF
- (Page 4 of 5)

Unit No. Authorized Representative Date Authorized

646 David Bogaard 11/24/10
649 Masaru & Marion Nagashima 11/23/10
650 - Rosalie Weaver - 11/29/10
651 Susan Kay Horst 12/21/10
652 James David Alban ‘ 11/26/10
702 George Triadafilopoulos 12/05/10
706 Zelda G. & William L. Wolff - 12/24/10
707 Adria Bini 11/26/10
708 Sandra Pang ' 12/01/10
709 James D. Anderson 12/01/10
710 Patria Savarese 11/23/10
721 Frank & Marielle Cardinale 11/26/10
722 Ramon & Veronica & Marie M. Peralejo  12/13/10
726 : Anthony Politopoulos . 12/20/10
728 Alvin Gross : 11/24/10
729 Sarah Harman 11/29/10
731 George Condon & Susan Marshall 11/26/10
732 Margret Schroder 12/20/10
744 Patricia Sullivan 11/27/10
745 - Diana Gil-Osorio 11/24/10
747 Gio & Voy Wiederhold 12/01/10
748 Gio & Voy Wiederhold 12/01/10
749 Gio & Voy Wiederhold 12/01/10
750 ‘William T. Lewis & Donald G. Kirkorian  11/29/10
751 Anh Huynh : -12/09/10
752 Nancy L. Flemming 12/11/10
802 Dalal Metwally 12/01/10
803 Ann Boren : _ 11/24/10
805 Karen Tucker 12/02/10
806 Thomas & Sumiko Sheaffer 11/27/10
807 . Natalie Miller 12/01/10
812 - Gonzales . 11/24/10
821 Brenda Lee - 12/02/10
826 Gary Gulbransen 11/27110
829 Robert & Lillian Wong 11/29/10
842 Leshie Maxwell 11/26/10
844 Jim Gauuan 11/24/10
845 Michael & Shirley 12/02/10
847 Phyllis B. Blair 11/26/10

849 ‘ Elizabeth P. Ardell 11/26/10



LIST OF PETITIONERS - HOMEOWNERS OF 601 VAN NESS AV. SF
(Page 5 of 5)

Unit No. Authorized Representative Date Authorized
851 Lilli Kalis ‘ 12/02/10
901 Andrew Smith 12/02/10
903 Ramon A. Gutierrez 11/27/10
911 Stanford Stevenson _ 11/23/10
926 - J.Y. Lendormy 11/24/10
928  Judith Deniz 11/23/10
929 Phyllis B. Blair 11/26/10
941  Huann Huang 11/24/10
942 Dawn Keremitsis & Eileen Keremitsis 11/27/10
944 Irving Caplan : -11/24/10
947 Hasting Wong 11/25/10

952 Robert Dooms 11/306/10
1002 Charles G. Renati ' 11/24/10

- 1003 - Charles G. Renati 11/24/10

1006 Peter Rogers 11/29/10
1007 Jolson & Linda Nakamura 11/27/10
1022 Cherry Lin 11/29/10
1029 Steve & Betsey Kuhn 11/27/10
1030 Juan Casillas 11/30/10
1032 Hugo Jude Fernandes 11/26/10
1044 John R. Douglas & Kathryn A. Young 11/23/10
1046 Lynn Davis 12/22/10
1049 Norman Licht 11/24/10
1050 Lesley Nettles 12/27/10
1104 Norman Quong 11/24/10
1105 Judith Z. Wertheimer 11/29/10
1108 Andrew Smith - 12/02/10
1109 H. Kantor 12/22/10
1112 - Jama B. Finegan : 11/26/10
1124 Pamela Kaye 12/08/10
1125 Jean Raisch o 12/06/10
1127 Tim Hawco 11/27110
1129 Edward Ramos 11/25/10

1130 - Julian Chang : : 12/06/10

As of January 2, 2011, 190 signatures were collected.

The original signatures or email authorizations will be brought to the
Supervisors’ Hearing on Jan. 4, 2011.



Dear Opera Plaza Neighbor, | | Nov. 21, 2010

As your neighbors we are concerned about the CCCBD proposal that will be decided and
voted ori by the SF Board of Supervisors at a Special Meeting in City Hall on Jan. 4, 2011 at 3pm
(Attend if you can!). The CCCBD is a new assessment district for the Civic Center area, including
Opera Plaza. A page of highlights of this proposal is attached for your review.

We have learned that the proposal can be amended by the Supervisors at their meeting and
therefore we are writing to ask for your cooperation. We would like you to consider signing the
petition, which requests that the Board of Supervisors amend the proposal to exclude the Opera
Plaza residential units (those above the mezzanine) from the proposal. The assessment proposed
to support the CCCBD is for 10 years beginning at $97.47 per OP unit with 3% annual increases.

You can support us by (1) returning a copy of the exclusion petition,
(2) voting NO on the ballot, and _
(3) attending the Jan. 4 meeting, to help us “opt-out” of this long term commitment.

Below is our petition. We will make a list of all the OP homeowners that sign and authorize us to
include them in the petition and distribute the list to all the supervisors. We must do this well in
advance of their Jan. 4th meeting in ordesto give the supervisors a chance to review our case
before the meeting. Receiving if at the meeting will be too late.

If you agree with us, we ﬁrge you to authorize us to add you to the list. Just sign the petition
below (with unit number & date} and send it back ASAP in the enclosed envelope. Or you can
email a statement of authorization with unit# and date to OPResidents@egmail.com.

Thank you in advance.
Yours sincerely,
Gio and Voy Wiederhold

------- -ewm—ewm—e=  8igm, cut here & return -- or return entire page --- in the enclosed envelope «---remmemmeuues

. FROM: HOMEOWNERS OF RESIDENTIAL UNITS of OPERA PLAZA

TO: SF SUPERVISORS: Chris Daly (Distr. 6, Civ.Ctr), Jane Kim (supervisor-elect, Distr. 6),
Eric Mar (Distr.1), Michela Aliota-Pier {(Distr. 2), David Chiu (Distr.3, President),
Carmen Chu (Distr. 4), Ross Mirkarimi (Distr. 5), Sean Elsbernd (Distr. 7), Bevan Dufty
(Distr. 8), David Campos (Distr. 9), Sophie Maxwell (Distr. 10), John Avalos (Distr. 11).

“¢/o Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, City Hall, Room 244, San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: EXCLUSION PETITION to Exclude Opera Plaza Homeowners, 601 Van Ness Av., SF
from Participation and Assessment in the Civic Center Community Benefit District (CCCBD)

We request that you amend the CCCBD proposal to exclude Opera Plaza homeowners
(residences above the mezzanine floor) from CCCBD coverage and assessment.

We pay already substantial homeowner’s fees which support, among others, 24-hour
security around the building, beautification in the plaza, cleanliness, and immediate graffiti
removal: An additional annual assessment of nearly $100 plus 3% increases for 10 yrs. by the

. CCCBD is unwarranted, since it will provide no additional benefit. It would be a burden for the

many senior citizens & retirees in our building.
MY SIGNATURE AUTHORIZES ADDING ME TO THE EXCLUSION PETITION.

OP Unit(s) No.: , | , Owner: . o Dafe_:
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December 8, 2010

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

City Hall

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

Dear Board of Supervisors,

On behalf of the 100,000 members of the San Francisco Labor Council I write
to you in support of the nomination of Vince Courtney to the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission.

Vince Courtney has been a strong leader in the San Francisco Labor Movement.
He is a long-time delegate to the San Francisco Labor Council and a member of
our Executive Committee. In addition he is currently the Executive Director of
the Laborers’ Community and Training Foundation, which provides pre-
apprenticeship training and invaluable hands-on experience to San Francisco
youth and the unemployed to develop and foster a career in the building trades,

Courtney’s dedication and experience will be a strong asset on the Public
Utilities Commission and I strongly urge his nomination be approved.

Sincerely,

Lo\

Tim Paulson
Executive Director

opeiulafl-cio(11)
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December 30, 2010

Honorable Mr. David Campos

District © Supervisor

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

Re: APRI support for Vince Courtney (SFPUC)
Dear Supervisor Campos:

| write today to request support for Vince Courtney’s confirmation to the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission. He is a uniquely gualified candidate with the right balance
of labor, community, and business credentials.

We are encouraged by the fact that Vince was nominated by Mayor Newsom because
Vince is a friend who is short on rhetoric and long on his record of efforts to promote a
decent wage, high growth, full employment economy, labor law reform and worker
health and safety protections, decent minimum living standards for all, anti-poverty
programs, a fair minimum wage, Universal, affordable health care, and the right to
organize and speak with one voice.

APRI spearheads what we term the "Black-Labor Alliance.” We build black community
support for the trade union movement, and convey to labor the needs and concerns of
black Americans. Vince has joined our fight and we look forward to his continued
involvement in our Mission and our Community. Through his work with the Laborers
and his recent efforts as Executive Director of the Laborers’ Community and Training
Foundation, we've learned that Vince will be somebody that the good people of our
District can count on at the Commission who understands the importance of clean
power, and community benefits.

On behalf of the Local APRI Chapter and hundreds of working men and women from
our community, it is without reservation that we wholeheartedly ask that you support
Vince's nomination by supporting confirmation.

Very Truly Yours,

Towe A Bl

James A. Bryant
President
APRI - 8an Francisco Chapter

ce Mayor Gavin Newsom

(SO

Pudin Corumt
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¥ San Francisco, CA 94124 )
Tel. {415) 821-4777 L
FAX (415) 821-4733
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San Francisco, CA 94103
415-252.9700 Fax 415-252-9775
www. brightlinedefense.org

December 27, 2010

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

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: SFPUC Appointment of Vince Courtney
Dear Supervisors:

Brightline wholeheartedly supports the appointment of Vince Courtney to the San Francisco
Public Utilities Commission. Mr. Courtney's nomination comes at a unique time of opportunity
for San Francisco's communities and ratepayers in which one of the first orders of business for
the Commission in 2011 will be to implement the City's recently-approved local hiring law that
Mr. Courtney was one of the first labor leaders to support.

Vince Courtney is a true coalition builder who has a tremendous track record of working with
underserved communities as an officer with Laborers Local 261, a union that is a model for
community-labor partnership. He is committed to advancing the interests of working men and
women, particularly those of underrepresented San Franciscans, and he will ensure that the
SFPUC successfully leverages its upcoming $4 billion investment in the city's wastewater
system to create blue-collar and green-collar opportunities for local residents.

I have found Mr. Courtney to be supportive of our community choice program, CleanPowerSF,
and believe that he will be a strong advocate for the local renewable generation and efficiency
aspects of the program that are of critical importance for many environmental justice and green
jobs advocates.

Mr. Courtney has other environmental credentials as well, particularly through his work with
groups like San Francisco Tomorrow and Friends of the Urban Forest, which will couple with his
experience as a Sunshine Ordinance Task Force member to make Mr. Courtney an incredibly
well-rounded Commissioner.

We urge the Rules Committee and Full Board to approve Vince Courtney's nomination to the
SFPUC. There is a lot of work to be done and we need Mr. Courtney on the Commission as

soon as possible.
Sincerely,

_w% L’F \ ,)_.?‘;__L i i

I Oshua Arce
Executive Director

- labor donated -
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December 13, 2010 s
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Honorable Members of the Board of Supervisors:

I am writing on behalf of the San Francisco Labor Council to recommend Vince Courtney for the
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.

Brother Courtney has exfensive background in the building and construction trades as well as
familiarity not only with labor but with business as well as a wide variety of community
organizations and projects will make him an invaluable member of the Commission.

As the Commission works to maintain and improve water works and also helps move the Bay
Area towards renewable energy systems, his skills and experience will make him an invaluable
member of the commission. '

T urge you to approve his appointment.

Sincerely,
MIKI CASE
President

CC: Vince Courtney

Tim Paulson
opeaiy--afl-cio{51)mds
Michael Casey Mariana Wong Lamoin Werlein-faen
President Vice-President Secrerary-Treasurer

209 Golden Gate Ave., San Francisco, CA, 94102 « phone: 415.864.8770 « fax: 415.864.4158
209 Highland Ave., Burlingame, CA, 94010 * phone: 650.344.6827 » fax: 650.344.9406
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Press Release: December 13, 2010

SAN FRANCISCO, CA - The Alliance for Jobs and Sustainable Growth enthusiastically
endorses Mayor Gavin Newsom’s nomination of Vince Courtney to serve on the San Francisco

Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC).

“As the SFPUC continues its work to seismically rebuild our water and wastewater systems and
deliver renewable power to San Francisco, Vince Courtney’s valuable experience in workforce
traiming, the building and construction trades and labor negotiations will be tremendous assets to
our regional public utility,” said Mayor Newsom. “He is widely respected by business, labor and
the community alike and I know he will boost the agency’s leading efforts to expand local huing
by City contractors and deliver reliable water, wastewater and renewable power service. I'm
proud to nominate him to serve on the SFPUC and grateful for his willingness to serve the
Utility’s 2.5 million Bay Area customers.” Jim Lazarus, Senior Vice President for Public Policy
of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce concurred, stating “Vince Courtney and the
Laborers’ Union are both recognized as strong advocates for both good union jobs and
sustainable growth. He would be a valuable asset to the Commission and the City.”

Vince Courtney and the Laborers International Union, Local 261, were key participants in the
formation of The Alliance, a coalition of business, labor and community groups dedicated to
improving San Francisco’s economic environment, promoting job growth and cultivating
leadership to implement economic goals which will sustain the City and its residents in the years
to come. Courtney is currently the Executive Director of the Laborers’ Community and Training
Foundation, which provides pre-apprenticeship training and invaluable hands-on experience to
San Francisco youth and the unemployed to develop and foster careers in the building trades.
Courtney has played a major role in the leadership of the Bay Area’s labor movement. He has
served on multi-union councils and on various labor community boards and commissions,
including the Laborers’ International Union, Local 261, San Francisco Labor Council, San
Francisco Building and Construction Trades Council and the California Labor Federation.

Courtney, a San Francisco native, has previously served on the Delinguency Prevention
Commission and the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force. He holds a Bachelor’s degree in Politics
from UC Santa Cruz and a Juris Doctorate degree from San Francisco Law School.
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Please Reject Historical Preservation Comm1ss1on nommatlon of Mr. Richard Johns M ! DL"Y LL
Elias Moosa

to: P @48
Eric.L.Mar, Michela.Alioto-Pier, David.Chiu, Carmen.Chu, Ross.Mirkarimi, Chris.Daly, Sean.Elsbernd,
bevan.dufty, David.Campos, Sophie.Maxwell, John. Avaios, board.of.supervisors

01/03/2011 11:18 AM

Show Details

Rules Committee meeting 1/3/11 ~ please vote item 3 NO, item 4 YES
Board of Supervisors meeting 1/4/11 ~ please vote item 37 NO, item 38 YES

Dear Supervisor,

From my reading of the qualifications for the Historic Preservation Commission, it appears that Mr.
Johns does not meet the required standard of qualifications as a prefessional historian for Seatno. 4, 1
suggest that Mr. Johns' nomination be rejected and that the BOS request that persons quahﬁed as
professional historians, according to the City Charter, be selected for this position.

