Petitions and Communications received from September 27, 2011, through October 7, .
2011, for reference by the President to Committee considering related matters, or to be
ordered filed by the Clerk on October 18, 2011.

Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of
Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act and
the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not
be redacted.

From Noreen Weeden, on behalf of the Golden Gate Audubon Society and its more
than 10,000 members, submitting support for preserving Sharp Park wetlands and
wildlife. File No. 110966, Copy: Each Supervisor (1)

*From concerned citizens, submitting support for preserving Sharp Park wetlands and
wildlife. File No. 110966, approximately 200 letters (2)

*From Michel & Associates, P.C., submitting opposition to proposed legislation that: 1)
requires a handgun be kept in a locked container or disabled with a trigger lock; and 2)
prohibits the sale of enhanced-lethality ammunition. File No. 110901, Copy: Each
Supervisor, 2 letters (3)

*From Civil Service Commission, submitting the Department of Human Resources
Prevailing Wage Report. Copy: Each Supervisor (4)

*From Office of the Controller, submitting the Human Rights Commission Local
Business Enterprise Compliance Audit Report. (5)

From Office of the Mayor, submitting the following appointments: Copy: Rules
Committee Clerk (6)
Airport Commission

Eleanor Johns, term ending August 31, 2015
Art Commission

Barbara Sklar, term ending July 1, 2015
Civil Service Commission

Kate Favetti, term ending June 30, 2017
Commission on the Environment

Angelo King, term ending July 19, 2015
Commission on the Status of Women

Kay Gulbengay, term ending August 2, 2015
Human Rights Commission

Mark Kelleher, term ending June 30, 2015

From Clerk of the Board, submitting copy of memorandum sent to the Board of
Supervisors regarding the following appointments by the Mayor: (7)
Airport Commission

Eleanor Johns, term ending August 31, 2015




Art Commission

Barbara Sklar, term ending July 1, 2015
Civil Service Commission

Kate Favetti, term ending June 30, 2017
Commission on the Environment

Angelo King, term ending July 19, 2015
Commission on the Status of Women

Kay Gulbengay, term ending August 2, 2015
Human Rights Commission

Mark Kelleher, term ending June 30, 2015

From concerned citizens, urging the Board to find a way to rescind the $750,000 art
contract awarded to Tom Otterness. 3 letters (8)

From Commission on the Environment, regarding the Department's regulations for cell
phone disclosure requirements and regulations for the safe drug disposal information
ordinance. (9)

From Planning Department, submitting a revised Planning Commission Resolution
regarding the City Center Special Sign District. File No. 110448, Copy: Land Use
Committee Clerk (10)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to the formation of the West Portal
Commercial Benefit District. File No. 111007, Copy: Each Supervisor, 17 letters (11)

From Vinton and Kunhing Corporation, submitting support for the proposed project at
1171 Sansome Street. File Nos. 110836 and 110946, Copy: Each Supervisor (12)

From Planning Department, submitting amendments to the Mission Alcoholic Beverage
Special Use District. File No. 110767, Copy: Each Supervisor, Land Use Committee
Clerk (13)

From Diane Rivera, submitting opposition to the following proposals for the western end
of Golden Gate Park: 1) renovation of the Beach Chalet Soccer Fields with artificial turf
and stadium lights; and 2) the Westside Recycled Water Treatment Plant. (14)

From Oakland City Attorney, Mark Morodomi, submitting a summary from the Brennan
Center for Justice that outlines what various States/Cities are doing regarding capping
the amount of public matching funds. File No. 110718, Copy: Each Supervisor (15)

From concerned citizens, submitting support for the Commission on Animal Control and
Welfare's humane pet acquisition proposal in defense of animals. 19 letters (16)



From concerned citizens, submitting support for bird safe buildings. File No. 110785, 8
letters (17)

From concerned citizens, submitting opposition to proposed legislation concerning false
advertising by limited services pregnancy centers. File No. 110899, 4 letters (18)

From Realty Equities, Inc., submitting opposition to. proposed project at 3151-3155 Scott
Street. File Nos. 110979 and 110937 (19)

From Laborers' International Union of North America Local Union No. 261, submitting
support for the proposed amendments to the Health Care Security Ordinance. File No.
110998, Copy: Each Supervisor (20)

From FranC|sco Da Costa, regarding the Bayview Opera House Copy: Each
Supervisor (21)

From Ryan Bradley, submitting opposition to the proposed Parkmerced Project. Copy: -
Each Supervisor (22)

From Office of the Controller, submitting the FY2010-2011 Compliance Reporting
Requirements Report. (23)

From Sutton Law Firm, submitting support for proposed legislation regarding capping
public matching funds. File No. 110718, Copy: Each Supervisor, 3 letters (24)

From Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence, submitting support for proposed legislation
that: 1) requires a handgun be kept in a locked container or disabled with a trigger lock:
and 2) prohibits the sale of enhanced-lethality ammunition. File No. 110901 Copy:
Each Supervisor (25)

From Office of the Mayor, regarding amendments to the Health Care Security
Ordinance. File No. 110998, Copy: Each Supervisor (26)

From United Brotherhood of Carpenters, submitting support for proposed renovation to
the Beach Chalet Athletic Fields in Golden Gate Park. (27)

From Department of Public Health, submitting the FY2010-2011 Deemed Approved
Uses Report. Copy: Each Supervisor (28)

From Jon Golinger, on behalf of the Telegraph Hill Dwellers, submitting support for
reversing the determination by the Planning Department that the 1171 Sansome Street
project is exempt from environmental review. File No. 110947, Copy: Each Supervisor
(29)



From Sandy Weil, regarding the difference in noise levels between the Hardly Strictly
Bluegrass Festival and the Outside Lands Music Festival. Copy: Each Supervisor (30)

From Airport Commission, submitting the FY2010-2011 Final Revenue and Expenditure
Report for the San Francisco International Airport Terminal 2 Promotion Fund. Copy:
Each Supervisor (31)

From Cynthia Joseph, regarding the "OccupySF" peaceful protest and assembly. 8
letters (32) '

From Bill Quan, regarding some nurses in City government earning $300,000,000 this
past year. Copy: Each Supervisor (33)

From Verizon Wireless, submitting notification of nine cellular antennas to be installed at
500 Parnassus Avenue. (34)

From San Mateo County Transportation Authority, regarding the Wetland Mitigation
Restoration Project receiving the Environment Enhancement Project of the year award
by the California Transportation Foundation. (35)

From State Fish and Game Commission, regarding proposed regulations for the south
coast marine protected areas. Copy: Each Supervisor (36)

From State Fish and Game Commission, regarding proposed regulatory action relating
to non-indigenous Coho Salmon. Copy: Each Supervisor (37)

From Department of Health and Human Services, regarding resolution encouraging the
Food and Drug Administration to ban the use of menthol in cigarettes. File No. 110740,
Copy: Each Supervisor (38)

From Patrick Goggin, submitting his resignation from the Medical Cannabis Task Force. -
(39)

From Richard Skaff, regarding disability access violations within the Crab House on Pier
39. (40)

*(An asterisked item represents the cover sheet to a document that exceeds 25 pages.
The complete document is available at the Clerk’s Office Room 244, City Hall.)



inspiring people 1o protect

Bay Atea birds since 1917 S : o e

- September 27, 2011

Via Email U.S. Mail

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
~ City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102
Board.of supervisors@sfgov.org

Mayor Edwin Lee
City Hall, Room 200

~ San Francisco, CA 94102
Mavoredwinlee(@sfgov.org

Re: . Support _for Sharb Park Resforatioh Législéﬁon (Avélbs) 110966

Dear Supervisors and the Honorable Mayor Lee;

I am writing on behalf of the Golden Gate Audubon Society and its more than 10,000 members
and supporters regarding support for the Park Code Long Term Management Agreement with the
Natural Park Service for Sharp Park sponsored by Supervisor Avalos. Our mission is to protect
Bay Area birds and other wildlife, to conserve and restore native habitat, and to connect people
of all ages with the natural world. This proposed ordinance to restore the Sharp Park wetlands
and partner with the National Park Service while retaining this City property offers an excellent
solution at Sharp Park for residents, visitors, and for wildlife.

California lost 91 percent of its wetlands between 1780 and 1980.! Now, along our coasts, only
about 5 pereent of wetlands remain. Wetlands provide critical habitat for resident and migratory
birds and other wildlife. The endangered San Francisco garter snake and the red-legged frog and
other species of birds and wildlife depend on the wetland at Sharp Park. )

The National Park Servic‘e‘has successfully restored wetlands at Crissy Field in San }Fraricisc‘o2
and Giacomini Wetlands in nearby Marin County. 3

I Mitch and Gosslink, Wetlands 2** Edition. Van Nostrand Reinhold, 1993 ‘

2 Crissy Field Salt Marsh Restoration See http://www.nps.gov/ goga/naturescience/wetlands.htm :
3 Giacomini Wetland Restoration Project See http://www.nps.gov/pore/photosmultimedia/multimedia_gwrp.htm
GOLDEN GATE AUDUBON SOCIETY ‘ ‘ : , -

2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite G Berkeley, California 94702

phone 510.843.2222 fux'510.843.5351 welwww.goldengateaudubon.org




Restore Sharp Park into a National Park
max henning "to: Board.of.Supervisors
"Max Henning

09/29/2011 06:00 PM

Gféeﬁhgs,

Sharp Park Golf Course is owned by San Francisco but located in Pacifica, California. With a
glut of golf courses around the Bay Area, we are working to transform Sharp Park from a
money-losing, endangered species-killing golf course into a new National Park that provides_
recreational amenities everyone can enjoy. By partnering with the National Park Service, San
Francisco can redirect the money it saves back to neighborhood parks and community centers,
and we all get a new National Park! Let us collectively support the restoration of Sharp Park so
 valuable species can thrive and all people can enjoy the beautiful gifts nature has to offer.

| Firebaugh, California

_ Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at

Www.c_hange.org/petitidns/restore‘-sharp-park. To respond, email tesponses@charnge.org and

include a Iink t0» tﬂis p,etition. |

. Document is avaﬂable
at the Clerk’s Office
Room 244, City Hall

Sentby: agoraphobicecologist=gmail.com@change.org> - . : C -
Please respond to max henning ‘ ]:l (Q/ ' l , 0 6{\(0
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‘FW Re: Board of Supervisors Meetmg Agenda Item # 27 - File No 11901 [MA-Interwoven. FID2928]

Claudia Ayala

to: ‘ .

bc(’)ard.of.supervisors@sfgov.org Document 18 ava]lable

09/27/2011 05:10 AM - at the Clerk’s Office o

o e Room 244, City Hall =1 le [( 0401

gos—\L

Cy 4L

- History: This message has been replied to.

Claudia Ayala | Direct: (562) 216-4473

Senior Paralegal . -+ Main: (562) 216-4444

: Fax: (562)216—4445

Emaii:
CAyaIa@mlchelIawyers com

Web:

Axed - : v - L ] www.michellawyers.com
At:urueys" Law | 180E OceanBivd.

— Firearmi=Environmes #I.miﬂ:Tu—Emp]uymthil Suite- 20—
. . . i Long Beach; CA- 90802

This e-mail is conﬁdentlal and is Iegally privileged.- If you have received it in error, you are on hotice of its status. Please notlfy us immediately by reply
e-mail and then delete this message from your system. Please do not copy it or use it for any purposes, or disclose its contents to any other person.

To do so could violate state and Federal privacy !aws Thank you for your cooperation. Please contact Michel & Assocxates PC at (562) 216-4444 if

you need assistance. .

From: Claudia Ayala :

Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 5:36 PM

To: 'David.Chiu@sfgov.org'; 'Enc L.Mar@sfgov.org'; 'Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org'; ‘Carmen. Chu@sfgov org’;
'Ross.Mirkarimi@sfgov. org’ "Jane.Kim@sfgov.org'; 'Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org'; 'Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org'; =
‘David.Campos@sfgov. org ; 'Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org'; 'John. Avalos@sfgov org’; 'Board of Superwsors@sfgov org ;
‘angela.calvillo@sfgov.org' '

Cc: C.D. Michel; Clint B. Monfort; Anna Barvir

" Subject: Re: Board of Superwsors Meetmg Agenda Item # 27 Flle No 11901 [MA-IntenNoven FID2928]
Importance High - '

Hon. Board of Supervisors & Clerk of The Board:
We respectfully submit the attached opposition letter and supporting documents on behalf of our
: chents Please submit this as part of the record for tomorrows Board of Supervisors meeting regarding agenda

ltem number 27, S.F. file number 110901

- Please feel free to contact me rf you have any problems with the attachments or if you have any
questions or concerns. :

Thank you,

Direct: (562) 216-4473

Main: (562) 216-4444

Fax: (562) 216-4445

Email:

CAyala mlchella /ers.com ) :

Web: -~ ’ T . - . S

i www.michellawyers.com ’ \
. . : - - N ] ‘"\“‘ ) e
) . . ) : =/

file:// C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\‘~Web28 10.htm 9/27/2011

Claudia Ayala

Senior Paralegal




) ' , ROG-(\ s’z’\A’@C'\:M
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION Cpeye
CitY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

. EDWIN M. LEE

Havon Document is avaﬂable
at the Clerk’s Office

' . t : 2 pon

Room 244, City Hall = September 28, 2011 = O

. . R 1521 -
E. DENNIS NORMANDY = ‘;j;o -
PRESIDENT Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board (\\;‘U. wSm
" |. Board of Supervisors N - ingn
KATEFAVETTI | City Hall, Room 244 {m Z3<
COMMISSIONER | 1 D¢ Carlton B. Goodlett Place = 2%

MRy Y. Jung|  San Francisco, CA 94102 | | | ‘f; 2

COMMISSIONER o . - =

SUBJECT: Prevailing Wage Certification Legislation - o

Dear Ms. Calvillo:
ANITA S ANcrrEz . At its m_eetirlg of Septerrlber 23, 201_ 1 the Civil _Service Commission had for
—  EXECUTIVE OFFICER | its consideration the certification of the highest prevailing rate of wages of the

- various crafts and kinds of labor paid in private employment in the City and |
County of San Francisco (CSC File No. 0222-11-3).. A copy of the report
prepared by the Department of Human Resources 1s attached.

It was the decision of the Civil Service Cornrmssmn in accordance with
“Charter Section A7.204 and Administrative Code Section 6.22, to adopt the
Department of Human Resources’ report :

The Civil Service Commission requested the City Attorney to draft
Jegislation to accompany the report being forwarded to the Board of Supervisors
as required by the Administrative Code. The draft leglslatlon prepared by the
City Attorey will be forwarded toyou.

Please call me at 252-3250, if there are quest1ons or if further information 1s
'needed related to the action of the Civil Service Commission. '

Sincerely,

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

(hie ok

ANITA SANCHEZ
Executive Officer

Attachments

c: Paul Zarefsky, Deputy City Attorney

25 VAN NESS AVENUE, SUITE 720 ® SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-6033 ® (415) 252-3247 ® FAX (415) 252-3260 ® www.sfgov.org/civilzservice/



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

Issued: Human Rights Commission (HRC) Local Business Enterprise (LBE) Compliance
Audit ‘ _ ‘ : o .
' : Angela Calvillo, Peggy Nevin, BOS-Supervisors, - .
' Controller Reports to:-BOS-Legislative Aldes, Steve Kawa, Rick Wilson, 09/29/2011 12:27 PM

' . Christine Falvey, Jason Elliott, Severin Campbell,
Sent by: Richard Kurylo ' o E

The Office of the Controller, City Services Auditor Division, h'as‘ issuéd a répo,rt, Human Rights
Commission (HRC) Local Business Enterprise (LBE) Compliance Audit. oo '

The audit found that-none of the three 'selected prime contractors fully complied with some
provisions of Administrative Code Chapter 14B. The audit report includes fifteen o
recommendations concerning the- HRC and the three departments that were the subject of this
audit: the Airport, Department of Public Works, ‘and the San Francisco Public Utilities -

- Commission. _ o S L

To view the full'report, please visit our website at:
http://co.sfgov.orglwebreports/details.aépx_?id=1339

This is a send-only email address. For questions regarding the report; please contact Tonia *

Lediju at Tonia.Lediju@sfgov.org or 41 5—554-539‘3,7’(!’@(?@’(?0“?’3*0fﬁ’(:feTATJditsrUnitrdt
- 415-554-7469, - - e - - : RS :
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

EowiN M. LEE

MAYoR
 September 22, 2011 o
% e O
b = ok
I 2 59x
Angela Calvillo | \ 2 P
Clerk of the Board, Board of Superv1sors > ™ oM
San Francisco City Hall F o EZE
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place l = HZo
San Francisco, CA 94102 VT 8%
' B S =
Dear Ms. Calvillo,

Pursuant to the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco, I hereby make the follomng
appointments:

Eleanor Johns to the Airport Commission for a term ending August 31,2015

Barbara Sklar to the Arts Commission for a term ending July 1, 2015

Kate Favetti to the Civil Serv1ce Commission, assummg the seat formerly held by Donald
Casper, for a term ending June 30, 2017

Kay Gulbengay to the Commission on the Status of Women for a term ending August 2,
2015

Angelo King to the Commission on the Env1ronment for a term ending July 19 201 5
Mark Kelleher to the Human Rights Commission for a term endmg J une 30, 2015
Please see the attached resumes Whlch demonstrate how these appointments represent the

communities of interest, ne1ghborhoods and diverse populations of the C1ty and County of San
Francisco. .

Should you have any quest1ons related to these appointments, please contact my Director of
Appomtments Nicole Wheaton at (415) 554-7940.

Sincerely,

Edwin M. Lee
Mayor

) CITY HALL, ROOM 200
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE -
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
(415) 654-6141
(415) 654-6160 FAX

RECYCLED PAPER




.ﬁrméi Rules. COB; beg qu

“OFFICE OF THE MAYOR EbwiN M. LEE |

SAN FRANCISCO

MAYOH

Notice of Appointment . e -
I R
September 22, 2011 — YUy

S Tom

N Zom

San Francisco Board of Supervisors T Som

- City Hall, Room 244 _ gﬂc:}
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place . N og
San Francisco, California 94102 1

Houorable Board of Supefvisofs: - -
rr%iPursuamftbihek{;harterfS ec’ei:en—?#LOO(44&),—Lherebyfmakefﬂae;ferl—lewiugfapﬁoimtmenﬁs: —
Eleanor Johns to the A]IpOI‘t Comrmssmn for a term ending August 31, 2015 |
Barbara Sklar to the Arts Commlssmn for a term endmg July 1, 2015 e : -,

Kate Favetu to the Civil Serv1ce Commlssmn assummg the seat formerly held by Donald
Casper for a term endmg June 30, 2017 ,

Kay Gulbengay to the Commlssmn on the Status of Women for aterm endmg August 2
2015

Angelo King to the Commission on the Environment for a term ending July 19, 2015
_ Mark Kelleher to the Human Rights Commjssion fora term‘ending June 30, 2015
I am confident that Ms. Johns, Ms. Sklar, Ms. Favettl Ms. Gulbengay, Mr King, and Mr
: _Kelleher will serve our community well. Attached are their qualifications to serve, which
demonstrate how these appointments represent the communities of interest, ne1ghborhoods and

diverse populations of the C1ty and County of San Franmsco

I encourage your support and am pleased to adv1se you of these appomUnents. -

Sincerely,f

Mayor : B o CITY HALL, ROOM 200
: ' 1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE
. SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
(415) 554 8141 -
(415) B54-6160 FAX



BIO OF ELEANOR JOHNS
o 'Eleanor Johns is Executive Dlrector of the Willie L. Brown, Jr Instltute on Pohtrcs_ |
- and Public Service. She was Chlef of- Staff for Mayor Willie L. Brown Jr., from

lJuly 1996 through January 2004. She is a member of the Board of Directors of
JVS and the San Francisco Conservation Corps. From 1981 to 1995 she was a
Special Asslstant to Willie L. Brown, Jr., then speaker of the California State |
Assembly. From 1980 t6 1995 she also served as the Financial Manager of the
Willie Brown for Assembly Committee, and the Assembly Democrats Commrttee
[n prior years she was a htlgatlon paralegal and from 1961 to 1968 taught in

varrous Cahfornla schools

In "966 Ms. Johns attended the Amherst |nstrtute of Advanced Studies in

' Amencan History, Berkeley, Calrfornla She graduated from Ohio State University -
in 1961 with a B:A. in Hlstory and Social Science and a B S.in Educatlon She
attended Purdue University from 1957 to 1958 ' '

Ms. JOhns Was a member of the Board. of Directors of the San Francrsco Jewrsh
Community Center from 1990 to 1993, She served as a public member of the

* Galifornia State Commission on J_udlcral Performance from 1995 to 1998.

- Ms. Johns was born in Steuben\rille, Ohio, is married to Richard Johns, an

attorney in San Francisco and.has one son. .

Ms. Johns was appointed to the Airport Commlssmn by Mayor erhe L. Brown

Jr. in May 2003 to fill the unexpired term of Commissioner. Henry Berman. Upon |
the expiration of that term in 2003, Commissioner Johns was reappornted by
Mayor Wlllle L. Brown, Jr. Ms Johns was appor_nted to a second term by N_layor

.Gavm_Newsom in ‘2007.'.



| BIO OF BABARA SKLAR

" Barbara Sklar has painted for the past 38 years, full tlme srnce 1989 She studied
 atthe Cleveland Institute of Art, 1961-1964, and later at UC Berkeley and the Art,
| Students League, New York. In 1991-1995, she was the only American to attend |
the _Ro.yal Watercolor Society's annual workshops for professionals. She has |
- studied sculpture, photography, and ceramic privately in Italy. Her works, yvhich 'A
| have been shoWn in New York San Francisco Washlngton Northern California,-
.Rome and Florence are in public, corporate and private’ collectlons throughout
the United States and Europe. Ms.. Sklar has served on revrew panels for the
Callforma Arts Councrl and various foundatrons and the San Francisco Arts
- Commlssmn the New York Foundation of the Arts Board, and the Arts in

Emba33|es Mlllenn|um Commrttee Ms. Sklar also worked for the Cultural Offrce

of the: former USIS in Washrngton and Sarajevo

Ms. Sklar, wh'o has a Masters in Planning and Administration from Case W_estern'
Cteveland, -Ohlo,'is also_ a gerontologist and from 1974-1989 her professional
exlperien'ce included se.'rving as the Director of Geriatric Services for the Hospital
.Consortium of San Mateo County, the Director of Center for Agi‘ng' & Planning'for
Mount Zion Hospital in San Francisco. She served on the Board of Meals -on-
~Wheels, Famrly Servrces Agency, the Council of lnternatronal Programs the'
National Council on Aglng and was the Founder and a Board Member of the

National lnstltutes of Adult Day Care and Communrty Based Long Term Care



{

KATEFAVETTI. 837 Faxon Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94112 415-587-7606

City & County of San Francisco Work History

. March 16, 1998 t0 2007 -~~~ . Executive Officer, Civil Service Commission
: A : : —Department Head; manage Civil Service
Commission operatlons and activities; advise on
the creation, revision and application of civil
service rules enforce and implement the civil
 service provisions of the charter; meet and
confer on rule matters. :

. January 1995 to March 15,1998 ) & Department-al Personnel Officer, San
- . , © - . Francisco General Hospital — managed the
human resource program for a major department.
(approximately 3,000 employees).

June 1994 to December 1994 ' As‘sis'tant'_Executive Ofﬂeer, Civil Service
Commission — represented Civil Service
Commission in negotiations; managed daily

_ operatioris; acted as Executwe Ofﬁcer in his,
absence. -

October 1992 to June 1994 - .Sr Personnel Analyst, Civil Service
‘ Commission and Department of Human
Resources — responsible for general inservice
activities including application of Civil Service
Commission Rules; represented Civil Service
Commission in contract negotiations.

October 1991 to October 1992 B " Sr. Departmental Personnel Officer, -
. ' ' Municipal Railway — responsible for the -
management ¢ of the Human Resource program
. for a major department (approxunately
3 SOOemployees)

June 1989 to October 1991 S Per-sonnel Aualyst, Civil Service
o o ‘Commission — responsible for general inservice
activities including application and enforcement.
of Civil Serv1ce Commission Rules.

March 1986 to June 1989 . - . ~ Sr. Personnel Analyst, Laguna Honda

T g : Hospital — responsible for the daily operation of
the Personnel Department, management
representative on SEIU negotiations.

May 1984 to March 1986 . Personnel Analyst, Department of Public
' : : ' Health, Central Office — responsible for the .
day-to day operation of the Personnel
Department. '

May 1971 to May 1984 o _ s Various positions within the City and County-



BIO OF KAY GULBENGAY

Kay isa natrve of San Francisco, born, ralsed and still residing in the Parkside -
District. She began her career at Crty Hall in 1967, working in the Oﬁrce of the
Clerk of the Board and the Assessment Appeals Board In 1978 Kay was

| _-promoted to serve as the Admrnlstrator of the Assessment Appeals Board and
then in 1988 she was again promoted to the Assistant Clerk Position, where she
served unti 1994 She then becante the Ekecuttye Assistant to the Director of the
- Retirement System until 2002, when she returned to the Clerk’s Office to- become

‘the Deputy Clerk in charge of the Legislative DlVlsron

‘Kay retired from her role in January 2007 after serving the City for 40 years.b

Later that year she wa‘s-appointed to the Commission onvthe Statue of Women

andishe' is currently President of the Commission. -



Angelo P. ng

48 Dedman Court San Franc1sco CA 94124
415-656- 0260 Business 415-821-1331 Home -

Anpiking@yahoo.com .
| Objective: My objectlve is to support mstltutlons / mstruments that help or sustain good
' com_mumty . ‘ ,
Work Expenence

Southeast Nelghborhood Jobs. Imtxatrve Roundtable (SNJ]R)
San Francisco; CA ‘ ‘
" . Program Director Apr11 1999 to Present
* ] oversee and implement operation of SNJIR a community building collaborative focused
~ on increasing capacity for workforce development efforts in Bayview Hunters Point.
Serving as Director of SNJIR I have convened and facilitated community meetings,
created partnerships (UCSF, Strybing Arboretum Society, BAVC), executing payroll,
fundraising, and managing staff. Manage database of information: Program profiles,
"+ ' demographics, GIS maps, and other information. Co—produced community reference

guide over 200 copies dlstrrbuted Co—Produced video on dévelopment and diversﬂ:y in_
- -Bayview Hunters Point. -

First Page Paging-Company

" - Oakland, Ca o :

Owner * June 970 Jan 2000
Sole Propnetor Purchased and Sold pagers plus executed billing for small cellular and
-Pager Company with 75 customers at its peak. Sold business in 2000.

Jackie Robinson Computer Learnmg Center . :

: San Francisco, Ca. : . _ ‘

Program Director : ' " March 98 to June 99 .

* I'planned activities for the afterschool.youth computer class. Created curricutum for adult
computer class ages thirty to sixty-five where I thought MS Word, MS Excel, MS
PowerPoint, and Desktop publishing software. I created brochures for promotingand

- fundraising for the center. There was a board that I convened and reported to.
Ofﬁce Depot :
_ San Francisco, Ca g '

. Sales/Copy center clerk =~ . : June 96 to Jan 98
Comrmissioned salesmen for business rnachmes ie. computers coplers cash reglsters
‘etc. -

' Addrtlonal Merlts :

BVHP Project Area Commlttee Member

2002 Certificate of Honor from City. & County San Fran01sco & Board of Superv1sor
Bavaw Merchants Assoma’non Member

Education Exporlence -
_San Francisco State University
Completing classes toward a BA in business administration

- GED Completed

- References Ubo’n Request



-BlO OF MARK KELLEHER

Mark Kelleher is senior director of development wrth San Francrsco State
UniverSIty where he is helping to expand a successful new lelSlon focused on

~ alumni relations and securing funds from individuals, foundations companies
and government sources to counter deep state budget cuts in recent years
Specral areas of focus include the development of community outreach

' programs, most targeting underserved individuals, such as the Family
Acceptance Project vvhich is.designed to reduce suicide, HIV infection and other
potential perils often faced by LGBTQ youth as'well as initiatives to improve .

. education access and success including San Francisco Promise, the Universrty

-Scholarship Program, Children s Campus, and Head Start.

for nearly a decade where he launched the first full-time development program
for the AlDS Research Institute, managed fundraising for the School of Nursmg,
and served as corporate and foundation relations director. l-lighlights of his work
at UCSF were the development of community outreach programs, most targeting
underserv_e_d youth, including. Valencia Health Service .LlNC (child- focused- »
domestic violen’ce prevention) and the Women'’s Global Health lmperatlve Also
among these initiatives were the Positive Health Program Centerfor Tobacco |
Control Research and Ed_ucationand its Smoke Free Movie Campaign, and
Magnet (a uniquely combined,'model community.space andlga-y men’s-health
- service). Kelleher served'o'n the CTCRE advisory board after leaving UCSF, and
he r_emains an active Magnet'board member.: He is also a past Human Rights
Campaign steering committee member, and served as a co-chair on the boar‘d of
-the Academy of Fnends —a communlty foundation dedicated to assrsting

lndIVIduals affected by HIV. SRR .

_ Prev10us to UCSF Kelleher was a reg|onal development director at UC Berkeley

' where he organized its first fundralsmg campaign in Silicon Valley Although



eome of his ancestors \lVere_ B_a‘y Area pioneers from the mid-19th Century . '
onward, Kelleher was-ralse‘d near Bo\ston}. Before rnoving to California in l-994
" he managed several 're'cord_-brevaking reonion classes for the Harvard vLa}w School
“Fund. Kelleher began his career at Boston University where he helpeo expand a
ploneerrng partnership to reform publlc schools in nearby Chelsea, at the tlme
- one of the natlon s most socroeoonomlcally challenged urban communltles

Dunng this perlod he was also a lead volunteer Wlth the Wang Performmg Arts
| Center Metropolltans When the Boston PUbllC Schools arts educatlon budget
was decimated, thls group of young professmnals was organlzed to help raise
funds to ensure at-risk’ youth would have the necessary resources to partlc:lpate

in the perfor_ming and fine arts. .

| Kelleher earned his M.S:-at Boston University and B.A. in History at St. Anselm
.College.' He and his life partner of nearly two decades, San Francisco Treasurer -

José Cisneros, reside in San Francisco.



City Hall
- ‘ 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS

San Francisco 94102-4689
Tel. No. 554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 554-5227 -
MEMORANDUM
Date: September 27, 2011 - | | S A
. g o L ’ it = wo g
To: Honorable- Members, Board of Supervisors o \50 (1: 31%?3
From: &_S/Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the-Board 3"gj e G
. o= e
Subject: APPOINTMENTS BY THE MAYOR - _ “s1 — ggﬁgm
: : \ e X
. : i B3 e
L= 9%
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- X . . -‘1 /"1“ —}::1
The Mayor has submitted appointments to the following bodies: . o L o

Eleanor Johns, Airport Commission, term ending August 31, 2015

Barbara Sklar, Arts Commission, term ending July 1, 2015

Kate Favetti, Civil Service Commission, term ending June 30, 2017

Kay Gulbengay, Commission on the Status of Women, term endlng August 2 2015
- Angelo King, Commission on the Environment, term ending July 19, 2015

Mark Kelleher, Human Rights CommISSIon term ending June 30, 2015.

Under the Board’s Rules of Order Section 2.24, a Supervisor can request a hearing on an-
appomtment by notlfymg the Clerk in writing. - -

Upon receipt of such notice, the Clerk shall refer the appomtment to the Rules Commlttee so that
the Board may consider the appointment and act within thirty days of the appointment as
prowded in Section 3. 100(1 8) of the Charter. :

‘ Please notify me in wrltlng by 5:00 p.m., Thursdav, September 29 2011, if you wish any heanng
on an appomtment to be scheduled.

At_t‘achments




OFFICE OF. THE MAYOR

EbwiN M. LEE
SAN FRANCISCO '
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San Francisco Board of Supervisors X 2 omm
City Hall, Room 244 _ q Zo
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2

Honorable Board of Supervisors:

Pursuant to the Charter S ection 3.100(18), I hereby make the following appointments:

| Eléé_inor Johns to the Airport Commission for a term ending August 31,2015

Barbara Sklar to the Arts Commission for a term ending July 1, 2015

Kate Favetti to the Civil Service Commission, assuming the seat formerly held by Donald
Casper, for a term ending June 30, 2017 ._ )

Kay Gulbengay to the Commission on the Status of Woinen for a term ending August 2,
2015 . ' : -

AngelovKing to the Commission on the Environment for a term ending July 19, 2015

Mark Kelleher to the Human Rights Commission for a term ending June 30, 2015

) I am confident that Ms. Johns, Ms. Sklar, Ms. Favetti, Ms. Gulbengay, Mr. King, and Mr.
Kelleher will serve our community well. Attached are their qualifications to serve, which
demonstrate how these appointments represent the communities of interest, neighborhoods and

diverse populations of the City and County of San Francisco.

I encourage your support and am pleased to advise you of these dppointrrient_s.

Sincerely,

Edwin M. Lee

Mayor C . CITY HALL, ROOM 200
1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681
(415) 554-6141 ‘
(415) 554-6160 FAX

RECYCLED PAPER



BIO OF ELEANOR JOHNS' |
Eleanor thns is Executive Director of the Willie L. Brown, Jr. ‘Institute on Politics
and Public Service. She was Cnief of Staff for Mayor Willie L. Brown, Jr., from
July 1996 through January 2004. She is a member of the Board of Directors of
JVS and the San Francisco Cdnsvervlation Corps. From 1981 to 1995 she was a
Spe_pial Assistant td Willie L. Brown, Jr., then speaker of the California State
Assembly. From 1980 to 1995 shé also served as the Fi'nanc‘ial'Manager of the |
Willie Brown for Assembly Committee, and the As}sembly Democrats Cbmmittee..v .
In prior y'ea.rs she was a Ittigation paralegal and from 1961 to 1968 taught in

~ various California schools.

-In 1966 Ms. Johns attended the Amherst Institute of Advanced'Studies in .

_ "t Amerrcan Hrstory, Berkeley, California. She graduated from Ohio State University -
in 1961 Wrth aB.A.in History and Socral Science and a B.S. in Education, She ’
attended Purdue Unrversrty from 1957 to 1958,

- .
' o

Ms. Johns was a member of the Board of Drrectors of the San Francrsco Jewrsh
Communlty Center from 1990 to 1993, She served as a public member of the

.' California State Commrssron on Judlcral Pertormance from 1995 to 1998.

Ms. Johns was born:in Steuben\_'/i'lle, Ohio, is married to Richard Johns, an

attorney in San Francisco, and has one son.

Ms. Johns was appointed to the Airport Commission by Mayor Willie L. Brown,
Jr.in May 2003 to fill,the‘unexpired term of Commissioner Henry Berman’.‘ Upon .
the expiration of that term in 2003, Commissiener Johns Wasreappointed by

- Mayor Willie L. Brown, Jr. Ms Johns was appointed to a second termvby Mayor

Gavin Newsom in 2007_.