Thank you for your consideration. -

‘Sincerely,

Elias Moosa

1475 10™ Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122

ﬁie://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web6762.htm 1/3/2011



Page 1 of 1

| | ] 01§12~
Subject: Reject Nomination of RICHARD JOHNS for Historical Preservation Commission

Yope Posthumus | Cf %,6_ |
to:

Eric.L.Mar, Michela. Alioto-Pier, David,Chiu, Carmen Chu, Ross.Mirkarimi, Chris.Daly, -
Sean.Elsbernd, bevan.dufty, David.Campos, Sophie. Maxweli John.Avalos, board.of.supervisors
01/02/2011 09:08 PM

Show Details

Rules Committee meeting 1/3/11 ~ please vote item 3 NQ, item 4 YES

Board of Supcr{risors meeting 1/4/11 ~ please vote item 37 NO, item 38 YES

Dear Supervisors:

From our reading of the qualifications for the Historic Preservation Commission, it appears that Mr,
Johns does not meet the required standard of qualifications as a professional historian for Seat no.

4. We suggest that Mr. Johns' nomination be rejected and that the BOS request that persons qualified as
professional historians, accordlng to the Caty Charter, be selected for this position. . Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,
Kathleen Stern and Yope Posthumus ' -

636 46th Avenue
San Francisco 94121

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Seﬁ:ings\Tefnp\notesFFF692\~Web0861 htm 1/3/2011
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-Subject: Reject Historical Preservanon Commission, nomination of RICHARD JOHNS CPoEAt—
Carolyn Blair
to:

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

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

Michela. Alioto~Pier, David.Chiu, Carmen.Chu, Ross.Mirkarimi, Chris.Daly, Sean.Elsbernd,
bevan.dufty, David.Campos, Sophie.Maxwell, John.Avalos, board.of.supervisors

- 01/03/2011 11:49 AM

Show Details

Reject Historical Preservation Commission, nomination of RICHARD JOHNS
Dear Supervisor,

From my reading of the qualifications for the Historic Preservation Commission, it appears that
Mr. Johns does not meet the required standard of qualifications as a professional historian
for Seat no. 4. | suggest that Mr. Johns' nomination be rejected and that the BOS request that
persons qualified as professional hrstonans accordmg to the City Charter, be selected for

- this position. ‘

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Blain, SF Activist
Trees, Tenants, & Transi
2310 Powell Street, #305

San Francisco, CA 94133
sftreecouncil@dslextreme.com
415 982 8793

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Loca] Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web3184 him 1/3/2011



H:storac Preservation Commission appoantment
eric.l.mar, michela.alioto-pier, david.chiu,

M.A. Miller to: carmen.chu, ross.mirkarimi, chris.daly, =~ 01/02/2011 07:09 PM
sean.elshernd, bevan.dufty, david.campos,

View: (Mail Threads

Dear Supervisor,

Please make sure that only a person who fully meets the qualifications for service on the Historic
Preservation Commission is appointed to that commission. Mayor Newsom's nomination of Richard Johns
for Seat No. 4, Historian, is not adequate. Mr. Johns is not a qualified professional historian, as required -
by the City Charter which is an outgrowth of the citizen-supported Prop J. The Historic Preservation
Commission is not a place for a person of casual interest; the issues that are considered by the
Commission require a depth of education and experience in the fields of history and architectural history;
the deliberations of the Commission affect the way our city looks and feels in the context of historic time.
We need someone who is qualified in discussing and evaluating the historical importance of our City's
treasures,

Other candidates are available who meet the standards for this position. Please reject this nomination
and ask that a gualified historian be appointed to Seat No. 4, as prescribed in the Charter.

Mary Anne Miller
San Francisco Tomorrow
SPEAK (Sunset-»Parksxde Education and Action Comm:ttee)
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Reject Historical Preservation Commission, nomination of RICHARD JOHNS %/% /12—

Barbara Beth .

to: _

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

01/02/2011 08:55 PM

Show Details

Dear Supervisor,

As per the requirements to the Historic Preservation Commission, it appears that Mr. Johns does not
meet the required standard of qualifications as a professional historian for Seat no. 4. It is important to
appoint someone who is qualified with the appropriate education and experience for this position, hence
these requirements. I suggest that Mr, Johns' nomination be rejected and that the BOS request that
persons qualified as professional historians, according to the City Charter, be selected for this position.

Rules Committee meeting 1/3/11: Please vote item 3 NO, item 4 YES
Board of Supervisors meeting 1/4/1: please vote item 37 NO, item 38 YES

Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,

Barbara Beth
PO Box 191443
San Francisco, CA 94119

For your reference, below is background information on the city Charter Requirements for the Historic
Preservation Commission (HPC), Seat Number 4, Historian:

City Charter requirements for HPC:

"In addition to the specific requirements set forth below, members of the Historic Preservation
Commission shall be persons specially qualified by reason of interest, competence, knowledge, training
and experience in the historic, architectural, aesthetic, and cultural traditions of the City, interested in
the preservation of its historic structures, sites and areas, and residents of the City. Six of the members
of the Historic Preservation Commission shall be specifically qualified in the following fields."

"Seat 4: an historian meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards for
history with specialized training and/or demonstrable experience in North American or Bay Area
history; "

Secretary of the Interior requirements:

The Professional Qualifications for history established by the Secretary of the Interior state:

History
The minimum professional qualifications in history are a graduate degree in history or closely related
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field, or a bachelor's degrée in history or closely related field plus one of the following:

1. At least two years of full-time experience in research, writing, teaching, interpretation, or other
demonstrable professional activity with an academic institution, hisforic orgamzanon or agency,

museum, or other professional institution; or
2. Substantial contribution through research and publication to the body of scholarly knowledge in

the field of history.
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Reject Historical Preservation Commission, nomination of RICHARD JOHNS
Eric.L.Mar, Michela.Alioto-Pier, David.Chiuy,

nancenumber1 to: Carmen.Chu, Ross.Mirkarimi, Chris.Daly, 01/01/2011 05:44 PM
Sean.Elsbernd, bevan.dufty, David.Campos,

Vlew (Ma:i Threads)

RE: Seat 4 Historical Preservation Commission, nomination of Richard Johns

Rules Committee meeting 1/3/11 ~ please vote item 3 NO, item 4 YES
Board of Supervisors meeting 1/4/11 ~ please vote item 37 NO, item 38 YES

Dear Supervisors:

The city charter states that “Members of this commission shall be persons specially qualified”
and then enumerates what each seat holder’s qualifications must be in order to fulfill the desired
balance for the commission. “Seat 4 must be a historian meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualifications for history with specialized trammg and/or demonstrable experience
in North American or Bay Area history.”

Though Mr, Johns’ resume demonstrates he is a very qualified attorney, this document does not
cite any “specialized training and/or demonstrable experience in North American or Bay Area |
history.” He does not have the Professional Qualifications for history established by the Secretary
of the Interior that seat 4 requires.

The minimum professional qualifications in history are a graduate degree in history or closely
related field; or a bachelor's degree in history or closely related field plus one of the following:

- At least two years of full-time experience in research, writing, teaching, interpretation, or other
demonstrable professional activity with an academic institution, historic orgamzatlon or agency,
museum, or other professional institution; or

- Substantial contribution through research and publication to the body of scholarly knowledge
in the field of history.

Mr. Johns does not have a degree in history (his degrees are in English and law). There is no
indication that he has any FULL-TIME experience as specified by Interior Secretary, nor does his
resume provide indication of substantial contribution through research and publication to the
body of scholarly knowledge in the field of history.



For these reasons, Mr. Johns is not qualified for seat #4 and his nomination must be rejected.
Sincerely,

Nancy Wuerfel
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Reject Historical Preservation Commission, nomination of RICHARD JOHNS

Diana Scott | ’ | c/f'{é%(—\

to: ' ‘

- Eric.L.Mar, Michela.Alioto-Pier, David.Chiu, Carmen.Chu, Ross. erkarlmi, Chris.Daly, Sean. E}sbernd
bevan.dufty, David.Campos, Sophie. Maxwell, John. Avalos, board.of. superwsors

01/02/2011 11:37 PM

Show Details .

Rules Committee meeting 1/3/11 ~ please vote item 3 NO, item 4 YES

Board of Supervisors meeting 1/4/11 ~ please vote item 37 NO, item 38 YES

Dear Supervisors:

From my reading of the qualifications for the Historic Preservation Commission, it appears that Mr.
Johns does not meet the required standard of qualifications as a professwnal historian for Seat no. 4, his
legal and real estate expertise notwithstanding.

I suggest that Mr. Johns"nomination be rejected and that the BOS request that persons qualified as
professional historians, according to the City Charter, be selected for this position.

Thank you for your consideration. -

| Sincerely,

Piana Scott
3657 Wawona

San Francisco, CA 94116
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Appointments to the Historic Preservatlon Commission \”J—Q« L oS B

{gge Horton Cle 101 S'G(?

board.of supervisors, John.Avalos, Sophie.Maxwell, David.Campos, Bevan.Dufty, Sean.Elsbernd,
Chris.Daly, Ross. Mirkarimi, Carmen.Chu, David.Chiu, Michela.Alioto-Pier, Eric.L.Mar
01/02/2011 09 44 PM

Ce:

cherny, "James M. Buckley", "Karl Hasz", "Andrew Wolfram"

Show Details

Honorable Supervisors,

The Rules Committee will act tomorrow on recommendations for the re-appointments to the
Historic Preservation Committee and one new appointment, and the full Board will hear the
cases on Tuesday.

I am writing in support of the reappointments of Commissioners Andrew Wolfram and Karl
Hasz but would like to urge you to reject the appointment of Richard Johns who does not fulfill
the requirement of being a professional historian and thus does not seem to qualify. While Mr.
Johns professional qualifications as a lawyer and as a volunteer serving as the president of the
SFMHS are impressive they do not coincide with the qualification of a professional historian.
Compiliance with the requirements of Proposition J are necessary to maintain the status of the
City and County of San Francisco as a Certified Local Government and its eligibility for grants.

Please consider re-appointing James Buckley Ph.D. or appointing Professor Robert Cerny
Ph.D. for seat four on the Historic Preservation Commission. Both are highly qualified
historians with a strong background in San Francisco h:story

Thank you for your considerationt

Sincerely,

Inge Horton _

Chairperson of the Sunset Architectural and Historical Resource Inventory Committee
A Committee of the Sunset Parkside Education and Action Committee (SPEAK)
Author of Early Women Architects of the San Francisco Bay Area

The Lives and Work of Fifty Professionals, 1890-1951, McFarland & Company, 2010

\kw

LTORSREY.:
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To; BOS Constituent Matl Distribution, Q/P
Ce: % -

Bee: ‘
Subject.  Withdrawal of Mayoral Nominee to Historic Preservation Commission Seat 4 - Historian

From: Cynthia Servetnick <cynthia.servetnick@gmail.com>

To; "gavin.newsom” <gavin.newsom@sfgov.org>

Cc; Supervisor David Chiu <David.Chlu@sfgov.org>, Michela Alioto-Pier@sfgov.org, Supervisor David
Campos <david.campos@sfgov.org>, "Carmen.Chu" <Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org>, "Supervisor Eric
l. Mar" <Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org>, Supervisor Ross Mirkarimi <Ross Mirkarimi@sfgov.org>,
Supervisor Chris Daly <chris.daly@sfgov.org>, "Sean.Elsbernd" <Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org>,
Bevan Dufty <Bevan.Dufty@sfgov.org>, Supervisor Sophie Maxwell
<Sophie. Maxwell@sfgov.org>, Supervisor John Avalos <John. Avalos@sfgov.org>,
Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org, Angela.Calvillo@sfgov.org, "linda.wong"
<linda.wong@sfgov.org>, "c.chase" <c.chase@argsf.com>, Alan Martinez
<awmartinez@earthlink.net>, "Wolfram, Andrew" <andrew.wolfram@perkinswill.com>,
imbuckiey9@comcast.net, cdamkroger@hotmail.com, Carl Hasz <karthasz@gmail.com>,
diane@johnburtonfoundation.org, rm@well.com, ¢_olague@yahoo.com, wordweaver21@ael.com,
plangsf@gmail.com, bill.lee@flysfo.com, mocreurban@speakeasy.net, hs.commish@yahoo.com,
"john.rahaim" <john.rahaim@sfgov.org>, Tim Frye <Tim.Frye@sfgov.org>, Linda Avery
<linda.avery@sfgov.org>, Jennifer Matz@sfgov.org, rich.hillis@sfgov.org, "michael.yarne"
<michael yarne@sfgov.org>, "mariena.byrme” <marlena.byrme@sfgov.org>, "Donaldson, Milford"
<mwdonaldson@parks.ca.gov>, Anthea_Hartig <Anthea_Hartig@nthp.org>, Cindy Heitzman
<cheitzman@californiapreservation.org>, mbuhler@stfheritage.org, SF Preservation Consortium
<sfpreservationconsortium@yahoogroups.com>, Robert Chetny <chermy@sfsu.edu>,

RSEJohns@yahco.com
Date: 01/02/20711 03:08 PM

Subject; Withdrawal of Mayorat Nominee to Historic Preservation Commission Seat 4 - Historlan

Dear Mayor Newsom:

On behalf of the San Francisco Preservation Conscrtium {(Consortium), a
grassroots historic preservation education and advocacy group
comprised of individuals and member organizations, I thank you for
reaching out to the preservation community in the past to ensure that
nominees to the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) meet or exceed
the attached gualifications required by Proposition J of 2008. As you
know from our past advocacy efforts, the Consortium considers
appointments to the HPC toc be a very sericus matter and does not
support nominees that do not meet the professional gualification
standards of the position to which they are being nominated.

The Consortium and members of the historic preservation community were
surprised to learn very recently that veou have nominated three
individuals to the HPC and asked that these nominations be confirmed
by the Board of Supervisors [(Board) just prior to your imminent
resignation from office. As a result these nominations are scheduled
to be considered by the Rules Committee of the Board on Monday,
January 3rd and by the f£ull Board on Tuesday, January 4th. We believe
" that there has not been adequate notice or time for the historic
preservation community and the public to consider these nominations
over the Christmas and New Year's holidays.

However, we support the reappointment of Karl Hasz and Andrew Wolfram
to the HPC. As incumbent HPC members these two nominees were
previcusly confirmed by the Board and we believe have demonstrated
their professicnal qualifications and expertise during their tenure on



the Commission-the same can be said of James Buckley who remains
willing and able to serve, yet has not been nominated to a second
term.

Unfortunately, this is not the case with the recent nomination of
Richard Johns to the historian seat. The Conscortium and the historic
preservation community are quite concerned. We understand from Mr,
Johns’ resume that he is an ardent supporter of the City's history and
the preservation of its historical sites and artifacts. He has served
on more than one institution dedicated to preserving San Francisco's
cultural heritage. However, we question whether Mr. Johns possesses
the required professional qualifications to £ill the historian
position (Seat 4) on the HPC for a 4-year term. Froposition J and the
nationally recognized Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards must be met for a nominee to be qualified to
serve on the HPC in this important capacity. While Mr, Johns acadenmic
and professional credentials are impressive, the Conscortium reguests
that in the absence of evidence that he satisfies the applicable
professional gualification reguirements set forth in Proposition J,
this nomination be withdrawn from further consideration.

The HPC’s historian provides technical expertise necessary to malntain
the San Francisco’s status as a Certified Local Government (CLG).

This program makes the City eligible for federal and state grant
funding and provides it an enhanced role in the nomination of historic
properties to the National Register of Historic Places and in matters
subject to consultation by federal and state agencies.

The Conscortium previously recommended past Landmarks Preservation
Board Member Robert Cherny who holds a Ph.D. in history and is
currently a professor of history at San Francisce State University for
the historian seat. We remain in support of Dr. Cherny for the
position of HPC historian and are aware of his willingness to serve.

Sincerely,

Cynthia Servetnick
for Vincent Marsh, Co-Chair
San Francisco Preservation Consortium

Attachments: Letter from the Consortium to Mayor Newsom, January
20, 2009 :
Excerpt on Historic Preservation Commission
Qualifications
from Prop. J

San Francisco Preservation Consortium Mission

Statement
James Buckley, Ph.D. Resume
Robert Cherny, Ph.D. Resume
Richard Jehns, Esg. Resume
oc: San Francisco Board of Sypervisors
San Francisce Historic Preservation Commission
San Francisco Planning Commission
) Jennifer Matz, Director, Mayor’s Office of Economit and Workforce
Development
Rich Hillis, Mayor’s Office of Economic and Workforce Development
Michael Yarne, Mayor's Office of Economic and Workforce
Development

John Rahaim, Director, San Francisco Planning Department
Tim Frye, Acting Preservation Coordinator, San Francisco Planning



Department

Mariena Byrne, Deputy City Attorney

Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA, SHPO, State Office of Historic
Preservation

Anthea Hartig, Director, National Trust for Historic Preservation
Western Office .

Cynthia Heitzman, California Preservation Foundation

Mrs. G. Bland Platt, San Francisco Historic Preservation Fund

Committee )
Mike Buhler, San Francisco Architectural Heritage
James Buckley, Ph.D., Historic Preservation Commissioner
Robert Cherny, Ph.D., Professor of History, San Francisco State
" University

Richard Johns, Esqg.

SFPC - HPC Seat 4 Letter 1-2-11.pdf Buckley c.v.pdf Chemycv..pdf Johns c. v..pdf
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Overturn San Francisco's Discriminatory Sidewalk Sitting Ban
Sandra Ferreira

to:

Board.of.Supervisors

01/02/2011 07:05 PM

Please respond to Sandra Ferreira

Show Details

Security:

To ensure privacy, images from remote sites were prevented from downloading. Show Images
History: This message has been forwarded.

Greetings,

As you know, after the San Francisco Board of Supervisors voted 8-3 against a measure to ban sitting on
city sidewalks in June 2010, Mayor Gavin Newsom took Proposition L, better known as the sit-lie
ordinance, to the ballot.

Supporters, especially businesspeople in the Haight-Ashbury neighborhood, said it would curb loitering
and aggressive panhandling. But since the police acknowledge that enforcement will be "complaint-
driven," opponents are sure it will be unfairly used against homeless people.

Penalties for repeat offenders include 30-day jail sentences and $500 fines. Officials can go ahead and
add to that jail sentence, since $500 might as well be $1,000,000 for many of the city's homeless. It
makes no sense to put people in jail, costing taxpayers money, because they can't pay a fine,

Please take action once again to end this discriminatory sidewalk sitting ban.
Sandra Ferreira

Pelotas, RS, Brazil, Brazil

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at
www.change.org/petitions/view/overturn_san_franciscos discriminatory sidewalk sitting_ban. To

=

respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition
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Jon K. Fischer.

COMMISSIONERS .
Jim Kellogg, President ARNOLD SCHWARZ[INEGGER
ACTING EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
1416 Ninth Street
Box 844209

Sacramento, CA 94244-2090
(916} 653-4899
(916} 633-3040 Fax

faci@izc.ca.gov

Discovery Bay
Richard Rogers, Vice President
- Montecito
Michael Sufton, Member
Monterey
Daniel W. Richards, Member :

Upland - Governor
Jack Baylis, Member
Los Angeles

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Fish and Game Commission

December 28, 2010

TO ALL AFFECTED AND INTERESTED PARTIES:

On December 16, 2010, the Commission readopted emergency regulations concerning
Stewarts Point State Marine Reserve and Stewarts Point State Marine Conservation
Area. The Administrative Procedure Act requires that we make this regulation available
for public review for at least five working days prior to submitting the regulation to the

Office of Administrative Law.

Attached for your review are copies of the notice of emergency regulatory action, the
emergency regulatory language in strikeout/underline format, the Statement of Facts
Constituting Need for Emergency Action, and the Request for Readoption of

Emergency Regulations.

Sincerely,
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TITLE 14. Fish and Game Commission
Notice of Emergency Regulatory Action

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fish and Game Commission (Commission), pursuant to
the authority vested by sections 200, 202, 203.1, 205(c), 219, 220, 240, 1580, 1591, 2860, 2861
and 6850 of the Fish and Game Code, and Sections 36725(a) and 36725(e) of the Public
- Resources Code, and to implement, interpret or make specific sections 200, 202, 203.1, 205(c),
219, 220, 240, 1580, 1583, 2861, 5521, 6653, 8420(e), and 8500 of the Fish and Game Code,
and Sections 36700(e), 36710(e), 36725(a) and 36725(e) of the Public Resources Code,
‘proposes to amend Section 632, Title 14, California Code of Regulations (CCR), relating to
Stewarts Point State Marine Reserve and Stewarts Point State Marine Conservation Area.

Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview

A. Laws Related to the Emergency Regulation

The Marine Life Management Act (MLMA, Stats, 1998, ch. 1052} created a broad programmatic
framework for managing fisheries through a variety of conservation measures, including Marine
Protected Areas (MPAs). The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA, Stats. 1999, ch. 1015)
established a programmatic framework for designating such MPAs in the form of a statewide
network. AB 2800 (Stats. 2000, ch. 385) enacted the Marine Managed Areas Improvement Act
(MMAIA), among other things, to standardize the designation of Marine Managed Areas (MMAs),
which include MPAs. The overriding goal of these acts is to ensure the conservation, sustainable
use, and restoration of California’s marine resources. Unlike previous laws, which focused on
individual species, the acts focus on maintaining the health of marine ecosystems and ‘
biodiversity in order to sustain resources.

The MLPA requires that the Commission adopt a Marine Life Protection Program that, in part,
contains an improved marine reserve (now state marine reserve) component {Fish and Game
Code (FGC) subsection 2853(c)(1)] and protects the natural diversity of marine life and the
structure, function, and integrity of marine ecosystems [FGC subsection 2853(b)(1)]. This
protection may help provide sustainable resources as well as enhance functioning ecosystems
that provide benefits to both consumptive and non-consumptive user groups. The program may
include MPAs with various levels of protection, from no take of any kind to those that allow for
specified commercial and recreational activities, provided that these activities are consistent with
the objectives of the area and the goals and guidelines of the MLPA. ‘

On August 5, 2009, the Fish and Game Commission adopted regulations to implement MPAs for
California’s north central coast, defined as state waters between Alder Creek, near Point Arena
{(Mendocino County) and Pigeon Point (San Mateo County), including the Stewarts Point State

- Marine Reserve (SMR}) in which take of all living marine resources is prohibited. These
regulations became effective May 1, 2010.

B. Effect of the Emergency Action

This amendment of Section 632 will establish the Stewarts Point State Marine Conservation
Area (SMCA). The general boundaries of the SMCA will be from the mean high tide line to a line
that approximates a distance of 1000 feet offshore, and from the northern boundary of the ‘
existing Stewarts Point SMR to just below Rocky Point, approximately four miles south. Al



commercial take of living marine resources will be prohibited. The recreational take of marine
aquatic plants other than sea palm, marine inveriebrates, finfish by hook and line, surf smelt by
beach net, and species authorized in Section 28.80 (including surf smelt) by hand-held dip net
will be authorized consistent with other applicable law.

The proposed SMCA would leave three miles of coastline in SMR status, which meets the
minimum science guidelines for coastal protection of nearshore habitats.

C. Policy Statement QOverview

The objective of this emergency regulation is to create the Stewarts Point SMCA and to allow
specified recreationat take of living marine resources within the SMCA.

The regulations as proposed in strikeout-underiine format are attached to this notice. Nofice of
the proposed action shall be posted on the Fish and Game Commission wébsite at
http:/iwww fgc.ca.gov.

Section 240 Finding

Pursuant to the authority vested in the Commission by FGC Section 240, and for the reasons set
forth in the attached Statement of Facts Constituting Need for Emergency Action, the
Commission expressly finds that the adoption of this regulation is necessary for the immediate
preservation of the health and safety and general welfare. The Commission specifically finds
that the amendment of this regulation will avoid serious harm to the health and safety and
general welfare of the Kashia pCU?_)E* oy ailowing them to take living marine resources for
subsistence purposes.

Public Comments on Proposed Emergency Regulations

Government Code section 11346.1(a)(2) requires that, at least five working days prior to
submission of the proposed emergency action to the Office of Administrative Law (OAL), the
adopting agency provide a notice of the proposed emergency action to every person who has
filed a request for notice of regulatory action with the agency. After submission of the proposed
emergency to OAL, OAL shall allow interested persons five calendar days to submit comments
on the proposed emergency regulations as set forth in Governrment Code section 11349.6.

in order to be considered, public comments on proposed emergency regulations must be
submitted in writing to the Office of Administrative Law, 300 Capitol Mall, Room 1250,
Sacramento, CA 95814; AND to the Fish and Game Commission, 1416 Ninth Street,

Room 1320, Sacramento, CA 95814, or via fax to (916) 653-5040 or via e-mail to
foc@fgc.ca.gov. Comments must identify the emergency topic and may address the finding of
emergency, the standards set forth in sections 11346.1 and 11349.1 of the Government Code
and Section 240 of the Fish and Game Code. Comments must be received within five calendar
days of filing of the emergency regulations. Please refer to OAL's website (www.oal.ca.gov) to
determine the date on which the regulations are filed with OAL.




Impact of Regulatory Action

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
emergency regulatory action has been assessed, and the following determinations relative to the
required statutory categories have been made:

(@) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State:
None.

(b) ‘Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies:

None,

(c) Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts:
None,

(d) . Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to Be
Reimbursed Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4,
Government Code:

None.

(e) Effect on Housing Costs:

None.

Effect on Small Business

it has been determined that the adoption of these regulations may affect small business. The
Commission has drafted the reguiations in Plain English pursuant to Government Code sections
11342.580 and 11346.2(a)(1). '

Consideration of Altemétives

In view of information currently possessed, no reasonable alternative considered would be more
effective in carrying out the purposes for which the action is proposed or would be as effective
and less burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed action.

FISH AND GAME COMMISSION

: Jon K. Fischer ,
Dated: December 28, 2010 Acting Executive Director



Regulatory Language

Section 832, Title 14, CCR, is amended to read:

(11) Stewarts Point State Marine Conservation Area. ,
(A) This area is bounded by the mean high tide line and straight lines connecting the
following points in the order listed:
-38° 40.500" N. lat. 123° 25.370' W. long.;
38° 40.500' N. lat. 123° 25.500' W. long.;
'38° 37.500° N, lat. 123° 23.500' W. long.;
38° 37.535° N. lat. 123° 23.027' W. long.
(B) Take of all living marine resources is prohibited except the following may be taken
recreationally from shore only: marine aquatic plants other than sea palm, marine .
invertebrates, finfish [as identified in subsection 632(a)(2)] by hook and line, surf smeit
by beach net, and species authorized in Section 28.80 of these regulations by hand-
held dip net.
H(12) Stewarts Point State Marine Reserve.
(A) This area is bounded by the mean high tide line and straight lines connecting the
following points in the order listed except where noted
38° 40.50' N. lat. 123° 25.37' W. long.;
38° 40.50" N. lat. 123° 30.24' W. long.; thence southward along the three nautical mile
offshore boundary to
38° 35.60' N. lat. 123° 26.01' W. long.; and
38° 35.60' N. Iat. 123° 20.80" W. ong., except that Stewarts Point State Marine
Conservation Area as described in subsection 632(b)}(11)(A) is excluded.
(B) Take of all living marine resources is prohibited.
-42)}{(13) Sait Point State Marine Conservation Area.
(A) This area is bounded by the mean high tide line and straight lines connecting the
following points in the order listed:
38° 35.60' N. lat. 123° 20.80' W. long.;
'38° 35.60' N. lat. 123° 21.00' W. long.;
38° 33.50' N. lat. 123° 21.00' W. long.; and _
1 38° 33.55' N. lat. 123° 18.91' W. long., except that Gerstle Cove as described in
subsection 832(b}43)A)832(b)(14)(A) is excluded.

(B) Take of all living marine resources is prohibited except the recreational take of
abalone and finfish [subsection 632(a)(2)].




£456)(16) Russian River State Marine Conservation Area.

(A) This area is bounded by the mean high tide line, the mouth of the Russian River
‘estuary as defined in subsection 832(b}{14}A)632(b)(15)(A), and straight lines
connecting the following points in the order listed: _

38° 27.38' N. lat. 123° 08.58' W. long.;

38° 26.38' N. lat. 123° 08.58' W. long.;

387 26.38'N. lat. 123° 07.70' W. long.

(B) Take of all living marine resourcesis prohibited except:

1. Only the following species may be taken recreationally: Dungeness crab by trap, and -
surf smelt using hand-held dip net or beach net.