" BIO OF BABARA SKLAR
~ Barbara Sklar has painted for the past 38 years, full trme since 1989. She studied B
at the Cleveland Institute of Art, 1961-1964, and later at UC Berkeley and the Art
. Students League, New York. In 1991-1995, she wes.the only American to attendj o
the Royal Watercolor Society's annual workshops for p\rofeslenals. She has

studied soulptu_re, bhotography, and ceramic priyately in ltaly. Her works, which

'have been shown in New _York, San Francisco, Washington, Northern California,

Rome and Florence, are..ln.p.ub.llo, corporate and private collections.throughout.. ... ... . .

the United States end Europe. Ms.Sklar has served on revl_ew panels for the -
California Arts Council and various foundations and the San Francisco Arts
Commlssion the New York Foundation of the Arts Board, and the Arts in

' EmbaSS|es Mlllennrum Committee. Ms. Sklar also worked for the Cultural Otfrce

of theformer US(S rn vvasnlngton and barajevo

Ms. Sklar, who has a Masters in Planning and Adminlstretion from Case Western
Cleveland, Ohio, is also a gerontologist and from 1974-1989 her professional -
experience included serving as the Director of Gerlatric-Sewices for the Hospital
'Consortium of San Meteo County, the DirectOr of Center for Aging & -Pla‘nning for
Mount Zion Hosprtal in San Francisco. She served on the Board of Meals -on-
Wheels Family Services: Agency, the Council of lnternatronal Programs the
National Council on Aging and was the Founder and a Board Member of the

National Institutes of Adult'Day Care and Community-Based Long Term Care.



KATEFAVETTI 837 Faxon Avenue, San Francisco, CA 94112 415-587-7606

* City & County of San Francisco Work History

March 16, 1998 to 2007 - ' ~ Executive Officer, Civil Service Commission
_ . T ' —Department Head; manage Civil Service
Commission operations and activities; advise on
the creation, revision and application of civil
service rules; enforce and implement the civil
- service provisions of the charter; meet and
.confer on rule matters. ' '

January 1 095t March 15,1998 = T ‘Sf’f‘DEﬁéﬁ‘fﬁféﬁfiﬂ'P'a:s"ﬁ‘ﬁﬁél’()'fﬂt:ﬁﬁ San T
: - L Francisco General Hospital — managed the :
human resource program for a major department
- (approximately 3,000 employees).

June 1994 to December 1994 " Assistant Executive Ofﬁcer, Civil Service
= Commission — represented Civil Service |
Commission in negotiations; managed daily

operations; acted-as Executive Officer in his.
. absence. ... - - - :

October 1992 to June 1994 _ : .Sr. Personnel Analyst, Civil Service
: : Commission and Department of Human
'Resources — responsible for general inservice
activities including application of Civil Service
Commission Rules; represented Civil Service -
‘Commission in contract negotiations.

October 1991 to October 1992 ' Sr. Departmental Personnel Officer,
o ' Municipal Railway — responsible for the © -
management of the Human Resource program-
~ for a major department (approximately
3,500employees). -~ v .

'Commission — responsible for general inservice
. activities including application and enforcement
of Civil Service Commission Rules.

| Juné 1989 to October 1991 o ‘ Sf..Persohnel Analyst, Civil Service

March 1986 to June 1989 S Sr. Personnel Analyst, Laguna Honda .
o Hospital — responsible for the daily operation of
- the Personnel Department, management
‘ representative on SETU negotiations.

May 1984 to March 1986 - Personnel Analyst, Department of Public
o : . Health, Central Office — responsible for the’
' * day-to day operation of the Personnel
Department. :

May 1971 to Maj/ 1984 | : - v - Various positions within the City and Coﬁrityl



BIO OF KAY GULBENGAY

Kay is a native of San Francisco, born ralsed and still resrdmg in the Parkside -

District. She began her career at Clty Hall in 1967, working in the Ofﬂce of the

- Clerk of the Board and the Assessment Appeall's Board. In 1978 Kay was - | |

| .promoted to serve as the Administrator of. the Assessment Appeals Board and

then in 1988 she was’ agaln promoted to the ASS|stant Clerk Position, where she

served until 1994. She then became the Executive Assrstant to the Director of the

u_Retlrement System until 2002 -when-she. retumed to- the Clerk S. Offlce to. beoomew S

the Deputy Clerk in charge of the Leglslatlve Drvrsron. o

* Kay retired from her role in January 2007 after serving the City for 40 years.

“Later that year she was appointed to the Commission on the Status of Women

and she is currentiy‘ President of the-Commissiomn: " : -



Angelo P. King

48 Dedman Court San Fraﬁcisco, CAF94124
415-656-0260 Business 415-821-1331 Home

Anpﬂdng@yahoo conr
| Objective: - My Ob_] ective is to suppofc institutions / mstruments that help or sustain good
o ‘ commumty
Work Experience

Southeast Nexghborhood Jobs Initiative Rouudtable (SNJIR)
San Francisco, CA

~Program Director ‘April"1999 to Present
I oversee and implement operation of SNJIR a community building collaboratwe focused
on increasing capacity for workforce development efforts iri Bayview Hunters Point.
Serving as Director of SNJIR I'have convened and facilitated community meetings,
created partnerships (UCSF, Strybing Arboretum Society, BAVC), executing payroll,
fundraising, and managing staff. Manage database of information: Program profiles,

. demographics, GIS maps, and other information. Co-produced community reference

guide over 200 copies distributed. Co-Produced video on development and diversity in

* Bayview Hunters Point.

- First Page Paging Company

- Qalland, Ca :
Owner , June 97to Jan 2000 :
Sole Proprietor: Purchased and Sold pagers-plus executed billing for small cellular and
Pager Company with 75 customers at its peak. Sold busmess in 2000.

Jackie Robinson Computer Learnmg Center _
San Francisco, Ca . v
Program Director ~ March 98 to June 99
I planned activities for the afterschool youth computer class. Created curriculum for adult
computer class ages thirty to sixty-five where I thought MS Word, MS Excel, MS
PowerPoint, and Desktop publishing software. I created brochures for promoting and
fundraising for the center. There was'a board that I convened and reported to.

?

Office Depot

‘ San Francisco, Ca v Lo LT
Sales / Copy center clerk . ' June 96 to Jan 98
Commissioned salesmen for business machines i.e. computers, copiers, cash registers, .
etc. - ' : '

Addltlonal Merlts

BVHP Project Area Committee Member
2002 Certificate of Honor from City & County San Fran01sco & Board of SuperVISor
Bayv1ew Merchants Association Member

Education Experience :
: San Francisco State Umversxty
Completing classes toward a BA in business admmlstratlon

GED Completed

s References Upon Request



BIO'OF MARK KELLEHER | |

Mark Kelleher is senior director of development with San Francisco State

Universlty where he is helping‘ to expand a successful new division focused on

alumni relationé and securing tu‘nds trom individuals, foundations, companles

and government sources to counter deep state bUdget cuts in.'recent years. |

Special areas of focus include the development of communlty outreach

programs, most targeting underserved individuals, such as the Family
fﬁvw;—'—»Acceptance Pér_ojecLWhich is designed to reduce suicide, HIV intectlon and other

pOtentlal perils often faced by LGBTQ youth; as well as initiatives to improve

; ‘education access and success in'cluding SanvFrancisco Promise, the University

Schol’ars’hlp Program, Children’s Campus, and Head Start.

- 7.,—Fh’IOl’ to-SE- Stat&Kellehepwas -with. theUnrverstty of- Caln‘ornra San Francis
- for nearly a decade where he launched the first full-time development program |
for the AIDS Research lnstltute_, managed fundrar{slng for the School of Nursmg, .
and served as corporate and 'foundatlon relations 'director Highllghts of his work
‘at UCSF were the development of communrty outreach programs most targetlng
underserved youth including Valencia Health Service, LINC (child-focused
domestic violence prevention), and the Women’s Global Health lmperatlve Also f\
among these initiatives were the Posrtlve Health Program Center for Tobacco
Control Research and Education and |ts Smoke Free Mowe Campalgn and
Magnet (a unrquely combined model communlty space and gay men’s-health
serwce). Kelleher served on the CTCRE advisory board after leaving UCSF, and
he remains an active Magnet board member.< He is also a past Hu.man Rights
Campaign steering committee member and served as a co-chair oni the boar'd of
the Academy of Friends —a communrty foundatlon dedicated to aSS|st|ng
individuals affected by HIV. |

_ Prevrous to UCSF, Kelleher was a regional development director at UC Berkeley

- where he organlzed its first fundraising campaign in Silicon Valley Although



some of his ancestors Were Bay Area pioneers from the mid—19th. C_ent\ury-
onward, Kelleher was raised near Boston. Before moving‘to C-élifomi’a in 1994

- he managed several re'cord-breaking reunion classes for the Harvard Law School
"Fund. Kelleher began his career at Boston University where he helpéd expand a
pionéering partnership to reform public schools in nearby Chelsea,' at the time
one of'the’n'ation's most sOcioeconomibally challenged urban Communitieé
Durlng thls penod he was also a Iead volunteer with the Wang Performlng Arts

Center Metropolltans When the Boston Publlc Schools’ arts education budget

~ was decimated, this group of young professionals was orgamzed to help raise

‘funds to ensure at-risk youth would have the necessary resources to_par’ucnpate

in the performing and fine arts.

Kelleher earned his M.S. ‘at Boston University and B.A. in History at St. Anselm
College. He and his life partner of nearly two decades, San Francisco Treasurer

José Cisneros, reside in San Francisoq.



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Cc: '

Bcce: . . .
Subject: Urgent - Please forward this to all 11 SF Supervisors

From: Karil Daniels <karil@pacbell.net>

To: board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org _

Date: 09/30/2011 04:45 PM :
Subject: Urgent - Please forward this to all 11 SFSupervisors

_'Dear SF Supervisors,

When I first heard that my beloved city of San Francisco had awarded a
$750,000 art contract for sculptures at the Moscone Central Subway to Tom
Otterness, a dog murderer who killed a dog he adopted in cold blood, filmed it
and called it “art,” I was overcome with sadness and outrage! I immediately

signed a petition on Leland Yee's website to revoke that commission.

The Board of Supervisors and the Art Commission MUST find a way to rescihd
this contract and prevent $750,000 of taxpayer money, (including taxes from
many animal lovers) from going to this deranged monster.

Otterness killed that poor, innocent dog when he was an adult, ' at age 25, not
when he was a clueless child of 6 or 8, or confused teen or pre-teen of 12, 14
or 16." At 25 our personalities and values are formed and we know what we're
deoing. That act of dog murder reveals a violent, sadistic man who DOES NOT
DESERVE public support, but rather ostracism. '

He should have been prosecuted at the time to the fullest extent of the law,

and he deserves all thé hate and opposition he's getting now.

It is important to note that people who intentionally hurt animals have also
.been found to be guilty of spousal and child abuse to a far greater degree
than the general population, and some animal abusers use these acts of
brutality as a rehearsal for the torture and murder of people. '

New York and San Francisco are great cities filled with thousands of talented,
immensely creative and .very deserving artists, so there's no doubt that a fine
replacement artist can be found; one whose background is not stained with such
despicable behavior.

Please tell_me you won't let this contract gQ_thrdugh!
Thank you. . ' ' o

Karil Daniels

San Francisco ‘resident and animal lover
karil@karildaniels.com

415-821-0435




P s~ 1]
Please revoke arts contract with Otterness -

Bonnie Steiger to: board.of.supervisors ‘ - 10/06/2011 03:17 PM
Please respond to bonnie : ' ‘

Please forward to all 11 supervisors. Thank you.

Admitted dog murderer and sculptor Tom Otterness has won a contract for
$750,000 of public money to install 59 bronze sculptures in the
soon-to-be-constructed Central Subway . in San Francisco. Otterness was
selected befare the City knew of his violent, abusive, inhumane, and now
illegal behavior. :

About 30 years ago, at the age of 25, Otterness, trying to gain
attention and make a name for himself as an artist, committed a
horrible, viclent act. He adopted a puppy from a dog shelter, got a gun,
tied the dog up, loaded the gun and .shot the poor, trusting animal to
death. He film it, titled it “Shot Dog Film,” and presented it as ‘art’
in a gallery! '

Now Otterness has been awarded $750,000 of taxpayer money to install his
sculptures in public subway spaces. This is an outrage and must Dbe

stopped! We do not want our tax dollars spent to support a violent,
brutal dog killer, no matter the quallty of his work. Please revoke the
contract. Please avoid the obvious protests and vandallsm that is bound
to follow any showing of his work. Please respect the llfe he took to
further his career. Thank you.

Forgot to sign last email. Sorry. » o . -

Bonnie Steiger

1335 Clay St., #4

San Francisco, CA 94109
415-673-2228



Please revoke arts contract with Otterness
Bonnie Steiger to: board.of.supervisors . 10/06/2011 03:17 PM
Please respond to bonnie : . '

History: This message has been forwarded.

Please forward to all li‘supervisors. Thank you.

Admitted dog murderer and sculptor Tom Otterness has won a contract for
$750,000 of public money to install 59 bronze sculptures in the
soon-to-be-constructed Central Subway in San Francisco. Otterness was -
selected before the City knew of his violent, abusive, inhumane, and now
illegal behavior. o : '

About 30 years ago, at the age of 25, Otterness, trying to gain
attention and make a name for himself as an artist, committed a
horrible, violent act. He adopted a puppy from a dog shelter, got a gun,
tied the dog up, loaded the gun and shot the poor, trusting animal to
death. He film it, titled it “Shot Dog Film,” and presented it as ‘art’
in a gallery! :

Now Otterness has been awarded $750,000 of taxpayer money to install his
,sculptures in public subway spaces. This is an outrage and must be ’
stopped! We do not want our tax dollars spent to support a viclent,
brutal dog killer, no matter the quality of his work. Please revoke the
contract. Please avoid the obvious protests and vandalism that is bound
to follow any showing of his work. Please.respect the.life he took to
further his career. Thank you.

Forgot to sign last email. Sorry.

Bonnie Steiger

1335 Clay St., #4

San Francisco, CA 94109
© 415-673-2228 - ‘
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Transmittal to Clerk of the Board's Ofﬁce on Department Regulatlons
- Fish, Monica
to:
Calvillo, Angela
09/30/2011 02 57 PM
Cc:
"Nevin, Peggy", "Bhatia, Sushma" "Sanders Ca1t11n"
Show Details . '

Hi Ahgela,

The attachment(s) is a transmittal of Department of the Environment Cell Phone Ordinance and Safe Drug
Disposal Information Ordlnance Regulations and explanatory documents.

Please advise whether you require paper copies.

Best Regards,
"~ Monica Fish, Commission Secretary

~San Francisco Commission on the Environment
11 Grove Street, San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 355-3709 -
Commission weblink: http://www.sfenvironment.org/our_policies/overview.html?ssi=10

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Lvocal Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web5330.htm  9730/2011
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SF Environment
Our home. Our city. Our planet.

- EDWIN M. LEE
Mayor

MELANIE NUTTER
Director

September 30, 2011 |
TRANSMITTAL

- Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
Board of Supervisors :

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

San Francisco, CA 94102

SUBJECT: Charter Section 4.104 Rules and Regulations to be filed with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

~ Pursuant to Charter Section 4.104 requirement that Rules and Regulations are to be filed with the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors, enclosed ar€ the Department of the Environment’s Regulation Nos. SFE-11-07-CPO
Regulations for Cell Phone Disclosure Requirements (and attachments) that repeals Regulation No. SFE 10-03-
- CPO and SFE-11-08-SDDIO Regulations for Safe Drug Disposal Information Ordinance (and attachments)
both adopted on September 30. 2011. If you have any questions, please contact Caitlin Sanders, Toxics
Reduction Associate, Department of the Environment, telephone (415) 355-3757 or email
caitlin.sanders@sfgov.org. ' . | |

Best Regards,

- Monica Fish, Commission Secretary -
Commission on the Environment -

. Attachments: Regulation Nos. SFE 11-07-CPO and SFE 11-08-SDDIO

Cc: Caitlin Sanders, Toxics Reduction Associate
Sushma Bhatia, Toxics Reduction Program Manager

Department of the Environment, City and County of San Francisco
11 Grove Street, San Francisco, CA 94102
Telephone: (415) 355-3700 o Fax: (415) 554-6393

Email: environment@sfgov.org « www.sfenvironment.org ‘ 100% Post-Consumer Recycled Paper




San Francisco Department of the Environment Regulations SFE 1 1-07-CPO
Requirement for cell phone retailers to provide information to their customers
regarding how fo limit their exposure to cell phone radiofrequency energy

Ordinance No. 165-11, Adopted July 11, 2011 ' '

Regulo’rion Effective Date: September 30, 2011
A. AUTnorizc_Jﬁon
San Francisco En_vi'ronmenr Code Chapter ‘1 1:
SEC. 1103. REQUIREMENTS FOR CELL PHONE RETAILERS.

- (a) Beginning 15 dcrys after-the Depcn‘men’r of the Environment adopts the regulations .
requrreekunder - Section-1104(d), cell- phone retailers must-display-in-a-prominent location visible

to the public, within the retfail store, an lnformo’noncl pos’rer developed by. ’rhe Department.of
the Environment as referenced in Section 1 104, :

(b) Begrnnrng 15 days after the Department of the Envrronmen’r adopts the regulations -
fequired. under Section.1104(d), cell phone retailers must provide to every customer that
purchdses-a cell phone d free copy of an informational factsheet developed by the
Department.of the Environment as referenced in Section 1104. A copy of this facisheet must:
also be provided to any cus’romer who reques’rs if, regcrrdless of whe’rher they purchase a cell
phone or not. :

c) Beginning 30 days after the Department of the Environment adopts the regulations
required under Section 1104(d), if a cell phone retailer posts. display materials in-connection
with sample phones or phones on display, the display materials must include these three
informational statements, whose contents, and size, and format as pnn’red shall be
de’rermlned by the Department of Environment:
(1) A statement explaining that cell phones emit rOdlofrequency energy ’rhcr’r is
absorbed by the head and body;
(2) A statement referencing measures o reduce exposure to radiofrequency energy
from the Use of a cell phone; and,’
(3) A staterment that the informational foc’rshee’r referenced in subsection (b) is
avdilable from the cell phone retailer upon request.

(d) The Dlrec'ror rnory in hrs or her drscre’rlon ou’rhonze a retailer fo use ch‘erna’re means fe
comply with the requirements of subsections (a), (b} end (c). The Director shall authorize such -
alternate means through the adoption of a regulation affer a noticed hearing, and no retailer
‘may sell or lease cell phories to the public or offer to sell or Ieose cell phones to the public
using any alternate means of compliance with ThIS Chapter Unless specrflcorlly authorized to do
so in advance in writing by the Director. .



SEC. 1104. REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT

(a) Following a public hearing, the Department of the Environment, in consultation with the
" Department of Public Health, shall develop: : :

(1} Aninformational poster, as referenced in Section 1 103{a);

(2) Aninformational factsheet, as referenced in Section 1103(b); and,

(3) A set of statements that must be included in display materials, as referenced in’
Section 1103({c). . ‘ ‘

~{b) The materials shall inform consumers of issues pertaining to radiofrequency energy
emissions from cell phones and actions that can be taken by cell phone users to minimize
exposure to radiofrequency energy, such as turning off cell phones when not in use, using a
headset and speaker phone, or using the phone to send text messages ("texting"). ~*
(c) The Director may by regulation require the inclusion of additional information in the poster,
the factsheet, and/or the statements required in connection with display materials.

_(d) Within 15 days df’rer the effecjfive date of this ordinance or as soon thereafter as is

practicable, the Department of the Environment snall, affer o noticed public-hearing: issue
" _regulations specifying the contents, size, and format for the poster, the factsheet, and the -
statements required in connection with display materials as referenced in subséction (a}, and
provide templates of them for use by retailers. S :
(1) The informational poster shall be a maximum size of 11 inches by 17 inches;
(2)- The'informational factsheet shall be a maximum size of 5.5 inches by 11 inches (half-
- sheet of pdper); and, S _ o .
"+ (3).The inforrriational statements shall be printed in a space no smqlle'F'frhon 1inch by
" 2.625inches. ‘ C T

(e) Should the scientific community or the FCC develop a new mefric fo measure the actual
amount of radiofrequency energy an averqge user will absorb from each model of cell
phone, the Department of the Environment shall make recommendations to the Board-of
Supervisors for amendments to this Chapter to require nofification to the public of this' metric at
the point of sdle. : s

B.Policy or Findings < S - -

According fo the World Heatth Organization (WHO),

e Mobile ph_oné use is ubiguitous with an estimated- 4.6 billion subscriptions globally.

« The electromagnetic fields produced by mobile phones are classified by the International
Agency for Research on Cancer as possibly carcinogenic to humans. . o
Studies are ongoing fo more fully assess potential long term effects of mobile phone use.
WHO will conduct a formal risk assessment of all studied health’ oufcomes from
radiofrequency fields exposure by 2012, -~ - A :



Leading epidemiologists who have studied the effects of rodlofrequency energy absorbed
- from cell phones have recommended that the public be informed of the potenfial for adverse
heaith effects from long-term celf phone use, porhculorly for children. .

Cell phones are an important communication tool, especially during emergencies, and -
radiation’ exposure from celt phones can be reduced by usmg a speakerphone or a headset,
or by sendmg text messoges

C. Aggncobmu

This regulation applies to all San Francisco cell phone retailers, defined by the. Son Fromcnsco
Environment Code Chapter 11, Section. 1101 os

(b) “Cell phone retailer" mearis any person or entity within the City whichsells or leases
cell phones to the public'or which otters cell phones for sale or lease. “Cell phone
retailer” shall not include anyone selling orleasing cell phones over the phone, by mail,
or over the internet. “Cell phone retailer” shall also not include ariyone selling or leasing

cell phones directly 1o the public at a convention, trade show, or conference, or
- otherwise selling or leasing cell phones directly to the pubhc wu’rhln ’rhe City for fewer
’rhon 10 daysin a year.

D. Reguwemem‘s
" SEC. ]103(0) Informational poster. See pos’rer (A‘r’rcchmen’r A}

The o’r’roched poster is formoh‘ed fo ﬁ‘ standard paper size of 11x 17 lnches The cell phone
retailer must display the pos’rer identical to atfachment A (in size, content, format and
graphics).

The Department will provide hardcopy pos’rers fo cell phone retailers.and make replacements
available upon request. The cell phone retailers are responsnble for contacting the
Department to obtain the poster and future replacements in order fo ensure comphonce with
this law. The request for posters can be made in two ways: .
o ln person at The Deépartment of the Environment, M-F [9AM fo 5PM):
‘ 111 Grove St. San Francisco, CA 94102 -
o A wn’r’ren request to:
« Toxics Reduction Program, SF Department of fhe Envnronmem‘ 11
-Grove St. San Francisco, CA 94102; Or
¢+ cellphone@sfenvironment.org

. SEC. 1103(b): Department factsheet. See factsheet femplate {Affachmerit B).

The aftached supplemental ; factsheet femplate is formo’r’red to fit standard papersize 8.5x 11
inches, with two 8.5 x 5.5 inches sized factsheets per sheet. Cell phone retailers are required to
provide this factsheet to customers upon request and with every cell phone sale. The
factsheet provided fo customers must be identical in content, format, color and graphics.



The Department shall make the factsheet template available in PDF or Microsoft Word format
- for printing by cell phone retailers. The Department shall provide starter kits to retailers with 50
facisheets each, and retailers are responsible for making. color copies for distribution
thereafter.

e« SEC.1 ]_O3(c): Statements 10 include in disploy materials. See label templdte
(Attachment C)

The attached sticker template is formatted to fit on Avery standard 5160-address labels. The
font type and size are Futura size 12. A cell phone retailer may print and paste stickers on cell
. phone display materials or include the content of the sticker in cell phone display materials in

a manner that preserves the fom‘ size, fype dnd meets the space requrrem ent of no smcller
than 1 x2 625inches. :

‘The. Depc:1r‘rmemL shall moke the sticker ’remplofe available in PDF or Microsoft Word formo]‘ for
prmhng by cell phone retailers.

E. AHochmen’rs

_ Aftachment A: Informational posier
Aftachment B; Informational factsheet ‘
Aftachment C: Sticker template for inclusion of lnformohonal s’ro’remen’rs in dlsplay mafterials

The Director of the Department of the Environment hereby cdop’rs These regulahons as of the
date specified below.

- Approved:

Wl (o e

Director, Department of the Environment



Cell Phones Emlt ;
- Rddlo-frequency Energy

Studles continue fo assess potenhal health
effects of moblle phone use.

it you wish to mﬁua:e your exposure,
the Cli'y of San Francisco recommends that you:

* Keep distance between your phone and body
. Use a headset, speakerphone, or-text instead
e Ask for a free factsheet with more fips

@ Learn More: ‘ _ -
SF Department of Environment @ SFEnvironment. org/cellphoneradiation
: Shf" E’;""i”g’?iﬂ . Federal Communications Commission @ FCC.gov/cgb/consumerfacts/mobilephone.html =
< Ciyond o .. World Health Organization @ WHO mt/med|ccentre/Factsheets/fs193/en/

of the Ciy and County of 5

09/11

This moferial was prepared so!elv by rhe Cny and County of San Francisco and must be prov:dod fo consumers under local law.



You can limit exposure to Radio-frequency
* (RF) Energy from your cell phone.

—Ahho,u,gh studies continue to assess potential health ehcecfs of mobile phone use,

 the World Health Organization has classified RF Energy as a possible carcinogen.

%4%* : This material was prepared solely by the City and Counfy of San Francisco and must be prowded fo consumers Under local law. N ‘.»J

09/11

~

If you are concerned about potential health effects from ce|| phone RF Energy,
the Clty of San Francrsco recommends.

. lelhng cell phone use by chlldren , " Gl
: Developmg brains and 'rhmner skulls Ieod fo hlgher obsorphon in chlldren i

. Usmg a headset, speakerphone or text instead :
‘ Exposure decreoses ropldly with: mcreosmg d|stonce from the phone '

. Usmg belt cllps cind'l purses to keep dlstance between your phone and body

S Do not corry on your. body to ot‘ least'meet the dls’ronce speuhed in. yourphones user manuol

. :‘Av01d|ng ce|| phones in areas wrth weok 5|gno|s (elevotors, on transit, ;etc ) :
" Using a cell phone in areas of good recep’non decreoses exposure by ollowmg fhe phone to tronsml’r ot
reduced power. . o : : |

o Reducmg the number ond Iength of calls
Turn off your cell phone when not in use.

Learn More

SF Department of the Environment @ SFEnwronmenf org/cellphonerodlohon * [415) 355-3700
Federal Communications Commission @ FCC. gov/cgb/consumerfocts/mobllephone html
World Heolth Orgumzahon @ WHO. mt/medlocentre/ foctsheets/Fs] 93/en/

k This material was prepared solely by the City and County of San Francisco and must be provided to consumers under local law. ‘)

09/11
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, San francisco Department of the Environment Regulations SFE 11-08-SDDIO
- Requirement for Pharmacies to post display materials explaining how to safely and lawfully dispose
: of unused medications. : ‘ ' '
Ordinance No. 85-11 ' ‘
Regulation Effective Date: October 1, 2011

A. Bockgréund

The Safe Drug Disposal Information Ordinance was signed by the Mayor on May 31, 2011. The

Ordinance requires that, beginning no later than December T, 2011, all busingssés in San Francisco .

that sell prescription drugs post display materials explaining to residents how they can safely and

lawfully dispose of unused medications. This Regulation specifies the contents and format for these
- display materials. . : :
B. AuTh'on'zaﬁoh

San Frcmciscé_ Environme_nT Code Chapter 11:

SEC. 2252, INFORMATION REQUIRED AT POINT OF SALE. .

(a) Beginning December 1, 2011, any business selling prescription drugs to the public shall post

display materials approve d by the Director [of the Department of the Environment] explaining how

members of the public may safely and lawfully dispose of unused prescription drugs. The materials

shall be in English, Spanish, and Chinese, and legible and easily readablé by the average person,

- The materidils shall be posted on the premises of the business in a locaticn visible fo the publi¢ and
adjacent tc the aréa’ whire the' prescription drugs are dispensed. S '
(b) The Director may, in his or her discretion, authorize a business fo use alternate means o comply
with the requirements of subsection {a) The Director shall authorize such alternate means through

" the adoption of a regulation after a noticed hearing, and no business may sell prescription drugs to
the public or offer to sell prescription drugs to the public Using any altemate means of compliance
with this Chapter uniess specifically authorized to do so in advance in writing by the Director.”
(c) The City urges all personis and entities providing prescription diugs to the public for free fo also
participate in this program. : o

SEC. 2253. IMP LEMENTATION.

and forms to implement this Ordinarice. : i : -
- (b) By October 1, 2011, the Department shall issue regulations specifying the contents and format
for the display materials required by Section 2252. ‘ . ' '

(a) The Director, after a public hearing, may adopt and may amend guidslines, rules, Regulations,

C. Applicability.

. This regulation applies to all San Francisco businesses selling prescription drugs, defined by the San.
Francisco Environment Code Chapter 11, Section 2251 as: e R

(b) "Business" means a fixe d location within the City dnd County of San Francis¢o, whether
indoors or outdoors, at which Prescription Drugs are offered for sale af retail and thatis
required to obtain o valid San Francisco business regisiration certificaté fiom the San
Francisco Tax Collector's office.



. D.Regquirements.

1. SEC. 2252 Materials to be Displayed. See oﬁac':he'd.’rér‘npla’res.

Businesses must posT.THe poster brbvidéc; by the Dépdr"rhnen’r‘ of the Environment, which includes
instructions on safe and lawful disposal of unused medicine. The poster must be displayed on
standard paper size no smaller than 9 x'12 inches. ‘ :

(a) _Busiﬁza'sseé_ irh'qf -c_c')l;léci_:‘r,__r:eé{idénfidl(y—gehe'raiéd pharm aceuticals through a City-ad ministered
program shall use content and format for the poster. including graphics, identical fo the. ...

altached Template A.

(b) Businesses.that do not collect residen tially-generated pharmaceuticals through aCity- :
administered program shall use content and format for the poster, including graphics, and tear-
off pad identical to the aftached Template B. : I

(c) Prior fo December 1, 2011, the Department of the Environment will distribute posters and tear-
off pads to businesses selling prescription pharmaceuticdls.in San Francisco. If a business does.

not receive a posteror tearoft pad-({for femplate-B-only|- by November 15ih-201Hthey may
request one in wiriting,-using the methods fisted in section (d), fo ensure receipt prior to '
December1,2011. . ' : .o

(d) TheDepGn‘men’r of The EhVirdh-mehﬂWill continue ;r'c_)—pir.ovi.de replacement materials I]‘o‘; .

businesses after December 1, 2011. if a business requires repldf:eﬁme,nts, of a poster or ’rear-o:f.f;

‘bad Giffer December 1, 2011, due fo loss, theft, damage, or shortage; these materials must be
requested by the business in one. of the following ways to ensure continued compliance.

n pers

no’rTheDepor’rmen’r of ’rheEnwronmen’r M-F (9AM 10 5PM) .. L :
777711 Grove st. san Francisco, CA'94102 . b R
. A.wri_’r’reh,reqpes_’r'fo;.:r'-v L ERRE

. Toxics Reduction Program, SF bépdr’rmé_n’r of the ,Ehvi:f'o:nﬁﬁervlf -

11 Grove St. San Francisco, CA 94102
_or toxics@sfenvironment.org

All information for approved methods for @ poster requés’r-will also be available at’
stenvironment.org/medicine disposal. : '

_ The Director of the Department of the Environment héreby adopts these regulations as of the date
specified below. _ o

Appravesh . i .
s //( _ Ao
 Melanie Nutter " -t _ Date

Director, Department of the Environment

‘ REGULAT]E_C")_':'I\I: ATTACHMENTSPos’rer Térh_;‘alvqfe'A, FésféfITémplc’rev'B'



" To find more sites in San Francisco:
BSRELMARESILFIHESL:

Para encontrar mds sitios en San Francisco:

sfenvironment.org/medicinedisposal

- (415) 355-3700

San Francisco residents only. ‘ Controlled substances are only accepted at designated police stations.
PHERZETER. ' RRBEYHEARTERENEER.

Para los residentes de San Francisco solamente.  Se aceptan sustancias confroladas en la delegdcién de policia de SF solamente.




" SAFE MEDICINE DISPOSAL

 EEY R4 EEE DISPOSICION SEGURA DE
T LOS MEDICAMENTOS |

;

To find sites in San Francisco:
ERURESLATHEL: |

Para encontrar sitios en San Francisco:

Please take cne

HENEREEEEY

‘ ¥ SAFE MEDICINE DISPOSAL LOCATIONS
“\_DISPOSICION SEGURA D E LOS MEDICAMENTOS AQUL

Pharmacy Name Con Be This Long® Pharmacy Name Can Be This long® Pharmacy Name Can Be This Long™
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*This site does not accept controlled subsfances

SFEnvil t.org/medicinedisposal {415} 355-3700

sfenvironment.org/medicinedisposal
(415) 355-3700

San Francisco residents only. ' Controlled substances are only accepted at desigﬁutéd police stations.
HEREZENER. : FREYEARZEEENTEER.

Para los residentes de San Francisco solamente.  Se aceptan sustancias controladas en la delegacién de policia de-SF solamente.
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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September 28, 2011- - - - v _ WM’
R
Supervisor Farrell and
Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk
Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 244 -
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place .
San Franc1sco, CA 94102 .

‘Re: - - " Revised Transmittal of Planning Case Number 2011.0656T
' " BF No. 11-0448: City Center Special Sign District

Recommendation: Approval with Modiﬁcaﬁons

Dear Supervisor Farrell and Ms. Calvillo, |

1 2011, theSan— Franc1sce—]?1annmg Commission—(hereinafter ”Cnmmmemh "y

GrﬁAugust 7

B0S

:M& l |DL\M€Z
g4 pm LU ~Aice—

B, u"ﬂ @4!9'“1"“‘2

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400 -

San Francisco,
CA 94103-2478

Recepﬁon:
4 5.558.6378

Fax;
41 5._558.\6409

Planning
Information:

415.558.6377

conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meetfing to. consider the
proposed- Ordinance under Board of Supervisors File Number 11-0448. Planning Department.

Staff neglected to include one of the Commission’s recommended modlﬁcatrons in the final
Resolution that was transmitted to the Board. . Attached please find a revised Planning
Commission Resolution No. 18428.

Regarding the directional signs at the parking lot entrances along. O'Farrell Street, the proposed
‘Ordinance limited the height of the directional signs to 15". "The Commission did not vote to
modify the maximum height ‘of the directional signs, However, the Commission did make the
- recommendation to work with the Project Sponsor for the specific project at the site to ad]ust the
placement of the signs and the width of the base i in order to make them more slender.

' Superv1sor we have updated our files to with the. corrected Resolution. The attached resolution
provides more detail about the Commission’s action. If you have any questions or require further
information please do not hesitate to contact me. '

Sincerely, ,

U

AnMarie | odgérs
~_Manager of Legislative Affairs

- Cc: City Attorneys Cheryl Adams and Judith Boyajian

Attachment (one copy of the following): Planning Commission Resolution No. 18428

www.sfplanning.org




SAN FRANCISCO |
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

1650 Mission St.

' S : Sujte 400 -
. ) T E ) - San Francisco,
Planning Commission o case032m9
Resolution No. 18428 1558
- HEARING DATE: AUGUST 11, 2011 o
_ o B 4155586409
Project Name: City Center Special Sign District - Planning
Case Number: " 2011.0656TZ [Board File No. 11-0448] . ) Z‘i%”g;%"gm
Initiated by: Supervisor Farrell / Introduced June 7, 2011 DA
* Staff Contact: Sophie Hayward, Legislétive Affairs
o sophie.hayward@sfgov.org, 415:558-6372
. Reviewed by: * . AnMarie Rodgers, 'Manager Legislative Affairs
anmarie. rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395
: Recommendﬁtion’: Recommend Approval with Modlﬁcahons .

“RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT WITH MODIFICATIONS A
PROPOSED ORDINANCE AMENDING PLANNING CODE SECTIONS 602.10 (DEFINITIONS),
607.1 (SIGNS IN NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL DISTRICTS), 608 (SPECIAL SIGN DISTRICTS),
ADDING SECTION 608.16 (THE CITY CENTER SPECIAL SIGN DISTRICT), AND AMENDING
SECTIONAL MAP SSD OF THE ZONING MAP TO ESTABLISH THE CITY CENTER SPECIAL SIGN
DISTRICT ENCOMPASSING THE REAL PROPERTY ON ASSESSOR’S BLOCK 1094, LOT 001,
BOUNDED BY MASONIC AVENUE, GEARY BOULEVARD, LYON STREET, AND O’FARRELL
STREET TO ALLOW ADDITIONAL PRO]ECTING SIGNS FREESTANDING IDENTIFYING AND
DIRECTIONAL SIGNS, AND TO MODIFY. EXISTING CONTROLS ON BUSINESS WALL SIGNS.

PREAMBLE :

- Whereas, on June 7, 2011, Superv1sor Farrell introduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of
Supervisors (hereinafter- “Board”) File Number 11-0448 that would amend Planning Code Sections 602.10
.(Definitions), 607.1 (Neighborhood Commercial Districts), 608 (Special Sign Districts), and add Section
608.16 (”Cify Center Special Sign District”), and amend Sectional Map SSD of the Zoning Map to establish
the “City Center- Special Sign District” encompassing the real property bounded by Masonic Avenue,

' Geary Boulevard, Lyon Street, and O'Farrell Street (Assessor’s Block 1094, Lot 001), to allow’ add1t1ona1
projecting signs, freestanding identifying and directional signs; and to modify existing controls on
business wall signs. ' The propoesed Ordinance for a Sectional Map Amendment and Planning Code Text
Changes has been introduced in order to facilitate appropnate new signage for the existing shopping
center site including the proposed new formula retail use and other commercial tenants; and

Whereas, on- August 11, 2011, the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter “Commissior 7y -
conducted a duly not1ced public hearlng at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed '

Ordinance; and

: Whereas, on Augu_st 10, 2011, the proposed zomng changes were, determlned to be exempt from
, envu:onmental review under Section 15061(b)(3)) of the CEQA Guidelines; and;

www.sfplanning.org



Resolution No. 18428 - . CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ
Hearing Date: August 11, 2011 o _ - City Center Special Sign District

Whereas, the Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing
and has further considered written materials and oral testlmony presented on behalf of the apphcant
Department staff, and other mterested parties; and

Whereas the aﬂ pertinent documents may be found in the flles of the Departrnent as the custodran of
records, at 1650 Mission Street Suite 400, San Francrsco and

Whereas, the -Commissilonhas. reviewed the propoéed ‘Ordinance; and

MOVED, that the Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors recommends approval
of the proposed Ordinance with modifications and adopts the attached Draft Resolution to that effect.
Specifically, the Commission recommends the following modifications: '

The Comrrxissron recommends three substantive modifications regarding the proposed freestariding siéns
that would be permitted within the SSD: ‘

e That the large freestanding sign « on Masoruc Avenue near O’Farrell (described in Section

608.16(f)(4)(A)) be reduced in height from the proposed maximum of 35 feet in height to a
maximum of 20 feet in height, and that the sign’s maximum width not exceed its current width.

« That the four new projecting blade s1gns proposed for the Geary Street elevation (described in
Section 608.16(f)(3)(c)) be wsually distinct from and subordinate to the ex15t1ng blade 51gn on the -
structure.

¢ That the Project Sponsor works with Planru'ng Staff to narrow the legs and to improve,the
placement of the directional signs at parking lot entrances on O'Farrell Street so that drivers
could see them ahead of time. The reconfigured signs may be lower than the proposed maximum
15’ in height. : :
- In addition.,'the Commission recommends a minor modification to the text of Section 608.16(A(1)(C)().
. The subsection includes a reference to Masom'c Street, which should be referred to as Masonic Avenue.

FINDINGS

- Having reviewed 'the materials 1dent1f1ed in the preamble above, and having heard all testlmony and
arguments, this Comrmssmn finds, concludes, and determines as follows

1. The exrstmg shopping center is an unusual suburban—style structure within an urban settmg that
_includes both commercial sites and res1dent1al areas in the immediate v1c1n1ty, ‘

2. That commercial uses on the subject‘ and facing blocks include office supply stores, electronics stores,
restaurants, bars, dental offices, hair salons, and other professional offices, but that the majority of
buildings in the surrounding area are residential structures, and that buiIdings facing the subject
block range from two- to four-stories tall with several taller buildings interspersed;

. BAN FRANCISGO o . ‘ ] : ' ‘2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT . : . )



Resolution No. 18428 - | _ . CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ
Hearing Date: August 11, 2011 ‘ o City Center Special Sign District

3. Current sign regulations for the NC-3 District do not provide sufficient V151b111ty for businesses

' located within the City Center, given its partlcular configuration of site development, and that the

* existing signage is insufficient to adequately direct customers to existing busmesses from the various
parking lots and pedestrian entrances; '

4. That a new Spec1al Sign District would i 1mprove the existing signage and would famhtate a umfled
. tenant sign program for the subject site as well as respond to ‘the particular configuration and
topography of the sub]ect lot;

5. That with the Commission’s recommended amendments to the proposed Ordinance, the Special Sign

. District would facilitate a sign program that would better respond to the surrounding context of low-
scale residential buildings while still improving the s1gnage on-site to facilitate access to both the
large and small cornmerc1a1 ténants;.- ' v

6. General Plan’ Comphance The proposed Ordmance is con51stent with the followmg Objectives and
_ Policies of the General Plan:, : :

L_COMMERCE & INDUSTRY ELEMENT

THE COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN SETS FORTH
OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES THAT ADDRESS THE BROAD RANGE OF ECONOMIC
ACTIVITIES, FACILITIES, AND SUPPPORT SYSTEMS THAT CONSTITUE SAN FRANCISCO'S
EMPLOYMENT AND SERVICE BASE '

OBJECTIVEZ . ' :
'MAINTAIN AND. ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL
STRUCTURE FOR THE CITY.

' PoIicy 2.1 o -
Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the

City.

The proposed Ordinance will facilitate a Speczul Sign Dlstnct that would allow a ungﬁed tenant sign
program for the subject site that would provide improved way finding, directional, and ldentlfyzng signage
- for busmesses located wlthm the shoppmg center in order to improve its economzc mablllty

OB]ECTIVE 6
MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN VIABLE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AREAS EASILY
ACCESSIBLE TO CITY RESIDENTS.

POLICY 6.3 - .
Preserve and promote the mixed commeraal—re31dent1al character in nelghborhood commercial
districts. Strike a balance between the preservation of ex13t1ng affordable housmg and needed
expansion of commercial. activity. '

SAN FRANGISCO ' ' : , 3
PLANNING DEPARTMENT .



. Resolution No. 18428 . , o ' CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ .
' Hearing Date: August 11, 2011 . ' . City Center Special Sign District

The existing shopping center is well served by MUNI and is easily accessible to City residents. The
- proposed new Special Sign District would improve access to the site by providing clearer way finding to

existing and new businesses located within the shoﬁping center, while responding, - through the careful

arrangement of signs, to the surrounding residential and commercial uses. - ' '

fl.. URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT P . _
THE URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT CONCERNS THE PHYSICAL CHARACTER AND ORDER OF
THE CITY, AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PEOPLE AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT.
OBJECTIVE 1 . _ : .

" EMPHASIS OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS
NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PURPOSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION.

Policy 1.9 : _ _

Increase the darity of routes for travelers.

General Plan Text under Policy 1.9: The clutter of wires, signs and disordered development
should be reduced. Conflict between unnecessary private signs and street directional signs

~ should be avoided.
While this Section of the Urban Design Element is generally discussing the importance bf distinguishing a
“citywide pattern” through Vetter street design and treatments, it does discuss the importance of reducing
clutter and conflict between private signage and street signage. These policies support the recommendation
to lower the parking lot freestanding directional signuge. ' : -

L  TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT

POLICY 19.2 - : ,

' Promote increased traffic safety, with special attention to hazards that could cause personal injury.

- General Plan Text under Policy 19.2: In some cases redesign of the roadway and of intersections
to reduce conflicts between vehicles, bicyclists and pedestrians is required; in others all that is
necessary is to improve clarity of signs and of routing so that there is less driver qncertaihty and

. hesitation.

‘The existing shopping center has six separate surface parking lots with separate entrances from Geary
Boulevard, Masonic Avenue and O'Farrell Street, which are built at different grades. In addition, the-
shopping center has multiple entrances and levels with commercial spaces on the upper and lower stories,
'and access to stores from streets as well as from each of the six surface parking lots. The separate parking .
lots cannot be feasibly connected and require that drivers have directional information so they enter and
park in the associated lot As proposed, with the modifications recommended, the City Center Sp'ecidl Sign
District would permit signs that assist drivers in locating the proper‘ entrance. l o

7. The proposed replaéement project is c_onsiétent with the eight General Plan priority policies set forth
in Section 101.1 in that: ' ' ' : '

SAN FRANCISGO . : : : 4
PLANNING DEPARTMENT . . - .



Resolution No. 18428. - CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ
Hearing Date: August 11,2011 : ‘ City Center Special Sign District

. A)

B)

The ex15t1ng nerghborhood—servmg retail uses will be preserved and enhanced and future'
opportunities for resident employment in and ownership .of such businesses will be
enhanced: '

- The proposed Qrdinanoe will encourage neighborhood-serviﬁg retail uses or opportunities for

employment in or ownership of such businesses by improving the viability of the commercial
spaces within the shopping center by fucilitatirt-g an appropriate sign program for the site..

The ex15t1ng housing and neighborhood Character will be conserved and protected in
order ta preservye the cultural and econiomic diversity of our nelghborhoods

- The proposed Ordinance would create a Special Sign District in order.to facilitate oppropriate new

signage for the existing shopping center site including the proposed new formula retail use and
other commercial tenants. With the recommended modifications, the Special Sign District would

© permit signs that respond to the character of the surrounding neighborhood in order to conserve

and protect the character of the district, including its cultural and economic diversity.

: 5

D)

E)

_F)

&

SAN FRANCISCO

' neighborhood parking:

_ The'City’ s supply of affordable housing will be preseryed and enhanced:

The proposed Ordinance will have no adverse 'eﬁect on the City’s supply of affordable housirzg.

The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit service or overburden our streets or

The proposed Ordinance will ot result in commuter traffic lmpedmg MLLNI transit service or
ooerburdenmg the streets-or neighborhood parkmg

"A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our industrial and service _

sectors from displacement due to commercial office development. And -future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced:

The proposed Ordinance would not adversely affect the industrial or service sectors or future

: opportunities for~resident employment or ownership in these sectors.

The Crty will achieve the greatest p0551b1e preparedness to protect agamst m]ury and loss
of lifein an ea_rthquake

_ PreparedﬁeSs against injury tm_d loss of life in an eurth_qudke is unaffected by the proposed

amendments. Any new construction or alteration associated with the Special Sign District would
be executed in compliance with all applicable construction and safety measures.

That landmark and hist_oric‘: Buildings will be preserved:

Landmarks and historic buildings would be unaffected by the proposed amendments.

PLANNING DEPARTMENT . ’ . S . : o . S



Resolution No. 18428 = ' . CASE NO.2011.0656TZ

Hearing Date: August 11, 2011 _ ‘ City Center Special Sign District
"H)  Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from’
development: ‘ o : '

The City’s parks and open space and.their access to sunlight and vistas would be uhaﬁeéted by the
‘proposed amendments. It is not anticipated that permits would be such that sunlight access to
public or private property would be adversely impacted.”

I hereby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on August 11, 2011.

' Lihda Avery

Commission Secretary
' AYES; ‘ Co_mmissioners‘ An{orﬁni, Fong, Miguél., Moore, Olague, and Sugaﬁra
NAYS: None | |
ABSE‘Il\TT: - Commissioner Bordel;l'
| AbOPTED: August 11, 2011 |
SAN FRANCISCO L : ' . A . '8

PLANNING DEPARTMENT



Angela Calvillo, Clerk of thg Board | : ?\ k 6 \‘ ' O 0 7

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

City Hall, Room 244 - - , L. )
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place ‘ . Bos-11 @‘M"u’{ :
~ San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 ‘ P au\e.
- Dear San Francisco Board of SupervisdrS' o : Yeld Y& W\“‘"g

\,«vug\wds W%&L .

Tam o pposed to the formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
beneficial fo WP, to help enhance the appearance, x'fitality, and business environmentlolf WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more intelligént TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

~Ifirmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management
‘Report for the Formation of the WP CBD: '
1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of .other CBD’s

~ 2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justifiéa‘tion & detailed services for their assessments

e WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of vliner w/ other CBD’s
o WP CBD Admin cost are also disprbportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s |
e It lacks‘ sufficient détail of seﬁices necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the necessity of oiltreaching to both the landlord / merchant '

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. " Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Répfesentation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislétion and Not td,Impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years..

i€ o ' Prmted Name: %&Qf “(D/Lé)fé/
Bsiness Name / ,#6 / Z 76 4’7[(

~ Business Address: /’6&7 W - 7%{?& / Ulez

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Fan'ell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfeov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane. Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.of Supervisors@sfeov.org; '




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
- City Hall, Room 244

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

~ Dear San’ Francnsco Board of Sllpel‘VlSOI‘S

1 am opposed to the formatlon of the West Portal Commercial Beneﬁt District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
would,support a Future WP CBD Versmn that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5.years. _

I firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the 'cu‘rrentlyv proposed CBD Management
Repe_rt for the F_ol‘mation of the WP CBD: |
1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s
-2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for their assessments
—« WP CBD costs, for its size, are dlsprop tionally « outfof*lnre*w/ other CBD’s
e WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
o It lncks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs |
3) Didn\’t/pny due diligence to the necessity of 6utreaching to beth the lztndlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and vsubrveys. |

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do
eurrently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I'strongly urge.to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a_
Uncon:di'tionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

" Respectfully, » . _ S
Signed: WWMD}’L ; " ’ Printed Name: f \/OM AN é I@@@/\)
Business Name: ]Q - /}) A >< ‘ »

Business Address:
281 194 Aye S, ¢ (o

cc: Enc L.Mar@sfeov.org; Mark. Farrell@sfgov org; Dav1d Chlu@sf,qov org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane Kim@sfgov.org; Sean Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfeov.org; gBoard.of Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

City Hall, Room 244

- 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Franc1sco, CA 94102-4689 -

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed tothe formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011'Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a'more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years. -

I firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management ‘

Report for the Formation of the WP CBD
1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient Justlﬁcatxon & detailed services for their assessments
~ « WPCBD costs, for its 51ze, are dlsproportlonally out of llne w/ other CBD’s
e WP CBD Admin cost are also dlsproportlonally out of line w/ other CBD’s
o Itlacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the necessity of outreaching to.both the landiord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. SinceIdo .

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation w1thout Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal_On Us for the Next 13 Years:

Respectfully, - o . _ _ ~ .
Signed: /%’ Printed Name: 8£V~AN \<E\/Oﬂ\/\lﬁ-\”‘

Business Name:- R@mp& PLesST ci 0w Wm—} % '

‘Business Address: 231] lzﬁf«\ V@ :
. SF.CA - 4(27 .

cc: Eric.L . Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane Kim@sfgov.org; Sean Elsbernd@sfgov.org;

Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfeov.org:
John.Avalos@sfeov.org; gBoard.of. Supervisors@sfeov.org:




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Superv1sors
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation of the Wes_t Portal Commercial Benefit District .(CBD) based upon |
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Managemeht Plan. Istrongly believe that a CBD could be
"be‘neficiz.ll to WP, to heli) enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
Weuld support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around
SSOK . $100K / yrs and spec1fy1ng for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

- Ifirmly belleve that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management

Report for the Formation of the WP CBD: ‘

1) Isn’t nearly as robust as these of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justiﬁcation & detailed services for their assessments

e WP CBD costs, for its size, are dlsproportlonal'lyﬁt*of*li/ other CBD’s
* WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
e It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t paydue-diligence to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
" Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfullff,

Signed: %«_J | Prmted Name: DAY (&S
Business Name: AHNARSUE @/GG’A’H o : : :
Business Address: 3 L3 W &1 \pw e BT S + G 2—7

cc: Eric.LMar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfeov.org; Jane Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David. Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org; .
John.Avalos@sfeov.org; gBoard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

" Dear San Fr‘anci’scO'Bo'ard of Supervisors: =~

Iamo pposed to the formatlon of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
benefic1al to WP, to help enhance the appearance, v1tallty, and business environment of WP, and
- would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.
1 firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management
: Report for the Formation of the WP CBD:
1) Ism’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient ]ustlﬁcatlon & detailed services for their assessments

0 ~ WP CBD costs, for its 51ze, are dlsproportl_onally out vof llne w/ other CBD’s
e WP CBD Admin cost are also (lisproportionally out of line w/ dther CBD’s
. It lacks sufficient detail of serv1ces necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the necessity of outreaching to ‘both the landlord / merchant '

exemplified by a serlously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it 'Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation _and Not to lmpose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Preposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

‘ Respectfully : |

Signed: % M - Printed Name:
Business Name: /f‘?&a 5 | l/(lj@ U ol LA S
Business Address: 234 U) FOP + ”’Q ' -

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.FaHell@sfgoV.om; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;

 Carmen.Chu@sfeov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfeov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfeov.org; gBoard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

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

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation of the West Portal Commorcial:Beneﬁt District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
beneficial to WP to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business enVIronment of WP, and
Would support a Future WP CBD Versmu that asks for a more Rafional Yearly amount of aroundt
$50K $100K / yr, and spec1fy111g for a more intelligent TRIAL perlod of at most 5 years.

X firmly belleve that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management

Report for the Formation of the WP CBD:
1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s
2) Didn’t demonstrate suffic1ent ]ustlﬁcatlon & detalled serv1ces for thelr assessments

: 97WPfCBD costs, for 1ts size, are disproportionally out of line y w/ other CBD’s

e WP CBD Admin cost are also dlsproportlonally out of line w/ other CBD’s
' It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously msufﬁcleut number of moetlngs and surveys.

ONLY the LANDL_ORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Sinceldo

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
' Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years. | |

Respectfully,

" Signed: W/( q e W Prmted Name: < . ' | _
Business Name: QU_( S\{fu,l/\ | | 71(70;'4”/{ MCCM/{//

Business Address: 230w ?G( "7./, A’W

ce: Eric. L Mar@sfeov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David. Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane Kim@sfgov.org; Sean. Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
. Scott. Wiener@sfoov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;.
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; gBoard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

" Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors: =77~ T

| Iam opposesto the formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon -
-the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Mahagement Plan. I strongly bélieve that a CBD could be
: beneﬁqial to WP, to help enhance the appear.apce, vitality, and busihess environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for.a more Rational Yearly amount of around
l $50K - $100K / yr, énd specifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

I firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management
Report for the F.ormation of the WP CBD: ‘

| 1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CB.Dfs

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for their assessments

e WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
e WP CBD Admin cost aré also disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
, . It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligehce to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

_ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not tq impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully, o
Signed: _fHud o~ Printed Name: Judes Friedman
Business e (SROWING UP '
Business Address: 240 W- PORTAL ANE -

' < F- CA  a{ix

cc: Fric.L.Mar@sfeov.org; Mark Farrell@sfgov.org; David:.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfeov.org; Jane Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John. Avalos@sfeov.org; gBoard.of Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

‘San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244

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

Dear'SanFrancisco Board’of Su‘pervisors: T B o ’ j" -

Iamo pposed to the formation of the West Portal Commerc1al Benefit District (CBD) based upon

the May 2011 Flnal West Portal CBD Management Plan. Istrongly believe that a CBD could be
" beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

1 firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management )
Report for the Formation of the WP CBD:

1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for their assessments

. WP CBD costs, for its srze, are dlspropprtronally out of line w/ other CBD’s.
e "WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
_ e Itlacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs iv
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the neeessity of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

~ exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD leglslatlon and Not to Impose a
Uncondltlonally Expenswe and ngld Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully,

' Signe dos g Printed Name:
?&im’ Reention Eentes ,
 Wen Podal A 664075

5‘# ?{M(L 208 ﬁf‘ ;’3,:*.‘, ','

Business Name:

Business Address:';__

‘cC: Erlc L. Mar@sfgov org; Mark Farrell@sfeov. org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen. Chu@sfgov org; Jane. Kim@sfgov.org: Séan Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David. Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov. org,
John. Avalos@sfgov org; gBoard.of. Superv1sors@sfgov org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

~ San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 |

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors: -~ -

| am opposed to the formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon
~ the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD.Management Plan. I strongly.believe that a CBD could bé
beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yeérly' amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years. -

I firmly believe that tilere are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management
| Report for the Formation of the WP CBD: |

1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient ]ustl.ﬁcatlon & detailed ‘services for their assessments

e WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line w/ Qt_her CBD’s
e WP CBD Admin cost are also disproporﬁonally qut of line w/ other CBD’s
e It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs 7
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the necessity of .outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD,‘ for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

- I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

- Respectfully,
Signed: 4 //K{e S& % Printed Name: ﬁ éi//ég S Q;’
Business Name: 5/ 77 /7 /L /éc/ //(:( B

Busmess Address: /S (7 &I 7/ /7& 7 / - / /V¥
= o i 9% S 7
cc: Eric.L. Mar@sfgov org; Mark Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfeov.org; Jane. Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfeov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia. Cohen@sf,qov J
John. Avalos@sf,qov org; Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org:




Angela C’alviﬂo, Clerk of the Board

‘San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244 ‘

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

~ Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

Iam OQQOSed to the formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit D'istrict. (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. Istrongly believe that a CBD could be
beheﬁcial to WP, to heip enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
| v_vouid support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRI‘AL‘period of at most 5 years.

I firmly believeithat there are serious deficiénci_es in»fhe currently proposed CBD'Managemeﬁt |
Report for the Formation of the WP CBD: | v

1) Isn’tnearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for their assessments

o WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
o WP CBD Admin cost are also dlsproportlonally out of line w/ other CBD’
e Itlacks sufﬁc1ent detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the nf;ceSSIty of outreaching to both the landlprd / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. SinceI do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislaﬁon and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully,

’of/ (/‘—"‘I

Va
BusmessName W o f ),,7—;/, Cleans

g Ceprd e
BusinessAddress-. // M/és/u )Jd/‘/%l// /4/ 4,77 4,;//2)

Slgned /i e Printed Name: My i 7 S ?(Lu CR <

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane. Kim@sfoov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfeov. org;
J ohn Avalos@sfgov org; Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
- City Hall, Room 244 :

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Firial West Portal CBD Management Plan. - I strongly ibeliev'e that o CBD could be
beneficial to WP, to.'help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Vers10n that asks for a more Ratlonal Yearly amount of around
$50K $100K / yr, and specrfylng for -a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

I firmly believe that there are serious deﬁc1enc1es in the currently proposed CBD Management

. Report for the Formation of the WP CBD:
. 1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s
2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detalled services for their assessments

o WP CBD costs, for its size, are dlsproportlonally out of line w/ other CBD’s

e WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of lme w/ other CBD’s
o Tt lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligence to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

' currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD leglslatlon and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally Expensrve and ngld Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully 2 — 5(7 &
Signed: Printed Name:

Business Name: - [ 4 Birl & 7

Business Address: = Z/g .’/’Uﬁ{hl PW 7‘ "t « -

cc: Eric.L Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org; .
Carmen.Chu@sfeov.org; Jane Kim@sfeov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org; B
- Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David. Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org; N
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org;

[SEARAD Gridaiy




Angela Caiﬁllo, Clerk of the Board"

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

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

Iam o _p@sLd to the formatlon of the West Portal Commercral Benefit Dlstrlct (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
beneficral to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of uround
$50K - $100K ! yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.
~ Ifirmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management
Report for the Formation of the WP CBD: ’

1) Ish’t nearly as robust ao those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for their assessments

_« ‘WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
e WP CBD Admin cost are. also dispr'oportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
e Itlacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs ‘
3) Didn’t pay due diligenee to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and Surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. SinceIdo

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I'strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally EXpensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully, - '

c/ (/
Signed: W/ " Printed Name: /% HDE 55 / = e
Business Name: &4V2 9. Jow e loss

Business Address: Z¥F- W' P Z’// 4”{

<. F Ca, ? 74' S Z 7 ,

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.F arrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane Kim@sfeov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org:
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org: Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.of Supervisors@sfeov.org:




- Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244

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

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation of the West Portal Commercial Bveneﬁt District (CBD) based upon
- the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan I strongly believe that a CBD could be
| beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, v1tallty, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks fora more Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more ln_telllgent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.
N firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management
qReport for the Formation of the WP CBD: -

1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate suffic1ent ]ustlﬁcatlon & detailed services for their assessments

e WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
« WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
e Itlacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
-3 Dldn’t pay due diligence to the necessity of outreachmg to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Sincel do_

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years. - ‘

~ Respectfully, e

Signed:éy\\ Vs '(g%t/ Nam%, /Lﬁ/M 29 nelc 4
Business Name 717 v, /? . Ciygn 3y o

Business Address::

ce: Eric.L.Mar(@sfgov.org; Mark F anell@s fgov.org; David. Ch1u@sfgov org;
Carmen.Chu@sfeov.org; Jane Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David. Campos@sfeov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.of. Superv1sors@sf9;ov org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

San Francisco Board of SuperVISors
City Hall, Room 244

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

Dear San Francisco Board of SupervisorS'

Iam __Qm)s_ed to the formation of the West Portal Commerc1al Benefit District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Fmal West Portal CBD Management Plan. 1 strongly beheve that a CBD could be
beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vltallty, and business env1r0nment of WP, and
Woﬁld s_ﬁpport a 'Futufe WP CBD Version that ask§ for a more Rational Yeafly amount of around .
$50K - $100K / yr, and épecifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

I firmly believe that there are serious deﬁcienéies in the currently proposed CBD ‘Management
Réport for the F ormation of the WP CBD:

1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for their assessments

_* WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
. WP CBD Admin cost are Also disproportionally out of liﬁIe w/ other CBD’s
e Itlacks sufficient detail of services necessary to évéluaté its cbsts
3) Didn’t pay due dlhgence to the nece551ty of outreachmg to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetmgs and surveys.

| ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respect‘fully, ' o \ S
Signed: \)m%u Printed Name: RVCK  bo- VAN = Rewwe
Business Name TER ~ARPAMS  BvAavawa

Business Address: Q_’;c\ b\)g St ‘po v T AC ,Q\ﬂev\ 0L

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfeov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane. Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfeov.org; Malia.Cohen@sngv.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org:




| Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

. San Francisco Board of Supervisors.
City Hall, Room 244

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear San' Francisco Board of 'Supervisors"

I am o __p_pos_ed to the formatlon of the West Portal Commercial Benefit Dlstrlct (CBD) based upon
“the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. 1 strongly believe that a CBD could be
beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, v1tahty, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Versmn that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more mtelllgent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

I firmly believe that there are serious deﬁcxenmes m the currently proposed CBD Management

Report for the Formation of the WP CBD:
1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufﬁeient justification & detailed services for their assessments -

« WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
. WP CBD Admin cost a're‘ also disproportionally out of line w/ cher CBD’s
o Itlacks sufﬁcient\detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due diligenc‘e to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. SinceI do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully, '
Signed: AYUSWJ W{L ' Pri_hted- Name:
Business Name: (7 i1 (P2 R ,

Business Address: g ¢ \.J%S’\' ?0‘(1-7\/*\’1- A&

cc: Eric.L Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane. Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
© Scott. Wiener@sfoov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org: Malia. Cohen@sf,czov org;
John. Avalos@ )sfgov.org; Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

- San Francisco Board of Supervisors

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

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon
the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. 1 strongly believe that a CBD could be |

beneficial to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a mbre Rational Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and specifying for a more ‘intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

I firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management

~ Report for the Formation of the WP CBD

1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient Justlﬁcatlon & detailed services for their assessments

— WP-CBD costs; for-its size; are dlsproportlonally out-of lime w/ other CBD
. WP CBD Admin cost are also dlsproportlonally out of line W/ other CBD’s
- It lacks sufficient detall of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Dldn’t pay due diligence to the neceSSIty of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

‘exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently obpose this WP CBD, for me it Essentially means “Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a

'Unconditiohally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully,

Signed: Glecty™ B>t tere fj’g ~* Printed Name:

Business Name: West Portal Shoe Serc. .
79 Wes’ ‘Pocal, S.F., CA ¢

Bu_siness Address: ‘ - LR %1-1888

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfeov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfoov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfoov.org; Jane Kim@sfeov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott. Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org;




Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

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

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am pposed to the formatlon of the West Portal Commercial Beneﬁt District (CBD) based upon

the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
beneﬁcml to WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment of WP, and
would support a Future WP CBD Versmn that asks for a more Ratjonal Yearly amount of around
$50K - $100K / yr, and spec1fy1ng for a more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years. .
,I firmly believe that there are serious deficiencies in the currently proposed CBD Management
Report for the Formation of the WP CBD: -
1) Isn’t nearly as robust as those of other CBD’s

2) Didn’t demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for their assessments

. WP CBD costs, for its s1ze, are dlsproportlonally out of line w/ other CBD’s
"« WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line w/ other CBD’s
e It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs
3) Didn’t pay due dlhgence to the neceSSIty of outreaching to both the landlord / merchant

exempllfied by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO.VOTE BUT WE GET to PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since Ido

currently oppose this WP CBD, for me it EssentioIIy means ‘Taxation without Representation’ !

I strongly urge to Veto this current West Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a
- Unconditionally Expenswe and ngld Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

VRespectfully é é _‘ | o o ; | %
Signed: M Printed Name: L/( Vse LA H;V'S € o

Business Name: pR P (/‘/’274 /VZ;/ A"/ﬁ STF 91?’/27

Business Address

cc: Eric.L Mar@sfgov.org; Mark Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfoov.ore:
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfoov.org:
Scott. Wiener@sfeov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.oreg: Malia. Cohen@sfgov.org;
John. Avalos@sfgov.org; gBoard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org:
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September 29, 2011 ' - . Via fax: 415-5564-5163
‘ . total 23 pages

President David Chiu and Clerk of the Board of Supemsors o . '

San Francisco Board of Supervisors ‘

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett PlaCe Room 244

San Francisco, CA94102 ,H—em #7/27 B - .' o ' ?
. Re: __File N0, 110835///09 45 | T8 #5/

1

Y]
Yool

|m
doia

. Application No. 2008.015543 ~

© Case No. 2008.0154E - : e o
1117 Sansome Street (aka 1111 Sansome Street) = }%{é"ﬂ
Assessors Parcel No. Block 0113, Lot 040 fsp %;;‘;::
_ é e L

Dear Slr/Madam o o o o _ = ?é

2 T
Atiachechlease find_a_ copyﬂf,my,l,etteLdated July 28, 2011 addressed to the- Baard mfsl;ﬁj}poct—:;f
, of the captlcned apphcation to subdivide the subject property into two legal Iots '

| do not have much to-add since the ‘Planning Departments Mr. Bill Wycho and Mr. Don Lewis
provided very clear and eloquent responses’to the appellant's claims. In addition, | wish to bring -
to your attention that | executed and recorded an.open space easement agreement wut!) my
immediate neighbors, John Sanger and Catherine Sanger who own the property located at 36-
.62 Calhoun Terrace (Block 113, Lot 62). This agreement simply stated that the L:shape Parcel
B will be remained an undeveloped open space in perpetuity. | will continue to identify a non-
profit organization to accept this parcel as a donation. John Sanger and Catherine Sanger
withdrew their appeals on September 15, 2011. A copy of this recorded easement agreement
dated August 26, 2011 is enclosed herewith. :

Agaln 1 smcerety hope that you would accept the Plannmg Depariment's recommendatron to
uphald the Determination of Exemption from Envirenmental Review and deny the appeal of the
CEQA Determmatlon and approve the apphcatlon for the 2—lot subdlvlsmn

Sincerely,

VINCENT T.C.TAL AIA :
for and on behalf of thon Corporatlon and Kunhmg Corporatlon

VINCENT T.C. Tai, A[A, Architect 2184 Round Top Drive 1238 Pacific Avenua

Architecture - Honolull. M 86822 , “ Sani Francisco. CA 94109
Planning . o B08-941 3778 Tel . " 415-321 8808 Tel
Interior. . . 253-530 8892 Fax_

ﬁ""'h.,»

Emeil: TaiArchitecture@gmait.com ' _ 1 ] / 2 j

bZ/Z8  Iovd ' I CAR BLLETPESBE . 12112 T10Z/6Z/68



- II s ot '._-‘.-Li-t,.;r"-;‘:"lr;“,\'-.1

July 28, 2011 . / ' L . via fax: 415-554-5163

President David Chiu and Clerk of the Board of Supervisars

fotal 2 pages, -original by mail

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

City Hall

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

Re:

File NO. 110835 : :
Application No. 2008. 015548 :

"Gase No. 2008.0154E

1117 Sansome Street (aka 111 1 Sansome Street)
Assessors Parcel No. Block 0113, Lot 040

Dear Sur/Madam'

| am wrltlng to urge the members of the Board to approVe my application for the 2-lot minor
subdivision. My family owned this property for 30 years since 1881. We determ\ned it is time for

us and myselT in particular to move onand do something-about it

'1. The 2-lot subdivision applrcatron is merely a minor land subdrvrsmn that does not include

any proposed bulldmg structures. As such, there is no physical change and activity on

the property. The public and the Planning Department will have the opportunlty to
- comment if and when a building project is proposed in the future

Itis my,rntentron to donate Parcel B of approxrmately 9,304 SF to a non- prof 1t
organization to keep it as open space perpetually. The City of San Francrsco may be a
potential recipient since it already owned the contiguous Upper Calhoun Terrace rght-of-
way above. | have written to the Telegraph Hill Dwellers on December 12, 2007, July 7,
2009 and November 28; 2009, and Mr. Daniel LaForte of the 8an Francisco Park Trust
on February 24, 2010 and again on September 7, 2010 to find out if they can refer me to
non-profit organizations that may have interest in accepting such donation. So far, there
is no response. It is clear from my offer that Parcel B is to be remained undeveloped and.
potentially rezoned to opén space , '

There have been a number of extensive full geotechnlcal mvestlgatlons performed

. during the past 25 years The City had in possession and reviewed these geotechnical

reports, notably the Treadwell & Rollo, Inc./Olivia Chen report commlssmned by the
Department of Public Works in 1999 which concluded the property is stable and safe {o
develop, particularly in the lower portion fronting on Sansome Street. If and when there

_is a proposal to develop Parcel A currenily zoned C-2 in the future, the proposed -
' development wm be restricted to a rather small building frontmg on Sansome Street due

VINCENT T.C. Tai, AlA, Architect 2184 Round Top Drive 1238 Pacific Ayenue

Architecture _

Planning.