2. Only the following species may be taken commercially: Dungeness crab by trap.

£28)(30) North Farallon Islands Special Closure. Special regulations on boating and
access apply to the North Farallon islands as follows.

(A) A special closure is established at the islets comprising the North Farallon Islands.
(B) Except as permitted by federal law or emergency caused by hazardous weather, or
as authorized by subsection 832{(b}28HG)832(b)(30)(C), no vessel shall be operated or
anchored at any time from the mean high tide line to a distance of 1000 feet seaward of
the mean lower low tide line of any shoreline of North Farallon Island, or to a distance of
300 feet seaward of the mean lower low tide line of any shoreline of the remaining three
- southern islets, including the Island of St. James, in the vicinity of 37° 46.00' N. lat.

123° 06.00' W. long.

(C) No person except department emptoyees or employees of the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, or United
States Coast Guard, in performing their official duties, or unless permission is granted
by the department, shall enter the area defined in subsect;on B32{bHZ29KB)
-632(b)}(30)(B).

(D) All vessels shall observe a five (5) nautical mile per hour speed limit WIth:n 1,000
feet seaward of the mean lower low tide line of any shoreline of the islets defined in
subsection 832(b}{28XB) 632(b)(30)(B).

(E) In an area bounded by the mean high tide line and a distance of one nautical mile
seaward of the mean lower low tide line of any of the four islets comprising the North
Farallon islands, the following restrictions apply:

1. All commercial diving vessels operating in the defined area shall have their vessel
engine exhaust system terminate either through a muffler for dry exhaust systems or
below the vessel waterline for wet exhaust systems.

. 2. All commercial diving vessels equipped with an open, deck-mounted air compressor
system, while operating in the defined area, shall have their air compressor's engine
exhaust system terminate below the vessel wateriine.




(32)(33) Southeast Farallon Island Special Closure. Special regulations on boating and
access apply to the Southeast Faralion island as follows. .

(A) A special closure is established at the Southeast Farallon Island.

(B) Except as permitted by federal law or emergency caused by hazardous weather, or
as authorized by subsection 832(bH32¢C)632(b)X33)(C), no vessel shall be operated or
anchored at any time from the mean high fide line to a distance of 300 feet seaward of
the mean lower low tide line of any shoreline EXCEPT north of a line at 37° 42.26' N.
lat., and inside Fisherman's Bay south of 37° 42.26' N. lat. and north of 37° 42.05' N,
lat., and at East Landing, between a line extending due east from 37° 41.83' N. lat. 122°
59.98' W. long. and a line extending from 37° 41.72' N, lat. 123° 00.05' W. long. to 37°
41.68' N. lat. 123° 00.07' W. long. This closure exists year round, except for the
southeast side of Saddle (Seal) Rock, between a line extending from 37° 41.76' N. lat.
123° 00.16' W. long. to 37° 41.64' N. lat. 123° 00.16'W. long. and a line extending from
37°41.60' N. lat. 123° 00.26' W. long. to 37° 41.60' N. lat. 123° 00.32' W. long., which is
closed only from December 1 through September 14 of each year.

(C) No person except department employees or employees of the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, or United
States Coast Guard, in performing their official duties, or unless permission is granted
by the department, shall enter the area defined in subsection 832(b}{32}B)
632(b)(33)(B).

(D) All vessels shall observe a five (5) nautical mile per hour speed limit 1,000 feet
seaward of the mean lower low tide line of any shoreline of the Southeast Farallon
Island. :

(E) In an area bounded by the mean high tide line and a distance of one nautical mile
seaward of the mean lower low tide line of any of the islands and islets comprising the
Southeast Farallon Island, the following restrictions apply:

1. All commercial diving vessels operating in the defined area shall have their vessel
engine exhaust system terminate either through a muffler for dry exhaust systems, or
below the vessel waterline for wet exhaust systems. '

2. All commercial diving vessels equipped with an open, deck-mounted air compressor

- system, while operating in the defined area, shall have their air compressor's engine
exhaust system terminate below the vessel waterline.

{1063(107) Dana Point State Marine Conservation Area.

(A) This area is bounded by the mean high tide line, a distance of 1200 feet seaward of
mean lower low water, and the following poinis:

33°27.74' N. lat. 117° 42.95'W. long.;



- 33°27.74' N. lat. 117° 43.18' W. long.; -
33° 27.47' N. lat. 117° 42,28' W. long.; and
33° 27.63' N. lat. 117°42.45' W. long.

(B) Take of all living marine resources is prohibsted except:

1. Only the following species may be taken recreationally below the mean lower low-
water mark: lobster, rockfish (family Scorpaenidae), greenling, lingcod, cabezon,
yellowtail, mackerel, bluefin tuna, kelp bass, spotted sand bass, barred sand bass,
sargo, croaker, queenfish, California corbina, white seabass, opaleye, halfmoon,
surfperch (family Embiotocidae), blacksmith, Pacific barracuda, California sheephead,
Pacific bonito, California halibut, sole, turbot, and sanddab. Finfish shall be taken only
by hook and line or by spearfishing gear.

2. Only spiny lobster may be taken commercially.

(C) Except as expressly provided in this section, it is unlawful to enter the intertidal zone
in the Dana Point State Marine Conservation Area for the purpose of taking or
possessing, or to take or possess, any species of fish, plant, or invertebrate, or part
thereof; to use or have in possession any contrivance designed to be used for catching
fish; to disturb any native plant, fish, wildlife, aquatic organism; or to take or disturb any
natural geological feature. This subdivision does not prohibit persons from entering the
intertidal zone for the purpose of enterfainment, recreation, and education while having
a minimum impact on the intertidal environment and the living organisms therein. For
this purpose, minimum impact includes foot traffic; general observation of organisms in
their environment with immediate replacement of any unattached organisms to their
natural location after temporary lifting for examination; and photography. Minimum
impact does not include removal of attached organisms from their environment;
gathering of fishing bait; littering, collecting rocks and shells; or turning rocks or other
acts destructive to the environment.

(D) The department director may appomt a director of the Dana Point State Marine
Conservation Area.

(E) The director of the Dana Point State Marine Conservation Area may issue a special
collecting permit authorizing any person to enter the conservation area for the purposes
of scientific collecting under the conditions of a scientific collector's perm;t issued by the
department.

(F) Notwithstanding subsections 632(b}{89)}(B)-or-832(b}89HC)632(b)(107)}(B) or
832(b)(107)(C), the director of the Dana Point State Marine Conservation Area, or any
person who has a scientific collector's permit from the department and to whom the
director of the Dana Point State Marine Conservation Area has issued a special
collecting permit may take, for scientific purposes, any fish or specimen of marine plant
life under the conditions prescribed by the department.

{G). This section does not prohibit the entry of state and local law enforcement officers,
fire suppression agencies, and employees of the department in the performance of their
official duties. This section does not prohibit or restrict navigation in the Dana Point
State Marine Conservation Area pursuant to federal law.




Note: Authority cited: Sections 200, 202, 203.1, 205(c), 219, 220, 1590, 1591, 2860,
2861 and 6750, Fish and Game Code; and Sections 36725(a) and 36725(e), Public
Resources Code. Reference: Sections 200, 202, 203.1, 205(c), 219, 220, 1580, 1583,
2861, 5521, 6653, 8420(e) and 8500, Fish and Game Code; and Sections 36700(e),
36710(e), 36725(a) and 36725(e), Public Resources Code.



FISH AND GAME COMMISSION
STATEMENT OF FACTS CONSTITUTING NEED FOR EMERGENCY ACTION

Emergency Action to Amend Sectidn 632, Title 14, CCR,
Re: Stewarts Point State Marine Reserve

I. INTRODUCTION -

The Marine Life Management Act (MLMA, Stats. 1998, ch. 1052) created a broad
programmatic framework for managing fisheries through a variety of conservation
measures, including Marine Protected Areas (MPAs). The Marine Life Protection Act
(MLPA, Stats. 1999, ch. 1015) established a programmatic framework for designating
such MPAs in the form of a statewide nefwork. AB 2800 (Stats. 2000, ch. 385) enacted
the Marine Managed Areas Improvement Act (MMAIA), among other things, to
standardize the designation of Marine Managed Areas (MMAs), which include MPAs.
The overriding goal of these acts is to ensure the conservation, sustainable use, and
restoration of California's marine resources. Unlike previous laws, which focused on
individual species, the acts focus on maintaining the health of marine ecosystems and
biodiversity in order to sustain resources.

The MLPA requires that the Fish and Game Commission (“Commission”) adopt a
Marine Life Protection Program that, in part, contains an improved marine reserve (now
state marine reserve) component [Fish and Game Code (FGC) subsection 2853(c)(1)]
and protects the natural diversity of marine life and the structure, function, and integrity
of marine ecosystems [FGC subsection 2853(b)(1)]. This protection may help provide
sustainable resources as well as enhance functioning ecosystems that provide benefits
1o both consumptive and non-consumptive user groups. The program may include
MPAs with various levels of protection, from no take of any kind to those that allow for
specified commercial and recreational activities, provided that these activities are
consistent with the objectives of the area and the goals and guidelines of the MLF’A.

The planning process to implement the MLPA in the north central coast, defined as
state waters between Alder Creek, near Point Arena (Mendocino County) and Pigeon
Point (San Mateo County), was conducted pursuant to the processes defined in the
Commission’s revised draft Master Plan for MPAs. The MLPA North Central Coast
Regional Stakeholder Group (NCCRSG) began meeting in May, 2007 to develop
alternative MPA proposals for the north central coast region. The NCCRSG met during
eight one- to two-day meetings and three work sessions between May 2007 and March
2008 before forwarding three proposals to a Blue Ribbon Task Force (BRTF). The
BRTF was appointed by the Secretary for Resources to provide policy guidance and
oversight to the process. The BRTF created an Integrated Preferred Alternative
proposal (IPA) by selecting, and in some cases slightly modifying, MPAs from each of
the three NCCRSG proposals with the intent to meet scientific guidelines and achieve
the MLPA goals, while also bridging some of the remaining areas of divergence among
the NCCRSG proposals. - The BRTF recommended that the Commission select the IPA
as the regulatory preferred aiternative for the north central coast. :



On August 5, 2009, the Fish and Game Commission adopted the IPA regulations to
implement MPAs for California’s north central coast, including the Stewarts Point State
Marine Reserve (SMR) in which take of all living marine resources is prohibited. These
regulations became effective May 1, 2010. '

The Commission has prepared this Emergency Action Statement under the
Administrative Procedure Act (APA) (Gov. Code, § 11340 et seq.) in connection with its
amendments fo Section 632 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations. The
Commission’s amendment of Section 632 as an emergency action under the APA is
based, in part, on authority provided by FGC Section 240. This amendment of

Section 632 will establish the Stewarts Point State Marine Conservation Area (SMCA)
and will provide for the recreational take from shore of marine aquatic plants other than
sea palm, marine invertebrates, finfish by hook and line, surf smelt by beach net, and
species authorized in Section 28.80 (including surf smelt) by hand-held dip net in the

- SMCA.

As set forth below, the Commission finds that amendment of Section 632 pursuant to
FGC 240 constitutes a necessary emergency action by the Commission under the APA.
The health and safety of the people of the Kashia Band of Pomo Indians of the Stewarts
Point Rancheria are jeopardized by the existing regulation which prohibits them from
gathering food for their families. Kashia people fish and gather along the coast within
‘their ancestral lands for subsistence as well as ceremonial purposes. The existing
Stewarts Point State Marine Reservie designation is depriving Kashia families of the
Stewarts Point Rancheria of access to food.

l. FACTS CONSTITUTING THE NEED FOR EMERGENCY ACTION

The APA defines an "emergency” to mean “a situation that calls for immediate action to
avoid serious harm to the public peace, health, safety, or general welfare.”
(§11342.545.) To make a finding of emergency, the agency must describe the specific
facts supported by substantial evidence that demonstrate the existence of an
emergency and the need for immediate adoption of the proposed reguiation..

(Id., §11346.1, subd. (b)(2).) Some of the factors an agency may consider in
determining whether an emergency exists include: (1) the magnitude of the potential
harm, (2) the existence of a crisis situation, (3) the immediacy of the need, i.e., whether
there is a substantial likelihood that serious harm will be experienced unless immediate
action is taken, and (4) whether the anticipation of harm has a basis firmer than simple
speculation. The Commission has considered all of these factors and the definition of
an emergency provided in the APA, as well as pertinent authority in FGC Section 240.
Under this latter authority, notwithstanding any other provision of the FGC, the
Commission may adopt an emergency regulation where doing so is necessary for the
immediate preservation of the public peace, health and safety, or general welfare. The
Commission finds that such necessity exists in the present case.



The recent creation of the Stewarts Point SMR created an unforeseen situation.
Creation of the Stewarts Point SMR inadvertently prohibited Kashia people from fishing

- and gathering for subsistence purposes. The issue of Kashia Pomo tribal uses of
coastal resources was not considered by the BRTF which proposed the North Central
Coast regulation to the Commission.

Immediate action is needed fo avoid serious harm to the health and safety and general
welfare of the Kashia people. There are approximately 800 Tribal members, about 450.
of whom are adults. Approximately 150 adults fish and gather; of those, less than 20
(who live on the Rancheria at Stewarts Point) fish or gather two or three times per week.
There are probably 100 members who regularly engage in gathering. Much of the
gathering is done by younger tribal members for elders. The Rancheria has 80 percent
unemployment, is in a remote location, with a poor access road, and with few
opportunities within a long, winding drive. Fishing is a source of food. Gathering sea
weed and shellfish is also a source of food. Younger tribal members gather for the
elders of the Rancheria who can no longer gather food for themselves. Rancheria
residents do not fish or gather for commercial purposes; they do not smoke, can or
otherwise store food in bulk. The current prohibition on take of living marine resources
in Stewarts Point SMR denies the Kashia people access to food, shrinks appreciably
the available sources of food, and by forcing them to go elsewhere, increases the time,
cost and risk of gathering food (Stewarts Point is accessible; there are no steep hills,
high bluffs, sheer drops, which make access to the resources unsafe.) Access to a
primary source of food is a heath and safety issue, directly related to the general
welfare of the community.

ill. Express Finding of Emergency

Pursuant to the authority vested in the Commission by FGC Section 240, and for the
reasons set forth above, the Commission expressly finds that the adoption of this
regulation is necessary for the immediate preservation of the health and safety and
general welfare. The Commission specifically finds that the amendment of this
regulation will avoid serious harm to the health and safety and general welfare of the
Kashia people by allowing them to take living marine resources for subsistence
purposes. ' '

IV. Authority and Reference Citations

Authority: Sections 200, 202, 203.1, 205(c), 219, 220, 240, 1590, 15691, 2860, 2861 and
6850 of the Fish and Game Code, and Sections 36725(a) and 36725(e) of the Public
Resources Code. '

Reference: Sections 200, 202, 203.1, 205(c), 219, 220, 240, 1580, 1583, 2861, 5521,
6653, 8420(e), and 8500 of the Fish and Game Code, and Sections 36700(e), 36710(e),
36725(a) and 368725(e) of the Public Resources Code.



V. Informative Digest

A. Laws Related to the Emergency Regulation

The Marine Life Management Act (MLMA, Stats. 1998, ch. 1052) created a broad
programmatic framework for managing fisheries through a variety of conservation
measures, including Marine Protected Areas (MPAs). The Marine Life Protection Act
(MLPA, Stats. 1998, ch. 1015) established a programmatic framework for designating
such MPAs in the form of a statewide network. AB 2800 (Stats. 2000, ch. 385) enacted
the Marine Managed Areas Improvement Act (MMAIA), among other things, to
standardize the designation of Marine Managed Areas (MMAs), which include MPAs.
The overriding goal of these acts is to ensure the conservation, sustainable use, and
restoration of California’s marine resources. Unlike previous laws, which focused on
individual species, the acts focus on maintaining the health of marine ecosystems and
biodiversity in order to sustain resources.

The MLPA requires that the Commission adopt a Marine Life Protection Program that,

in part, contains an improved marine reserve (now state marine reserve) component
[Fish and Game Code {(FGC) subsection 2853(c)(1)] and protects the natural diversity of
marine life and the structure, function, and integrity of marine ecosystems [FGC
subsection 2853(b)(1)]. This protection may help provide sustainable resources as well
as enhance functioning ecosystems that provide benefits to both consumptive and non-
consumptive user groups. The program may include MPAs with various levels of
protection, from no take of any kind to those that allow for specified commerciat and
recreational activities, provided that these activities are consistent with the objectives of
the area and the goals and guideiines of the MLPA.

On August 5, 2009, the Fish and Game Commission adopted regulations to implement
MPAs for California’s north central coast, defined as state waters between Alder Creek,
near Point Arena (Mendocino County) and Pigeon Point (San Mateo County), including
the Stewarts Point State Marine Reserve (SMR) in which take of all living marine
resources is prohibited. These regulations became effective May 1, 2010.

B. Effect of the Emérqencv Action

This amendment of Section 632 will establish the Stewarts Point State Marine
Conservation Area (SMCA). The general boundaries of the SMCA will be from the
mean high tide line to a line that approximates a distance of 1000 feet offshore, and
from the northern boundary of the existing Stewarts Point SMR to just below Rocky
Point, approximately four miles south. All commercial take of living marine resources
will be prohibited. The recreational take of marine aguatic plants other than sea palm,
marine invertebrates, finfish by hook and line, surf smelt by beach net, and species
authorized in Section 28.80 (including surf smelt) by hand-held dip net will be authorized
consistent with other appiicable law.



The proposed SMCA would leave three miles of coastline in SMR status, which meets -
the minimum science guidelines for coastal protection of nearshore habitats.

C. Policy Statement Overview

The objective of this emergency regulation is to create the Stewarts Point SMCA and to
allow specified recreational take of living marine resources within the SMCA.

VIl. Specific Agency Statutory Requirements

The Ccﬁrﬁmission has complied with the special statutory requirements governing the
adoption of emergency regulations pursuant to FGC Section 240. The Commission
held a public hearing on this regulation on June 24, 2010, and the above finding that
this regulation is necessary for the immediate preservation of the health and safety and
general welfare meets the requirements of Section 240.

VIil. Impact of Regulatory Action.

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from
the emergency regulatory action has been assessed, and the following determinations
relative to the required statutory categories have been made:

(a) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the
State:

None.

(b)  Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies:
None. |

(c) Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts:
None. | |

(d)  Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School Districtﬁthat is Required to
be Reimbursed Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of
Division 4, Government Code:
None.

(e)  Effect on Housing Costs:

None.



FISH AND GAME COMMISSION
REQUEST FOR READOPTION OF EMERGENCY REGULATIONS

Emergency Action to Readopt Amendmen’ts to Section 632, Title '14, CCR,
Re: Stewarts Point State Marine Reserve
and Stewaris Point State Marine Conservation Area

Request for Reado;ﬁtion of Emergency Regulation:

The Fish and Game Commission (“Commission”) requests to readopt amendments to
Section 632, Title 14, California Code of Regulations (“CCR”) [Office of Administrative
Law (OAL) file number 2010-0709-02E]. The Findings of Emergency for this file
containing the following information; Statement of Facts Constituting Need for
Emergency Action; Authority and Reference Citations; Informative Digest; Fiscal Impact
Statement; Standard Form 399, is hereby incorporated by reference. The objective of -
this regulation is to maintain the Stewarts Point State Marine Conservation Area
(SMCA) to allow specified recreational take of living marine resources within the SMCA
while the Commission completes its standard rulemaking process for this regulation.

Emergency Regulation in Effect to Date:

On June 24, 2010, the Commission adopted emergency regulations {o establish the
Stewarts Point SMCA and prov;de for the recreational take from shore of marine aquatic
plants other than sea palm, marine invertebrates, finfish by hook and line, surf smelt by
beach net, and species authorized in Section 28.80, Title 14, CCR, (mcludtng surf
smelt) by hand~heid dip net in the SMCA. Pursuant o Government Code ("GC")
sections 11346.1(e) and (h), emergency regulations are effective for 180 days. OAL
may approve two readoptions, each for a period not to exceed 90 days. In the absence
of readoption, the 2084 regulation will expire on January 18, 2011.

Statement of Emergency:

The APA defines an “emergency” o mean “a situation that calls for immediate action to
avoid serious harm to the public peace, health, safety, or general welfare.”
(§11342.545.) To make a finding of emergency, the agency must describe the specific
facts supported by substantial evidence that demonstrate the existence of an
emergency and the need for immediate adoption of the proposed regulation.

(/d., §11346.1, subd. (b)(2).) Some of the factors an agency may consider in
determining whether an emergency exists include: (1) the magnitude of the potential
harm, (2) the existence of a crisis situation, (3) the immediacy of the need, i.e., whether
there is a substantial likelihood that serious harm will be experienced unless Immediate
action is taken, and (4) whether the anticipation of harm has a basis firmer than simple
speculation. The Commission has considered all of these factors and the definition of
an emergency provided in the APA, as well as pertinent authority in Section 240 of the
Fish and Game Code (“FGC”). Under this latter authority, notwithstanding any other
provision of the FGC, the Commission may adopt an emergency regulation where doing



so is necessary for the immediate preservation of the public peace, health and safety, or
general welfare. The Commission finds that such necessity exists in the present case.

The recent creation of the Stewarts Point State Marine Reserve (SMR) created an
unforeseen situation. Creation of the Stewarts Point SMR inadvertently prohibited
Kashia people from fishing and gathering for subsistence purposes. The issue of
Kashia Pomo tribal uses of coastal resources was not considered by the Biue Ribbon
Task Force which proposed regulations for marine protected areas on the North Central
Coast to the Commission.

Immediate action is needed o avoid serious harm to the health and safety and general
welfare of the Kashia people. There are approximately 800 Tribal members, about 450
of whom are adults. Approximately 150 adults fish and gather; of those, less than 20
(who live on the Rancheria at Stewarts Point) fish or gather two or three times per week.
There are probably 100 members who regularly engage in gathering. Much of the
gathering is done by younger tribal members for elders. The Rancheria has 80 percent
unemployment, is in a remote location, with a poor access road, and with few
opportunities within a long, winding drive. Fishing is a source of food, Gathering sea
weed and shellfish is also a source of food. Younger tribal members gather for the
elders of the Rancheria who can no longer gather food for themselves. Rancheria
residents do not fish or gather for commercial purposes; they do not smoke, can or
otherwise store food in bulk. The current prohibition on take of living matine resources
in Stewarts Point SMR denies the Kashia people access to food, shrinks appreciably
the available sources of food, and by forcing them to go elsewhere, increases the time,
cost and risk of gathering food (Stewarts Point is accessible; there are no steep hills,
high bluffs, sheer drops, which make access to the resources unsafe.) Access to a
primary source of food is a heath and safety issue, directly related to the general
welfare of the community.

Given that the emergency circumstances that necessitated the original emergency
regulation are continuing and unchanged, the Commission requests that the previous
Finding of Emergency be incorporated to supplement this justification.

Compliance with Readoption Criteria
(1) Same or Substantially Equivalent:

Pursuant to GC section 11346.1(h), the text of a readopted regulation must be the
“same or substantially equivalent” to the text of the original emergency regulation. The
proposed language for the readopted emergency regulation is the same as the
language of the original emergency regulation. The text of both regulations establishes .
the Stewarts Point SMCA and provides for the recreational take from shore of marine
aquatic plants other than sea palm, marine invertebrates, finfish by hook and line, surf
smeit by beach net, and species authorized in Section 28.80, Title 14, CCR, (including
surf smelt} by hand-held dip net in the SMCA. ‘



(2) Substantial Progress:

. GC section 11346.1(h) specifies that the emergency rulemaking agency must
demonstrate that it is making “substantial progress and has proceeded with due

~ diligence” to comply with the standard rulemaking provisions. The Commission has
complied with this requirement publishing notice of its intent to adopt this reguiation
pursuant to the standard rulemaking process. The notice (OAL Notice #72010-1109-
05) was published on November 19, 2010. The Commission held a discussion hearmg
on the proposed regulation on December 16, 2010 and is scheduled to consider '
adoption of the regulation on February 3, 2011.

Specific Agency Statutory Requirements

The Commission has complied with the special statutory requirements governing the
adoption of emergency regulations pursuant to FGC Section 240. The Commission
held a public hearing on this regulation on December 16, 2010, and the finding that this
regulation is necessary for the immediate preservation of the health and safety and
general welfare meets the requirements of Section 240.



Office of the Treasurer 8 Tax Collector

City and County of San Francisco José Cisneros, Treasurer

Pauline Marx, Chief Assistant Treasurer

Investment Report for the month of November, 2010 -December 31, 2010
The Honorable Gavin Newsom The Honorable Board of Supervisors
Mayor of San Francisco City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 200 : ' \ City Hall, Room 244
1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlett Place 1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodiett Place

San Francisco, CA. 94102-0917 - : San Francisco, CA. .94102“0917
l.adies and G_entlemen,

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 Ending 11/30/2010
INCOME __Pooled Fund| All Funds Pooled Fund] All Funds
Cash Basis Earnings 17.11 17.11 131 1.31
Net Eamings? ' 21.56 21.68 416 4,18
Earned Income Yield (in %) . -1.30% 1.30% 1.26% 1.26%
Current Yield to Maturity (in %) C n/a ‘nla 1.21% 1.21%
PRINCIPAL _ :
Current Book Value nfa nla 4,055 4,085
Amortized Book Valug _ 4,044 4,074 4,044 4074
Par Value- nia nfa 4,031 . 4,061
Market Value ‘ : 4,068 : 4,098 4,055 4,085
Accrued Interest 18 16 20 - - 20
Total Value (Markef Value + Accrued Interest) 4,084 4,114 4,075 4,105
Average Daily Balance 3,952 3,082 4017 4,047
Average Age of Portfalio - End of Period (in days) . 686 682 : 690 . BT

‘Net eamings refiect ad;ustments based on amortization, accretion, gains and losses

In accordance with provisions of California State Government Code Section 53646, we forward this report detatling the
City's investrment portfolio as of 11/30/2010. These investments are in compliance with California Code and our _
statement of investment policy, and provide sufficient liquidity to meet expendifure requirements for the next six months.

Very truly yours,

[

José Cisheros
Treasurer

e Harvey Rose, Budget Analyst .
Ben Rosenfield, Controller
Controller - Internal Audit Division: Tania Lediju
Gversight Committes: J. Grazioll, Dr. Don Q. Griffin, Ben Resenfield, T, Rydsirom, R, Suflivan
‘fransportation Authority — Cynthia Fong, San Francisco Pubtic Library - 2 copies

City Hall Room 146, 1 Dr. Carlton B, Goodlett Place, San Frandisco, CA., 84102
{415) 554-4478

H




City & County of San Francisco

Compliance Summary
11/30/10

The Treasurer’s investment portfolios are in compliance with the City and County of San Francisco Pooled Investment Policy
and California Codes 53601 and 53635. Portfolio statistics reflected below are as of November 30, 2010

_ Maximum
Original Book Current Market Allocation Per
Security Type Value Par Value Value % Allocadon Policy In Compliance?
Treasury k3 619,398,167 618,000,000 1'% - 620,541 2251 15.33% 160% Yes
Agency 2,338.083,680 2,328,265,000 2,344.428,166 57.91% 70% Yes
Banker's Acceptance 49,867,943 50,000,000 49,989,168 1.23%] 40% Yes
TLGP 980,147,580 967,310,000 985,743,318 24.35% 30% Yes
State and Local Agency Obligations - - - 0.00% 20% Yes
Public Time Deposits 20,100,000 20,100,000 20,100,000 0.50% 100% Yes
Negotiable CDs 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000 0.62% 30%] Yes
Medium Term Notes - - - - 15% Yes
Commercial Paper - - . - 25% Yes
Repuﬁ:hase Agreements - - - - 100% Yes
IReverse Repurchase and Securities Lending - - - - $75,000,000 Yes
LAIF - - - - $50,000,000 Yes
Money Market Funds 2,261,030 2,261,030 2,261,030 0.06% 100% Yes
TOTAL $4,084,445,106 $4,060,936,030 $4,048,062,932 100.00% - Yes
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Inventory by Market Value - Alf Funds

TREASURY BILLS -
TREASURY NOTES
TLGP-Temp Liquid Guar Prog

TLGP FL-Temp Liquid Guar Prog
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
FEDERAL NATL MORTG ASSQCIATION
FARMER MAC .
FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK

FHLMC Bonds

FHLMC MULTI-STEP

CAL REV NOTES

BANKERS ACCEPTANCE-DOMESTIC
MONEY MARKET ACTUAL-365
NEGOTIABLE CD

TENN VALLEY AUTHORITY

FHLB AMORT TO CALL

FNMA AMORT TC CALL

FHLMC AMORT TO CALL
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218,000.00
400,000.00
917,310.00

50,000.00
348,545.00
638,170.00

45,000.00

497,070.00

451,500.00
20,000.00
50,000.00
50,000,900

2,261.03
25,000.00
20,500.00
45,525.00

£11,855.00
50,600.00
20,100.00
]

217,202.06
402,196.11
930,073.53

50,074.05
349,983.14
639,122.52

44,914.95
499,203.75

453,162,987

19,995.00
50,370.25
49,867.94

2,261,03
25,000,00

22,725.28 .