_Honolufu. Hi 96822 . San Franclsco, CA 94109
. B808-941 3778 Tel 415-821 3808 Tel
_253-830.8802 Fax

14 1
LA K L5

Emaik: TanArchrtedure@gma»( com

-td1l . M) I CT&COMO T eTY S yvvmD = oirA



September 29, 2011

Page 2

President David Chiu and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

to the 25% rear yard setback requirement. Such a structure is away from: Telegraph Hill
and will have mmlmal effeot on its resndents

Whlle thera was a history of landsllde and slope stability issues in the adjacent and

~ nearby properties, to the best of my knowledge, there had been no landslide or major

rock falling off within the subject property during the past 30 ygars or so. There had been
a few isolated incidences during the 1980s that some rocks or boulders fell off from the
top of the neighboring property (200 Green. A minor landslide occurred in-the lower -
portion of property north of the subject property in December of 2005 but nothing
noticeable within the subject property. There had been some occasional rather minor
erosion of the loose gunite and shale originated from the City Right-of Way under Upper
Calhoun Terrace that slid down the-slope and carried the Ioose talus and quarry debris
along with them W|th|n the subject property. ‘

" | wrote to Mr: Sanger to.ask him what are his real réasons behind his appeals as they

are clearly based on technical grounds. It is cbvious that he is opposed td the 2-ot
subdivision.-and-my-propasal to-not to-allow any future development to.occur on Rarcel

B. [ am not clear what are his real intentions. As his neighbor, | am willing to listen and to’
take his-concerns into consideration. If he opposes to any future development in Parcel
A, he wil cerialnly have the opportunlty to'voice hls concems when theraiis such a
proposal. :

| will be 'happy to answer any other questions you may have during the hearing on August 2. {
wish to thank you in advance for your attention and favorable consideration.

Sincerely,

VINCENT T.C.TAl, AIA ‘
for and on behalf of Vinton Corporation and Kunhmg Corporatlon R ’

. Tai Associates/Architects

Architacture
Rlanning_. -

_[nterior
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(CAN TITLE COMPANY

' : _ FIRST AMERIGA
RECORDING REQUESTEDBY HEREBYTCESL‘Y £ I&é\ggﬁéﬁt}ip\l}rg&%&%
First Ammerican Title Insurance Company National CDRREG . \_‘/A .
Commerclal Services L 3 By = 1"__(,; ( T -
AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL DOCUMENTTO: | = . pecoRRED: .~ —— - .,_Lq 5_ ‘_‘
SANGER & OLSON ‘ i ) _ SERIES NO. M !
576 Sacramento St., 7% Floor - B
San Francisco, CA . 94111-3023
Attn: John M. Sanger, Esq. ‘ . _

Space Above This Line for Recordec’s Usp only ' -

APL: Lots 62, BIock 0113
SPECIAL POWER OF ATTORNEY

1, Catherine S. Sanger,,hgreby constitute and appoint John M. -Sanger as my true and lawful attornéyflh-fact '
“("Agent") to act for me and in my name, place and stead to do any of the folfowing but only with respect to
transactions involving the Real Prapetty (as defined below); : : :

(@) - To ask, demand, sue for, recover,. collect and rereive each and every sutn of money, debfs, accounts,
. ifterests, dividends, annuities and.demands whatsoever now is or hereafter shall’ become due, owing or
- payable or belonging to or clalmed by me, and have, use and take any lawfyl ways and means, for the
recovery thereof by legal process, and to compromise and agree for the same, and grant terfninations,

refeases or other sufficient discharges for same; i} : s
(b) - To compromise any and all debts owing by me, and to convey, transfer, and/or assign any property of

- any kind or character belonging to me in satisfaction of any debtowlngby me; - N ,

(c) To bargain, contract, agree for, purchase, receve, and take lands, tenements, hereditaments and accept

, - the sefzure and possession of all lands; all deeds and other assurances in the law for same;- - '

- {d) To lease, demise, bargain, sell, temise, release, convey, martgage, and- convey in trust, any
. hypothiecated lands, tenements, and hereditements; upon such terms and conditions, and under such
covenants as my Agent shall determine as appropriate; o o

(e) = To exchange real or personal property for other real or personal property, and to execute and defiver the
necessary Instructions for transfer or conveyance to consummate such exchange; T

(f) . To-execube and deflver subordination agreements subordinating any lien, encumbrance or their tight'in
real or personal property to any other lien, encumbrance, or other right therein;’ B ' :

)] To bargain and agree for, buy, sell, mortgage, hypothecate, convey In trust or otherwlse, and in any and

' " every way and mander deal in and with personal property, guods, chooses In action and other property in
possesslon or I action, Including authority to utilize my eliglbility for VA Guaranty; and .

(h) o sign, seal; execute, deliver and acknowledge such deeds, covenants, leases, indentures, contracts,.

_ agreements, indemnity @greements, escrow instructions, mortgages, deeds of trust, hypothecations,

" assignments, bills, bonds, notes, recelpts, evidences of debts, releases and satisfactipns of mortgage,
judgments and other debts, reconveyances of deeds of trust, and such other instruments in writing, of
_whatever kind of nature, as may be reasonable, advisable, necessary, or proper with respect to the Real
Property or any transaction pertaining to the Real Propetty. L X S

EACH AND ALL OF THE POWERS GRANTED HEREIN SHALL BE EXERCISED BY MY AGENT ONLY AS TQ
 TRANSACTIONS INVOLVING THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED REAL PROPERTY (“Real Property”):

SEE EXHIBIT"A ™ A‘ITACHED HEREWITH AND MADE A PART HEREOF

o . o) I eThERBA  T7:17  TIBZ/EZ/E@
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Lp
I GIVE AND GRANT .to my Agent full power and authority to do and pedform all-and every act and thing

whatsoever requlsite, necessary or appropriate to be done involving the Real Property as fully ta all Intent and
purpdses as I might or could do if personally present, hereby expressly ratifying and conF irming :al! that my Agent
shall tawfully do or cause o be dune by wrtue of this grant of authorlty v

“This Spetial Power of Attorney will automahmlly terminate ninety -(50) days from the date of this Spedial Pawer

of Attorney as indicated below ("Termination Date"). @t you do not want thls spéclal Power af.utumey ta automatically
terminate, you must cross aut the foregoing senbzm:e and Inltial beside lt.)

1 understand and- agree that (a) any third party who receives a copy of this document may act Irf hellanoe on it;
and (b) that revocation of this Special Pewer of Attorney prior to the Temmination Date is not effective as to &

" third party until the third party has actual knowledge of the revocation. 1 agree ta indemnjfy the third party for

any deims that arise against the third party because of rellarice on this Special Power of Attorney. I
UNDERSTAND AND AGREE THAT THIS DOCUMENT MAY BE RECORDED IN-THE PUBLIC RECORDS
FOR REAL PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS AND IF IT IS RECORDED, 1 UNDERSTAND THAT 1O

" REVOCATION.

EFFECTIVELY REVOKE PRIOR TO THE TERMINATION DATE WILL REQUIRE THAT I RECORD THE

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOU CONSULT LEGAL COUNSEL

_ -BEFORE EXECUTING THIS DOCUMENT.

oates: 8- Z3 1]
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STATE QF &&ﬁmﬁw )SS
@E@@w

COUNTY OF L |
>On /4ZW’ J 5 M / / ,‘befopg m /%{ ﬁ% _ . » Notary
Publu:, pcf'sonal}y appeared :

, who proved to me on the bas;s of satlsfa:tory ewdence to

be the person(sy whose namc(s)-u/w subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged t¢ me that .
. hefsheftbey executed the same in n Ale/her/their authorized capacity(iza), and that by bisfher/thetsignature(ey on
the Instrurment the person(a), or the entity upon behaif of whuch the person(s}-acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERIURY under the laws of the State of Caﬂfurnla that the foregnlng paragraph is
true and cofrect. .

WITNI_ESS my hand and officlal seal.

PR BELLA ASKNAZ] I
G Couu, ¥ 1874070 n
T

Slgnature B N 5wk pUalc-OLFGRA

. ? i CouhuExv o, au :
My Comm[ss!on Explres: MM { {’ “This area for officis/ notarial seal

Notary Notary - - ' .
Name: M&lﬂt/@m Phone: ";/f”ﬁ/fj-’?jaﬁ
Notary Régl County of Pripgipal Place of
Number! ‘?Idg 3‘94/ 2 95(7 ‘ © Business: é@kf

o ’ : L drrome TreTr  TTO7 /ET /EG



Exhibit A to Special Power ofAtmmcy .

- An undivided 22.5% interest as tenént tn common to:

“Real property in the City and County of San Franclsco, State.of Californla, described as follows: - -

Beginning at a point on the easterly {ing of Cathoun Terrace, distant therson 68 fest 9.inches goutheny )

from the southerly line of Union Street; running thence southerly and along said line of Calhoun Tetrace,
45 feet 10 inches; thence at a right angle easlerly 91 feet 8 inches; thence at a right angle northerly 45

fest 10 inches; thence at a right angls westerly 91 feet 8 Inches to the point of beginning.

Beiﬁg part-of 50 Vara Block No, {87 in Biock'No: 45 -~ +

Assessor's Block 113, Lot62

HADOCWELSMITE AL VCalhen T TS Fope g Exhlud A 1 Spetlal Mwet ofAnamorsot he 1 - ’ NZanuiF I PM




- FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPARY
HEREBY.CERT\F\ES HAT THIS IS A TRUE AND
CORRECT COPY OF JHE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT

RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND o T :
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: . BY. ' -
' : ' RECORDED:__ D, =L

' SANGER&OLSON - gmEsho: 201X 2460155

" '576 Sacramento St., 7th Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111-3023
Attention: John M. Sanger; Esq.

© (Spece Above This Line for Recorder's Use)
L Assessor 5 Block OI'13, Lots 40, 62, 63

AGREEMENT GRANTING AND ACCEPTTNG FAQEMF NT
‘ 1111-117] Sansome Street .

This Agreement Grantmg Easement ("Agreement") is made as of August ,Z{i 2011 by
~ VINTON CORPORATION, a California corporation, and KUNHING Corporation, a California
corporation, each as to an undivided one-half interest ("Grantor"), in favor of JOHN M. SANGER,
Trustes, Declaration of John M. Sanger Trust utd 10-24-03 and CATHERINE S SANGER, as co-
_ tenants (“‘Grantce 17) and JOBN M. SANGER, Trustee, Declaration of Iohn M. Sanger Trus[ utd
19 24 03 (“Grantee 2"), (- cellccﬂvelyteg;eﬂaeri(kantec")— _

RECITALS

_ This Agrecment is made and cntered into upon the basis of thc followmcr facts,
undcrstandmgs and intentions of the pamcs hcrcto

A. Grantor is the owger of certain real property situated in.the City and’ County of
San Francisco, Califomnia, and more pa.rtlcularly descnbed in Exhibit A auached hereto (the
“Servient Tenement") )

' B. Grantee 1 is rhe owner of certain real property situated j in the (‘ ity and C011nty of
San Fram:xsco Californin, and more particular described in Exhibit B attached hereto and
~ Grantee 2 is the owner of certain real property situated in the City and County of San Francisco,
California, and also more particularly described in Exhibit B attached hercto. Together the two
properties shall be known herein as the Dominant Tenement.

C. Grantee desxres to obtain, and Grantor is willing to grant to Grantee, and itg
suceessors and assigns, an easemment in, to, over and across that part of the Servient Tenement
-defined below as the Easement Area, as more specifically set forth herein, for the purpose of
prescrving and protecting the Easement Area in'its current nndeveloped and geologically and
- geophysically unchanged state with its existing vegetation undisturbed except by acis of God or
natural causcs outside the control of Grantar in order to preserve light, air, views and geologx cal
stabxhty for the boncﬁt of the Dominant Tenement. .

AGREEMENT
NOW, THEREFORE, in conmderanon of the forcgmng Récitals and the cavenants and _

: agreements of the parties herein contained, and other valuable consideration, the reeelpt and .
ssufficiency of 'which are hereby ack.nowledged the parties agrec as follows

l. Effectlve Date. The effective date of this Agreement (“Effccuve Daxc") shall be
the date of recordation hereof.

COreumn i Sentagshiyy Hrouo e doanmtslren. S Emcvail e b 16 Lo - 1- . ol . CA)| SABeE 1133 DM
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2. Gyant of Easement. Grantor hereby grants in perpetuity to Grantee, and Grantee
hereby accepts, the following open space and non-building easement ("Easement™) over that
portion of the Servient Tenement depicted in Exhibit C as “parce] B (the *'Easement Area™)
appurtenant to and for the benefit of the Dominant Tenement, together with the right and
obligation to preserve and protect in-perpetuity the Easement Afea in jts existing condition as

. vegetated and undeveloped open space without any structure of any kind thercon exgcept for a

boundary fence along Sansome Street and to preserve the natural character, use, gealogical and
geophysical characteristics and utility of the Easement Arca in furthcrance of Grantec’s intcrest

i1 the Easement Area for its provision of light and air. geological stability, and landscaped scenic

and otfier valbes contiibutory (0 and supportive of the stability and character and use of the
Dominant Tenement, The purpose of the Easement is to enable the Easement Area {o remain in

its existing natural and open State (relatively unchanged since the original quarrying/of the arca

years ago) and relatively gcol'ogically stable condition enhanced by existing vegetation
undistorbed by man-made intrusions in the form of infrastructure. grading. excavation or
application of unnatural water flows existing such as might cause instability or loss of such

‘values, Grantee's rights under this Agreement <hall include the right to (i) enter on,inspect,

observe and study the Easement Area for the purp'oscs of identifying the baseline candition
'thercofT(iif)ftcrmeﬂ—ito—Hher‘uses,of;the,Eascmcm Area to determine whether:they are consistent

with the Easernent, (jii) t© prevent any activity o, use or development of the Easement Area that
is incansistent with the purpose of the Easement, and (iv) to restore vegetation lost pver time.

3. Prohibited Uses. Any activity on, use of development of the Easemfenf Axea that
is inconsistent with the purpose of the Easement, including but not limited to any excavation or .

* grading or the erection of any building, billboard, radio or telephone towers, signs, or any other
- physical structure or the removal of vegetation which is not dead or diseased, all of which are
. prohibited. : - oo .

4 Current Conditions: Grantee acknowledges by acceptance of this ﬁasement that
the present uses of the Easement Area are compatible with the purposes of the Easement.

5 Crantor’s Rights; Grantee’s Rights and Responsibilities: Natwithstandirng -
anything in this Agreement to the contraty, Guantor and ifs successors and assigns shall have the
right to maintain and preserve the Easement Area as open space, including the rightto routinely
maintain any existing or newly planted trees, shrubs, plants or other vegetation and 10'take
measures not involving any excavation, shoring or construction forcontrol landslides-or rockfalls

by minimal intrusion consistent with the purpose of the Easement. Grantee shall have the right

and, at the request of Grantor shall accept the responsibility to maintain the Easement Area by

the nécessary removal of dead vegetation and the reasonable restoration of the same as may

generally be deemed necessary and desirable by Grantee, with the right to assign such
responsibility to any not-for-profit organization formed for the purpose of conserving hillside

. property in the general area.

6. Relinquishment of Development Rights: Grantor relinguishes all development
rights that are inqonsistént with the purpose of the Easement or the terins of this Agresment.

7. Grantee’s Remediés: If Grantee determines that Grantor is in violation of the
terms of this Easement or that a violation is threatened, Grantee shall give written potice [0

el aad !ﬂm;(\lily')dyDu.umm»\bnmluﬁ\ﬂpu.\..!pa:.Eumﬂ-Fni.LlS-Ilp«.h "2" o ﬂ!l‘lS?MIvi-_\‘.' Lo,
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Grantor of such violation and demand corrective action sufficient to cure the v1olat10n including
but not limited to the restoration of the Easernent Area so injured. If Grantor fails 10 cure the
violation within 30 days after receipt of the notice thereof from Grantee, Grantee may bring an
_action at law ot in cquny in a court of competent jurisdiction to enforce the terms of, this .
Agreement, to enjoin the violation by temporary or permanent injunction, ta Iecover any
damages for which it may be entitled for violation of the terms of this Agreement. and to require -
the restoration o the Easement Area to the condiiion that existed prior (o any such injury.
Grantee's rights under this paragraph apply equally in the event of either dctwal or threatened

. violations of the terms of this Agreement, and Grantor agrees that Grantee's remedies at law for
any violation of the terms of this Agreement are inadequate and that Grantee shail be entitled to
the injunctive relief described in this paragraph, both prohibitory and mandatory, inaddition to
such other relief to which Grantce may be entitled, including specific performance of the terms
of this Agreement, withput the necessity of proving either actual damages or the madequacy of
otherwise available legal remedies. Grantee's remedies under this paragraph shall be cumulati ve
and shall be in addition to all remedies. nOw or hereafter existing at law or in eqmty

8.  Costsof Enforcement Any costs mcuned by Grantce in enforcmg the torms of

this Agreement against Grantor, including without limitation any costs or restoration necessitated

by Gragtor's viclation of the terims of this Agreemnent, shall be bome by Grantor. If either
Grantor of Grantee brings an action or proceeding against'the other party.by reason’ of the brezch
ar alleged vnolauon of any covenant, term, of obljgation hereof, or for the cnforccmt:nt or
‘interpretation of any provision of this Agreement, or otherwise arising out of this Agrcement the
prevailing party in such action or proceeding shall be entitled to its raasonable attomeys fces
and costs end the expenses of such actxon X
9... " Grantee’s stcretlon Enforcement of the terms of this Agreement shall bc at
the discretion of Grantee, and any. forbearance by Grantee to exercise its rights under this
Agreement in the event of any breach of any term of this Agreement by Grantor shall not be
deemed or construed 1o be a waiver by Grantee of such term or of any subscquent breach of the
same or any other term of this Agrecme_nt or of any of Grantee’s rights under this Agreement.
No delay or omission by Grantee in the exercise of any right or remedy on any bredch by Grantor
shall i lmpalr such right or remedy or be construed as a waiver.

L 10.  Future Conveyance: Grantor agrees that reference to this Agrccment will be
. 'mAdc in any subsequent deed or other legal instrument by means of which Grantor conveys any
mtcrcst in the Property (mcludmg but not fimited to any leaschold mtcrcst) :

_ _ 11. Indemnification. Gramec hereby agwcs 0 indempify, hold harmlcss and
defend Grantor agalnst any habxhly claims, losses or damages for injury to persons or damage to
property caused in any way in connection with the Easement, except to the extent such liability,

~ claims, losses or damages arise o result from the negligence or willful misconduct of Grantor,
~ its agents or employees.

.12, Miscellaneous. This instrument shall be interpreted as & whole, not strictly for or

agamst cither party hereto, in order to effectuate the intent of the parties to create the privileges
and other rights described harem Tbc capLIons preceding the text of each section are included

ety wel Sevtsrs My DovmbntiDnonioniuen_Spuic, Exverami Fian_Kel3-1 [otm -3- ' ‘ . oMISR01 12T 7




only for the convenience of reference and shal] be dlsregarded in the construction and
interpretation of this Agreement.

(a) Govermug Law of this Agrecment. Thls A greement shall be govcmcd
by and constmed in accordance with the laws of the State of Cahfomla

(b) Liberixl Cunstructinn: This Agreement shall be liberally construed in
favor of the grant 1o effect the purpose of the Easement to preserve the Edserient Arca as
undeveloped open space, notwnhstandmu any uenczal rule of construction to the comrary

(c) Counterparts- Thzs Agreement may be executed in any one or more
counterpartsand all so executed shall constitute one and-the sarne instrument. Any 51g11aturc
page on any counferpart hereof may be detached from and added to any other countcrpaﬂ
1dcm1cal in form hiereto. :

{d) Severability. If any. prows\on of this Aglecmem is held to be lnvahd
void, or otherwise unenforceable by any court of competent jurisdiction, such fact or‘action shall
in no way affect the validity and enfoiceability of any other p1ov151ous of this Agreement

() Entire Agreement, Amendment. This Agreement constltutes the entire
agreement and understanding of the parties with respect 1o the subject matter herein, and all prior
and conremporaneous agreements, representations and understanding of the parties, oral or

written, are superseded by and merged into this Agreement. This Agreﬂmem may be'amended -

only itt writing executed by the parties hereto or their respective successors in mtare_s_L

(£) Bixiding Effect. This Agreement shall run with the land and bé‘binding
on and shall jnure to the benefit of the heirs, executors, adnumstramrs SUCCESSOrs and assigns of
- Grantor and Gr&ntee

IN WIT\JESS WHEREOQF, thc partxcs havc executed this Agreemcnt as of the day and
year first above written.

GRANTOR

VINTON CORPORATION
a Caltfornia gorporation

' . By: ' mg)
* Name: Vitcent T.C. Tai
Iis: President

By:

Namer Lily Gin
Its: Secretary

[SIGNATURES CONTINUED ON NEXT PAQE]
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-

only for the convenience of teference and ghall ba disregarded in thc construction and
: unerpreLauon of this Agreement.

_ (a) Governmg Law of this AgreemenL This Agreement shall b:: govcmcd
' rby and construed in accordance with the laws of the State of California.

‘ ‘ (b) leeral Construction: This Agresment shall be lxbelally constmcd in
 favor of the grant to effect the purpose of the Easement 1o preserve the Easement Area as
undeve!oped open sp&cc, notwithstanding any gencral 1ule of copstruction to the cont_rary

() Counterparts “Thisg Agreemem may be executed in any onc ag more
. counterparts’ and all s0 executed shall constitute one and the same instrumeny. Any Sigmature
page on any counterpart hereof may be dctachcd from and added to any other coumerpaxt
identical in form hereto. v .

T () Severab:hty If any provision of this Agreement is held to bc invalid,
void, or otherwise unenforceable by any court of cornpetent jurisdiction, such fact of action shall

inno way affect the val:duy and cnfOI'CeabllltV aof &nyjﬂchptm'lsans of this Agreement.

(&) Enure Agreement Amendment This Agreement con;ntu&ee the entire
agrecmcm ald understanding of the parties with respect o the subject matter herein, and all prior
and contemporaneous agreements, repiesentations and understanding of the parties, oral or
written, are superseded by and merged into this Agreement. This Agreement may bé amended
only in writing executed by the parncs hereto or their rcspecuve successars in mtercst

€3] Bmdmg Effect. This Agrecment shall run with the land-and be binding
* on and shall inure to the benefit of the heus executors, administrators, successars and assigns of
Grantor agd Grantee. :

IN WIT NESS WHEREOF, the patties have executed this Agrccmenf as of the day and
year first above wrmen S

GRANTOR

VINTON CORPORATION
a California corporation

By: .
Name: Vincent T.C. Tai
Its: President

By WMEHn U\u»\
Name: Lily Gin Chan A
Its: Sccretary .

 [SIGNATURES CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE]
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KUNHING CORPORATION

o o ‘ 8 California cgrpmatlon
- : Name deéntTC Tal
Its: President

By:
Name: Lily Gin

Its; Secreuary

GRANTEW' .

John M

‘By: C
Natne: ffﬁthennegﬁ' Wﬁmﬂﬁcg

By:
Name TohnM Aanger, T/ Ekogggmﬂﬁ—‘*x
IolmM San rust utd 1 —74~03
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" KUNHING CORPORATION
a California corporation

. By
Name: VmcentTC Tal
Its: President

o | By \AMy /w\b\vw\
: . Name Lily Gin Chan ,
Its; Secretary

. - o GRANTEE,

Name: ohd M. Sanper, TSk e-laratxcm of
. {Sansa 2t utd }9-24-03
By:/ , y : .
. Name: : 74, ¥ her attorTrey-in-fact,

By: . . ‘
Name: John M, ‘gﬂnger(:]m?fée lﬁ'erxl rtorof—
 John M, Sanger, Tru$t utd 10- 24-03

€ mel Saioglilf by PirsmcatravrtratOnem, Srt_EamanFad SdS1tdiem  ~ 3% : b (350 0N




EXHIBIT A .

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE SERVIENT TENEMENT

Lot 40 (Grantor’s Property) -

The land situated in the City and Coun'ty'(f)'f ?an Franciséo, State of California! described as
' ollows: . . Co

COMMENCING at a point on-the westerly line of Sarisome Street, distant thereon 91 feet
8 inches northerly from the northerly line of Green Street; running thence northerly along
said line of Sansome Street 68 feet, 9 inches; thence at a right angle westerly 183 feet, -

4 inches to the easterxly line of Camnun*Ten'a’Qe;*then'cea'tﬂfrightfanglefsoutherlyfalgng,said'

line of Calhoun Terrace 68 feet ,9 inches; thence at a right angle easterly 183 feet, 4 inches
to the westerly line of Sansome Street and the point of commencement. .

- BRING a portion of 50 VARA BLOCK NO. 187, INBLOCK NO. 45.

Asgessor's Block 113, Lot 40

C\ptamensts ad Sll\iltl\lﬂy\“y‘MIBqu—nlhﬂ‘lﬁn}pu_lnln-ﬂ—Ml:l\h“ duily ' . orn 0l S
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. EXHIBIT B
LEGAL DECRIPTION OF DOMINANT TENEMENT

Lots 62 and 63 (Grantt_:cs Properties)

“The land rcfemzd to herein is 51tuatcd in the, State of Cahfomra City and Pouuty of San
Francisco, and is described as follows: ,

- BEGINNING at a point on the easterly line of Calhoun Terrace, distant thereon 68 feet 9 inches
sontherly from the southelly line of Union Street; running thence southerly and along said line of

- Calhoun Terrace 45 feet 10 inches; thence at a right angle easterly 91 feet 8 inches; thence at a
right angle northerly 45 feet 10 mches thence at a nght angle westerly D1 feet 8 mches to the
point of beginning, .

BE’I’N’(%pm‘rbf*S’OJ\'/’ara*B’lUdrNb. 187 i Block No 45—

Assessar's Block 113, Lot 62

BEGINN]_NG ata pomt on the westerly Jine of Sansume Stree, d:stant thereon 68" fﬁet 9 inches

- . southerly from the southerly line of Unjon Street; mnning thence southerly and alorig said line of

Sansome Streeg 45 feet 10 inches: thence at a rxght angte westerly 91 feet 8 inches; thence at 2
right angle northerly 45 feet 10 mches thence at a nght angle easterly 91 feet § mches to the
point of bbgmmng ’ .

BEING- paxt of 50 Vara Block No. 187 ia Block No. 45..

Asscssor, ¢ Block 113, Lot 63




The Easement Area Consists of that Portion of Grantor s Property shown 1] Parcel B Per
Proposed Tentative Subdivision Map of Grantor 5 Property ag Shown Below Whether or

Not Subdivxded
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STATE OF HAWAIL )
o S ©j ss.
~ CITY & COUNTY OF HONOLULU )

Vet e g personally known to me ~ OR ~ & proved to me on the basis of -
satisfactory evidence, who, being by me duly sworn or affirmed, did say that such person
executed the foregoing instrument as sucli person’s frée act and deed, Witness my hand and
official seal. - ' ' '

. i m . . . ' } ) * ]
On this the . I ‘day of Auguer , 2011, bcf()?e persondlly appeared
p

oL T he,,

c““-.‘ P\A D/l?""'r' ‘ . : . ’

NOTARY
PUBLIC

Printed/Namt! _.NEDY PiA DIRECTO
* Notary Public, State of Hawaii

My Commission Expiyes: /1 7/'f )

+ 9
\

YN

_‘-: No. 10-3ag _,.-"

’
+
‘
¢
L

v .
gt

473 Ok HR“W»‘ :

NOTARY :CERTIFICATiON )

(Hawaii Administrative Rule § 5<11-8)

Document Identification or Description : 1’4‘7““""70"" t Graatig ek

Aeecptin v Faveread—

Dapa of Document: LA Dare __ No. of Pages: /[ :
First  ~ Circuit '
(Iurr'ls_dicliun D‘( notarial gct) ) - ‘:{ ' \?' \AAD’ /* ; ; -
. S SRS
s - 57 NoTary RO
- /kzcﬁ/fﬂé-—— fwi Pustc : %
=1 o - % B S
. S‘@DAtUre G‘I'Nota:y ' = % Mo. 10-369 .'_,.-‘ 3
» ‘ - . S "',‘9).:"1--._ ' \\ ,-‘:
.NED‘\? FIA DIRECTO | : 8 O st
Type or Print Name of Notary reanaat?t
» S/eelin .
Date of Notary Certificate _ . (Dfficial Stamp or Seal)




. STATE OF CALIFORNIA

y
COUNTY OF @MFF@“WG : Yy )

"On A\A cm"f\’ [q , 201\, before me, q 4 2S \‘\'Q-' ‘ .
Notary Publlic, personally appeared_L i‘g; Gz S rdeuy ol Viadon (org. . who
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory cvidence w be the person(s) whose name(y) is/ar€ -
cubscribed to the within instroment and acknowledged to me that hefshe/(h€y executed the some
in hjé/her/their authorized capacity(igs}, and that by higfher/thglr signaturef§) on the instrument
the person(s, or the entity upon behalf of which the persontf) acted, executed the instrument.

I ccIﬁfyTndﬁPENA’ETY’@FPERjHRYﬂrrd'crfhﬁlﬁ\_t'fof*&)e*S’mwoﬁ@&ﬁferﬂiafﬂi—atﬂié
forepoing parapragh is true and coirect. : : o

JAMES HE 2
%)  COMM. #:1785293 0
S5 1) NOTARY PUBLIC - CALIFORNIA

A7) SAN FRANCESCO COUNTY
COMIA EXPIRES DEC. 19, 26117

4

COUNTY OF _ 04 N TANCIS L0 )
On A\M\\LS"" \q , 204\, before me, Qjﬂbﬂ Q}J‘\'Q . .
Notary Public, personally appeared_L fuGiallagn, Seerelarg of Y.'uvqh,\ﬁq Cb g, who
proved 10 me on the bdasis of satisfactory evidence to be the perso';i(é) whose name(g) is/me
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that helshe/the€y execiited the same
in l;y'rglhcr/t)péir authorized capacity(igs), and that by gié/her/thg‘/if'si gnaturef§) on the instrument
‘the person(}, or the entity upon behalf of which the persongd) acted, executed the instrument.

1 certif und;:r PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the ,

;

A QMM ¥ 1785213
8 T A5 NOTARY PUBLIC - GALFORNIA %
"-'= % SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY

D28 contts. EXPIRES DEC. 16, 20017
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CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE = ©
CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of California

County of ﬁa /WW

On W:ﬁ{i M#tﬁfore me, M /%&

(Here ins

. = -
perso\uﬂly appeared % }4/ m ‘ ' : .

]

who pro ved to me on the basis of satisfactory \'1dencb to be the pcrsou(ai’ Whosc name(sa‘ is/are” ;ubscrlbed to
{he within instrument and aclmowledged (o me that hc/sht/t;e—r execuied the same in hisdet/Geetr authorized
"cal:\acuyf,we) and that by his/ber/thsir SIgnamre@:r’r on the instrument the person(=); or the entity upon behalf of
which the pcxson(,?fﬁctcd executed the instrument ‘

I ¢emfy under PI\IALTY OF PER. }'URY under the laws of tha State of Catifornia that thé rorecoma paragraph
15 rue and correct.

oo

bk

“SELA AskATE
ODMMHBHU'IO é
4 ¢

’ WINESS“my Wand and official seal

M MKW - (Noary séan* ’ ?

S\zn*wra o{\lmnrj F nhhc

c
i bome y JAu 17, 204

a—" _ e : : S =— =
ADDITIONAL QPTIONAL ENFORJ\/IATION
. . _ INSTRUCTIONS TOR COMPLETING THIS FORM'
- - - . Am pclmowlsdgment complzied in Colifornia must ‘cotilans vorbiuge L'JUL{J)' a5’
DESCRIPTION OF THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT appentt skavk in the halary Seclivh or A szparate ackwswledgmens form o, ba

properly complerod and atiached 10 ihat. document The only exceprion Is if 2

WW @M s M ~ documan iv to ba recorded cutside of Colifornio In weh indoncos ary: eMornotivg

ocknowlodgmes vorbiogs ax may bo prinfed on sich o documenf yo Jong ot the
(e or deseription of extached dochment) verkiage doct nof require the notary 1o do semcching that Is llega) for a oty b

#Wf‘; e g WW -Californte {1¢ cersifiing the authorrzed copacine of the signer) Pleas check the

_ (Tfuc or descrijffon af evnched dacument continued) docurient cartfully Jor proper notarial wording ond ‘."’“h s forn if tzquircd.

- » Sute and Cm)njll faformation must be whe Stete “'nd Coanty where e ducuntin
-
Numbszr 0”’33”5 é Document Dau_’_fi'/_.g__// " signer(s) persanally appeared bofars the notary public fot acknowledgmont - )

- ' ' . + Dute of nolorization must be the dite thot the smnr.r(;) parsonalty nppnre.d which
_ﬁdw_& @L@M-ﬁ'& / < . musiglsa be the ssme dude the "DL'\DWIEG;IHCI‘II is completed
{(Addiiiona) information) - : ) ¢« Thx notary pubh: raust print his or her raime o it appears within his or her

commission Joilowed y a egmme and then your lide (notery public)
« Print the neme(y) af docupsent signer(s) who personally appeor 8l the trre of

nmarization
CAPACITY CLAIMED BY THE SIGNER x néicaie the comect singuler or wlural formns by crossing ofT incorreet fnrm; (ie
.. . . ) La/ghefhayy 1§ fema Yor cun:lms the carrec! forms [Faijure 1o uorreatly mdnc:lc ihig
O Individual (s) information may lead 1o rejaciion of document recording - :
o Corporate Officer I + Thz notery seal. impression must be cléar 2nd’ photographically rupma’ucxbl:
: : ' Tmpression must not eover 1ext of dines I seal impression smudges, re-scal if a
(Tide) : sufficien! area prmi, uth=rwise complete 3 different atknosledgment form » i
O Partner(s) . gzﬂﬁ;‘:;’o;":ti potary public mugl malch the gignatare a File tyith the office of
- 0O, Anomey-in-Fact ' . & . Additiona! informefion is nof required'bu could help w0 ensurs this
Trustes(s) . ‘ : acknoeiedgmenl is ot misused or atached 1o ¢ different docomant
O Other ‘ ’ v ladieata (il or type of anachad dm:umznl. number of pages and delz

< Indicms the capacity claimed by thé sigher [f-the claimed capaciy is 3 i
corparalz offioer, indlcxie the title (i ¢ CEO, CFO, Secresary) ]

« Securelv anaeh this document fo thé signed document -

200K Version CAPA vi2 10 07 000-873-9B63 wivw Notav(Classes-com



. CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE .
CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT

State of California

Couniy of S FZM Et 22

.Oﬂ MMW me, M

(Here insert ntode and #0¢ of the officer) v

persofially appeared j;/lbh A fﬂ%@@z/ : L o ,

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the pexson(eyWhose name(gyis/aee subscrived 1o
the within instrument and acknowledgéd to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/aet/thetr avthorized
capacity(esT, and that by his/ber/their signarure(#)on the instrument the person¢eT, or the.endty upon behalf of

which the person(syacted, executed the jnstrument

I certify under PENA,LTY OF PERTURY under the laws of the State of Califoria that the foregoing peragraph

i5 true and corsect

e

[ DESCRIPTION OF THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Sianawyre nf WNotaey Public -

BELLA ASKINAT! 2
Coun. 4 1874070 ¢
HOTARY PUSLIC-CALIFDRIA V1

! FUSIN GooTY "
_ Mr Colow B, Jax, 47, X84
¢ {Nmary Seal) : T ‘

ADDITIONAL OPTIONAL INFORMATION

W

U [Tinapr description of anached documentf’ .
Tepg £ preess

(Tl or deserigfion of auagfcd document contipucd) o

Number of Pages 32 Document Dated ’/'ﬂ,‘// :
'gc.dspw’- S GW&’/ h -’

\

(Additiony! iafarmation)

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY THE SIGNER :
O Individual () .
O Corporate Officer

(Tivle)
O  Partner(s) DT ‘
: Atterncy-in-Fact < Wm& vl
O Trostee(sy - = ez

D Other

Ay ccknowledgaem camplered In Califorria must conlain verbidge esootly of
appeart above 7 the roiery séction or a separale acknereledemprt forns must be
properly completed pnd altached 15 thal documsnr The only eiceprion 15 if @
docurne ix fp be recorded ovisida of California i suek: ingtemees, avy: allerncnve
acknoeledgment varbiags as moy be printad on wick o dotumenl so long as he
verbiage doey not ragulre she nokary 1o do somicthing Ihat is ilegol for a nolary in
Caiifgruia (1 ¢ cartifiing the qutfariced capaciny of the signar). Pleass check the
dotument carsfully for proper motarlal wording and alidch this forin if reqnired

signer(t) p=resnally appeared before the natory publis for ackpowledgment.

 oolarization

Seeurely soach this document 160 the signed docuinent

0.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THIS FORM

Sufe and County information miust be the State ang County where the document

Date of notarization mus! be the date that the signer(s] pertonally nppearad whith
rriugt 2126 ba tha szme date the 2cknawlzdmnieat i complet=d

Ths potsry public must print bis or her name ag il 4ppears Within bic ov her
conmissian-followed by a comnm and then your tids (nomry public)

Print the name(s) of datument signer(s) \whe p.:_rpon;u(y appear it ibe tme of

Indicate the correct sinpular of phural farms by craseing ofF incorroct forms (i &
halcheley ia fuss ) of eireling the comeot forms Failute Lo sorvectly indicate this
informatind may fead Lo refection of docusiznt recarding .
The notsty stal impression must de eleag and. photographicelly raprodecible
Impression must nol cover (ext of lines I seel impression smudges, re-seal if 1
sufficicn! eres permits, otherwise complere a differeat acknawledgmest form
Signsture of the natery public must malch the pignatuts on fle with the office of
the caunhy clerk . S :

«  Addidonal information s not regiired ibut could Gelp to casure dvis
acknovfedgment is not misused or artachds o i different dotudent
Indicatz tide or rype of cusched docament, number of pagesend date
Inditate the capacity claimed by the sighar If tho claimed capacify: is 8
corparme ofieer, Indicae heditle (i e CEO, CFO, Sccrewyy)

a
.
@

‘a ethEcoa | T7 17

17107 /67 /68



. CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE
CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWLEDGMENT

ar i s e

. State of California . '
Cowtyof Sy flicteyre | S
i on W, LY betore me, Botle S yiny - Aorbober e
L {Here msen a1l afid He of the officer) & ) ‘
' pér-sonaHy appeaedﬁ@/z_&é%&&; _ » S .
who proved to.:he on the basis of satisfactory evidence ta be the person{sy ufhpse name(s) is/aze-suliseribed to
the within instrument and acknowledged 1o me that he/she/they executed the same in his/ber/their authorized

capacify(jesh, and that by histher/theit signaturc(ayon the instrument the person(s); ar the entity upon behalf of
which the person(e) acted, executed the instrument : ‘

TG STeCT s e

1 cartif)' under PENALTY OF PERTURY under the Jatvs of the State of California that the faregoing paragraph
is frue and comect, o o . ‘

!
._ T "é 6!