45,620.94

213,288.63 .

50,066,50
20,100.00
85;228.65

217,869.38
402,671.87
935,618.32

50,125.00
350,201.02
642,215.51

46,054.69
500,326.24

-454,082.50
20,025.00 |

50,384.00
49,989,17
2,261.03
25,000.00
23,206,64
45,453,87
212,741.46
50,031.25
20,100,00
=

0.39%

100.31% 139.78
100.12% 475.76 0.77%
100.60% 5,544.79 1.48%
100.10% 50,95 0.39%
100.09% 664.62 1.44%
100.48% 3,092.98 1.59%
102.54% 1,138.74 2.17%
160.22% 1,122.48 1.38%
160.20% - §23.42 1.46%
100.15% 30.00 2.01%
100.03% 13.75 1.63%
100.24% 1641 0.53%
100.00% 0.00 0.19%
100.60% 0.00 0.75%
102.12% 481.37 0.72%
99.63% ~144.88 1.31%
99.74% -146.45 1.52%
99.93% -35.25 0.70%
__}2.{}.00% 0.00 O.SE'Z::_
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Investment Inventory - 11/30/10

o

A 42383 B 031011 912795v4% 03f19f2011 03/31/2010 Ac 38 99,63 -50,00¢,000 SO,ﬂG(’),OGO 4%,817,48%
A 42402 Treasury Bill 04.07 912795VD0 04/07/2011 04/23/2019 Ag 40 99,61 150,000,400 E 150,000,960 149,423,242
A 42439 B013i311 Q32795UK7 01/13/2011 06/10/2010 Q0 34 S9.8¢ 18,000,000 18,000,060 17,963,327
Inv'l"ypa: 11 TREASURY BILLS - 06 39 $9.63 218,000,400 238,000,000 217,262/458
A 42258 TOR/S 022813 $12828KES 02/28/2011 09/04/2009 - .88 . 63 160,36 50,000,000 50,060,000 50,179,688
A 42335 T108311% 412828LVC 98/31/2011 10/29/2009 160 83 16032 100400 160,000 160316
A 42326 71083111 912628.V0 ) 98/31/2011 10/ 28{2009 160 .83 100,30 99,900,000 93,500,000 160,200,480
A 42348 T1731141 912828153 07/31/2011° 1371972009 100 .60 100.67 120,060,000 120,000,000 120,801,563
A 42352 T1.125121511 912828KA7 12/15/2011 12{08/2069 113 J5 . 100,76 50,060,000 50,006,000 50,378,905
A 42382 T 15071512 . 91282864 07/15/2032 03/23/2020 1.50 L1z 100,88 50,000,000 56,000,000 50,441,406
Inv Type: 32 TREASURY NOTES . 25 76 190,57 370,000,000 370,000,000 - 372,102,359
A 42165 1P MORGAN CHASE TL AB1247AK0 05f15/2052 03/24/20609 230 208 190,48 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,115,000
A 42166 GENL ELEC CAP CORP 36967HANT 03/12/2012 63/24/2609 226 2,67 053 35,000,000 35,000,000 ’ 35,185,150
A 42170 MORGAN STANLEY FDIC SI7S7UAF7 0972212011 G3/16/2005 2.00 194 10615 . 15,000,000 25,000,000 25,037,750
A 42177 BAC 2.37506.22.12 Q6CS0BAJ0 06/22/2012 04/ 14/2009 2.38 193 10137 50,000,000 56,000,000 56,685,000
A 42181 C 212504301271 17313UAES -(}4!30,1’2[}12 G4/02/2009 213 197 1647 25,000,000 25,006,000 25,117,500
A 42182 BX OF THE WEST.BNP Q64269475 03/27/2012 G4/02/2003 AL 1.96 10054 ) 5,000,000 ' © 5000000 - 5,026,950
A 42183 BK OF THE WEST.BNP Q64244004 03/27/2012 G4/02/2008 218 1.86 WH54 20,600,000 20,806,000 26,108,000
A 42191 BAC2.1 043012 TL J60508AGE 04/30/2012 G4/02/2008 il 1.97 188,37 5,600,000 . 25,006,000 25,093,000
A 42185 GE L6250L07.117 36857HAG2 0170772011 04/16/2009 1.63 1,23 106,67 25,000,000 25,000,006 25,167,500
A 42196 GE 1.62501.07.11 7 36967HAGZ Q1/07/2611 04/16/2009 163 1.24 106.66 25,606,000 25,000,000 25,365,750
A 42197 C 1625033011 TL 17314JAAL. 03/30/2011 G4/16/2009 1.63 139 16645 50,600,00C 50,000,000 : 56,225,008
A 42598 GS 16256715117 3B145FAFE a7f15/2011 04/16/2009 1.63 144 100.41 50,000,000 50,060,000 56,204,500
A 422311 USSA CAPITAL CO $0390QAA3 03/30/2012  04/28/2003 224 - 196 100,79 16,000,000 16,000,000 16,125,60¢ -
A 42258 CITIGROUP FDG INC G 17313YACS 06/G3/201% 06{2972009 1.25 1.30 99.91 50,000,000 50,000,000 49,957,600
A 42259 CITIGROUPFDGINCG - 17313YACS 06/G3/2011 06/29/2009 L5 130 99.91 50,900,000 50,600,000 49,957,000
A 42274 GETLGP 3120011 36867HADG 12/09/2011 07/30/2009 3.00 161 103.21 50,000,000 . 50,000,000 . 51,602,500
A 42299 HSBC 3,125 12 16 11 HHZEPAAS 312/16/2011 05/16/2069 3.13 134 103,94 ‘ 50,000,000 . 50,000,000 ’ 51,969,550
A 42317 C 16259330417 173143801 03/30/2011 16f222069 163 78 -2 35,000,000 35,006,000 35,423,500
A 42328 MS22531312 G1757UAPS 037132012 110412069 235 132 102,16 20,060,000 - 20,000,000 20,431,800
A 42333 MSTLGP 22590313 . S1757UARS 0371372012 13/06/20G9 2.25 133 102,17 50,009,000 50,005,600 51,084,000
A 42332 GETLGP 212531221 36967HAVY 12/212012 13/06/2069 2,13 K . L7e 101,02 25009,000 25,000,000 25,253,750



Investment Inventory ~- 11/30/10

A 42379 GS3.75 06.15.12TL 5/15/20 50,000,000 000,00 52,215,000
A 42380 GETLGP 2% 09.28.20 3O7HEEZ - 09282012 03/22/2010 5,000,000 : 25,000,000 5,366,000
A 42400 GE TLGP 2.0 Bullet 36067HBB2 Q92812012 4 20/2010 75,000,000 75,000,000 75,010,259
A 42401 b4 2.2 06152012 481247AK0 06/15/2012 2172010 50,000,000 506,006,000 51,097,500
A 42417 RF 275121819 75G1EAAAL 12/10/2010 D6/1072010 11,319,000 11,310,000 11,444,980
Inv Type: 15 TLGP-Temp Liquid Guar Prog 148 T0L.39 917,310,000 517,310,000 30,073,530
A 42247 MORGAN STANLEY FDIC HITSFUAND 0371372082 0311920609 48 .38 106.16 25,000,000 25,006,006 25,046,325
A 42306 Union Bank TLGP Flo G05266RA0 03/16/2012 03/23/2009 49 .40 150,13 25,000,000 25,000,600 25,033,725
Inw Type: 16 TLGP FlL-Temp Liquid Guar Prog 39 35 T00.35 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,074,050
A 42349 FHLB 1.85 12 2112 3133XWeC8 12/28/2012 12/23/200% 1.8% 185 100,00 . 100,600,600 109,000,008 100,000,600
A - 42397 FHLB 1.5 2.5NC1 3133XY4B8 19/18/3012 04/35/2010 1.50 1.56. 100,03 100,600,600 100,000,600 100,600,600
A 42418 FHLB 1.92 fixed 2.5 313D0MEL 09/24/2012 46/30/2010 142 1,45 99,93 20,230,600 20,239,000 ’ 20,215,922
& 4247F FHLB G875 12 27 13 31337190C8 12/27{2013 11£18/2010 .88 93 99.82 - 75,000,000 75,005,000 74,865,000
A 42473 FHIBOS7S 121214 3BT 1122014 - 1172212010 8 1.26 98.50 25,000,000 25,000,600 24:626,007
A 42500 FHLB 2,75 12 12 201 3133XvNUL 12/12{2014 112372010 275 L3¢ . 106,93 25,400,000 25,486,000 27,160,693
A 42501 FHLB 275 1212201 3133XVAUL 127522014 11/23f2010 275 13: 106.88 2,915,000 2,915,000 3,115,519
Inv Type: 22 FEDERAL EOME LOAN BANK 1.53 144 10041 348,545,0G0 348,545,600 349,982,140
A 47335 FNMA L7533 31 31398avQ2 037232011 1171812009 175 K] 101,54 50,600,000 . 00,600,600 . ’ 50,770,000
A 47338 FNMA 1753 23 2011 . 31398AVQ2 03f23/2011 11/20/200% 1.75 57 101,57 20,000,600 20,009,600 20,314,600
A 42350 FNMA FIXED 1,75 3NC 3136F1ZT1 12/28/2012 12282003 1.75 175 100.¢0 100,600,600 100,000,600 100,800,600
A 47356 FNMA INCLS 1X 1.80 313%8AF23 02/08f2013 02[08[2610 1,80 ’ 1.8C 100.60 0,600,600 - 59,000,600 S0,00ﬁ,GOG
A 42367 FNMA 182813 3__]398‘\!’23 02/68/2013 Q2{6812910 1.80 . 1.82 99,95 25,600,004 25,000,600 24,987‘,500
A 42398 FNMA 2.5NC1 8erm 1. 313eFMNRL 1072972012 04/ 19/2016 1.56 156 100,00 100,000,000 160,000,000 109,009,000
A 42410 FNMAZS 62512 3136FMA38 06/25/2015 961752010 259 253 99,88 49,080,800 49,080,009 49,018,650
A 42424 FNMA L37 1613 31398AVI0 G7715/2013 07f16{2010 1.30 1.32 9995 25,000,000 25,060,000 24,987,500
A 42425 FNMAL371613 31398AV90 . O7/15/2013  O7f16/2010 © 130 132 99,95 50,000,060 50,000,000 49,975,200
A @e7 PMALSSTRE 31398AVZ5 OMIIOB 07/12/2010 15§ 156 20.97 69,080,000 69,090,000 69,069,273
A 42434 FNMASTRNT 17572 3136FMX90 Q712H 2015 072712010 178 1.75 300,00 25 000,060 25,680,000 25,000,000
A 42435 FNMA STRNT 17572 J136FMB0 07,"27_';'2015 O7f2012010 175 1,75 iUU.BQ 25,880,000 25,600,600 25,000,060
A 42452 - FNMA L1258 1 55 3136FMEGY 0Bf10/2015 08/10/2010 2,13 213 100,60 25,600,000 25,000,600 25,000,000
A 42453 FNMA 13508 16 13 31398AZH4 08716/2013 08/16/201C 135 1.35 100.00 25,000,000 25,000,600 - 25,000,000
Inv Type: 23 FEDERAL NATL MCORTG ASSOCIATION 1.71 1.5% 100,15 638,170,000 638,170,000 6‘39,122,523
A 42460 FARMER MAC 2,325 09 33315PGTC . 09f15/2815 09/15/2010 213 2,17 . 59.81, 45,006,000 X 45,060,000 44,914,950

Inv Type: 27 FARMER MAC 213 237 99.81 45,000,008 45,000,000 44,914,950
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Ares
A 42342 FFCBBullet33754 31331286 0f25/201% 1171972009 3.88 7 105.41 50,080,000 56,000,000 52,705,000
AT 43 BECB2YearBuller 313313609 03052012 03/09/2010 s 105 99.80 17,050,000 17,050,000 17,016,071
A 42374 FFCB 2 Year Bullet 313311609 03/OS/Z01Z  03/09/2010 5 104 99.82 58,000,000 58,008,000 57,893,860
A 42385 FFCB LE75 12.07.12 3133162R9 12/07/2012 03262010 188 153 T w090 37,000,000 37,000,000 37,333,370
A 42399 FFCB 1,625 Bullet 1 313303489 1242052 047162030 163 159 19010 50,000,000 56,000,000 50,048,500
A 42403 FFCB 1125 2MC1 Amo IAWL 0426/2012  04/29/2010 113 L3 90.80 74,370,000 © 74,370,000 74,221,260
A 42414 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT 313316111 04/28/204  06/10/2010 280 288 39.71 18,225,900 18,225,000 : 18,171,753
A a5y EFCBLISO3 1615 33ILIEL 0162015 09/16/2010 175 17 99,95 50,000,600 50,000,000 49,975,000
A 4262 FRCB 1231104201 SLIYLHGD W/e42014 117042010 123 130 8873 £10,025,000 10025000 . 109,722,431
A 42470 EFCBLE2111615 33IILIRS /1602015 11/16£2010 162 1.60 99,13 32,400,000 32,400,000 32,116,500
Inv Type: 28 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 167 138 100.43 497,070,000 DO 499,208,751
A 42351 FHLMC Fixed 1,75 3N 3126X9RHS 122012 127282009 175 175 166,00 100,000,000 100,000,000 100,000,000
A 42356 PHLMC L35 3128X6P22 ¢ 0GJOM20EL  13/20/2009 L3 71 100,63 28,600,000 26,600,000 26,779,471
A @371 FHIMCLE235133 - 31260079 QIS5 02512010 ) 180 100.00 75,000,000 75,000,000 75,000,000
A 4405 FHLMCZNCIY 1X cat 313661024 05182082 0S/18/2010 137 137 weoe 56,000,000 50,000,000 50,000,000
A 42416 FHLMCS75011512 . 3B3aAYTT2 Q1572012 06/10/2010. 575 o7 107.40 20,000,000 20,000,000 21,479,608
A 42420 FHLMC 205630 14 3134G16X6 08/30/2014  06/30/2010 205 285 - 10000 37,900,000 37,900,000 ° 37,800,000
A 4N EHLMC 1507 1213 34GILT OO 07122010 1.50 L50 100.00 50,000,600 50,000,000 $,000,000
A 42423 FHIMCLS?7 1213 IIIGIKLT oyEama 0771202010 150 150 10000 50,000,000 50,009,600 50,000,000
A 42438 FHIMCO0.499951 128 3134GHUB Ol/28/2013  08/05/2010 50 s w001 50,000,000 40,000,600 40,003,589
Tav Type: 30 FHLMC Bonds 17 1% 0057 51,500,000 #51,500,000 3,150,087
A 42400 FHLMC MULTISTER 2, 3134G1FQ2 6/24/2065  06/24/2010 200 201 99.98 - 20,000,000 20,000,000 16,995,000
Inv Type: 46 FHLMC MULTL-STER 200 701 598 25,000,000 35,090,000 15,595,000
A 42076 CALRANS 3.525 70 120638HX3 OS/25/2018 112372010 200 151 100.75 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,074,600
A 42477 CALRANSZ 52520 1306384003 O5/25/2011  11/23/2010 300 151 10075 15,000,000 15,000,000 , 15,113,900
A 42475 CALRANS3.06232 13063BHY1 /28011 M0 300 C 17 100.74 15,000,000 15,000,000 15,110,250
A 42479 CALRANS3. 06282 13063BHYE 06/28/2011 132372010 300 176 100,74 10,000,000 10,000,000 10,073,500
fnw Type: 50 CAL REV NOTES ‘ YT fws) W04 50,000,000 55,000,000 50,370,250
A 42432 BAGS7 1032011 9B4TATNS O7/12/2011  O7/05/2020 20 7 95,72 27,600,000 _ 27,000,000 6,925,615
A 456 BAOSILIZIT . CBEZTNGS 0/12/2011  07/19/2010 a0 51 99.75 23,000,000 23,000,000 22,992,328
Inv Type: 51 BANKERS ACCEFTANCE-DOMESTIC o0 % 58,74 50,006,000 50,006,000 35,667,593
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Date jatas
A 42445 BFM PRIME FUND 06 3 ' 12/02010 07232010 19 a9 100.00 .9 2,261,030 : . 2,261,030
Tnv Type: 72 MONEY MARKET ACTUAL-365 ] 19 19 100.00 g T 2,261,030 2,261,030
A 42458 BOF ANEGDCD 090 060500265 09/04/2012  08/02/2030 75 75 100,09 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,000
" Env Type: 91 NEGOTIABLE CD 75 75 106.00 25,000,000 25,000,000 25,000,600
A 4246 TVAGTOS312 880591076 05/23/2082  08/04/2010 6.79 72 110.85 20,500,000 20,500,000 T RS
Inw Type: 65 TENN VALLEY AUTHORITY ' 5,75 72 110.86 20,500,600 20,500,600 72,725,375
A 42466 FHLB 1381021 14 313371CN4 10232014 11/04£2010 - 135 131 100,22 45,525,000 45,525,000 45,620,844
el aiiibae

Inv Type: 122 FHLB AMORT TO CALL 1.5 1.31 109.21 95,525,000 5,525,600 45,620,544
A 42947 FNMA STEP 1506 1 3136FMTWA 06/03/2015  08/04/2010 150 144 10052 37,000,000 37,000,000 37,191,475
A 42457 FNMAL7SS 184 © 3136FMIR3 08/16/2014 087182010 175 1.63 10045 53,270,000 53,270,000 53,507,584
A 42463 ENMA2947 14 31308AWH1 040712014 11/04/2010 280 256 10132 18,750,600 19750,600 20,609,811
A 42664 FNMALS0923 M 31398A3Q3 09232014 11/0472010 150 131 10087 | 27,435,000 27,435,000 27,673,513
A 42965 FNMA 13581613 31398RIHY 08/16/2013  11/16/2010 135 1.26 100.59 50,000,600 50,000,600 50,206,000
A 42460 FNMA 1353212011 31398A3R1 03242014 11/10/2010 135 1.27 10045 24,500,000 24,500,000 24,609,846
Tnv Type: 123 FNMA AMORT TO CALL : 164 ~ 152 100.63 " 211,955,000 211,955,000 213,288,629
A 42440 FHLMC.750328 11 3134GIHDY 03/28/2013  07/20/2010 75 78 100.13 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,066,500
frv Type: 130 EHLMC AMORT TO CALL 75 70 oo 50,000,000 50,000,000 50,065,500
A 42365 FIRSTNATLPTDOL1 0Y/18/2081  03/18/2080 1.00 1.00 160,00 10,000,600 19,000,000 10,000,600
A 42406. BANK OF SAM FRANCIS : 05/18/2011  05/18/2010 165 1,65 100.00 100,000 100,000 103,000
A 42438 FIRST NATIONAL BANK 073Y011 O30 70 B 100.00 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000
A 429449 FIRST NATIONAL BANK 08042011 0B/04/2010 70 70 100,00 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,800
fnv Type: 1010 PUBLIC TIME DEPOSIT - 5 35 100.00 20,100,000 20,100,000 20,100,060
Subtotal 162 132 T06.60 2,025,675,060 4,030,936,030 3055,1 34,850

Fund: 8704 SFUSD BONDS z00e8 "’“' T ' ) '
A 42264 T 1125053011 U1BIBFS  OG/BU201  O7/24/2000 113 95 100.31 30,000,000 30,000,000 " 30,093,750
Inv Type: 12 TREASURY NOYES 113 96 108.31 30,000,000 30,000,000 30,093,750
Subtotal 113 98 ey 30,000,000 30,093,750

"Grand Total - : e ; o

“Count 101




INVESTMENT EARNINGS -~ November 2010

Desgiptio
Fund: 100 POOLED FUNDS

42,393 B 033011 912795v99 .60 0.28 0.27 50,000,000 0 -182,511 g 0 15917 ) 15,917
42,402 Treasury 8l 912795VD0 240 0.40 0.00 150,000,000 0 578,758 g o 48,750 0 49,750
42,419 80113 11 91275507 5.00 0.24 012 . 18,000,000 0 -36,673 o 0 5,070 0 5,670
Tnv Type: 11 TREASURY BI 500 0.39 0.07 218,000,000 ] 757,942 T ] 0737 0 70,737
42,298 T 0,875 92 2 912828KES 0.88 0.63- 0.00 . 50,000,000 0 179,688 o 9,546 " 36257 0 26,311
235 TI0831 11 9128281V0 1.00 0.83 0.75 100,000 0 316 Lo -14 83 0 69
423671083111 91282810 1.00 0.83 0.75 99,990,000 o 300,480 o 13,434 2,790 0 69,356
423417173111 9128261G3 160 0.60 0.66 120,000,000 0 801,563 6 -38,848 97,826 0 58,978
42,352 T 112512 1 912828KA7 113 075 1.03 50,000,000 0 - 378,506 0 -15,445 46,107 o 30,662
42,382 T 1.5 07.15. 912878184 150 L1 1.60 50,000,000 0 441,406 0 -15,671 61,348 o 45,470
4241571251130 912828750 1.25 £.38 0.00 20,000,600 125,000 89,269 0 -13,819 19,809 0 5,990
Inv Type: 12 TREASURY NO =108 G.74 073 350,000,000 = 125,000 3,191,629 0 -167,177 394,013 0 236,835
42,165 3 P MORGAN 4B1247AK0 220 205 151 25,000,500 0 119,000 0 -3,028 45,833 0 42,805
42,165 GENL ELECTA 36967HANT 2.5 2.07 127 35,000,000 0 185,150 0 5,124 65,525 0 80,501
42,170 MORGANSTANL  GI7S7UAF7 - 2.0 1.94 .81 5,000,000 0 37,750 o 3,231 41,667 0 40,436
42,177 BAC2.375 06 06050BAI0 238 1.93 153 50,000,000 0 685,000 2 17,639 - - 98,958 0 81,319
42,181 € 2,125 043 17313UAES .13 197 1.40 25,000,000 265,625 117,500 9 3,136 44,271 0 41,135
42,192 BX OF THE WE 064240AR4 215 Lo 131 5,000,000 0 26,950 9 742 8,958 0 8,217
42,183 BK OF THE WE 069244104 215 196 131 20000000 0 108,000 o 2,972 35,833 0 32,861
42,191 BAC 2.1 04.3 060SIBAGE 2.10 1.97 140 25,000,000 262,500 3,000 5 2,482 43,750 0 41,268
42,195 GE 1.625 01, 36967HAGE 153 123 018 75,000,000 0 167,500 o 7,964 33,854 0 75,891
42,195 GE 1625 0L 3B96THAGE 153 1.24 0.8 25,000,000 0 165,750 I 7,880 33,854 0 25,574
52,197 € 1625 03.3 17314301 163 139 0.33 50,000,000 0 235,000 2 9,467 67,708 0 58,241
42,198 GS 1.625 07. 3BI4GFAFS 163 144 0.62 50,000,000 0 204,500 9 7,482 67,708 0 60,227
42,211 USSA CAPITAL 90390082 224 196 132 16,000,000 ) 175,500 o 3,531 29,867 ) 26,335
42,758 CITIGROUS £D 1733YACS 125 1.30 051 50,000,060 ] 43,600 1832 0 52,083 o 53916
42,255 CITIGROUP £D 73BYACS - 135 1.30 0.51 50,008,600 0 43,800 1832 0 52,083 o 53,916
42,274 GETLGP 3 12 36367HADI 340 16 1.00 50,000,000 0 1,602,500 9 55,771 125,000 0 9,229
42,299 HSBC 3.125 S04EPARS 313 . 134 1.02 50,000,500 o 1,963,550 0 71,969 130,208 ) 58,239

10



INVEST%&EN? EARNINGS - November 2010

Déscrintio e’ { i 3ls

42,317 € 1.625 03.3 173143AA1 163 0,78 0.33. 35,000,000 0 433,500 0 24,246 47,396 0 3,150
42,326 M52.253 13 GLISTUAPS 2.25 132 L2 20,060,000 o 431,300 0 -15,063 37,500 9 2437
42,331 MS TLGP 2.25 1757UAPS 235 3t 17 50,000,000 0 1,084,000 0 37,902 93,750 0 55,848
42,332 GETLGP 2.12 36957HAVS 213 179 201 25,000,000 0 253,750 0 -6,672 44,271 ) 37,599
42,379 G5 3.25 06.1 38146FAAS - 335 123 150 $0,000,000 0 2,215,000 0 -81,434 135,417 9 53,983
42,380 GETLGP 2% 0 36967HEB2 00 Lm 1.50 25,000,000 0 366,000 0 -11,922 41,667 9 29,745
42,400 GE TLGP 2.8 36967HBB2 2,00 1.44 1.80 75,000,000 - 0 1,020,250 0 33,977 125,000 -9 91,023
42,401 IPM 2.2 0615 481247K0 2,20 116 1.51 - 0,000,000 0 1,097,550 0 -41,889 91,667 0 48,777
42,417 RF 275121 T5OIEARAL 275 0.36 0.03 11,310,000 0 134,980 0 - 22128 25,918 o 3,791
Inv Type: 15 TLGP-Temp L 712 149 108 517,310,000 538,125 13,765,530 3,665 475,652 1,619,848 0 1,147,860
42,242 MORGAN STANL  617S7UANO 0,49 0.32 127 : 25,000,000 0 40,325 9 -1,110 10,260 0 4,151
42,306 Unicn Bank T 5266AA0 . A9 0.40 1.28 25,000,800 0 33,725 g -92% 10,248 0 9,318
Inv Type: 16 TLGP FL-Tem - T 0.5 128 50,000,600 0 74,050 ] 2,032 76,508 ] 18,468
42,349 FHLB L85 12 3133XWSCH 185 1.85 2.01 © 100,000,600 0 o g 0 154,167 - 0 154,167
42,397 EHLB 1.5 2.5 3133X7488 1.50 1.50 185 100,000,609 o ! ) o 125,000 0 125,000
42,418 FHLB L4926 3133XMES 142 145 1.80 20,230,000 o -14,078 505 0 23,939 0 24443
42,471 RIS 0.875 1 3133710C8 0.88 0.93 3.03 75,000,000 0 o 154 0 23,698 0 25,244
" 42,473 FHLB 0.875 1 3133719C4 0.88 136 394 25,000,000 0 o 2,324 0 5,469 0 7,793
42,500 FHLB 2,75 12 313AVNLL 2,75 130 381 25,460,000 0 ! , o 7,829 15,522 ) 7,694
42,501 FHLB 2.75 12 I13BHVNUL 2,75 131 381 2,915,000, 0 o o 50 1,781 0 391
Inv Type: 22 FEDERAL HOM 15 . 1@ 245 Ja8, 545,000 0 ~14,078 4,375 5710 345,576 ) Erpy)
42,335 FNMA 1753 31398AVQ2 175 0.60 031 50,000,000 o 770000 ) 47,239 72917 0 5,677
42,338 FNMA 1753 31398AVQ2 .75 057 831 20,000,000 0 314,600 0 -19,340 29,167 0 9,827
42,350 ENMA EIXED 1 JI36ENLTI 1.75 175 204 100,000,000 ) 9 o 0 © 145833 0 145,833
42,366 FMA 3NCLS 3130BAFS .80 1.80 215 50,000,000 0 0 0 0 75,4800 0 75,000
42,367 FNMA 1.8 2 8 31398AF23 . 18D 1.82 215 25,000,000 0 12,500 342 0 37,500 ) 37,842
42,398 ENMA ZSNCL 3I36FMNRL 1.56 156 1.89 160,000,000 o 0 0 g 130,000 o 130,000
42,410 FNMA 2.5 6 2  31365MA38 2.50 2.53 434 49,080,000 0 61,350 1,508 9 102,250 o 103,258
42424 FNMA 137 1 31398AVS0 1.30 1R 258 25,000,800 0 -12,500 2 ) 77,003 o 27,425
42,425 ENMA 1.3 7 1 3T30BAVIC 130 LR 2.58 50,000,000 0 -25,800 584 o 54,167 o 54,951
42,427 FNMA 155 7 31398AV25 155 156 2.56 69,090,200 0 -20,727 567 o 89,242 0 89,809
42,434 FNMA STRNT 1 3136FMXG0 175w 447 25,000,000 0 9 o o 36,458 o 36,458
42,435 FNMA STRIT 1 313I6FMXG0 175 .75 447 25,000,000 0 s g g - 36,458 0 36,458
42,452 FNMA 2,125 8 3136FMEG4 213 213 446 25,000,000 0 o 0 0 48,271 0 4,771
42,453 FNMA 1.35 08 31398A2H4 135 135 2.66 25,000,000 0 9 9 2 28,125 0 28,125
Inv Type: 23 FEDERAL NAT 171 1.55 7.4 %38, 176,000 ] 952,503 pXI) 66,579 508,470 ] 544,835
42,460 FARMER MAC 2 31315PGTO 213 237 4.56 45,000,000 0 -85,050 397 ¢ 79,688 o 83,085
Inv Type: 27 FARMER MAC 713 357 356 35,000,000 0 85,650 1,397 ) 79,688 i 81,085
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42,342 FECB Bullet

42,373 FFCB 2 Year

42,374 FFCB 2 Year

42,385 FFCB 1.875 1

42,399 FFCB 1.625 B

42,403 FFCB 11252

42,414 FEDERAL FARM

42,459 FFCB 1,75 03

42,462 FFCB 1.23 11

42,470 FFCB 1.62 11

Inviype: 28 FEDERAL FAR

" 42,351 FHLMC Fixed
42,356 FHLMC 1125
42,371 FHLMC 1.8 2
42,405 FHLMC ZNCTY
42,416 FHLMC 5750
42,420 FHLMC 2056
42,422 FHLMG 1.5 07
2,473 FHIMC 157
42,438 FHLMC 0.459%

Inv Type: 30 FHLMC Bonds
42,408 FALMC MULTL

Inv Type: 46 FHLMC MULTI
42,476 CAL RANS 3.