E : offieis B oui 1824070
_\\’ITI\ ESS my hand and offjcial seal. » . i m(':m i ) h
% | M( o2 by ) W Cou £on S 1, 214 ‘ ﬂ
> L MJ@ : o (‘N(i\t:r)' Seal Soer b b
Sienaturé of Nafary Public . . ‘

h o ADDITIONAL OPTIONAL INFORMATION _ :
i ' S ' " INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THJS FORM

}' ] Any ackmowledzmant completed in California sl corlain verbioge avacly s I

" DESCRIPTION OF THE ATTACHED DOCUMENT appoars obave in the nolary section gr o teparels ochrowledgment form nust be
- ) properiy completed ond gtleched. Yo thal docwmerr The only -sscophion s if p

i @ 2o, f ) iéz 2 ﬁ% documa;xl it do be recorded outtide uf California in swch gr:_mncm, eny pligrnosive l
- e acknorwlodgmani varbiage as may be prived ow such o documant so Jor, as the

(Title or description of atached document) . verhloge coes noy require the molary: l:l‘ do sumething that (s illggal for a rzgola:;, |
' - California (l.e cerfifiing ihe authorized capcing of the signes) Please chack ihe

. L 3
{Tile or deseripvon )!’x'ﬂch(::dﬁmcnl ;D)lliﬂl’ﬂd) documend carefillly for proper nolarial wordinz and avtach this farr Yrequired

T - " 2 A " State und County information st be the Staie and Counry where the document
Number of Pag‘-? ﬁoc‘”“ ent Daie.z&é._// ) signer(s) persoanlly appetred before the notary public for dcknowledgmany. -
A . 1 - > Dave of noiarization must be the due that the signar(s) pearsonally appeared which
i dBL v ey " must also be the same daie the ecknouwledgmiens s compleied .
- “(Addivonad informadisn) R ) s The nofary public must prnl his or her name ¢ it appeurs within iy or her

Cumn_n's;inn ‘Tollowved hy a comma and then yaur (ifle (notary publie)
Print he neme(s) of ducomant signcr(s) wha personally appeer ol e time of

.

. H— aslanzetion S
CAPACITY CLAIMED BY THE SIGNER .- . » Indiete the corract singuler or plural forms by ‘eroesing ofF incorreet forms (i ¢
0 Individual (S) o » he/sheth=yo is = Yor circling ihe corvecs fomsﬁFailure I correedy indicul; thig
e o . © Infarmation may lead 1o rejoction of document recording
0 Corporate Qfﬁoer " |7 - The nowry seal impression must be clear und; photagraphieally reproducible
.7 Impressian must nof cover taxd or 1nes If teal fmpression snudpes, resteal i a
(Tile} . : sufficient 3reg peimits, otherwise complete o difierent acksowladgment form

(3 Parmer(s) _Signamru of the notary public passt mafeh _\'hc signalure on flie with Gie ofet of

. the county cherk ) .
U Attorney-in-Fact . : w Additional information is wot, required but could Selp o ensure this
¥ Trustes(s) . . reknawledgment is not mizused or attached 10 @ difforcht documens
'u " Othep : ’ : “ Indicate drle or type of ansched documant, number of pages and date

* “ Indicate the cymtity claimed by the sigher If the ciaimed capscity is &

: eorparats officer, indiopte the dille (i« CBO, CFO, Batratzry)
v Securcly anach his documsni 10 ths signed document
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SAN FRANCISCO' | - Hil mmwpo;-
PLANNING DEPARTMENT cor, LU s
~3 “”‘PM i

= ol
o o o o == - 251650 Mission .
.September 27,2011 ) . _ ‘ R Fe h Ol(s)sro
: S ) T : - : ALY ‘r‘%ﬁanmsco
Supervisor Kim and e _ L Sy m‘h\mws 2479
Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk - S ' h & —73%5 ‘
_ E B ' . K L _e_eptlon
Board of Supervisors ) ) o o :"i:: = ;ﬂstiﬁ 58,6378
City and County of San Francisco ' 5 D
City Hall, Room 244 . _ - Qafax
. 1Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place - 115 558. 5409
San Franc1sco, CA 94102 N , o ' R - “Planning.
o ’ ' - o Information:
Re: : . Transm1tta1 of Planmng Case Number 2011.0710T ‘ : _ 415.558.6377

BF No. 11-0767: Amendments to the Mission Alcoholic Beverage SUD

Recommendatzon Approval wrth Modlflcahons

Dear Supemsor K1m and Ms. Calvﬂlo,

" On September 22, 2011, the San Francisco Planning Commission (héreinafter “Commission™)

conducted a duly noticed public hearings at a regularly seh_eduled'meeﬁng to consider the
proposed Ordinance under Board of Supervisors File Number 11-0767.

At the. September 227 hearing, ‘the Commission voted 7-0 to recommend approval with
modifications of the proposed Ordinance which would amend the Mission Alcoholic Beverage
Special Use Subdistrict to permit bowling alleys to serve alcoholic beverages in con]unctron with a

. full-service, large fast food, or small self-service restaurant that is integrated with the bowling
alley. At that hearing, the Commission requested that the proposal be amended to include an

. additional exception for single-screen movie theaters, allowing these theaters to serve beer and

/ wine. The Commission also recommended that the Ordinance be amended to refer to Planning-
Code Section 249.60, Whlch is where in the Code the Mission Alcohohc Beverage SUD is now -
referenced.

Supervisor, please advise the City Attorney at your earliest convenience if you wishto incorporate
the changes recommended by the Commission. The attached resolution and exhibit provides
more detail about- the Comimnission’s’ action. If you have any questmns or require further

_ information please do not hesrtate to contact me.-
. )

AnMarie Rodgers' -
Manager of Legislative Affairs -

Cc: . City Attorneys Cheryl Adams and Judith Boyajian -

Attachments (one copy of the followmg)f : Planning Comnﬁssibn Resolution No. 18446
Department Executive Summary

7www.sfplanniri\g.org_ ,. o '_ R | @
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ANFRANCESCO Lo |
LANN!NG DEPARTMENT

k')

1650 Mission St.
Sulie 400
. San Frangisco, -
Plannlng Commlssmn Resolutlon No. 18446 R 94103-2475
‘ HEARING DATE SEPTEMBER 22,2011 " ‘ » Beception:
: - 415.568.5378
Project. Name: Amendmentsto the Mission_Alcoholic Beverage SUD 4?%_55&5499
" Case Numnber: -2011.0710T [Board File No. 11-0767] ‘ : o o
Initiated by Supervisor Kim / Introduced June 21, 2011 . g‘?gr?;g%o i+
Staff Contact: ~ Sophie Hayward, Legislative Affairs . ' : #15.558 6377
 sophie.hayward@sfgov.org, 415-558-6372 : '
Reviewed by: AnMane Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs
. anmarie. rodgers@sfgov org, 415-558-6395 '
- Recommendation: Recommend Approval wrth Mmor Modlﬁcatmn

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT WITH A MODIFICATION A

PROPOSED ORDINANCE THAT WOULD AMEND SECTION 781.8 (NOW SECTION 249.60). OF
THE SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE TO PERMIT BOWLING ALLEYS IN THE MISSION
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE SPECIAL USE DISTRICT TO SERVE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES;

PREAMBLE : .
Whereas, on June 21, 2011, Supervisor Kim introduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of Supervisors -
(hereinafter ”Board”) File Number 11-0767 which would amend Planning Code Section 781.8 (now
'Planning Code Section 249.60, as amended August 4, 2011), the “Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use
District” ‘to -allow bowlmg alleys within the geographic boundaries of the Special Use District to-serve
alcoholic beverages along with any full-service, large fast-food, or small self-service restaurant that is-
‘functionally and/or physically integrated with the bowling alley; and ‘

~ Whereas, on September 22, 2011, the San Francisco Planning Commission (hereinafter ;’C'omrrlission”)
conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to cons1der the proposed. .
Ordinance; and .
4 .
~ Whereas, the proposed. zoning changes ‘have been determined not to be a project the Cahforma

.Enwromnental Quahty Act Sect10n 15378 and 15060(c)(3), and
Whereas, the Comnﬁssionhas heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing -
and has further considered written materials and oral testimony presented on behalf of the applicant,

Department staff, and other mterested parties; and :

Whereas, the all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Department as the custodian of
' records, at 1650 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Franasco, and

) N o Co . . . roe B
Whereas, the Commission has reviewed the proposed Ordinance; and

- www.sfplanning.org



Resolution No. 18446 - - '~ _CASENO. 2011;‘071_0
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011 ' . Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

MOVED, that the Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors recommends approval
of the proposed Ordinance with modifications and adopts the attached Draft Resolution to that effect.
The Commission recommends the following modifications:

o That the Ordinance be amended to provide an additional exceptlon for smgle -screen movie -

theaters; and

e That the Ordinance refer to, Planning Code Section 249.60 for the M1551on Alcohol Special Use -

District. The Code Section was moved from Section 781.8 to 249.60 with Ordmance 140-11, Board

File 2011-0482, that became effective on August 4, 2011.

'FINDINGS . »
Having reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, and having heard all testimony. and

ar‘gu_ments,, this Commission f]'_nds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The Planning Code currently prohlblts new estabhsh:nents or expanded existing establishments,
from distributing alcohol within the geographic area of the Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use

District (SUD), which'is bounded by Guerrero Street, San Jose Avenue, Randall Street, Mission Street,

" Cesar Chavez Street, Potrero Avenue and Fourteenth S’freet : .

2. Existing establishments that were in legal opera‘oon when the SUD was established may continte to

operate provided that they do not cease to operate for a period longer than thirty days and that they

neither expand the physmal area devoted to the sale of alcohol nor change the character of the
operahon

3. Currently, Planning Code Section 249.60 prov1des two excep’oons for the prohlblnon which are for -
bona flde restaurants and non—proﬁt theaters; :

4. The Commission believes that the proposed amendment is appropriate for thriving, neighborhoovd~
“serving commercial districts; )

5. The Commission believes that the proposed amendment to the existing Mission Alcoholic Beverage
SUD will facilitate the addition of businesses that provide recreation and entertainment in a manner
that is consistent with the neighborhood character and will not contribute to the deterioration of the
neighborhood; - ' '

6. The Commission nbtes. that although the proposed ordinance would permit bowling alleys to serve
alcohol, any change of use to a bowling alley would be sub]ect to neighborhood notification as
appllcable in the underlymg zoning district;

-7. The Commission recommends that the Board of Supemsors adopt the proposed Ordinance W1th a
minor technical amendment to change the Planning Code Section that will be amended from 781.8 to
Planning Code Section 249.60. :

s;m FRAHCISCG B ’ _ . -9
. ﬁEPmrmE.NT o :



Resolution No. 18446 - | B . " CASENO.2011.0710
Hearmg Date September 22, 2011 L * - - . Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

8. General Plan'Complia.tlce. The proposed Ordinance is consistent with the followi.n;c:,r ‘Objectives and
Policies of the General Plan: '

L COMMERCE & INDUSTRY- ELEMENT

. THE COMJVIERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN SETS FORTH"
OB]ECTIVES AND POLICIES THAT ADDRESS THE BROAD RANGE OF ECONOMIC
ACTIVITIES, FACILITIES, AND SUPPPORT SYSTEMS THAT CONSTITUE SAN FRANCISCO’S
EMPLOYMENT AND SERVICE BASE. -

GOALS : ‘ :

THE THREE GOALS OF THE COl\/ﬂ\/[ERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL
PLAN 'RELATE TO CONTINUED ECONOMIC VITALITY, SOCIAL EQUITY, AND
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY. -

'OBJECTIVE 6
MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN VIABLE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AREAS EASILY
ACCESSIBLE TO CITY RESIDENTS.

: POLICY 6.2° - . . . _
Promote " economically vital neighborhood commercial districts which foster small business :
enterprises and entrepreneurship and which are responsive to economic and technological
innovation in the marketplace and society. " '

POLICY 6. 10
Promote neighborhood commerc1al rev1tahza’aon, mcludmg community- based and - other
economic development efforts where feasible. :

The proposed Ordinance would preserve the intent of the Mission Alcoholic Beverage Speczul Use Dzstrzct
while permitting a specific business type to move into the geographic area of the SUD. The proposal would -
permit bowling alleys to serve alcohol only in the context of a restaurant that is functionally .and/or
physically integrated with the bowling alley. This stipulation would ensute that the serving of alcohol

- would be secondary to the primary entertainment and dining uses, and would minimize any disruptive

. nuisance to the surrounding' neighborhood. - The proposed Ordinance, will facilitate the addition of
businesses that provide recreation and entertainment in a manner that is consistent with the nezghborhood
character and that will not contﬂbute to the detenorahon of the neighborhood.

9. The proposed replacement project is consistent with the elght General Plan priority- pohc1es set forth
T . in Section 101.1 in that: ‘

A)' The ex15t1ng neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserved and: erthanced and future
opportunities for resident employment in and ownershlp of such busmesses will be
enhanced:. :

SAN FRANCISCD ' ' ' 3
PLARNING { Epmzﬂr ) . . . - t

~



Resolution No. 18446 - o ~  'CASENO.2011.0710

Hearing Date: September 22, 2011

B)

Q)

Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment.

The proposed Ordinance will encourage néighborhoodfservihg “retail uses and oppori—unities for.
employment in or ownership of such businesses by allowing bowling alleys to serve alcohol in
conjunction with restaurants.. The intent is to provide for economic growth that will support the

 neighborhood without causing the deteriovation of the neighborhood. The proposed Ordinance will

encourage and foster economic growth by helping to attract and retain customers.

The existing housing and neighbérhood character will be conserved and protected in
order to preserve the cultural and economic diversity of our neighborhoods: '

The. proposed amendment to allow restaurants in bowling alleys to serve alcohol is intended to
provide a means for appropriate businesses that combine recreation, entertainment, and to be
located within the Mission Alcoholic Beverages SUD. ~ The proposed Ordinance would not

negatively impact the existing housing and neighborhood character of the district.

The Ci;cy’s supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced:

The pro?osed Ordinance will have no adverse effect on the Ciiy’s supply of ajj‘ordablé housing.

SANFRANCISCO
G DEPRBRTMENT

PLABININ

D)

E)

n

G)

The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit sérvipe or overburdén our streets or

neighborhood parking:

The proposed Ordinance will not result vi,n commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or
overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking.

A diverse economic base will be maintained by protecting our-industrial and service
sectors from displacement due to commercial office development. And future
opportunities for resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced:

The proposed Ovrdinance would not adpersely affect the industrihl or service sectors or futui’e
opportunities for resident employment or ownership in these sectors. ‘ '

Thie City will achieve the greétest possible preparédnéss to protect againsfinjury and loss
‘of.life in an earthquake. - . :
Preparednesé against injury ‘and loss of life in an earthquake is .unaﬁ‘ected by the proposed

amendment. Any new construction or-alteration associated with a project would be executed in
compliance with all applicable construction and safety measures. '

That landmark and ‘historic buildings will be preserved:
Landmarks and historic buildings would be uﬁaﬁected by the proposed amendment. The fyroposed

amendment would not result in a physical impact to historic structures, and any proposed project”
would be reviewed under the Department’s existing preservation policies. -



Resolution No. 18446 _ | ,- | CASE NO. 2011.0710
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011 ' - Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment -

H) _Parks and open space and their access to sunhght and - Vlstas will be-protected from
development : : ‘ :

The City’s parks and open space and their access to sunlzght and vistas would be unaﬁkct&d by the
proposed amendment. : :

[ hereby certlfy that the Pla.nnmg Comrmssmn ADOPTED the foregomg Resolutxon on September 22,
2011. ,

Linda Avery -

<.

Commission Secretary

AYE_S: o, Antofﬁm', Berden;_Fong, Mlguel, Moore,- Olague, Sugaya;’
NAYS: .  None
ABSENT: None

ADOPTED:  September22, 2011

SAN. FRANGISCO : )
PLANNING DEBASTMENT ' . - -



SAN FRANCISCO o
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

.Exe’cutive Summary
Planning Code Text Change
HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 22, 2011

. 1650 Mission St. -

Suite 400

- San Francisco,

CA 94103-2479

Reception:
415.558.6378

Fax;
415.558.6409

Planning '

- Information:

415558.6377

Project Name: | . ' Amendments to the Mission Alcohol SUD -
Case Number: 2011.0710T [Board File No. 11-0767]
Initiated by: Supervisor Kim / Introduced June 21, 2011
Staff Contact: Sophie Hayward, Legislative.Affajrs
R soPhié hayward@sfgov.org, 415-558-6372
Reviewed by: AnMarie Rodgers, Manager Leglslahve Affairs
' _ anmarie. rodgers@sfgov org, 415-558-6395
Recommendation: ~ Recommend Approval with Minor Modification -
- PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT
The proposed Ordinance would amend 1 the | Mission-Alecoholic | Beverage -Special-Use-Subdistrict- (SUD)

Planning Code Section 781.8 (recently amended by Board File 2011-0482 to be renumbered as Planning
Code Section as 249.60) to permit bowling alleys to serve alcoholic beverages along with any full-service

. restaurant, large fast-food restaurant, or small self-service restaurant that i is mtegrated with the bowlmg ‘

alley

)}

The Way It [s Now:

The Mission Alcohol SUD, which was established in 1996, prohibits new establishments from distributing
~ including selling or serving — alcohol within the geographic area of the SUD, which is. bounded by
Guerrero-Street, San Jose Avenue, Randall Street, Mission Street, Cesar Chavez Street, Potrero Avenue

and Fourteenth Street. The SUD also prohibits the expansion of existing establishments that sell or serve -
alcohol. Establishments such as liquor stores or bars that were in. legal operahon prlor to the

_establishment of the' SUD may continue to operate with two specific caveats:

1. * An establishment may not cease to operate fora period longer than 30 days, If a business ceases

operations for any period longer than thirty days, the use will be considered abandoned; and

There may be no substantial change to the character of an existing business that sells alcohol,
including a physical expansion of the area devoted to the sale of alcohol, nor a change in the type
of retail liquor license under which the business operates.

Currer\tly, Plannmg Code Section 249.60 provides two specific excephons from the pI‘OhlblthI‘L bona fide
restaurants and non—proﬁt theaters (w1th live performers) may sell and/or serve alcoholic beverages

The Way It Would Be

The proposed Ordinance would add a third exceptron frorn the prohibition on sellmg or serving alcoholic

beverages within the Mission Alcohol SUD. If adopted, the proposed Ordinance would allow bowling

1 Oridarice 140-11, renumbering Planning Code Section 781.8 ds 249.60 became effective August 4, 2011. -

www.sfplanning.org



Exedutive Summary : - . ' ‘ 'CASE NO. 2011.0167T
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011 ' g Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

|

| alleys to serve alcoholic beverages along with a full service restaurant that is integrated within the

bowling alley. ‘
REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

The proposed Ordinance is before the Commission so that it may rqcomrhend adoption, rejection, or
adoption with modificationsto the Board of Supervisors. ‘

RECOMMENDATION

The Department recommends thaf the Commission recommend approval with mbdifications of the
proposed Ordinance and adopt the attached. Draft Resolution to that effect. The modification
" recommended by the Department is minor and is technical in nature: : : :

« Refer to Planning Code Section 249.60 for the Mission Alcohol Speéial Use District. - The Code
Section was moved from Section 78158 to 249.60 with Ordinance 140-11, Board File 2011‘—0482,
that became efféctive on Aw_.lgust,ll, 2011. - : -

BASIS FOR RECOMMENDATION |
The Mission Alcohol Spécial Use Distriét was created in 1996 as a way to combat problems within the
geographic area that included loitering, littering, drug trafficking, prostitution, public drunkenness,
defacement, pedestrian obstructions, and traffic circulation, parking, and noise problems on public .
streets. I ' -

The propolsed Ordinance would preserve the intent of the ‘Speéiai Use District, while permitting a specific -
business type to move into the geographic area of the SUD. The proposal would permit bowling alleys to
serve alcohol only in the context of a restaurant that is functionally and/or physically integrated with the
bowling alley.  This stipulation would ensure that the serving of alcohol would be secondary to the .
primary entertainment and dining uses, and-would minimize any disruptive nuisance to the surrounding
‘neighborhood. - » ' '

The Department believes that the proposed amendment to. the existing Mission Alcohol SUD will
facilitate' the addition of businesses that provide. recreation and en’éerta_inment‘ in a manner that is
consistent with the neighborhood character and will not contribute to the deterioration of the
neighborhood. Although the proposed Ordinance would permit bowling alleys to serve alcohol as-of-
right, any change of use to a bowling alley that includes a restaurant would be subject to neighborhood
notification as applicable in the underlying zoning district as well as the licensing requireiments set forth
in State Law. : ‘ :

" The Mission Alcohol SUD was the first and most restrictive of.the five established Alcohol Special Use
" Districts identified in the Planning Code, and is the only Alcohol SUD that provides no means of-
transferring liquor licenses from one location to another within the SUD, nor does it provide a means to
add conditions of approval to existing establishments that are permitted to sell and serve alcohol? The

2 There are five additional Alcohol Special Use Districts established in the Plam\ing Code: the 3™ Street Alcohol 5UD (Planning
: Code Section 249.62, established in 2003), the Haight Street Alcohol SUD (Planning Code 781.9, established in 1999), the Divisaderg -

SAN FRANCISCO . . ) ) 2
PLANNING DEPARTMENT . '



Executive Summary ‘_ . v ‘ ‘ - CASE NO. 201.1..0'167T
Hearing Date: Septemberzz 2011 . : - Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

. Department Would encourage an expanded effort in the future to consider a more broad review of the
controls in the Mission Alcohol Special Use District in order to make the specific controls more consistent
with other Alcohol SUDs and to more effectively monitor and condition existing businesses that sell
alcohol within the district. - While the proposed Ordinance is minor in scope, the Department would
encourage an effort to conduct further outreach and to consider broader changes in the future ' -

The Department’ s proposed modification is minor. On August 4, 2011 (after the proposed Ordinance was -
introduced by Supervisor Kim), Planning Code Section 781.8, which defined the Mission Alcohol Special
Use District, was moved from Article 7 to Article 2 of the Planning Code, The Mission Alcohol Spec1a1 ’
"Use Dlstrlct is now described, defined, and outlined in Planrung Code Section 249.60.

_ In sum, the Departrnent supports the proposed Ordinance to permit bowling alleys to serve alcohol,
provided the alcohol is served as part of a full-service, large fast-food, or a small self-service restaurant .
that is functlonally and/ or physically mtegrated with the bowhng alley:

_ ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW : : :
The proposal to amend Planning Code Section 781:8 (now Section 249. 60) is not consrdered a pro]ect

under CEQA Guidelines Section 15378,,and was issued an exempttonbasednn CEQA Sectron 15060(c)(3)
on Iuly 7, 2011 : :

PUBLIC COMMENT

The Planning Department received one letter regardmg the proposed Ordinance. The letter was from
George Rush, an attorney representing the owners of the Roxie Movie Theater, requesting that an
additional exception be included in the proposed Ordinance to allow single-screen movre theaters to sell
alcohol within the Mission Alcoholic Beverages Subdistrict. The letter was received by Staff three days
prior to distribution of case reports; therefore, the Department does not feel that there has been sufficient
‘internal review of the request to make a recommendation to the Planning Commission at this time.
However, the letter has been included in your packets and the Plarlrung Comnussron may opt to include a
recommendatlon on the Teqtiest in 1ts resolution that is transmitted to the Board of Supervisors for its

review. _
RECOMMENDATION: Recommendation of Approval with Modifications
Attachments: _

Exhibit A: Draft Planning Commission Resolution

ExhibitB: - Board of Supervisors File No. 11-0767 ,

Exhibit C: Letter from the Law Office of George M Rush, dated September 1,2011

Street Alcohol SUD (Planning Code Section 783, estabhshed in 2004), the Lower Haight Alcohol S5UD (Planning Code Secuon 784,
established in 2007), and the Excelsior Alcohol SUD (Planning Code Section 785, established in 2008)

SAN FRANCISCO o ] : . 3
-PLANNING DEPAFITMENT - . .




To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:

Sub]ect Golden Gate Park - Current Proposals )

From: * dianariver <dianariver@aol.com>
To: dianariver@aol.com '
Cc: info@MichelaForMayor.com, web@davidchiuformayor.com, lnfo@bevanduﬁy com,

info@herreraformayor.com, info@resetsanfrancsico.org, Adrianna@mayorediee.com,
emilelawrence@ijuno.com, sfoceanedge@earthlink.net, adachiformayor@gmail.com,
john@avalosformayor.com, staff@terryjoanbaum.com, tony@tonyhallsf.com,
Joanna@ijoinjoanna.com, info@lelandyee.com, Ascarrunz@aol.com, paulcurner@me com,
panasiansf@yahoo.com, sfoceanedge@earthhnk net, board.of.supervisors@sfgov. org
‘ mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org
Date: " 09/28/2011 01:14 PM
Subject: Golden Gate Park - Current Proposals

Dear Friends,:

I'm writing to ask you fo oppose two current proposals for the Western end of
Golden Gate Park;

%Renovati*on*offB*each*(%'haletfsrocee'rfFfieldsfwifthfartifﬁei—alfturﬂandfstfad—ium
lights
® Westside Recycled Water Treatment Plant. ,
As a resident of the Sunset District, I am a frequent user of Golden Gate Park and
Ocean Beach. I am deeply concerned about the many ways the proposed changes
would impact the local area and detract from everyone's enjoyment of our
, parkland

e First and foremost: These projects are short term (mis)use of natural beauty
and general funds - we will be borrowing against our environment, land,
property, and throwing good money (from the City's General funds and

other resources) after bad, all of which belongs to future San Franciscans - -

See a link to the SPUR report below
In addition:

® These projects will result in the loss of trees and other wildlife habrtat in
increased traffic.

® The soccer project turns what should be a meadow available to all into a
single-use area.

® This is not fair to everyone else out here who would like to use the park for
hiking, picnicking, and enjoying nature.

® The lighting will detract from the beauty of Ocean Beach

e - The lighting will, because of the extreme bright lighting, most 1mp0rtantly,

" take away the night sky and our ability to see the stars at night.

® There should be more of a natural link between the park and the beach.

® The beach should not be marred with this very urban soccer complex
proposal. ~
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belong in Golden Gate Park. It should be located elsewhere as the property
will be eroded away over time and need to be moved just as we face the
same problem at the end of Sloat Blvd at Ocean beach today.

San Francisco is becoming increasingly more dense. Golden Gate Park is a-

treasure for all SF residents, and it is ALL of OUR responsibility to preserve this

- precious open space for everyone's enjoyment and for the enjoyment of future
generations of San Franciscans. ' ‘

"~ Below ﬁnd a link to the SPUR.org publication regarding OUR ocean beach: .

http://Spur.org/publicati'ons/library/érticle/ﬁlture-ocean—beach :

Here is an excerpt from SPUR's findings:

""Planning for uncertainty on a dynamic coastline | ,

We know that sea levels are rising due to melting polar ice and thermal expansion
of the oceans. The State of California projects sea-level rise of 16 inches by 2050
and 55 inches by 2100. The frequéncy and severity of storms are also likely to

increase, and local policymakers have no choice but to adapt. Climate-change
adaptation consists of policy and design responses to the negative effects of

- climate change that have already been "locked in, " regardless of how we address
carbon emissions going forward. Adaptation will be required in many arenas,
from water supply to bio-diversity to extreme heat events, but few are as vivid
and pressing as sea-level rise. - '

At Ocean Beach, this means that the sort of erosion episodes that took place in
1997 and 2010 will happen more frequently. As the shoreline recedes, critical
wastewater infrastructure along Ocean Beach will face increasing pressure and
will need to be protected, reconfigured or abandoned. Natural habitat and
recreational amenities are threatened as well. Although we have a pretty clear
picture of what will happen as sea levels rise, there is a great deal of uncertainty
about its timing and extent. . _
Ocean Beach is the city's first real test in responding to the effects of climate
change. The proximity of critical public infrastructure to the coast throws the
challenges into high relief. Where should we hold the coastline? What is the
economic value of a beach? 4 dune system? A threatened bird species? When

- and how will private property be exposed to coastal hazards? = | ‘

There are also significant limitations in the available data about the effects of
sea-level rise. Existing studies paint a general picture of likely impacts but do not
account for local factors like coastal armoring and topography, which will shape
coastal processes." ' - '

* Thank you for your consideration.

" Unless someone like you cares.. a whole, awful lot, nothing is going to ‘get .



better. It's Not!"
-Dr. Seuss

Respectfully submitted,

Diane Rivera
Native Sunset District Resident
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Fw: Public financing ordinance [IWOV-imanage. FID106574] - P)O 5

Margaux Kelly

e e ge
BOS-Supervisors, BOS-Legislative Aides, Board.of. Superv1sors - i
09/26/2011 03:12 PM Tl 1 Wf“‘f@’t

Show Details - : ’ " . ’ - lC/] l 6/

Please see attached ftom Oakland City Attorney Mark Morodomi.

Margaux Kelly
Legislative Aide -
- Office of Supervisor Mark Farrell
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton'B. Goodlett Place Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Phone: (415) 554-7752

Fax: (415)554-7843 -
- Forwarded by Margaux Kelly/BOS/SFGOV on 09/26/2011 03:12 PM —-

From: "Morodomi, Mark" <MMorod'omi@oaklandcityattorney.org>
To: <Margaux.KeIIy@sfgov.org>' '

Cc: = <{F106574}. imanage@oca—svr-dms1 .oca.pakland.local>

Date: 09/26/2011 12: 07 PM

Subject: FW Public fnanclng ordinance [IWOV-imanage.F!D106574]

Margaux

Attached is a recent summary from the Brennan Center for Justice that outlines what the various states/cities are doing.

In light of Arizona Free Enterprise the following jurisdictions have amended their laws, had them stricken by a court, or
refused to distribute the public funding: '

Arizona
Connecticut
Florida
Hawaii :
Maine (the Brennan Center told me that ME is in the process of paying attorney’s fees to a plaintiff.)
Nebraska -
. North Carolina (though. they prevalled pre- Arlzona Free Enterprlse they are now’in the process of paying attorney s fees to
the plaintiff.)
Waest Virginia -
Wisconsin
Albuquergue (the Brennan Center told me that the city is in the process of paymg attorney sfeestoa plamtn‘f ) e

1 AT e Qe A T @t AT\ BETEON wweh(0010 htm 9/27/201 1



Los Angeles
New Haven

Mark Marat{ami ‘
Supervising Deputy City Attorney
1 Ogawa Plaza, 61 Fl. .
Qakland, CA 94612

510 238-6101
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ARIZONA— Arizona offers full public financing for legislative candidates and certain statewide

BRENNAN
CENTER
FOR JUSTICE

PUBLIC FINANCING INDEX — SEPTEMBER 2011

I.  STATE PUBLIC FINANCING SYSTEMS

candidates.! Candidates receive a lump sum payment at the begii:}njng of the primary and general _
elections in exchange for agreeing to abide by expenditure limits.2 Publicly financed cafididates were™ .

previously eligible for triggered matching finds* Bt this provision was struck down by ‘the Suprefie’;

Couit in June 2011 in Arizona Fres Enterprise Club v. Bennert.” The Arizona legislature tecefitly passed -

"""'}é'fé's'('jlﬁ{j"éh_gi{r'iﬁ?gfﬂﬁi&iﬁf{fbféi'é":ﬂié'6'131361'tun1'ty to amend the staté’ constitution,’in November .~ 77T

2012, to prohibit all election public financing.*”

CONNECTICUT — Connecticut offets full public fanding to eligiblé state legislative candidates
and candidates for statewide office.” Full grant amounts are set at the level historically spent in

Ao

competitive contests for each ofﬁ@ﬁﬁjﬁl?"'ZO‘er'," af?c_l—e_ril:éiapealruumt struck dowsi the™

. program’s 'Uiggeg'ed‘ ﬁi‘zitc_hiri‘_‘g_fgﬁds 7 and the' s_tatgl_egiilggme sub _sequently- tep ealed-these '

¢ provisions.