42,477 CAL RANS 3.
42,478 CAL RANS 3.
42,479 CAL RANS 3,

Inv Type: 50 CAL REV NOT
42,432 BA 0.57 103
42,456 BADS1 112

tnv Type: 53 BANKERS ACC
42,445 PFM PRIME FU

Inv Type: 72 MONEY MARKE
42,458 B OF A NEGO

Inv Type: 91 NEGOTIABLE
42,446 TVAG.7952

Inv Type: 95 TENN VALLEY

" 42,466 FHLB 138 10

33YZE6
31331609
31330608
31331GZRS
313313489
31TILIWL
313316LLL
31331IE33
3133LIX99
3133112R3

3128X9RHS
3128x8P22
312549729
3134G1D74
313424712

3134GIRN6
334G
3134G1KL7
3134G1LU6

31346172
130638H3
13063BHIG
13063BHYE

13063BHY1

06422TN33
05422TNC3

{605C02G5
BIS91DTE

313371CN4

388 0.78 073 56,000,000 0 ;szc,ms,ocn 0 -125,009 161,458 g 35,443
0.95 1.05 126 17,050,000 0 33,930 1,400 0 13,498 0 14,898
0.95 L4 126 58,000,000 ¢ -106,140 4,380 0 45,917 o 56,207
1.88 153 197 37,000,000 0 333,378 0 -10,133 57,813 0 47,680
163 1.59 203 50,000,000 0 48,500 0 -1,480 67,708 0 66,228
113 133 140 74,370,008 0 148,740 6,129 o 69,722 e 75,851
2.80 288 302 18,225,000 0 -53,241 1,203 0 42,525 9 43,728
175 176 414 50,000,000 0 25,000 457 0 72,917 ¢ 73,373
133 1.30 384 110,025,600 0 0 - 5592 ¢ 101,498 o 147,098
162 1,80 578 32,400,000 0 0 2,320 g 21,870 0 24,199
166 138 7.51 497,070,000 ) 2,719,820 21,489 137 622 E54,935 0 538,792
175 175 204 100,000,600 0 ¢ 0 o 145,833 o 145,833
113 071 050 28,600,008 0 179,471 0 9,649 26,813 0 17,164
1.80 1.80 219 75,060,000 0 ¢ ) 8 112,500 0 112,500
L7 117 146 50,000,060 282,500 o 0 0 48,750 ) 48,750
575 107 109 20,000,000 6 1,479,608 ¢ 76,807 95,833 0 19,826
205 208 344 37,906,860 0 0 ¢ 0 64,746 o 64,745
1.50 156 256 50,000,000 0 0 o 0 62,500 0 62,500
150 1.50 256 50,006,000 0 0 G 0 62,500 0 2,500
0.50 0.50 215 40,000,000 0 3,889 0 9 16,665 0 16,665
168 146 710 451,500,000 252,508, 1,662,067 ] "B5,656 536,140 ¢ 550,489
2.00 20t 435 20,000,000 o 5,000 82 0 33,333 I 33,415
700 201 5 20,000,000 0 3,060 5} ] 33333 o 33,415
3.00 151 0.48 £0,000,000 0 0 ¢ -3,261 6,667 o 3,405
300 1.51 0.48 15,000,600 o 0 . o -,892 10,008 o 5,108
340 176 0.58 15,000,000 0 0" 0 4,065 10,000 o 5,935
3007 176 0.58 10,600,060, o 0 9 2,710 6,567 0 3,957
3.00 153 0.53 50,000,000 I 0 ) "14,927 3,933 ) 18,906
0.00 0.7 0.61 27,000,000 e 74,385 8 o 6,015 By 5,015
0.0 058 0.2 3,000,000 o 57,673 ¢ 0 5,775 8 9,775
.00 0.38 0.39 T 50,006,000 0 T132,058 Y 0 15,790 Y 15,760
.19 0,19 0.58 2,261,030 8,869 0 o 0 19,713 ¢ 19,713
0.19 o8 0.58 2,261,030 8,859 ) 0 0 18,713 @ 19713
0.75 0.75 175 25,000,000 0 0 0 0 15,635 0 15,625
0.75 - 0.75 175 75,000,060 ] ] 0 ] 15,625 i 15635
679 072 143 20,500,000 655,975 2,493,798 0 -101,456 115,996 0 14,540
6.79 .72 143 20,509,060 655,975 2,499,798 0 -101,456 115,996 ] 14,540
135 1.3 3.80 45,525,000 ¢ 0 0 -1,376 25,094 @ 44,718
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INVESTMENT EARNINGS - November 2010

Bescrintio
Iav T’gpe_: 122 FHEB AMORT

45,526,000

45,004

44,718

135 1.3t 3.60 ) 0 0 1,376 ]

42,443 FNMA 1.4 11 I136FMUGT 140 1.26 0.00 10,000,000 70,600 51,444 0 25,985 9,722 -32,000 3,707
42,447 FNMA STEP 1, 3136FMTWG 156 144 4,34 37,000,600 0 191,475 hl ~23,786 46,250 0 22,464
42457 FNMA 1.758 3136FM3RZ 1.75 1.63 3.60 53,270,000 1] 237,585 0 -19,827 77,685 0 58,158
42,463 FNMA 2.94 7 31398AWH1 2.90 256 3.21 19,750,000 0 0 0 -38,020 42,956 0 4,936
42,454 FNMA 1,505 31398A3Q3 1.50 131 3.71 27,435,000 Q 0 1] ~16,053 30,864 ] 14,811
42,465 FNMA 1.358 31398A2hH4 135 126 2.6 50,000,000 0 i} ' Q -20,747 28,125 4] 7,378
42,469 FNMA 1,353 31398A3RL 135 Ly 3.24 24,560,000 0 g 0 -10,392 18,294 0 8,902
Inv Type: 123 FNMA AMORT 1.63 1.56 3.29 221,955,000 70,003 480,554 ¢ -102,541 254,897 -32,006 120,356
42,440 EHLMC .750 3 3134G1HDY 075 0.70 231 50,609,060 ¢ 66,500 ¢ 7,948 31,250 ¢ 23,302
Inv Type: 130 FHEMC AMOR Be75 .70 231 50,000,000 ¢ 66,500 I 7,948 31,250 ) 23,302
42,365 FIRST NATL. P 1.00 1,06 0.13 . 10,600,000 ¢ 1] & 0 8,333 0 8,333
42,406 BANK OF SAN 165 165 0.47 100,000 o 0 0 0 138 0 138
42,448 FIRST NATION 9.7¢ %70 0.67 5,008,000 g 0 ¢ 0 2,817 0 2,917
42,449 FIRST NATION 0.70 0.70 0.68 5,000,600 8,944 0 ¢ 9 2917 o 2317
Inv Type: 1010 PUBLIC TI : 0.85 C.85 0.40 20,100,800 8,944 0. 0 g 14,504 0 14,304
Subtotal 161 131 163 3,060,536,030 1,729,414 377,103 - 33,953 “1,i13,694 5,264,335 32,000 7,154,758

42,264 T 1125 083 912828LFS 113 0.95 0.58 30,000,000 a- 93,750 0 3,967 27,514 a 23,547
Inv Type: 12 TREASURY RO 1,13 9.96 0.58 30,609,000 g 93,750 - ] -3,96-7;' 27,514 ¢ 23,547
Subtotal 115 0.56 058 39,606,000 [ 93,750 e 3557 37518 3 547

Grand Total Cowntz03 ' 4,090,935,030 1,739,414 22470,943 Bom 566 5,291,753 32,000 4,478,045
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DETAIL TRANSACTION REPORT

Txn Type: CALL

42443 FNMA 14 11 26 12A 3136FMUG7  CALL ~10,000,000 -10,032,000 o 32000 100 40,508 32,000 10,003,000
Inv Type: 123 FNMA AMORT TO CALL ~10,00%,000 T8532,000 T 32,000 35,000 10,600,000
Subtotal 10,005,000 B32,00 G 33,000 32,000 16,000,000
42181 C 2,125 04.30.12 TL 17313UAE  INTR 0 0 -265,625 0 00 40,483 0 265,625
47191 BAC 2.1 04.30.12 TL D6US0BAGS  INTR 0 0 -262,500 0 108 40,483 0 262,500
Inv Type: 15 TLGP-Temp Liquid Guar Srog 0 0 538,175 0 0 528,125
42405 FHLMC ZNCIY 1X call 3134G1DZ4  INTR 2 ) "792,500 B 100 40,500 % 2500
Tnv Type: 30 FHLMC Bonds 0 ] ~392,500 T 3 To7.500 -
42445 PFM PRIME FUND 06 3 INTR ) 0 ~8.669 T 10 30,483 7 8,869
Inv Type: 72 MONEY MARKET ACTUAL-365 ) T 5,659 T 5 8,669
42446 TVA 679523 12 89059I0TS  INTR ) 274,523 LA o100 70,505 ) BI5,375
Tnv Type: 95 TENN VALLEY AUTHORITY ] 374,523 421,452 ] o 695,975
42443 FNMA 1.4 1126 12 A 31IFMUGT  INTR 0 719,344 “50,555 o 100 30,508 G 7000
Tnv Type: 123 FNMA AMORT TO CALL ) “19,404 0,556 ) ) 70,000
42449 FIRST NATIONAL BARK INTR 4} Q -8,244 t] 1090 40,486 G 8,944
Inv Type: 1610 PUBLIC TIME DEFOSIT 0 ) 8,048 0 0 D
Subtotal 0 T393,568 ~1,310,445 0 ] 1,604,414
DT T e e _ . e e,
42415 T1.2513 30 10 9172828350  MAT ~20,000,800 -20,006,831 -118,169 o 00 40,512 0 20,125,000
In¥ Type: 12 TREASURY NOTES 220,000,000 20,006,831 “118,369 ) ] ~36,125,600
Subtotal 20,000,000 ~20,006,851 “118,169 0 ] 70,125,300
Tan Type: SALE e T T ” o
42445 PPM PRIME FUND 06 3 SALE ~150,10,000 -150,000,000 0 0 100 40,486 0 150,000,500 .
42445 PFM PRIME FUND 16 3 SALE +175,040,000 -175,000,000 9 0 100 40,407 0 175,000,000
42445 PEM PRIME EURD 06 3 SALE -35,000,000 -35,900,000 B 6 100 40,504 9 35,000,000
Inv Type: 72 MONEY MARKET ACTUAL-365 380,008,000 360,000,000 3 B 5 360,000,000
Subtotal 360,000,000 360,000,000 M I % 360,000,000
o T T . - e - - st
42471 BHLB 0.875 12 27 13 IIT/CE  PURC 75,000,800 74,865,000 o o 100 40,500 135,000 -74,865,000
42473 FHLE 0875 12 12 14 _31337IPC4  PURC 25,000,000 24,626,007 0 0 100 40,504 -373,993 24,626,007
47500 FHLB 275 12 12 201 313IMVNUL PURC 25,400,600 27,166,693 0 0 100 40,585 1,760,693  -27,160,693
42501 FHLB 275 12 17 201 3IZMVNUL PURC 2,915,500 3,115,519 0 0 10 40,505 200519 -3,115,519
Inv Type: 22 FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK 125,315,000 135,767,218 ) 0 152,218 139,767,218
42462 FFCB 1.23 1104 261 31330X99  PURC 130,025,000 108,722,431 0 o100 40,486 "302,569 109,725,431,
42470 FFCB £.62 11 16 18 3I33LIR3  PURC 32,400,800 32,116,500 0 0 10 40,438 -283,500 32,116,500
Inv Type: 28 FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BANK 192,425,000 TA1,838,531 () T Se6,069 141,895,551
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DETAIL TRANSACTION REPORT

100 40,505 74,600 - 10,074,600

42476 CAL RANS 2,5 25 20 1306383 PURC - 10,060,000 10,074,600 o o
42477 CAL RANS 3,5 25 20 13063BHX3  PURC 15,000,000 15,111,900 0 g 100 40,505 111,900 -15,111,900
42478 CALRANS 3. 06 28 2 13063BHYL  PURC 15,000,000 15,110,256 0 & 100 40,505 110,250 35,110,250
42479 CAL RANS 3,06 28 2 13663BHY1  PURC 16,000,000 16,073,500 ] ¢ 100 40,505 - 73,500 -10,073,500
Inv Type: 50 CAL REV NOTES 50,000,000 50,370,250 0 ] 370,250 50,370,750
42445 PFM PRIME FUND 06 3 PURC 2,869 8,869 ] R 0,483 T 8,860
Inv Type: 72 MONEY MARKET ACTUAL-265 8,860 5,859 ] ) 0 5,862
42456 FHLE 1.38 10 21 14 © 31337ICN4  PURC 45,525,000 R5.630,5%4 ] R 30,456 T5.594 35,620,994
Inv Type: 122 FHLB AMORT TO CALL ) 35,525,000 5,620,990 ] ] 65,944 35,620,044
42463 FNMA 2,947 14 31308AWHL  FURC 18, 758,000 20,000,811 0 T 100 A0,456 359,811 20,009,811
42464 FNMA 1,50 925 14 | 3I39BR3Q3  PURC 27,435,000 27,673,913 o 90 100 40,486 238,913 27,673,913
42469 FNMA 1,35 3 21 2011 31398A3R  PURC . . 24,500,000 24,605,846 0 o 100 40,492 109,846 74,509,846
42465 FNMA 1.35 8 6 13 3139842H4  PURC 50,000,000 50,296,000 o o 100 40,498 296,000 -50,296,000
Tow Type: 123 FNMA AMORT TO CALL 1,655,000 122,589,570 "2 ] 503,570 122,589,570 _
Subtotal 787,658,869 0 g 2,236,914 450,195,783

Grand Total T Connt 28
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