FLORIDA — Flotida offers public financing for ptimary and general election candidates for

govetnor and three. statewide cabinet positions.® Florida requires that publicly financed candidates

abide by exp enditure limits.” Candidates ate eligible for certain small donot matching funds.2 Ia
 July 2010, 2 fedefal appeals coutt struck down the program’s triggered matching funds." =

FIAWAIT — Hawaii has a statewide public financing program that provides funds for candidates
for offices including governoz, lieutenant governor, state senatot, state representative, mayor, and
city council membet, among oyt‘]:ters.12 Candidates are eligible for public funding if they agtee to’
voluntary expenditure limits.”? Publicly funded candidates receive public funds that match, dollat-
for-dollat, qualifying contributions from Hawali residents of $100 ot Jess. As an additional incentive,
the state provides a tax deduction for donations to candidates that have agreed to the voluntary
expenditure limit."* In addition, Hawaii County has a pilot program, in effect for the 2010, 2012,
and 2014 elections, which provides public funding to participating Hawaii County Council

candidates.”® Candidates must collect $5 qualifying contributions from 200 voters in their district to

- qualifyfor abase grant pegged to the average cost of previous election campaigns.in the district®

Pa1UC1pat1ngcand.1dates were also eligible to teceive “gqualizing funds” if they faced a high-spending.-
-.."p.tiifitel}'i'_ _ﬂ.’ti’ii’ﬁt‘_c‘ad b‘_'ppé:riéﬁt_’f’»b‘ﬁf the Hawaii Caiﬁiiaign,Spending Commission decided not.to. . -
distribute equalizing frinds fot futite racés in lght of Anzona [t Eiterprise Chtb” “

MAINE — Maine offers public financing to primaly; and general election candidates for governot -
“and the state Jegislature.” Following Afizona Fréé Enterprise Chib, the Maine legislature ditected the” ™

* For an explanation of this texm and other terms used throughout this Index, see the Glossary that follows the text.




 financing prograt”

Maine Commission on Governmental Ethics and Hlection Practices to investigate pt')'é'éiﬁﬂif:_iéé"fb'r”:
changing Maine’s public financing system t6 remove the Jaw’s tiggeted matching funds ptovisions.” "
The commission staff has suggested two alternative prca]posals,21 involving either a simple lump sum

‘disttibution, or a program in which candidates could qua]ify for multiple grants, based upon the

pumber of qualifying contiibutions that they receive. The commission must submitits
recommendations by October 15, 20112 ' '

MARYLAND — Maryland prov.ides. funds to gubernatorial candidates.?> Each contested primary

~election-candidate -receives—a-one—to-one-»r—nateh for eaeh-eligible—pﬁva’ee contiibution received ? Fof - — e e -

the general election, all remaining public financing funds ate split evenly among eligible
gubernatorial candidates in a lamp sum.” Patticipating carididates are subject to expenditure limits .

_ MASSACHUSETTS — Massachusetts has 2 small donor matching funds program forstatewide .
candidates.”’ The Massachusetts program tnatches qu

alifying connibuti_ons at a one-to-one tatio up

to a ceiling?® Patticipating candidates are requited to agree to expenditute limits.

MICHIGAN — Mi(_:higan provides public funding in Pﬁi’naty and general elections for candidates
for governor and lieutenant povernor.”” A candidate can receive public funding in exchange for

- agreeing to an expenditure litnit.”® Primary election candidates teceive a two-to-one match-of

qualifying contributions (i.e., donations of $100 or lessyup toa ceiling.

MIJ\WESOTA — Minnesota ptbvides general election (but not ptimary elecﬁon) public funding
for qualified candidates for statewide offices and the state legislature.* Publicly funded candidates
must agree to voluntary exp enditure limits for the entire election cycle (pritary and general

"combined) ?* Funds ate disttibuted from both 2 general fund and from party-specific fundsin a

lump sum.> The program does 1ot provide any triggeted matching funds, but a publicly funded
candidate may choose to have his exp enditure limits lifted if a nonparticipating opponent’s
contributions ot expenditures exceed certain threshold amounts.” If a candidate is released. from the

expenditure limit duting the ptimaty election, that candidate’s opponents are also released from their

expenditure limits in the general election.36

NEBRASKA —— Nebraska previously relied entirely on triggered funds, by offering public funds to
legislative candidates who agreed to a Yglugtg;y_sp_ending_]irrﬁt,if.ktl'leix_p_ppgr_;ggt exceeded the
spending: limit.>’ j{i_“'fté”fﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁfﬁeﬁhte@zise Club, the Nebraska Attomey General declated the Jaw 7
sncopstitutional in axf &¥isory opifion”” Following the opiion of the atforney general, the, -
Nebrasks Accountability aid Dis¢los ¢ Commission receritly decided fo discontinué the public™

NEW JERSEY — New Jersey provides public funding for both primary and genetal election
gubetnatorial candidates.® After an aggtegate conttibution threshold is reached, contributions
ceceived are matched at a two-to-one rate, up to 2 ceiling. Patticipating candidates must reach a
qualification threshold of funds,* abide by an expenditute limit,? limit the use of their own petsonal
funds, and limit bank loans.” . ) :




“'f

3

NEW MEXICO— New Mexico offers public financing for candidates for public regulatory
commissioner and all judicial candidates who patticipate in contested statewide elections,* including
candidates for the New Mexico Supreme Court and the New Mexico Court of Appeals.” Primary
and general election candidates are eligible fot lump sum payments in addition to triggered matching

funds.

' NORTH CAROLINA—N

orth Carolina offers public financing to judicial- candidates for the

* North Carolina Supreme Court and Nozth Carolina Court of Appeals."vé Candidates are eligible for

-+ —— lumpsum payments-only in-the general election; but are eligible for triggered matching funds in - --—--

both the primary and general elections. Iri_'_20'0'8, North: Catolina’s progtam was upheld by 2 federal’

; appeals’ cotut.

. RHODE ISLAND— Rhode Island’s matching funds program is available to all statewide .. ..

candidates in the general election. The state matches contributions under §500 at a two-to-one fatio,

and matches all other contributions ata one-to-one ratio (contributions are capped for each office).”

" Participants agree to abide by limits on fundraising and spending. If a participating candidate’s
* ponparticipating opponent exceeds the applicable spending limit for that office, the participating "
candidate’s expenditute limit is raised a cortesponding amount and he ot she is allowed to continue

to privately fundraise.*

WEST VIRGINIA — West Virginia adopted 2 pilot program for its 2012 Supreme Coutt -
elections.® Under the program, a primary election candidate receives a lump sum payment (less the
amount the candidate raised in qualifying fands) and a general election candidate receives an

additional lump sum payment

(less unspent primary funds)5 ?_;_Aft’éi_.}?l_?z"iéh_a"l:réé 'Eﬁtéijbh&e‘tlz’ib”ﬁag

decided; the West Virgitita Attoriiey General issued an advisory opiniori concluding that a triggered.
matchifg funds provision included in the law was unconstitutional *® but severable from the law’s
remaining provisions.” Theieaftet, the Sectetary of State decided not to distribute triggered - - -

matching funds in the 201

connectiomwith the figgered matchilg

ons and to not require certain reports that had to be made in..-*
5 funds provisions.™ Despite a request by the West Virginia

Sectetary of State, the legislature has not yet revised the law.”’ :

 WISCONSIN — Previously,
Wisconsin Election Campaign

Wisconsin had two separate public financing progtarﬁs. The -
Fund provided funds for certain statewide candidates and legislative

candidates, while the Democracy Ttust Fund provided funds for candidates for justice-of the

Wisconsin Supreme Coutt. Bgt;h_-of~t—hese—programs—were"rgpezléd‘ by the Wisconsin legislatiie in—

201t

VERMONT — Vermont provides public funding for candidates for governor and lieutenant
govemor in lump sum grants for the pritnary and general elections.® After the eligibility stage,

participating candidates are barted from accepting any private contributions and must spend only

public funds.

IL. MUNICIPAL PUBLIC FINANCING SYSTEMS




ALBUQUERQUE, NM— Albuquerque has public funding for tayotal and city council
~ candidates. The program offets lump sum grants to participating candidates in exchange for agrecing
to an expenditure limit"’ Following a legal challenge to the progratn’s triggered matching funds,
Albuquerque agreed to a stipulated injunction prohibiting the city from distibuting triggered;
matching funds.”® News teports suggest that Albuquerque may amend its law and adopt a small
‘donor matching system or other model® Itis not assured that any amendments will be completed
before the next municipal election on Octobet 4, 2011. ‘

" AUSTIN, TX==In Austin, a carididate for maybf of city council may elect to participate in the ™ 7
Fair Campaign program by signing 2 “campaign contract”® obligating him or het to comply with
limitations on contributions and expenditutes, and to patticipate in a seties of candidate forums.”'

Public funding is provided for qualifying candidates in a runoff election, to the extent that funds ate

- contribution and expenditure limits are lifted if opponent spending or independent expenditures. _ . .
exceed certain threshold zunoux_lts.63 ‘ : ' '

B OULDER, cO— Bouldet ptovides public Enancing to city council candidates who commit to
an expenditute limit.* The progtam provides one-to-one small donor matching.”® The maximum any

.- gvailable-from the-Austin-Fait-Campaign-Finance -Fund.-“—z—-A-partieipatin-g—candidate-’-s--voluntaly--- S PP

one candidate may teceive is 50% of the expenditure limit.”

CHAPEL HILIL, NC— Chapel Hill implemented 2 pjlgfg_?_l:qgrgyp for the 2009 and 2011

elections; ifﬁ?ﬂlfﬁé_%{d.'ﬂfd}fﬁa—Stéiféfl'égis_'_lijﬁiféjﬁiiﬁﬁaﬁzaﬁon to contimue affer 2011. Public financing -
is available to candidates for mayor or city council, including a triggered matching funds 'ptovision.“

LONG BEACH, CA — Small donor matching funds in Long Beach are available to candidates for
city council, city attotney, city auditor, city prosecutot, and mayor.” To qualify for matching funds, 2
candidate must accept expenditute limits, raise funds above a specified minimum, and also be
opposed by a candidate who has qualified for matching funds or raised a specified amount of
funds.” - '

LOS ANGELES, CA — Los Angeles provides small donot matching funds for candidates running
" for city office. Candidates for mayor, city attorney or controller are able to receive matching funds
for the first $500 they receive from an individual donot, and candidates for city council ate able to
receive matching funds for the first $250 they receive from an individual donoj:.71 Participating
candidates agree to voluntary expenditure limits and other conditions.” Expenditure limits on

 participating candidates are lifted if 2 nonparticipating candidate spends in excess of the expenditare -

limit, ot if_independént expenditures in the aggregate exceed certain thresholds,” and participating
~ candidates ate eligible for increased matching funds.™ : :

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FL — Public funds are available to candidates for mayor or county
commmissionet from the Election Campaign Financing Trust Fund.” To qualify, a candidate must
agree to limits on expenditures, litnits on the use of petsonal funds, and other conditions.” Each
qualifying candidate may receive 2 lamp sum grant from the fund in an amount specified in the
county code.”” ' '




f.'r%

- Arizona Free Bnerprise Clab ruling.

NEW HAVEN, CT—New Haven has.public financing for mayozal candidates.” Participating
candidates receive a base grant and ate eligible for a two-to-one match of public funds for each
contribution up to $25.” If a nonparticipating opponent exceeds the participating candidate’s
expenditute limit, a participating candidate can either get an additional small lJump sum in

. supplemental funds or have the expenditure ceiling lifted ® If the candidate chooses to have the
expenditure ceiling lifted, he or she will not have further contributions ‘matched.? Thé administrator
of the city’s Democracy Faiid has stated that the trigger providing a supplemental grant may be
constitutictially pfobléﬁl_étﬁi:",' but that the lifting of the expenditure ceiling does not run afoul of the

[ USRS Y JE .

NEW YORK, NY— New York City’s public financing program applies to all city offices. Under:
the progam, participating candidates are eligible for a six-to-one match of public funds on resident

-.contributions-of $175.or-less, .up_to..a..certain.]j.tnit.._When.the_nonparﬁcipating_opponent of A

. participating candidate exceeds 50% of the expenditure limit applicable to participating candidates .
for that office, the patticipating candidate has his oz her spending limit increased by 50% of the
otiginal limit and becomes eligible for additional public funds matched ata 7.14 to one ratio.” If the
nonparticipating opponent exceeds three times the expenditure limit for that office, the participating
candidate’s expenditure limit is lifted altogether and he or she becomes eligible for additional public

funds matched at an 8.57 to one ratio.®

: OAKLA.ND, CA — Oakland reimburses candidates fot city council for certain campaign
expenses.”” Reimbursements are capped at 30% of the voluntary expenditure c<=7i1i1'1g.86

RICHMOND, CA— Candidates for mayof and city council are e]igiblé to receive matching funds
(up to a total of $25,000 pex election) based on ‘the candidate’s receipt of matchable conttibutions
from private donors.” ' ‘ :

SACRAMENT 0, CA — Qualifying candidates fot mayor and city council are eligible to receive
dollar-to-dollar matching funds for small contdbutions (ie., up to $250 in public funds per '
contributor).® Participating candidates agree to expenditure limits.” These voluntary expenditute
limnits are lifted when conttibutions or expenditutes for a nonparticipating opponent exceed 75% of
the applicable spending limit or when independent expenditures exceed 50% of the applicable

- spending limit.” ‘ :

SAN FRANCISCO, CA— San Francisco provides public funding for its board of supetvisors and

 miyoral races. Patticipating candidates receive an initial lump surn grant and are eligible for a match ‘
of public funds for each contiibution (conttibutions are tatched at a fourto-ofie ratio up toa~ .

certain Jimit and are then matched at a one-to-one ratic).” When a nonpatticipating candidate or
hostile independent'expenditure exceeds cettain amounts at and above the expenditure limit, each
patticipating candidate gets his o her expenditure limit lifted by an equal amount, up to 2 set

 ceiling” A proposal has been made to amend the ordinance to rtemove the provision allowing
distribution of additional funds in response to spending by private opponents;” the proposal is
pending in the Rules Committee of the San Francisco Board of Supervisors.:




GLOSSARY

Pzzrﬁafétz’ng Candidate | Publicly Financed Candidate [ Certified Candid;zie

Different public financing systems often have different ways of referring to candidates who choose
_ public funds. All of the above terms are generally interchangeable. '

 Nonparsicipating Candidate / Privately Financed Candidate | Traditional Candidate

Similasly, candidates who do not choose public financing are also referred to by inany tetms. Again,
_these terms aze also generally interchangeable and simply vay by jusisdiction.

B Q;za/gﬁing'Cantﬁbﬁtz’oﬂ.r" o

Qualifying confributions are small contributions that 2 candidate must collect in order to qualify for
__public financing. The amounts vary, but are often between $5 and $250 pet contribution. A

* candidate usually must collect a minimum number of qualifying contributions 1 ordet to
demonstrate the requisite public support needed to qualify for public financing.

- Lump Sum Grant ,
Lﬁmp sum grants are public funds provided to publicly financed candidates near the beginning of
the ptimary election season, general election season, ot both. It is decidedly constitutional to award
Jump sutm grants to publicly financed candidates. : '

S. mq// Donor Matohing Funds

Under a small donor matching system, participating candidates collect small amount donations from

- many contributors and the state provides a matching amount equal to the otiginal contribution, or
based on some multiple thereof. For example, New York City’s small donor matching system
matches contributions at a rate of six-to-one, up to $175. Therefore, if a conttibutor gave §175 to a
patticipating candidate, the city would provide an additional contribution equal to six titnes that
amount ($1,050) to the'candidate as well. It is also decidedly constitutional to award small donot
matching funds to publicly financed candidates. :

Trzggereszzz‘c/azng Funds [ Fair Fight Funds | Rescue Funds

Triggered matching funds ate .funds' ptovided toa pub]iéi} fmancedcandldateasalesdt of I

oppositional spending (eithet an opposing, ptivately financed candidate, an opposing independent
gtoup, ot both). The standard method of calculating the amount of the triggered funds is to provide
the publicly financed candidate with funds equal to the difference between the public funds he ot -
she received and the amount spent in opposition. For example, if a publicly financed candidate were
given $10,000 as his ot her initial lump sum grant and his or her opponent spent §13,000, the
publicly financed candidate would be given $3,000, the difference between. the two values.




~ The use of trigged matchmg funds in legislative taces was deemed unconstitutional by the U.S.
Supreme Coutt in Arizona Free Em‘erprm Clith v. Bennett”* Whether Arizona Free Entefpme C/ztb apphes
in the context of judicial elections is still an open question of law.
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11




N

To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

‘Cc:

Bcc: , :

Subject: Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal

The Clerk's Ofﬁbe has received 5 form eméils like the one below.

Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Cariton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102 '
(415) 554-5184

(415) 554-5163 fax
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

Complete a Board of Super\'/isdrs Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking
http://www.sfbos.org/index.aspx?_page=1'04

o Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 09/28/2011 10:38 AM ——-

. From: cheryl braxton <cherbrax@hotmail.com>
To: board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org '
Date: ' 09/28/2011 03:02 AM
Subject:” . Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org> '

Sep 28, 2011

N

_San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco_voﬁer and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to suppert San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.

Meanwhile, ™"new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions’

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all

for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.

Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control'and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
‘gan Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will
result in: '

- More adoptions and less euthanasia

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia

‘— Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuguerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for .all species. '

- “Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Propeosal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,
Ms. cheryl braxton

1000 Nelson Ranch Rd

Cedar Park, TX 78613-4531 e

o
e /
/.



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal

Loree Mezzanatto to: board.of.supetrvisors. ' 09/27/2011 12:27 PM
Sentby: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Loree Mezzanatto

Sep 27, 2011 -
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,‘

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal. ' .

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requirihg ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' .expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St. '
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal - focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will
result in: .’ '

- More adoptions and less euthanasia

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia

.- Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuguerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species.

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
~make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare. :
Sinceﬁely,

Mrs. Loree Mezzanatto
1301 Crofton Ct L
"Healdsburg, CA 95448-3353



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Izzy chapus to: board.of.supervisors . :
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to izzy chapus

.

09/27/2011 11:57 AM

Sep 27, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors:
DearrSuperviSOISf

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense,
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.:

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will
“f“f““‘resuitgiu. - ) i

-~ More adoptions and less euthanasia .

- A decrease-in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia '
- Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
_rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuguerque,
Bustin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species. '

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare. ’

Sincerely,
Miss Izzy chapus

14460 mackenzie s.e
‘calgary, -MD 56998



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal _ ' _
Meredith Reen to: board.of.supervisors : 09/27/2011 01:56 AM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org> . o
Please respond to Meredith Reen ’ ‘

Sep 27, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA);
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal. :

There is.an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, 'new" pets- are. bred in often horrible conditions. . R
and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on haﬁing
San Franciscans. adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will

result in:
- More adopfions and léss‘euthénaéia .

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia

- Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuquerque, ’
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale. of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strohg and decisive action for all species.

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sinceredy,
‘Ms. Meredith Reen

105 Pond St
Osterville, MA 02655-1547



-

- Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal _
Bonni Thompson to: board.of.supervisors 09/27/2011 01:30 AM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Bonni Thompson:

Sep 27, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francrsco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
- I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal.Control and
Welfare s Humane Pet Acqulsltlon Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requlrlng ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions :
and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly .inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will

result in:

- More adoptions and less euthanasia

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
Pet stores as partners in.reducing euthanasia
Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

!

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other-cities like Albuguerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species.

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Preposal'and
make San Francisco a leader 'in animal welfare. ‘ "

Sincerely,
Ms. Bonni Thompson

305 Ward Ave NE
Huntsville, AL 35801-4070



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal -

-Robin Engeroff to: board.of.supervisors ' . 09/26/2011 11:17 PM
Sent'by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org> ' :

Please respond to Robin Engeroff ' '

Sep 27, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly en¢odourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and.
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal. '

There i1s an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requlrlng ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold 4in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city’of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans -
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on hav1ng
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will "

result in:

- More adoptlons and less euthanasia

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia

—~ Healthier pets with fewer behav1oral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Fran01sco Health Code already prohlblts the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuquerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all spec1es

Please'support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make. San Francisco a leader in animal welfare. -

Sincerely/
Mr. Robin Engeroff

Igelweg 57
"Riisselsheim, None 65428



-

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal _

Julie Dunn- Guillen to: board.of.supervisors . 09/29/2011 03:38 PM
Sentby: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Julie Dunn- Guillen :

Sep 29, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Superviéors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.

- Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions’ o
and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
4ren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

gan Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will

1 FR
resualt—In:

- More adoptions and less euthanasia
" _ A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing. euthanasia

- Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

gec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuquerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species. '

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Achisifion Proposal and

make San Francisco.a leader in animal welfare.
Sincerely,
Ms. Julie Dunn— Guillen

65 Delmar St : .
San Francisco, CA 94117-4005



X

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal :
Dena Garcia to: board.of.supervisors : ' 09/29/2011 05:06 AM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa. org>

Please respond to Dena Garcia

Sep 29, 2011

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and.

VWelfare‘s Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is-an- oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarlly euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how-the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans'
aren't aware of this. when they decide to purchase'a pet.

San Francrsco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasrng them This will

result— ru

- More adoptions and less euthanasia

— A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare

- 'Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia '
Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

.Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already‘prohibits the sale of

rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuquerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have: already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species.

Please support ‘the San Francisco Humane Pet Acqulsltlon Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare. :

Sincerely,
Mrs. Dena Garcia

4805 Citrus Oak Ln
Saint Cloud, FL 34771-8900



-

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal _

llenia Massaroni to: board.of.supervisors - ) ) 09/29/2011 03:06 AM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeact|on@|dausa org> .

Please respond to llenia Massaroni .

Sep 29, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

" There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions '

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans

. aren't aware of this when they decide .to purchase a pet. ’

. San Francisco Anlmal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
'san Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will
result—in:

= More adoptlons and less euthanasia

~ A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia
Healthier pets with fewer behav1oral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohlblts the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuquergque,
Bustin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the

" . sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that

support strong and decisive action for all species.

Please support.the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make ‘San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,
Ms. Ilenia Massaroni

2347 28th St
Astoria, NY 11105—2801_



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal

Chanda Gray Chanda Gray to: board.of.supervisors : . 09/28/2011 09:36 PM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Chanda Gray Chanda Gray

Sep 28, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
T strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal. '

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new!" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

gan Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having

~San Fféﬁciscansgadoptf@Uf—pets—%athexgthamgpurchasina them. This will

result in:

- More adoptions.and less euthanasia

- A decrease in-cost for Animal Control and. Welfare
— Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia '
Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems.

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuguerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species. ‘

‘Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make ‘San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.. :

Sincerely,
‘Dr. Chanda Gray Chanda Gray

938 Clark Ave Apt 21
Mountain View, CA 94040-2241



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal A
'Helen thompson to: board.of.supervisors ' 09/30/2011 04:21 PM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Helen thompson

History: This message has been forwarded.

Sep 30, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA},
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense..
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having

San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will
result in:

More adoptions. and less euthanasia

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as. partners in reducing euthanasia
Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuguerque,

. Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species.

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet. AcquiSition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

'Sincerely, :
Mrs. Helen thompson

1403 S 6th St
Phila, PA 19147-5801



Please Support Humane Pet Acqmsntlon Proposal _

Mary Leitch to: board.of.supervisors 09/30/2011 03:51 PM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeact|on@|dausa org> .
Please respond to Mary Leitch

Sep 30, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage ryou to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acqulsltlon Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requlrlng ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions .

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for’ proflt This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, -yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will

resultt—in:

More adoptions and less euthanasia

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia
Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems’

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of .
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuguerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species.

Please support the San FranciSCO'Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,
"Ms. Mary Leitch

526 Reed St
Phila, PA 19147-5823



o
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Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal _

Denise Kurpgeweit - to: board.of.supervisors ' ' 09/30/2011 01:51 PM
" Sentby: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org> ‘
_Please respond to Denise Kurpgeweit ‘ .

Sep 30, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Fréncisco voter and,sUpportér of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet Acguisition Proposal. ’ :

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many: adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense. '
Meanwhile,‘"new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet. ‘

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having

Sdu‘Fraﬁeiseans—adeptgeupretsftaLher than purchasing them. This will

result in:

- More adoptions and less euthanasia

A . decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare-
_ Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia
Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain.birds as pets. Other cities 'like Albuquerque,
austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the’
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all species.. '

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Denise Kurpgeweit

PO Box 141
Cowiche, WA 98923-0141



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal '
Michael Popowski to: board.of.supervisors - : : . 09/30/2011 03:08 AM
‘Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeact|on@|dausa org> . '
Please respond to Michael Popowski

Sep 30, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare s Humane Pet Acguisition Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requlrlng ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and then sold in this city at pet stores and from .small breeders, all
for profit. This is grossly inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans.adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will

result in:

- More adoptions and less euthanasia

- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia
Healthier pets w1th fewer behavioral problems

Sec.,48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuguerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs -and cats. So San Francisco has several precedents that
support strong and decisive actlon for all species.

Please support the ‘San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Popowski

5000 St Georges Rd Apt 102a
Ormond Beach, FL 32174-3160



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal. :
Lorraine Valente to: board.of.supervisors . 09/29/2011 05:38 PM
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Lorraine Valente

Sep 29, 2011
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
Dear Supervisors,

As a San Francisco voterxr and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to-support San Francisco Animal Control and
Welfare's Humane Pet ACquisition Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the 01ty, requiring ACC to
unnecessarlly euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions ’
and then sold in this city at pet stores and from small breeders, all
. for profit. This is grossly. inconsistent with how the city of St.
Francis of Assisi feels towards animals, yet most San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will
resurt inT -

- More adoptions and less euthana51a

— A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia
Healthier pets with fewer behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of the San Francisco Health Code already prohibits the sale of
rabbits ‘and certain birds as pets. Other cities like Albuquerque,
Austin, Los Angeles,. and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs and cats. So San Francisco has. several precedents that
support strong and decisive action for all spec1es

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acguisition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,

Miss Lorraine Valente
52 Sutton Dr
Manalapan, NJ 07726-8720



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution, Alisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV,

Cc: . »
Bcce: » : : : * :
SuMectvFHe11078é’i7 R e Oﬂﬂ\.dLA,JZLél//
——— N o —
From: Andrew Bezella <dovienya@yahoo.com>- ‘
To: - Board.of . Supervisors@sfgov.org , B
Date: 09/27/2011 07:.01 PM :
Subject: Support Bird-Safe Building Standards
Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders.org>

Sep 27, 2011
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Dear Board of Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am writing today to urge you to support the Standards for Bird-Safe
Bulldlngs

Tens of millions of birds are killed each year when they collide with
buildings and windows. Many are night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to breeding grounds -in the U.S. and
_Canada These 1nclude federally listed spe01es and birds of

Millions 'of birds depend on the San Francisco Bay estuary system, not
only during migration but throughout the winter. San Francisco's
Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings direct the most serious efforts to
those areas that aré most. at risk.

The Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings are based on sound scientific
research, are well founded and are strongly supported by many
architects ‘and other members of the construction industry.

These standards provide guidance to help make smart choices when it
comes to designing buildings. They also offer guidance on other
remedies such as w1ndow treatments, lighting design, and lighting
'operatlon . N

Please support the Standards for Bird-Safe Bulldlngs to prevent the
deaths of thousands of migratory birds each year in the Bay Area.

Sincerely,
Mr. Andrew Bezella

160a Beulah St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2718

----- Forwarded by Board of Superwsors/BOS/SFGOV on 09/28/2011 11 29 AM -

From: Adrienne Urizar <ajur|zar13@gmall com>

To: Board.of.Supervisers@sfgov.org

Date: ©09/27/12011 07:31 PM

Subject: Support Bird-Safe Building Standards :
Sent by: _ Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders. org>

Sep 27, 2011

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors



-

Dear Board of Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and a-supporter of Defenders of Wildlifé,-I
am writing teday to urge you to ‘support the Standards for Bird-Safe
Buildings. ' » ' '

Tens of millions of birds are killed each year when they collide .with
buildings and windows. Many are night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to pbreeding grounds in the U.S. and
Canada. These include federally listed species and birds of
conservation concern. :

Millions of birds depend on the San Francisco Bay estuary system, not
only during migration but throughout the winter. San Francisco's
Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings direct the most serious efforts to
those areas that are most at risk.

THe Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings are based on sound scientific
research, are well founded and are strongly supported by many,
architects and other members of the construction industry.

These standards provide guidance to help make smart choices when it
comes to designing puildings. They also offer guidance on other ’

remedies such as window treatments, lighting design, and lighting
operation. ' '

Please support the Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings to prevent .the
deaths of thousands of migratory birds each year in the Bay Area.

Sincerely,

~Ms. Adrienne Urizar

214 Duboce Ave

gan Francisco, CA 94103-1008
(415) 431-4500



To: . 'BOS Constituent Mail Distribution, Alisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV, ‘
Cc.- ‘ :

~

Bcc: . . . ' :
Subjgft: File 110785 Sypport the Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings

‘\s‘__;____,,l

Support Bird-Safe Building Standards

Aleah Loney to: Board.of.Supervisors ' T ’ ©09/26/2011 06:47 PM

Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders.org>
Please respond to Aleah Loney’ S

Sep 26, 2011
Clerk of the.Board,of Supervisors

Dear Board of Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident and a supporter'of Defenders of Wildlife, I

am writing today to urge you to support the Standards for Bird-Safe
Buildings- — . '

Sinderély,
Miss Aleah Loney

Clayton
San francisco, CA. 94117-1912

¢ Support Bird-Safe Building Standards

Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders.org>
Please respond to Elise Acosta '

Elise Acosta “to: Board.of.Supervisors o , 09/26/2011 06:57 PM

Sep 26, 2011
Clerk of the_Board of Supervisors

Dear Board of Supervisors,

As.a San Francisco resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I

‘am writing today to urge you torsupport‘the Standards for Bird-Safe
Buildings. '

Tens of millions of birds are killed each year when they collide with
buildings and windows. Many aré night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to preeding grounds in the U.S. and
Canada. These include federally listed species and birds of
conservation concern. ’

Millions of birds depend on the San Francisco Bay estuary system, not
" only during migration but throughout the winter. San Francisco's
Oy UL L D ente mpdldinags direct the most serious efforts to



those areas that are most at risk.

The Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings aré based on sound scientific
research, are well founded and are.strongly supported by many
architects and other members of the construction industry. .

These standards provide guidance to help make smart choices when it
comes to designing buildings. They also offer guidance on other
remedies such as window treatments, lighting design, and lighting
operation. i

Please support the Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings to prevent the
deaths of thousands of migratory.birds each year. in the Bay Area.

SinCerely,
Ms. Elise Acosta

243 San Carlos Ave
Sausalito, CA 94965-2101

Support Bird-Safe Building Standards

T

Richard Crane to: Board.of.Supervisors , 09/27/2011 01:29 AM

Sent by: ‘Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders.org>
Please respond to_Richard Crane

Sep 27, 2011
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Dear Board of Supervisors,

As a San Fréncisco resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am writing today to urge you to support the Standards for Bird-Safe -
Buildings. . . .

Tens of millions of birds are killed each year when they collide with
buildings and windows. Many are night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to breeding grounds in the U.S. and
Canada. These include federally listed species and birds of
conservation concern.: : o

Millions of birds depend on the San Francisco Bay estuary system, not
only during migration but throughout the winter. San Francisco's
standards for Bird-Safe Buildings direct the most serious efforts to
those areas that are most at risk. : - )

The Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings are based on sound scieﬁtific
research, are well founded and are strongly supported by many ’
architects and other members of the construction industry.

- These standards'provide guidance o hel? make smart choices when it

comes to designing buildings. They also offer guidance on other -
remedies such as window treatments, lighting design, and lighting
operation. S

Please support the Standards- for Bird-Safe Buildihgs to prevent . the
deaths of thousands of migratory birds each year in the Bay Area.

Sincerely,



Mr. Richard Crane
1000 Sutter St .
San Francisco, CA 94109-5818

Supbort Bird-Safe Building Standards

TN

Annalee Pineda to: Board.of.Supervisors 09/27/2011 10:56 AM

Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommvuniéations@defenders.org>
Please respond to Annalee Pineda

Sep. 27, 2011

'

Clerk of the.Board of Supervisors
Dear Board of Supervisors,
As a San Francisco resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I'

am writing today to urge you to support the Standards for Bird-Safe
Buildings. - ; E

Tens of millions of birds are killed each year when they collide with
buildings and windows. Many are night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to breeding grounds -in the U.S. and
Canada. These include federally listed species and birds of
conservation concern. '

Millions of birds depend on the San Francisco Bay estuary system, not
only during migration but throughout the winter. San Francisco's
Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings direct the most seriouds efforts to
those areas that are most at risk.

The Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings are based on sound scientific
research,  are well founded and are strongly supported by many
architects and other members of the construction industry.

These standards provide guidance to help make smart choices when it
.comes to designing buildings. They also offer guidance on other
remedies such as window treatmehts, lighting design, and lighting
operation. :

Please support the Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings to prevent the
deaths of thousands of migratory birds each year in the Bay Area.

Sincerely,

Ms.>Annalee Pineda
1035 Sutter St Apt 24
San Francisco, CA 94109-5838

S
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Support Bird-Safe Building Standards
Nancy Rabette to: Board.of.Supervisors 10/02/2011 12:43 PM
Sent by: Defenders Qf \ffiidiife : ‘
" <ecommunications@defenders.org>
_Please respond to Nancy Rabetite

oct 2, 2011

fle (0785
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

Dear Board of Supervisors,

As a San Ffanciéco_resident and é»supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I

am writing today to urge you to support the Standards for Bird-Safe

Buildings." :

Tens of millions of birds are killed .each Year when they collide with

buildings and windows. Many are night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to breeding grounds in the U.S. and

LanadaT*These*ihciudegfederaiiy—iisted—speeiesgandgbiLdsgaf

conservation concern. ¢

Millions of birds depend on the San Francisco Bay estuary system, not
only during migration. but throughout the winter. San Francisco's '
Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings direct the most serious efforts to
those areas that are most at risk. : - -

~ The Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings are based on sound scientific
research, are well founded and are strongly supported by many
architects and other members of the_construction,industry.

These standards provide guidance to help make smart'choices_whén it
comes to designing buildings. They also offer guidance on other
remedies such as window treatments, lighting design, and lighting
operation. : ' - ’

‘Elease support the Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings to prevent'the
deaths of thousands of migratory birds each year in the Bay Area.

Sincerely,
Mrs.vNéncy Rabette

149 Castro St
San Francisco, CA 94114-1271
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Support Bird-Safe Building Standards :
. Dianne Heitman to: Board.of.Supervisors ’ ~10/05/2011 11:43 AM
Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife . ' ' B
<ecommunications@defenders.org>
Please respond to Dianne Heitman '

History: " . This message has been forwarded. .

o - | 07S
Oct 5, 2011 ~
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Dear Board of Supervisors,
'As a San Francisco resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I
am writing today to urge you to support the Standards for Bird- Safe
Buildings.
Tens of millions of birds are killed each year when they collide with

buildings and windows. Many are night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to breeding ¢ grounds in the U.S. and

Canada. These include federally listed species and birds of
conservation concern.

Millions of birds depend on the San Francisco Bay estuary system, not
only during migration but throughout the winter. San Francisco's
Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings direct the most serious efforts to
those areas that aré most at risk.

The Standards for Bird-Safe Buildinés are based on sound scientific
research, are well founded and are' strongly supported by many
architects and other members of the :construction industry.

These standards provide guldance to help make smart choices when it
comes to designing buildings. They also offer guidance on other
remedies such as window treatments, lighting design, and l;ghtlng
.operatlon N :

Please support the Standards for Blrd—Safe Bulldlngs to prevent the
deaths of thousands of migratory birds each year in the Bay Area.

Sihcerely,

Ms. Dianne Heitman'
2171Revere Ave. :
. 8an Francisco, CA 94124-2027



To: - BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Cc:

Bcc: ) : .

Subject: File 110899: Pregnancy Center legislation

4
i

f Pregnancy Center legislation

Andrey Tkachuk to: board.of supervisors - ' 09/26/2011 05:46 PM

Dear Supervisor:

Please vote no on the so-called “False Advertising by Limited Services Pregnancy Centers” ordinance
introduced by Supervisor Malia Cohen on August 2, 2011. The item is scheduled for a committee vote on
September 26, 2011. : :

The ordinance is unnecessary, improperly limits the constitutional free speech rights of pregnancy care
centers in San Francisco, and is redundant of state laws.

The targeting of First Resort by this ordinance and the City Attorney is based on a national campaign by
NARAL to undermine a woman's right to choose the kind of support and counsel she would like to receive.

First Resort is*a“n’oniprofitpreg'n'a'n'cy*cou'nseli'ngfarndflrieensedfmedieaI—elirnrieprov—idingffreeﬂsemicesffor 27
years. Their trained counselors, registered nurses and OB/GYNs are committed to helping women make -
healthy, well-informed choices consistent with their own core values and beliefs. First Resort’s
communications with potential clients are not misleading; they are clear, honest and appropriate.

As a suppdrtér of First Resort, I know they recognize a woman'’s legal right and personal freedom to
choose abortion, and the heart of their approach is to always treat women with truthfulness, dignity and .
respect, whichever choice they make. » ' :

Vote NO on this unnecessary legislation.

Sincerely,
Andrey Tkachuk

%)



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc: . '
Bcece:

Subject: Proposed Ordinance 110899

From: . "David Whisler" <dwhis|er@riogrénde.edu>

To: <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>
Date: 09/27/2011 03:33 PM
Subject: Proposed Ordinance 110899

Please urge each Supervisor to vote no on prdpdsed Ordinance 110899 and thus preserve the
- American constitutional right to freedom of speech and the press.

Sincerely,

. Dave Whisler




File #110899: testimony at committee hearing ‘ - | Page 1 of 1

File #110899: testimony at committee ihearing
Denise LaPointe

to: ' e
Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov. org, Rana.Calonsag@sfgov. org o \ € \ \ Q‘? O\ ?
09/27/2011 06:32 PM , _ o

Show Details : ' : : , v C\" o L(/C

Please submit this testimony to the legislative file for Ms. Plunkett.
The hearing was held September 26, 2011 before the City Operations and Neighborhood Services Committee.

jThank you.

Sincerely,

Shari

Shari Plunkett

CEO/First Resort .

(O) 510/569-1200 ext. 12
~(C) 510/435-6340
ShariP@firstresort.net

~1 AT~ et e AT Attt AT e A om ~t A ETET L0 a0 b Q/N2L/2°011



Good morning Supervisors, my name is Shari Plunkett, and I am the CEO of First Resort, one of the two
pregnancy care centers targeted by the legislation before you. :

First Resort began in 1984 and since that time we have served over 10,000 women.

Our three state licensed clinics provide pregnancy counseling and medical care for women from all socio-
economic, racial and ethnic backgrounds throughout the Bay Area.

We exist to help women make fully informed decisions about unintended pregnancies; decisions which align
with their own beliefs and values. o : :

First Resort treats women with dignity and respect, and regardless of a woman’s choice, her right to choose is
respected by our staff. ' ’

First Resort is a non-profit organization. We are not affiliated with, or funded by any pro-lifeﬂgroups. Unlike
‘Planned Parenthood, we receive no government dollars, nor do we have a financial interest in a woman’s

decision.

We do NOT pursue political action to undermine women’s legal abortion rights.

7FiT‘st*Resortcﬁni'csfo'perateﬂnder—t—hefsupewision,of,tw,o_b,o,ard certified, California licensed Ob-Gyns.

Licensed registered nurses are on site - 100% of the time our doors are open. :
A Master’s degreed counselor or a licensed clinical social worker either supervises or conducts all counseling.

MOST importantly, our no cost care is timely — each person who calls is offered a same day appointment!
Our care is high quality — and our care is supportive. - : -

Please know, we do not use fear, isolation or manipulation with our clients, we inform every person who calls
for an appointment, and mentions abortion, that we do not perform nor refer for abortion.

" Each client is informed again in writing through a one-page document — before she meets witha
counselor or nurse. ‘ '

Our communications are clear, honest and appropriate.

' Let me assure you, I would not participate, nor would my board of directors; in being deceptive or
misleading women in any way. S : - _

* Qur care allows women to make their own genuine choice and San Francisco women in unplanned pregnancies
deserve the care First Resort provides. '

I hope you learn the facts and reexamine the catalyst for this legislation — an ongoing NARAL strategy to
discredit, undermine, and ultimately attempt to greatly reduce the number of women we serve.

Please supervisors, reject this deeply flawed measure that seeks to have the government, not us, control our
cqmmunications to the women we serve. Co o '
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Proposed Ordnance 110899 :
joestorto to: Board.of.Supervisors ‘ 10/01/2011 06:35 AM

History: - This message has been forwarded.

5 Al T Lloa 4
To Whom it May Concern:

Please vote NO on proposed Ordnance 110899. Since it restricts free

speech rights to one side of the issue, and favors the other side, such.

"unfair and un—thought out legislation can never stand in the USA

regardless. All this ordnance will do is keep lawyers busy for a while

before it falls on it's own merit. It's a waste of people's resources.

Joseph Storto
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To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution, Joy LamungOSlSFGOV,
Cc: '
Bcc: , ‘ ] o

Subject: File 110977: 3151-3155 Scott St Case No. 2010.0420CETZ

From:, “Howérd Squires” <reisfca@earthlink.net>

To:  Board.of Supervisors@SFGOV.ORG

Date: 09/30/2011 04:33 PM

Subject: 3151-3155 Scott St Case No. 2010.0420CETZ
Aﬂg_ela Calvillo

Clerk of thie Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

- Dear Ms. Calvillo.:

Please find attached my letter to the Board of Supervisors regarding the above noted project which comes beforé them on Tuesday, October 7,
© 2011, '

Sincerely,
Howard Squires; President
Realty Equities, Inc.

Howard Squires

reisfea@earthlink.net
EarﬂlLinl_cﬁfievolves Around You.

SFBSUPS.doc



September 30, 2011

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

Attn: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
#1 Dr. Dr. Carlton B. Goodlet Place, #244
San Francisco, Ca 94102

Via Email and US Mail

‘Re: 3151-3155 Scott Street — Case No. 2010.0420 CETZ
Opposition to CEQA Approval, Opposition to Special Use District

~ And Opposition to-Approval of Conditional Use Authorization
Dear Supervisors and Clerk of the Board:

The above noted Project comes before you on Tuesday, Oct 4, 2011. I hope you
will seriously consider the impact on the neighborhood before voting. At a minimum,
please add conditions to the project, as presented by CHA so that the neighbors have
some assurance the Project will be a good neighbor.. : ’ :

We are the builder of property directly across the street from 3155 Scott Street
and owner of other real property in the immediate neighborhood. The proposed
Transitional Age Youth (TAY) project has caused our family company a great deal of
trouble and financial hardship. We began construction of a new 12 unit mixed use
project across the street from the Edward Inn in August 2008. Our project was ,
~ substantially complete in March 2010 and in April 2010 we were informed by a neighbor
that the TAYY project was being proposed. This required us to disclose this information to
all prospective buyers as part of our sales disclosure package. As aresult, we have lost
numerous potential sales of condos, four that were in escrow and many, many more that
never reached that point because most condo buyers do not want to live next door to a
frat house dormitory of 18-24 year olds.

If the prdj ect were for seniors, or mixed age groups it would have significantly less
impact on the immediate neighbors. Why is this so difficult to understand? It is not
reasonable to place this many youth (24 - 48 youth) in one building. The Planning
Code allows 16 residential units for group housing and 6 units under normal
circumstances. Also, there is no on-site parking, no open space, Very little common
space and a kitchen that is extremely small. ‘ - '




As you may be aware, the TAY proposal has been met with fierce opposition in the

Cow Hollow/Marma neighborhood. I have been in business in this area for over 30
years and our family has been a business owner in the neighborhood for 75 years. There
are few projects that I can remember that have met with this degree of resistance. The
- City government agencies have refused to consider legitimate concems. The Project has
been rubber stamped, without any change or compromise to the project, with complete
disregard for the outcome to the neighborhood. ‘

Everyone in this neighborhood has compassion for homeless youth We want to -
invite them into our neighborhood and want this project to be an asset to the commumty,' .
not something that is a problem for many years. Please consider the youth that will be
housed in this facility and the impact on them, if the neighborhood feels that this project
has been forced down their throats. There is a better way. ,

Please consider the hard questions. Why was this sight selected‘7 Why does it
cost so-much; atmost 4 times the-cost per square foot;-as-compared-to-our- -new-building
across the street? Why are virtually all the nelghborhood organizations and neighbors
opposed? Why did the sponsorship for the project come from a supervisor outside the
district? Something smells rotten here!

" Tt is extremely unfortunate that such a deserving group of youth will forever be
coupled with what has been thus far such a corrupt approval process.

- Thank you for your consideration.

Howard Squires, President
Realty Equities, Inc.
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LABORERS’ INTERNATIONAL UNION OF NORTH AMERICA

LOCAL UNION NO. 261
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CQctober 3, 2011 -

Supervisor Malia Cohen

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94103 .

Dear Supervisor Cohen:

Laborers Union Local 261 urges the members of the Board to support the
amendment proposed by Supervisor David Chiu to close the “loophole™ in the
Health-Care-Security Ordinance, ; o

Al (lvaqe

" We prefer Supervisor Chiu's proposal because it achieves the main goals of
Supervisor Campos' amendment without risking additional job losses. The City has
already lost 30,000 jobs and it has been reported the legislation before the Board
this Tuesday could cost us 460 more jobs. o

Supervisor Chiu’s proposal eliminates the “use it or lose it” nature of HRA’s and
takes care of the “January problem,” where an employee tries to get reimbursed for
a health care need in January, only to find that the money expired at the end of

December. This goal is achieved by requiring that at least one year's worth of

health care dollars must always be available to an employee.

The amendment also requires quarterly notification to employees and prominent
posting of information on how to access accounts. Finally, should the Chiu
amendment be enjoined by a court, the ordinance reverts to Supervisor Campos’
language on permanent expenditures.

We would like to discuss this matter with you and will contact your office in
order to schedule an appointment. ‘

Very truly yours,

Business Manager

RH:laa
Ope3aflcio.
Cc:Board of Supervisors

3271 - 18™ STREET * SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94110
"Office: (415) 826-4550 ¢ Fax Number: (415) 826-1948

cH)



. HEALTH CARE SECURITY ORDINANCE
~ LESLIE AVERIETT
- to:
" BOARD.OF.SUPERVISORS@SFGOV.ORG
10/03/2011 12:19 PM
Please respond to LESLIE AVERIETT
Show Details

1 Attachment

COHEN HEALTH CARE SECURITY pdf

Page 1 of 1 |

| PLEASE DISTRIBUTE TO EACH SUPERVISOR BEFORE TUESDAY'S BOARD MEETING.

I Y e
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~ Bayview Opera House is named after his mother - Ruth Williarﬁs. , o /pqg%
Francisco Da Costa '- - d
to: _

Francisco Da Costa

10/01/2011 08:32 AM

Show Details

Bayview Opera House is named after his Mother - Ruth Williams.

Now run by a White Woman in a Black community - who knows

little about the community at large - including the changed demographics.
A charade run by the corrupt San Francisco Arts Commission that has
high jacked the Bayview Opera House built in 1987 and built by the Free
Masons - that was when the area was know as South San Francisco. '

His brother Kevin Williams - was tortured by this City - and suffered a lot.
‘A noose who placed at the SF Airport - he was a Compliance Officer and
wanted the matter investigated. Mayor Willie L. Brown Jr and others did not.
Kevin Williams a bright man worked for the Human Rights Commission.

Keven had a Secretary who was White. The authorities promoted his woman

as the Director of Human Right Commission - and had Kevin Williams report to
her. For years at 25 Van Ness - Kevin would report to work - punch in and out.

That was until he won his law suit * and freed himself from the ‘shﬁckles of
corruption and the ploys and machinations of this City and County of San Francisco.
This City is a RACIST - it was and it still is. Loves dog and pony - shows. -
Kevin was given nothing to work with - on occasion heaps of paper were dumped

on his desk - and he was told to make sense of it. A man holding two PhDs.

The room - at the very top was 15 feet by 15 feet - with a low slaliting roof - at
one time it was an attic. Now his dungeon to suffer from the sordid racism that
is still prevalent in many quarters of this City and County of San Francisco.

Read the "Unfinished Agenda" other documents including the latest one

"Qut Migration' created by the current sell outs who say they are Black.

It will spell out for the ignorant, the uneducated, the shallow, more the sordid -
the true colors of this City. Blacks now number less - less then 5% of this City's -
population which is about 816,000. Go figure! : ’

Kevin's brother now returns with all the patents under his name. Keven spoke fondly

of his scientist brother - many of his inventions were linked to the heart - sophisticated pace
makers ' :

and so on.

- The paradox is his brother is coming back to the community to speak on topics that are very
holistic. : ' '

©_ His Mother worked hard but hardly anyone knows too much about her - her leg:icy o
drama, public speaking, have been shelved. The few that know her hardly speak of
her and have nothing much to contributed to the community at large - accept hot air.

=3
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Page 2 of 2

The pretehd to by leaders but have notlﬁng substantial to offer - expect as I said -
hot air - tepid and shallow. " If you are Jukewarm I will spit you out of my mouth".

His brother was made to suffer. Kevin Williams a bright man still suffers.

San_FranciSco loves charades, Dog and Pony shows - and I will make sure I
“will be there - to speak to the TRUTH.

http://www.blackmonev.éom/ 10454

Francisco Da Costa




Page 1 of 1

o s~

Stop the demolition of a national eligible masterplanned community. L °c /W
Ryan Bradley
to: ' |
board.of.supervisors -
- 10/01/2011 04:55 AM

Sent by:

Ryan Bradley <Cellq7=yahoo. com@change org>

Please respond to Ryan Bradley '

Show Details

Security:

To ensure prlvacy, images from remote sites were prevented from downloadmg Show
Images ' :

>

Please help to prevent the unecessary destruction of housing, and a landscape designed by a master-class
landscape architect Thomas Dolliver Church.. Help advocate for better infrastructural changes along 19th
Avenue and proper direct regional connection to transit hubs to reduce traffic and congestion that flows
along this arterial corridor from the north bay to silicon valley. Demand better housing to be built that
provides dense development that does not destroy the open-space that is critical in urban areas for
families. Require that alternatives that focus on "INFILL" and a more balanced development layout that
spreads the density into more than one neighborhood disproportionately. Ensure that the ecological
impacts, and carbon footprmt of the development proposal is 1ndependently reviewed and adequately
assessed. Ensure that there will be housing that is affordable and meant to increase the level of
affordability and quality of housing constructed in urban areas and suburbs nationwide by stopping the |
predatory equity lending that occurs in such large scale redevelopment projects and helps refocus our
building strategies towards re- engmeermg the suburban scale of sprawl outside our urban cores. Thank
you for your support and interest in housing, jobs, and the environment. Sincerely Aaron Goodman

Greenbelt, Maryla'.nd '

Note: this email was sent as part of a petltlon started on Change. org, V1ewable at :
WWW. change.org/petitions/protect-and- -preserve- -parkmerced-as-essential- housmg from—un—sustamable—

x|

demolition. To respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

e
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER

MEMORANDUM

TO:  Cletk of the Board, Board of Supervisors

FROM: ‘Ben Rosenfield, Cohtro_ll,er;??
| .=

DATE: October 3, 2011 <

SUBJECT: Office of the Controller, City Services Auditor’s Contra
Compliance Reporting Requirement for FY10-11

%M?}N _

6E€ Hd 9~ 130 1107
s do. 0%
1303

i . X1

In accordance with Appendix F1.112 of the City Charter that states that “The Controller
shall submit an annual report to the Board of Supervisors summarizing any contracts .

issued pursuant to this Section and discussing the Controller’s compliance with Chapters
12 et seq”, the Controller is submitting this annual report for FY1 0-11. '

In FY10-11, City Services Auditor entered into 10 contracts. All of the vendors were in
compliance with the Equal Benefits Ordinance (Admin Code 12B) and three contracts
had a Local Business Enterprise requirement (Admin Code 14B).

VendorName | Descriptionof Service | amount | Sub Required | Sub% | Compliance
Moss Adams LLP* Audit Services $79,200 Waived . "~ | Complies
. . . . N/A - contract ’ .
Nimbus Consulting Group LLC | Training Services $2,400 under $50k Complies
~ . Management Consulting | N/A - contract ;
Top Step Consulting LLC Services $4,800 under $50k Complies
Moss Adams LLP* ' Audit Services _ $181,000 | Yes 10% Complies
. . " Management Consulting R .
Mission Analytics Group Inc Services $349,360 | Waived | Complies
ETC Institute® 'g"a“?‘geme"t Consulting | 486,500 | Yes 20% Complies
ervices
. ‘ Management Consulting N/A - contract :
Richard Alan Foster Services | $4,000 under $50k Comphe;
Moss Adams LLP* Audit Services $160,950 | Yes ' 10% | Complies
Courtenay Thompson & - . N/A - contract ’ .
Associates | Training Services $9,995 under $50k Complies
Resource Development o . | N/A - contract o .
Associates Inc Training Services $10,000 under $50k | Complies

*Multi-Fiscal Year contract

Please contact Rachel Cukierman at (415)554-5391 if ydu have any questions.

25
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o Honorable Davrd Chm, Presrdent e
o Honorable Members of the Board of Superv1sors

City and County of San Franc1seo

. 1Dr. CarltonB Goodlett Place
‘ 'San Francrsco CA 94102—4689

| RE_ -t 42011 Board Meeting Apends Ttem No. 11 (File No. 11 97—1—8—)%

' Amendment to Cammngn and Govemrnental Conduct Code — Capnmar Pubhc
MatchmgFunds T T '.'II:, : - -

"'Dear Presrdent Chru and Honorable Members of the Board of Supervrsors

We urge you to vote yes on the proposed amendment to the Crty s pubhc ﬁnancmg

satisfy the Umted States Supreme Court’s Junsprudence as expressed in the Arizona Free

- Ent ggns case (Arizona Free Enterprrse Club’s- Freedom Club PAC. et al. v. Bennett 564 v
-U.S:. (201 1)) we believe 1t is an appropnate Tésponse o, someé of the main ﬂaws in San
» 'Franelsco s public ﬁnancmg system as the November 8 electron fast approaches “This letter is
' respectfully submitted in our capacity as legal counsel to several organizations which
- - participate in. San Fran01sco elections by, -aniong other things, exercising thBII Fnst . :
Amendmeént rights to make. “mdependent expendlture supportmg and opposmg canchdates
' for San Francrsco publre ofﬁce : : - BRI .

Muoh t1me has already been Iost smee the Ethres Comrmssmn approved thrs v
amendment on JuIy 11 4nd if was thereafter- mtrodueed £o the Board As the electron draws ,

- * near and some of the pubhc}y financed Mayoral candldates get eloser to reachmg the . '
- $1,475,000 ‘Indlvrdual Expendlture Ce11mg, "1t is cnt1eal that pub]re ﬁmds are not prov1ded to .
candrdates in excess of the $900 000 cap 3

- law, which appears as Item No. 11 on the agenda for the Board meeting on Tuesday, October: _jA g
4, 2011, in order to prevent candrdates from receiving pubhe matehmg funds in excess ofthe -
existing $900 000 cap. Although this proposal, in.our opinion, ¢ does not £0 far enough to fully o T

150 Post Street Suite 405 E' : San Francrsco, CA 94108
Tel 415/732 7700 g Fax: 4151/32 /701 ' W\m«rcampargnlamrers com




e - City and County of San Franclsco

{_ij;HenorableDawdChm, Premdent T

L . Honorable Members of the Board ofSupervisors | e

+ '+ October3,2011 -

SR Pagez

- To the extent the Board does not 1mmed1ate1y approve T.hlS Icgtslanon, the unamended

. pubhc ﬁnancmg scheme Would, in our oplmon, clearIy be an uniconstitytional effort to “leveI

- the playmg field.” Just as rnatchmg fund “trigger”: prov1s1ons ‘have been struck down in. .

L ~* Connecticut, Mnﬂesota, Florida, Maine and Albuquerque {with challenges being. waged n
i New Yoik City apd other }unsdmtlons as Well) ‘we aré confident thit a challenge to San-.

. Fi rancisco’s emstmg law will be successful —and our -clients are seriously eonmdermg ﬁlmg
-7 'sucha lawsmt, shouId the Board not adopt the lengatlon 1mmed1ately Such a 1wsu1t would
T also seek the recovery of attorneys fees and costs as. penmﬁed by law ' :

Based on the fOfegOlﬂg, we U:fge ayes vote ont the proposed amendment as the most o

o through the Noverrber 2011 election.

- without waiving any rights to future chailenges to the ultimate oonstﬂ:utlonahty of the City’s
: pubho financing scheme, amended or not, we beheve thls proposal 1s the best way to proceed

¢ .

Thank you for your conslderanon of thJs request and feeI free to caJl w1ﬂ1 any :

e questlons regardmg this posmon

Sincerely, - . i

' BradleyW Hertz

G Benediet Y. i, Esq Fithios Commission Chair
SR . John St. Cro:x, Ethics Commission: Executive Dlrector
MaIkMorodoml Esq Oakland C1tyA110mey s ofﬁce S

T .,";-_1#1431._01

: _ appropnate response to the Supreme Court”sAruhﬁg*aﬁhlsmefAithough -this requestas made—;- . o
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Public financing amendment

Bradley Hertz

{o:. g . : - : ' S :

* " Eric.L.Mar, Carmen.Chu, John.Avalos, Mark Farrell, Ross.Mirkarimi, Scott. Wiener,

_ sean.elsbernd, Malia.Cohen, David.Campos, J ane.Kim, Board.of . Supervisors, David.Chin
10/03/2011 06:01 PM : : o : ' '
Ce: ’ ' ' T o .

bhut, mmorodomi, ethics.commission

Show Details :

| 1 Att_achment

EE:

]

.Chiu Proposed-—A:mendment.pdf

~ Thank you for your consideration of this letter in connection with Tucsday’s Board meeting.

Bradley W. Hertz, Esq.

“The Sutton Law Firm .
22647 Ventura Boulevard, # 301
Los Angeles, CA 91364

PH: 818/593-2949 -

FX: 818/593-2948 *

: THIS E-MAIL IS CONFIDENTIAL AND MAY BE LEG'AI'_LY.PRI.VILEGED. VIF YOU RECEIVED THIS E-MAILIN ERROR
PLEASE CONTACT US IMMEDIATELY AND THEN DELETE IT OR DESTROY IT. ANY.TAX ADVICE CONTAINED IN THIS
COMMUNICATION 1S NOT INTENDED TO BE USED, AND CANNOT BE USED, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AVOIDING IRS

PENALTIES OR FOR RECOMMENDING ANY TAX-RELATED TRANSACTION OR MATTER TO ATHIRD PARTY.
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,  Public financing amendment _ f) Jpﬁ
: James Sutton -

¥ to: - | '/‘TH:{ (:;g‘?/é)

bhertz . :

10/03/2011 05:25 PM

Ce: | o : ’ .
Eric.L.Mar, Carmen.Chu, John.Avalos, Mark Farrell, Ross.Mirkarimi, Scott. Wiener,
sean.elsbernd, Malia.Cohen, David.Campos, Jane Kim, mabel.ng, bhur, mmorodomi, -
ethics.commission, Board.of.Supervisors, David.Chiu '
Show Details

Thank 'you for your consideration of this letter in connection with Tuesday’s Board meeting.

Brad W. Hertz
The Sutton Law Firm
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"Re: San Francisco litigation [ ' ‘
Sherri Kaiser to: Board.of. Superwsors ' 10/04/2011 10:39 AM

History: This message has been forwarded.

Ms. Calvillo,

| am advised that this is a submission to the Board of Supervisors regarding proposed ordinance no.
110901, which is before the Board for final adoption later today. '

Thank.y.ou,‘ : | o o _ | QZ)LZZ{:PHDQD/

Sherri Kaiser

Sherri Sokeland Kaiser
Deputy.City Attorney

City Hall, Room 234

San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 -
(415) 554-4691 (direct)

CONF[DENTIAL COMMUNICATION
This communication is subject to attorney—chent and/or work product

privilege. If you received it in error, please notify me and permanently delete it.

From: Daniel Vice <dvice@bradymail.org>

To: Board.of.SupewiSors@sfgbv.org

Cc: Sherri Kaiser <Sherri.Kaiser@sfgov.org>
Date: 10/04/2011 10:25 AM

Subject::  Re: San Francisco litigation

Angela Calwvillo

Clerk of the Board )
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
‘city Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

. Dear Ms. CalVLllo

Please accept the attached comments of the Brady Center to Prevent Gun
Violence -concerning Safe Storage Findings.

Daniel Vice .

Senior Attorney

Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence
1225 Eye St. NW #1100

Washington, DC 20005

202-354-6565




‘cell 202—641—2285

[attachment v"San Francisco safe storage.pdf” deleted by Sherri Kaiser/CTYATT]
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Re: San Francisco litigation

Daniel Vice to: Board.of.Supervisors ‘ 10/04/2011 10:25 AM
‘ Cc: Sherri Kaiser ) »
History: ' This message has been forwarded.
Angela Calvillo ' ' _ ) :i; [l CyT()‘ '

Clerk of the Board

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

San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

Please accept the attached comments of the Brady Center to Prevent Gun.
Violence concerning Safe Storage Findings.

Daniel Vice

Senior Attorney

Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence
1225 Eye St. NW #1100. '

Washington, DC 20005
202-354-6565
cell 202-641-2285

| DOSN.

San Francisco safe storage.pdf



B I ad y Ce nter

To Prevent Gun Violence
October 4, 2011

Angela Calvillo
'Clerk of the Board
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
- City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Re:  Police Code — Safe Storage Findings
Dear Ms. Calvillo:

The Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence and Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun
Violence, with its network of Million Mom March Chapters are the nation’s largest, non-
~ partisan, grassroots organizations dedicated to creatmg an America free from gun violence. On
behalf of our members and chapters around the nation, we strongly support San Francisco’s
firearm safe storage requirements.

Keeping a gun in the home greatly increases the risk of injury and death. Safe storage
laws are crucial for reducing this severe risk by keeping loaded guns away from children and
dangerous people. Furthermore, safe storage laws are entlrely consistent with the Second
Amendment. In District of Columbia v. Heller, 554 U.S. 570, 632 (2008), the Supreme Court

~ held that the Second Amendment does not prevent the enactment of “laws regulating the storage
- of firearms to prevent accidents” because laws such as these “do not remotely burden the right of
self-defense. .

Each day, eight children and teens are shot and killed.l'. Gun death rates are seven times
higher in the states with the highest gun ownership rates compared with those with the lowest

! Niational Center for Injury Prevention and Control, Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting System
(2007), http://www.cdc.gov/ncipc/wisqars/. Calculations by Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence. .




household gun ownership rates. 2 All told, an estimated 41% of gun-related homicides and 94%
of gun-related suicides would not occur under the same cucumstances had guns not been
present’ ’

Safe storage requirements limit unauthorized access to firearms, helping to minimize the
rlsk of homicide in the home, which is three times higher in homes with firearms.* Overall,
states with the highest levels of gun ownership have 114 % higher firearm homicide rates and
60% higher homicide rates than states with the lowest gun ‘ownership.’ Higher gun ownership
puts both men and women at a higher risk for homicide, particularly gun homicide.® Securely

storing firearms helps prevent gun homicides by limiting gun access by felons and persons who
' are found to be dangerously mentally ill. '

Safe storage laws also help prevent accidental gun deaths and injuries and gun suicides.
The risk of unintentional death is highest in states where higher numbers of households keep a
gun that is both loaded and unlocked.” Thifty—three percent of U.S. households have a gun and
half of gun-owning households do not lock up their guns, including 40 percent of households

with kids under age 18.%8 As for suicide, studies show that keeping a firearm in the home
increases the risk of suicide by a factor of 3 to 5 and increases the risk of suicide with a firearm

2 Harvard School of Public Health: Harvard Injury Control Research Center, “Homicide — Suicide — Accidents —
Children and Women,” Boston: Harvard School of Public Health, 2009,
http: //www hsph.harvard. edu/research/hlcrc/ﬁrearms—research/guns -and-death/index html.

3 Douglas J. Wiebe, PhD. “Homicide and SlllClde Risks Associated With Firearms in the Home: A National Case-
Control Study.” Annals of Emergency Medicine 41 (2003): 771-82.

4 Arthur L. Kellermann, MD, MPH, et al. “Gun Ownership As a Risk Factor for Homicide in ‘the Home,” New
England Journal of Medicine 329 (1993) 1084-1119.

* Matthew Miller, David Hemenway, and Deborah Azrael. “State-Level Homicide Victimization Rates in the U.S. in
Relation to Survey Measures of Household Fu‘eann Ownership, 2001-2003.” Social Science and Medicine 64 (2007)
- 656-64.

§ Harvard School of Public Health: Harvard Injury Control Research Center, “Homicide — Suicide — Accidents —
Children and Women,” Boston: Harvard School of Public Health, 2009,
hittp://www hsph harvard.edu/research/hicre/firearms-research/guns-and-death/index.html.

? Matthew Miller, Deborah Azrael, David Henienw:iy, and Mary Vrinioﬁs., “Firearm Storage Practices and Rates of
Unintentional Firearm Deaths in the United States,” Accident Analysis and Prevention, 37(4) (2005): 661-667.

- ® Pew Research Center for the People and the Press, “2009 Values Survey, Final Topline, Question e.F2,” April
2009, accessed 6/29/2009, at http://people-press.org/reports/questionnaires/513.pdf; Johnson, Renee, Tamera
Coyne-Beasley, Carol Runyan, “Firearm Ownership and Storage Practices, U.S. Households, 1992-2002: A
Systematic Review, dmerican Journal of Preventive Medicine, 27:2 (2007): 173-182. "~ ’



by a factor of 17. ° Ifa gun is used in a suicide attempt, more than 90% of the time the attempt
will be fatal.'® By comparlson su1c1de attempts made by overdosing on drugs are fatal only 3%
of the time.!! Safe storage laws were associated with an 8.3% reduction rate in suicides of youth
between the ages of 14 and 17 years. An estimated 333 young lives (ages 14 to 17) have been
saved by safe storage laws from 1989, when the first such state law was enacted, to 2001. 12

In contrast to the considerable risks of guns in the home, the data shows a vastly smaller
number of defensive firearm uses to kill an attacker — only 195 justifiable gun homicides out of
more than 12,000 gun homicides nationwide in 2006.° All told, guns are used “far more often to
kill and wound innocent victinis than to kill and wound criminals .. . [and] guns are also used far
more often to intimidate and threaten than they are used to thwart crimes. 14 1 jkewise, using a
gun to attempt to resist a robbery may not help prevent injuries, and in fact increases the
likelihood that a robbery will escalate into a murder. After analyzing the data, one researcher
concluded, “A far higher percentage of robbery killings than of robberies involve active victim
resistance. ... One thing is clear: if 11fe is dear, resistance to robbery with lethal weapons rarely

5
makes sense.” 1

Furthermore, although the gun lobby claims that programs such as Eddie Eagle and '
Project ChildSafe are a substitute for safe storage of firearms, studies have confirmed that this
has no basis in fact. For example, in reviewing the NRA’s Eddie Eagle program, a study
published in 2004 by the American Academy of Pediatrics found that children could memorize
Eddie Eagle’s simple advice about avoiding guns, but that advice went unheeded when chlldren v
were put in real-life scenarios and asked to role-play a response. Indeed, not a single child
studled “used the skills in a real-life situation.” The authors noted, “Stud1es have found that

® Arthur L. Kellermann MD, MPH, et al. “Suicide in the Home in Relatmn to Gun Ownership,” New England ‘
Journal of Medicine 327 (1992): 467-72.; Douglas J. Wiebe, PhD, “Homicide and Suicide Risks Associated With
" Firearms in the Home A National Case—ControI Study,” Annals of Emergency Medicine 41 (2003). 771-82.

" 19 Matthew Miller et al., Household Firearm Ownersth and Rates of Suicide Across the 50 United States, Joof
Trauma, Apr. 2007, at 1029. ‘

11 Id

12 W Webster, JS Vernick, AM Zeoli and JA Manganello, “Association Between Youth-Focused Firearm Laws
and Youth Suicides,” JAMA, 292(2004):594-601.

13 Federal Bureau of Investigation, Justifiable Homicide by a Private Citizen by Weapon (Table-14) (Sept 2007)
* available at hitp://www.fbi. gov/ucr/cius2006/offenses/expanded 1nfom1at10n/data/shrtable 14 html.

" David Hemenway & Deborah Azrael, The Relative Frequency of Oﬁenszve and Defensive Gun Uses Results
Froma Natzonal Survey, 15 VIOLENCE & VICTIMS 257 271 (2000)

15 Franklin E. Zimring & James Zuehl, Victim Injury and Death in Urban Robbery: A Chicago Study, 15 J. LEGAL
STUD. 1,31 (1986).



* when children find guns, they often play with them,” and concluded, “Existing programs are
insufficient for teaching gun-safety skills to children.”'®

Finally, keeping guns securely Jocked and stored helps prevent gun loss by theft,
minimizing the flow of guns into the hands of criminals. Stolen guns represent a s1gn1ﬁcant
source of trafficked guns, with half a million guns stolen from prlvate citizens each year. About .
one of every six trafficked guns is stolen from residences.!’

In light of the severe risk of injury and death posed by guns in the home, safe -s_tdrage
laws are crucial for protecting children and families from the dangers posed by unlocked,
accessible firearms. ‘

Smcerely,

/mn. /ﬂz,ii

" Dennis Henigan

Acting President
Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence ’

16 MB Himle, RG Miltenberger, “An evaluation of two procedures for trammg skills to prevent gun play in
children,” Pediatrics. 2004 Jan;113(1 Pt 1):70-7. .

17 Philip J. Cook & James A. Leitzel, “Smart” Guns: 4 Technolog1cal Fix for Regulating the Secondary Market 7
‘Terry Sanford Institute of Public Pohcy, Duke Umvers1ty, Workmg Paper Series SAN01-10 (July 2001).



Ro=—alGUNE

C-/Pﬁﬁdﬁ/-.

. » TEA

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR - EDWIN M. LEE

SAN FRANCISCO MAYOR

: - S . = 8

* San Francisco Board of Supervisors - i o =
Legislative Chamber, Room 250 - e &(1vq 49 e "":33.5’ ,
. City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place S e ' L3 Eom
Qan Francisco, CA 94102 e H4S ST =}
- October 3, 2011 o L=<

Dear Supervisors,

Pending before you is a piece of legiélation that-attempts to close a loophole in our City’s Health K
Care Security Ordinance through which'some employers recoup portions of deposits made into

their WU'rkers’*Heafl'tthe’mb;ursementheeemunts,fafpmcedure,that,gyhﬂe currently legally

permissible, undermines the intent of our groundbpeaking universal health access law.

Supervisor David ‘Campds and hlS coalition of advvocétes deserve much praise for identifying and |
shedding light on this loophole. His progressive leadership on this issue is honorable.

- Asolution presented to-you by Superyisor Campos is currently making its way through the
legislative process and is certainly one potential answer to closing the HRA loophole, asis a
piece of similar legislation sponsored by President David Chiu. I have also begun to lay outa -
_framework for yet another variation on a solution that honors our commitment to health care.
while protecting valuable jobs at our City’s small businesses: ‘ Co

As we consider these various attempts to close the loophole, 1 am troubled that rhetoric has
teplaced earnest policy discussion. Politics have obscured this critical health justice issue. What
should be an issue around which we coalesce has transformed into an issue where opinions are
hardening and finding a real solution becomes increasingly fleeting. '

Let me be clear, T share the same bottom-line objective as Supervisor Campos and the members

of his community coalition: full compliance with the Health Care Security Ordinance (HCSO),

on paper-and in spirit. I also take to heart the impacts any charig:c's to the structure of HRAs may-

have on our City’s small businesses and its likelihood of costing people jobs. As San Francisco’s

entrepreneurs struggle to maintain their businesses in this difficult economy, we shouldn’t make

it even harder for them to do business and employ people in the City. At the same time, 2~
" economic downturn does not release any business from its moral and legal responsibility to R
* comply with the HCSO. We must strike a balance. - ' - A L B

The relative haste with which a sohiﬁon was presented and moved throuéh,the' legislativédproc.es-s /
has begun to divide our City and the Board by the narrowest of margins. - '

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE, ROOM200 - .. @ .
.~ oaN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 94102-4681 : : O



Supervisors, I truly believe we all share the same goals —closing the loophole, providing health

~ care to everyone, protecting jobs, and growing our City’s economy. Starting with this set of
common objectives, I am confident we can solve this problem together.

I believe the fundamental answer to this problem is providing more health access while

- protecting low-wage jobs at our City’s small businesses. Workers with HR As should be able to -

' draw down the funds in those accounts for a range of health care expenses from reimbursement

- for a comprehensive list of health-related services to payment for health insurance premiums to
buying into our Healthy San Francisco program, if eligible. By increasing access to these types
of health coverage options we ensure that San Francisco workers can more fully exercise the
benefit provided them under the HCSO. One proposed plan would lead to HRAs that accrue and
accrue, but this proposal does nothing to incentivize access to health care services —so I don’t
believe it fully solves the problem. : ' |

Instead of aiming to accrue money in an account as our main goal, we should focus on increasing |
healthi access. I have heard several good ideas about how to accomplish this within existing -
Federal laws, and I think these alternatives deserve a policy-based conversation. -

~Tbelieve in working With*p’e'op’l’e*affectedfbyfpol—i—ey,—andfeemingftofa,solutionthét works for
everyone. I don’t believe in imposing solutions on people without getting their input.
1, therefore, call on all impacted'partiés' in this debate to do what should have been dene from the
very beginning: come together under one roof to solve a problem we all know exists and we all -
want to fix. ‘Workers, organized labor, small business owners, our Departrﬁenfof Public Health, -
and us, the City’s elected leaders, need to meet and work together to find the appropriate
solution. - : o ' B '

I assure you, I am committed to finding a solution. But often the first idea presented, however
elegant it may seem, doesn’t necessarily best address the challenge. I am confident that with
thoughtful deliberation and in good faith, we can craft a solution that matches the problem. And I
believe we can do it quickly. o oo : :

T will continue to- work with all parties involved, and T invite you to join in a series of meetings I

' will convene to close the loophole, preserve jobs, and provide access to affordable health care.
To the'extent that you are willing, I-look forward to working with you on this important public

policy challenge.. o L L .

Sincerely,

Edwin M. Lee
Mayor_ ‘



United Brotherhood of Carpenters
and Joiners of America
LOCAL UNION NO. 22

o
September 28, 2011 = Lﬂ%
=, 7%=
President Mark Buell » \\ A ‘:1.9\?1
San Francisco Recreation and Parks Commission o \ Ei'gff.
Mclaren Lodge — Golden Gate Park ﬁ © :‘r?“fr
501 Stanyan Street VB CRo
San Francisco, CA 94117 2y
@ oY
Dear President Buell and Commission Members, : \ (@5 'f}

Carpenters Local 22 wishes to express its support of the proposed renovations to the Beach ‘Chalet
Athletic Fields in Golden Gate Park. Local 22 has been representing the interests of working people
in San Francisco since 1882, and we know the importance of not only providing basic amenities —
such as parks and playfields - to keep families in the city, but also the necessity of making sure
these parks and playfields are accessible, safe and functional for everyone.

Despite the high cost of living 'in San Francisco, many of our members choose 1o live, work, and

“play here because of the unique epportunities city living provides, including access fo world-class
parks and family activities. Unfortunately, many of our members’ families must travel across town to
play youth sports because the grass fields in their neighborhood are overbocked, closed for ‘
regrowth, or worn down to the point of not being safe. Older players trying to stay healthy and
active are even more susceptible to on-field injuries which could force them to miss work for a day,
aweek or more. The City Fields Foundation and Recreation and Park's Playfields Initiative
partnership has already created 66,000 hours of new play time on San Francisco's athletic fields
resulting in 1,800 more local kids playing sports each year! The fields are safer, more accessible and
more fun for play. This kind of successful partnership is desperately needed if we are to keep
working families in the ley

Golden Gate Park’s Beach Chalet Soccer Fields are broken. The current fields are completely
rundown, uninviting and unsafe. They lack the basic family-friendly amenities you would expect at
a city pork such as doors on bathroom stalls and spectator seating for parents. Renovating the
fields with synthefic turf and field lights will dramatically increase access by tripling the amount of
playtime on the fields and eliminating the need o lock the fields when not permitted for play. The
sports facility will also feature a host of family friendly amenities like a viewing plaza, barbeques;:
bike parking, on-field spectator seating, and even a small playground. The renovation of this sports
facility will be a great improvement for local kids, park visitors and Golden Gate Park.

As a proud member of the City family, | hope you will join Local 22 in supporting these renovations
to create better fields and encourage San Franciscans to remain in our city.

R‘espec’rfully
Monny Flores, Field Represemohve

Carpenters, Local 22

cc: San Francisco Planning Commlsaonwfg@@. EienySERBY ayor Ed Lee, Planning Director John
Rahaim, Recreafion and Parks General Manager Phil Gmsburg City Fields Foundation

sko/opeiu-3-afl-cio (38)

2085 3rp STrEET @ SaN Francisco, CA 94107
TELEPHONE: (415) 355-1322 @ Fax: (415) 355-1422
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Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance Report .

Patricia Erwin to: Angela Calvillo, Board of Supervisors 10/04/2011 06:50 AM
Barbara Garcia, Faye DeGuzman, tomas.aragon, Colleen Chawla,

Ce: Jim Soos, Dave Faizon, Kenneth Stocker, Alex Tse, Yvonne Mere,
Richard Simon > :

From: Patricia Erwin/DPH/SFGOV o , :
. To: Angela Calvillo/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV
Cc: - Barbara Garcia/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Faye DeGuzman/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV,

tomas.aragon@sfdph.org. Colleen Chawla/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Jim

Sops/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Dave Falzon/SFPD/SFGOV@SFGOV, Kenneth

Dear Clerk of the Board of Sup_ervisdrs,

Attached please find a copy of the Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance reﬁort 2011 to the Board of -
Supervisors. . ! ' -

A hard copy has been hand delivered to your office.

Please contact me with any questions or comments.

Thank you, Patricia Erwin

L o ","-_ . .
DAD Report ta the BOS-FY 10-11.pdf Cover Letter-BOS Report. pdf
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Patricia Erwin, MPH

Health Education Programs Director v
Community Health Promotion and Prevention Section
San Francisco Department of Public Health ,

30 Van Ness, Suite 2300 ~ San Francisco, CA 94102

direct line: (415) 581-2418

rhain line: (415) 581-2400

fax line: (415) 581-2490

email: patricia.erwin@sfdph.org : S
visit us on the web: hitp://www.sfdph.org/dph/comupg/oprograms/CHPP

Confidentiality Notice: , . .
This e-mail transmission may contain confidential or legally privileged information that is intended for the
individual or entity named in the email address. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby
notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or reliance upon the contents of this e-mail is strictly-
prohibited. This e-mail is intended for the recipient only. If you have received this email transmission in
error, please reply to the sender to arrange for proper delivery, and then please delete the message.
Thank you. ‘ '
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_ \ - Edwin M. Lee, Mayo
Department of Public Health ' ' Barbara Garcia, Director
Population Health and Prevention :
Community Health Promotion and Prevention Section
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Honorable David Chiu, President , _ =4 -2'_213
San Francisco Board of Supervisors' ’ . i - m e
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RE:  Report to the Board of Supervisots .- <

Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance S o
Ordinance #43-06, February 28, 2006 ' '
Signed by the Mayor: March 10‘, 2006 -

S
4

Dear Supervisor Chru:

Please find ‘atta(_:hed the

» annual repott on the conduct of ﬂle .Deemed Approved Usés Ordinance.
This tepott reviews activities for the petiod of July 2010 through June 2011.

Each petforming depat_trriént‘ has added a summary of their activities to this report and those
sections ate cleatly marked. ' » :

Thank you in advance. Iam available to answer any questions about the Department’s role and
activities undertaken to date. : '

. Smcercl?r, ' L\ ‘ .
Patricia Erwin, MPH o

Health Education Programs Director

Community Health Promotion and Prevention Section
San Francisco Department of Public Health

e mmd mNACI . oAA

r rcoAd YA0N0



i

Report to the Board of Supervisors, Fiscal Year 2010-11
Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance-San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 26 Otdinance #43-
06. February 28, 2006 signed by the Mayor: March 10, 2006 . T

Mayor Edwin M. Lee
October 2011

Background - S

In March 2006, the Board of Supetvisors passed an Ozdinance, which was signed by former Mayor Gavin
Newsom to create a "Deemed Approved Uses" program that addresses the role and responsibilities of
businesses that sell alcohol in off ~sale venues in respect to community health and safety. This constitutes
the fifth annual report to the Board of Supervisors and includes a summary of activities undertaken over the
last year by each performing Department. - '

The Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance (DAQ) establishes Petformance Standards for businesses that sell
alcohol in off-sale venues. The California Alcohol Beverage Control Board (ABC) regulates the sale of
alcohol throughout the state and provides licenses to vendors to sell alcohol under specific conditions. The
" San Francisco Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance is based on the county's oversight of land use and

planning to educate, monitor, and ultimately penalize businesses that sell alcohol in off-sale venues if they
are found to be in nonconformance to the DAO Performance Standards.

Summary of Report for Fiscal Year June 2010-July 2011:

" Accomplishments: :

. San Francisco Department of Public Health: Vendor and Public Education ‘ ’ ,
During the fiscal year the DAO Education and Outreach program was redesigned to ensure that all vendors
teceive a visit from DAO staff. The purpose of the visits is to create a strong working relationship among
metchants, neighbors, and city government; to provide information and support to vendots on how to
comply with the DAQ; and to strengthen neighborhood and community partnerships to promote the
health, safety and welfare of the residents of San Francisco. Below is a summary of major accomplishments:

‘e Conducted 813 Educational Site Visits to H73 permit-Type 20 & 21 vendots in San Francisco
. County providing education and information on the DAO and to determine if Performance
Standards and license cettificate were posted. '

e Advised vendors who wete not in possession of a cutrent license/certificate and a current copy of
the Performance Standards about possible consequences for non-compliance; provided
recommendations to vendors on ways to ensure compliance with Performance Standards.
Compliance for all aspects of the DAO is handled by the San Francisco Depattment of Public
Health through the IMPACT program. » \

e Maintained a database of findings related to educational site visits including documenting whether
vendors ate in possession of and displaying the current copy of their license/ certificate and the
DAO Petformance Standards as certified by the Tax Collector. : - -

e Revised all vendor and public educational materials including; the DAO website for the public;
Performance Standards; vendor and public FAQ sheets; Educational Site Visits form; and How to
Comply with the Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance - :



e Disseminated educational matetials upon request from the public and during educational site visits,
SFPD Captain’s Precinct meetings, community otganizations and neighborhood meetings; and '
, direct contact through emails, phone replies, and one-on-one meetings B
e Downloaded and cleaned up ABC database of current Type 20 and 21 businesses in Sari Francisco
‘to provide list to Tax Collector for FY 11-12 license fee invoice mailing.

Tax Collector: _ , _ : '
e For the period from July, 2010 thru June, 2011, the Tax Collector received $238,989.70 in license
fees and $4,286.10 in penalties.
e  Grand total collected for FY 2010-11 was $243,235.80. . ,
e Total number of H73 license fee bills and educational materials sent to vendors in FY 2010/2011

was 813

San Francisco Police Depattment- Vice Crimes Division-IMPACT-Informed Metchants Preventing
Alcohol-Related Crime Tendencies (IMPACT) Inspections Program .

In May 2010 the Chief of Police created a new unit called the ABC Liaison Unit (ALU). All permanent ABC
licensing responsibilities are being centralized for better monitoting and improved setvice to the public.

" During the fiscal year 2010—2011, the Police Department visited 164 ABC licensed premises:. Personnel
generated 13 police reports documenting illegal activity. Incident reports were submitted to the California
Department of Alcohol Beverage Control for review and administrative action. . '

Summary of IMPACT Inspections:
e 72 Initial Inspections
e 92 Re-Inspections
e 164 Total Inspections
e 13 Incident Reports
e 11 Decoy Operations
e 154 Premises ‘
e 22 Incident Repotts/Criminal Citations Issued

City Attorney '
During fiscal year 2010-11 the City Attomey’s activities related to DAQ included the following:
e Receives and reviews incident repoits from the San Francisco Police Depattment and based upon
that review determines if further enforcement is necessary undet the Deemed Approved Ordinance.
-e  Pursues legal remedies against owners found to be not in compliance with the DAO Performance
Standards. o : :
e Provides advice to City agencies regarding compliance and enforcement under the DAO.

Vendor and Community Outreach & Education )
The Department of Public Health coordinate the education and outreach on DAO to vendots and the
community. Activities this fiscal year included: T _
e DAO staff provided education and information on the DAO to 813 vendors. Vendors in need of
additional information were referred to DAO Administrative staff or other DAO city partners for
clarification of issues related to Petformance Standards and other issues.



DAO outreach and education and educational materials were provided at neighborhood meetings
and community organizations by direct contact through emails, one-on-one meetings, and
community group meetings. : ' ‘

A new vendor educatlon packet was developed and has been dlssermnated to vendors. Vendor
education packets were also uploaded onto the DAO website.

DAO Administrative Activities-
Department of Public Health staff is lead on implementing administrative responsibilities and general
coordination for DAQO, activities included:

Meeting was held between Department of Public Health and the Police Department to strengthen
relationship and develop strategles to supportt their work in the commumty with the IMPACT
progtam.

Additional meetmgs were held with staff from each DAO city agency SFPD, Tax Collector's Office
& City Attorney.

Staff attended community meetings and events with Youth Leadership Institute’s Alcohol
Prevention Coalition anid Renaissance Bayview.

A training packet was developed for new DPH staff and consultants working on DAO

o All educational site visits were documented-and entered-into DAO- -database—All-reports-are

'maintained in an Access database.

Periodic tepotts wete made to other DAO city department partners on vendor performance based
on inspection reports.

Provided Tax Collector with California Alcohol and Beverage Control monthly updates of the status
of type 20 and 21 vendors in San Francisco. As of June 2010, the California Alcohol and Beverage
Control no longer issues monthly updates of the status of type 20 and 21vendors specific to each
city and county in California due to state budget cuts.

Participate in the San Francisco Department of Public Health’s Alcohol Work Group, which meets
to discuss the ways to reduce alcohol related health problems in San Francisco. :

Plans for FY 2011-2012

Continue activities and processes outlined above.

DAO staff wotk with the Tax Collector and the C1ty Attorney to establish protocols for addressmg
collection on delinquent accounts.

 DAO staff will collaborate with SFPD to provide technical support for the IMPACT program by

compiling IMJ?ACT data and generating quarterly teports related to DAO

‘ Prepared by: ,
Patricia Erwin, MPH
Health Education Programs Director
Community Health Promotion and Prevention Section
San Francisco Department of Public Health
Ph: (415) 581-2418
Email: patricia.erwin@sfdph.otg

San Francisco Department of Public Health October 2011 ‘
~ Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance Annual Report to the Board of Supervisors
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Proposed 1171 Sansome Street Project - Reverse Exemption from -
Environmental Review (ltems 27-34 on October 4 Board Agenda) ‘
Jon Golinger 1o: undisclosed-recipients:; ' . 10/03/2011 11:27 AM
Sent by: jongolinger@gmail.com '

This message has been forwarded.

October 3,2011 Ale 4 (toa4S - 10942
- Pl 10935 110838

‘Board President David Chiu
Members of the Board of Supervisors

San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Proposed 1171 Sansome Street Project — Reverse Exemption from
Environmental Review (Items 27-34 on'October 4 Board Agenda)

Dear President Chiu and Members of the Board of Supervisors:

On behalf of the Telegraph Hill Dwellers, a non-profit neighborhood organization with more
than 650 members, I write to urge you to reject the proposed exemption of the 1171 Sansome
Street Project from environmental review. The appeal of the proposed exemption by interested
neighbors will be heard at your October 4 Board meeting. ’ ' ' ’

This project location has been the subject of more than a decade of history of failed
attempts to circumvent environmental review, which the City has consistently rejected. We urge
you reject the proposed exemption of the 1171 Sansome Street Project from environmental

_review for two reasons that make a categorical exemption from review under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) wholly inappropriate here. '

54



_ First, as Planning Department determination letters for previous incarnations of this
project have made clear, the project location on the steep rocky eastern slope of Telegraph Hill is
so inherently unstable that state law requires environmental review of a proposed subdivision at
this site regardless of whether a specific project has yet been proposed. The 1171 Sansome
Street Project is located on the eastern slope of Telegraph Hill, an incredibly sensitive and
geologically unstable location with a long history of rockslides and falling debris. The slope of
this parcel is steep, with a grade as sharp as 65% in some locations. Removal of the shale on the
 site risks making the location vulnerable to mudslides and a catastrophic collapse. That’s why, in
a letter to the 1171 Sansome Street Project sponsor on June 2, 1998, the San Francisco Planning
Department concluded that “While it is true that minor subdivisions are exempt from California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review, the proposed project site has a slope greater than
20%, and under CEQA Section 15305, the Department is required by law to review the proposed-
3-lot subdivision for possible environmental impacts.” The Board should similarly require '
CEQA review here. ' ' : ’

‘Second, the project sponsor here is attempting to “piecemeal” the project in order to
avoid énvironmental review, but CEQA specifically prohibits piecemeal environmental review of
Jarge projects into smaller projects that each has minimal potential impact on the environment
but cumulatively creates significant impacts. The sponsor of the 1171 Sansome Street project
has attempted numerous times over the years to win approval of a large development project on
this sensitive location. In 1982, a 12 story office/residential complex along Sansome Street was
- proposed. In 1995, the current project sponsor proposed to split Lot 40 into three lots.
Townhouse units were proposed on Sansome Street while a residential structure was proposed on
Calhoun Terrace. In 1998, the project sponsor applied for a 3 lot subdivision of the subject
parcels. All were rejected, withdrawn, or failed. Similarly, the current proposal for a “simple”
subdivision of 1171 Sansome Street is inherently connected to plans to build a project at this
sensitive location. As such, under CEQA the subdivision proposal must trigger an environmental
review. - ' '

We urge you to reject the proposed exemption of the 1171 Sansome Street Project from ‘
environmental review and uphold the appeal by the neighbors at your October 4 Board meeting.



Thank you very much for your time and consideration.
~ Sincerely,
Jon Golinger

President -

Telegraph Hill Dwellers

=
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TELEGRAPH HILL
DWELLERS

October 3, 2011

Board President David Chiu
Members of the Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:  Proposed 1171 Sansome Street Project — Reverse Exemption from
Environmental Review (Items 27-34 on October 4 Board Agenda)

Dear President Ch1u and Members of the Board of Superv1sors

On behalf of the Telegraph Hill Dwellers, a non-profit ne1ghborhood organization
“with more than 650 members, I write to urge you to reject the proposed exemption of the
1171 Sansome Street Project from environmental review. The appeal of the proposed
exemption by interested ne1ghbors will be heard at your October 4 Board meeting.

This project location has been the sub]ect of more than a decade of history of failed
attempts to circumvent environmental review, which the City has consistently rejected.
We urge you reject the proposed exemption of the 1171 Sansome Street Project from

~ environmental review for two reasons that make a categorical exemption from review
under the Cahforma Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) wholly inappropriate here.

Flrst as Planning Department determination letters for previous incarnations of this
project have made clear, the project location on the steep rocky eastern slope of Telegraph
Hill is so inherently unstable that state law requires environmental review of a proposed
subdivision at this site regardless of whether a specific project has yet been proposed. The

- 1171 Sansome Street Project is located on the eastern slope of Telegraph Hill, an incredibly
sensitive and geologically unstable location with a long history of rockslides and falling
debris. The slope of this parcel is steep, with a grade as sharp as 65% in some locations.
Removal of the shale on the site risks making the location vulnerable to mudslides and a
catastrophic collapse. That's why, in a letter to the 1171 Sansome Street Project sponsor on

- June 2, 1998, the San Francisco Planning Department concluded that “While it is true that
minor subdivisions are exempt from California Environmental Quahty Act (CEQA) '
review, the proposed project site has a slope greater than 20%, and under CEQA Section -

115305, the Department is requlred by law: to review the proposed 3-lot subdivision for
possible environmental impacts.” The Board should similarly require CEQA review here.

£.0. BOX 330159 SAN FRANCISCO, Ch ?4133 « 415.273.1004  www.thd. arg

Found=d in 1954 to prrpetucte the E[s oric radifions of Son Francisc's Telegraph Hill and 16 reprasent the community inferests of its residents and proparty awners.
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Second, the project sponsor here is attempting to “piecemeal” the project in order to
avoid environmental review, but CEQA specifically prohibits piecemeal environmental
review of large projects into smaller projects that each has minimal potential impact on the
environment but cumulatively creates significant impacts. - The sponsor of the 1171
Sansome Street project has attempted numerous times over the years to win approval of a
large development project on this sensitive location. In 1982, a 12 story office/residential
complex along Sansome Street was proposed. In 1995, the current project sponsor
proposed to split Lot 40 into three lots. Townhouse units were proposed on Sansome
Street while a residential structure was proposed on Calhoun Terrace. In 1998, the project
sponsor applied for a 3 lot subdivision of the subject parcels. All were rejected, v
withdrawn, or failed. Similarly, the current proposal for a “simple” subdivision of 1171
Sansome Street is inherently connected to plans to build a project at this sensitive location.
As such, under CEQA the subdivision proposal must trigger an environmental review.

We urge you to reject the proposed exempﬁon of the 1171 Sansome Street Project

from environmental review and-uphold the-appeal by the neighbers at your October 4
Board meeting. : ‘ , :

Thank you very much for your time and consideration.

Sincerely, -

Jon Golinger
President
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT .

City and County-of San Francisco 1660 Mission Street  San Francisco, CA 94103-2414

N T PLANNING COMMISSION  ADMINISTRATION CURRENT FLANNING/ZONING 1 ONU KANGE FEANNING
(415553"6378 FAX; 538-6409 T FAX: 55%-0426 : FAX: F5a-4409 FAX: $%-t4Zh '

June 2, 1998

Mr. Vincer’xfTﬂiz

Tai Associates/Architects : o - [

665 Chestnut Street
San Francisco, CA 94133

RE: 1171 Sansome Street/88 Caihoun Terrace {(Case # 95.231E)
Dear Mr. Tai:

in yfdur:tj'eﬁez to the Planning Department dated April 3,1 99&, y’ou,s»ta'tie the f‘dnqwin‘g: "We

'UéﬁévEWE*ﬁaV&Slﬂbmi%thsuﬂielen;infgmaﬁqmmuygujﬁﬁ the City deparimsnts to pracess the

* Land Subdivision Application.” The letter further states, “After all, wa are only applying fora 3-idt
minor subdivision.” Giveri the steepness of the slope at the proposed project site (approximately
65%). the past and most fecent (January 1998) landslide activity on the site, and the fact that
Lower Calhoun Terrace would have lo be extended to access the site, the Department does not
( posed 3-lot subdivision a “simpie.” | if Tnor Subd]

U BRI B G W

Of-March . artm \Fsent a letter to.you ¢l ing our dec pecificaily
the letter stated the following: “Based on infermatien you submitted in 6. 1998

letter, 1t i the Department's intent to conduct a joint environmental review for the proposed 3-fot
subdivision and the proposed future development of the site with a single famity homa on Lawar
Cathoun Terrace and two tawnhome buildings-(total four units) on Sansome. Street.” The letter:

alst requasted that you submit supplemental information, including a new geatechnical report.
This request was based on- the preliminary geotechnical report by PSC Associates (dated
November 30, 1995), which recommended (page 6) that “Considering the steepness of the site
and the potential of stope instability for both the-static gnd seismic conditions, additional
investigations. and studies should be performed to’ obtain’ the necessary data to evaluate the
slope stability and prapare detailed design recommeandations for foundation support and stope
‘stabllization.” Specifically, the report recommenided (a) an updated comprehensive B
geotechnical and geologic investigation, including thé drilling of borings to better define rock’
types, bedding and degree of fracture, and (0} & rock mechanic study to determine spacing,
lengths and design foad of the rock anchors.  These findings were confirmed during alelephone

conversation with Peter Chinn of PSC Associates on March 18, 1998.
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You responded to.the Department in a letter dated’ Apnl 3,1998, and included a geotechmcai

consultation prepared by a new: firm, Consolidated Engmeenng {also dated April 3 1998). The

consultanon concluded that “. . itis not necessary to prepare a detailed geotechnical report or
tructural design drawlngs to proceed with the lot spht ated

Jnformatlon

The fandslide on the proposed project sita in Janhuary 1998 delayed the project reyiew as the
Departriient waited for Depatiment of Public Works (DPW)and Departmem of Building
Inspaction (DB} 1o inspect the sita and detefmine damage caused and future action DPW may.
have o take to stabilize the unimproved partion of the street.  Further, -additional review time
shiould be expacted to review the proposed extension of Lower Calhoun Terrace (necessary to
‘access the proposed development at 88 Cathoun Tetrage). In a letter to you dated May 22,

Encroachment Permit. The letter further states that “To obtain a permit, this Department would
. require a full set of civil and structural plans” DPW estimated a permit review time of about 5-6
months, without protest fromi adjacent property owners. Section 121(a) of the Planning Cade
. requires that every newly created lot have and maintain frontage on-a public street, from which
there be vehicular access. Therefore, the proposed subdivision cannot be approved untit the
: proposed stréet extension has be‘e‘rn raviewed and approved by the DPW.

Itis clear that the praposed project is complex, both n tetms of site stablut'y and i m terms of the

for a two-lot subdmslon straet extenslon and devalopment of Lot 1 with a 4-story live/work
building and Lot 2 with a single family dwelling unit. The Department requested additional
wgeotechmcal information in a letter to you dated Septembser 27, 1995. In November 1995, a
prefiminary geotechnical report was submitted addressing the development of Lot 2 only. No
geotechnical information was submitted on the proposed street extension. Tha report
recommended Updated comprehensive geotechnical and geologic investigation tie pérdormed..
No addition information was submitted to the Departmént. [n January 1998, you revised the
project to propose 4 2-lot subdivision (fronting on Sansora Street) with development of the lots
with a total of four townhiornies and no developmeant on Lower Calthoun Terrace. Thenin
February 1998, you revised the project dgain to a 3-lot subdivision and development of Lower
Calhoun Terrace with a single family dwelling, The Department feels that any delays incurred to
date stem from these complexﬂles and the proje¢t sponsor's inabillty to prowde sufficient
mformauen to address them.

1998 the-DPW indicated- maﬁn*ordeﬂo extend- tha-street, you-would need- tcm-ppmorarMapr'i
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At thi§ point, it seems wise to schedule a coordination meeting at the Department with
‘representatives from DPW and DBI. | would be happy to invite Gerald Green, Director of
Planning, to attend, if you wish. Please call me at-558-6386 and it me know what dates you
would be available to meet. Once we have reached an agreement as to how we wil] proceed. I
will sand out the new neighberhood notice.

,?S'fncere.ly, ‘
Clareio Jortliks
CaronJo Pdrker
Major Environmental Analysis
¢c: Gerald Green, Planning Director, DCP-
“Jim Miller, DCP-

Susan Yee, BOE-

Ray Gigliati, BSM
Jane Winslow .
K.K.Chiu, DBI .
Mark A. Primeau, Director of Public Works
. Shinji Yao, Chief Surveyor, DPW ‘
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re: HSBG verses Outside Lands SOUND
Board.of.Supervisors, recpark.commission,

\ 10/01/2011 04:22 PM
mayoredwinlee o

- sandy weil to:

‘This message has been forwarded.

8

Please post into the record for upcoming-BOS and upcoming RPD
" Commission. Thank you.

Dear SuperVisors, RPD Commissioners and Mayor Lee:

It is Saturday, 10/1/11 at 4pm and not a peep is to be heard from
Hardly Strictly Bluegrass in my area at 28th and Pacheco either last
night or today.

‘That is the good news. The bad news is when Outside Lands was
happening, not only did I hear it blasting at my house, I heard it at
Lake Merced and T heard it at Ft. Funston. I heard it during the day
and I heard it in the evening all three days. '

RPD will blame it on wéather conditions, well that is not an excuse
for music to be heard over 2 miles away at Ft. Funston and Lake

Merced when the wind wasn't even blowing in that direction.

It is simple, the music for Outside Lands volume is. set way too loud.
It is too loud for the neighbors and the animals in the park.

RPD and Planet Ape (or whatever the promoters name is) gave a lame
excuse that they didn't know what the volume levels were when asked
at a public meeting held at Richmond Station. It is simple, contact
HSBG and find out what they do right and copy that. If Outside Lands
"has to take place in the park for the next two years due to ‘
previously made contracts they must follow noise limits just like any
other business. If a bar plays its music too loud it is cited and /
or closed down. ' '

Outside. Lands should be moved from the park to a more appropriate
venue for such huge crowds and such loud music.

Outdoors at ATT Park and the ATT parking lot would be a much more
appropriate venue. Better public transit from all over the Bay Area,
and a - _ . ~

more fitting venue for a loud.night time concert.

Again, do some research and find out why HSBG is blaring and Outside
lands does. "
Maybe there are solutions to improve the problems.

I would appreciate a reply from Supervisor Chu, Supervisor Mar,
President. Buell and Mayor Lee. )

Thank you,
Sandy Weil
You have my email from this correspondence
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September 22, 2011

Ms. Angela Calvillo

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

SUBJECT: Final Revenue and Expenditure Report - San Francisco International Airport
Terminal 2 Promotion Fund

Dear Ms:Calvillo:

Ordinance No. 15-11, approved by the Board of Supervisors on February 1, 2011, and signed by
the Mayor on February 10, 2011 gave San Francisco International Airport (the Airport) the
authority to establish the Airport Terminal 2 Promotion Fund, a special fund to receive and
expend donations to promote the opening of the newly renovated Terminal 2 (12).

This letter reports total revenues received and total expenditures of the Airport’s T2 Promotion
Fund that were incurred in Fiscal Year 2010/11. To date, the Airport has received donations of
$623,875 and likewise expended this entire amount associated with the T2 Opening events The
official opemng date of Terminal 2 was April 15 2011.

Please let me know if you have any questions or comments regarding this information.

Vepy touly yours,

/

John artin

Airport Director
AIRPORT COMMISSION CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
EDWIN M. LEE LARRY MAZZOLA LINDA 5. CRAYTON ELEANOR JOHNS . RICHARD J. GUGGENHIME PETER A. STERN . JOHN L. MARTIN
MAYOR PRESIDENT VICE PRESIDENT AIRPORT DIRECTOR

Post Office Box 8097 San Francisco, California 94128 Tel 650.821.5000 Fax 650.821.5005 www.flysfo.com



Disappointed in SEPD's actions wrt peaceful gathering in front of Federal
- Reserve bldg . _ .

‘ Ming Wong to: Board.of. Supervisors 10/05/2011 11:37 PM .
History: This message has been forwarded. ‘

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

I hope this email finds you well! My understanding is that the board of
~ supervisors so far has taken no action in stopping or condemning the
“  shutting down of the foccupysf" gathering in the financial district.

I'm writing to register my disappointment at :
SFPD's actions tonight in breaking up/shutting down this gathering in
the middle of the night. I would also like to ask that the SFPD get
back to me to let me know why this action was taken, who ordered this
action, and who among our elected and appointed government
representatives we can call to ensure this does not happen again.

The gathering as far as I can tell was completely peaceful, was not
obstructing traffic (whatever traffic there was at past 10PM at night
anyway), and was not creating a noise nuisance or harassing anyone

passing by (again, not that there were thnat mamny peoplte—in—the

financial district that late at night). I am frankly shocked and
disappointed in the SFPD's choice to expend resources, to send
officers who I am sure would much rather be doing something else with
their eévenings, to essentially harass and intimidate a peaceful
gathering in to dispersing. This is. completely at odds with San
Francisco's reputation and promise of a free, democratic city.

Pléase email or call‘mé back to. let me krnow why the SFPD‘engaged in
this action, and what the Board-can do to stop our city from wasting
its resources in this way again.

Best,

Ming Wong
cell: 650 743 6796

\ i . ’ ~
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. Leave OccupySF Alone!
w‘ 4 Daniel Borysewicz

f to:

, it board.of.supervisors, edwin.lee .
10/05/2011 11:42 PM
Show Details

History: ThlS message has been forwarded.
1 Attachment ’

" image001.png
Dear Mr. Mayor and Board of Supervisors,

Piease call off the SFPD and do not violate the people of OccupySF their right to peaceful protest-and
assembly. . : -

The whole world and God is watching!

Blessings and Thanks,
" Daniel Borysewicz

Seminarian @ Pacific School of Religion
- Berkeley, CA

danielbtoz@gmail.com
©520.731.0359

http://www.psr.edu/ ' ' - ' ‘ . : ‘
"Always. forgive your enemies; nothing annoys them so much." --Oscar Wilde s - C o ' |

"Whatever satisfies the soul is truth." --Walt Whitman

* Certificate of Sexuality and Religion Program ‘
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Occupy SF Camp forced to leave, possessions taken

Cynthia Joseph to: Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org 10/06/2011 08:50 AM
Please respond to Cynthia Joseph

This message has been_f_orwarded. .

Dear Supervisors, _ ‘ -

I'm writing to ask why the camp at the Federal Reserve building was forced to disband by
police officers in helmets with batons, upon risk or arrest and their precious few essential
commodities taken. . o ‘ :

What laws were broken? _ ‘ o
Since it is a right of the people to peacefully assemble, this seems to be against the law and
a violation of their rights. I donated to this group yesterq_ay before the march began, sol .
have been robbed by the San Francisco police as well. s ,

I live in Oakland and will continue to march and donate to Occupy SF and Occupy Oakland,
we're really just one. : N : ’ g

I want to know why the police were allowed to force the camp to leave and why they were
allowed to take their possessions. Their civil rights have been violated.

They'll come back, I know they're still there, probably really wetand coi\d.‘

I send deeply felt gratitude to John Avalos for defending the camp's right to assemble.
Thank you! ‘ ‘ : ’

Sincerely,

Cynthia Joseph
of the 99%
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. Leave OccupySF Alone r
 Daniel Borysewicz

to: :

board.of . supervisors, edwin.lee
10/05/2011 11:42 PM

Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.
1 Attachment .

'imag6001.png '
Dear Mr. Mayor and Board of Supervnsors

Please call off the SFPD and do not violate the people of. OccupySF their right to peaceful protest and
assembly.

The whole world-and God-is watchingt

Blessings and Thanks,
Daniel Borysewici

Seminarian @ Pacific School of Religion
Berkeley, CA

danielbtoz@gmail.com

520.731.0359

http://www.psr.edu/

"Always forgive your enemies; nothing anhoys them so much." --Oscar Wilde

"Whatever satisfies the soul is truth." -Walt Whitman

* Certificate of Sexuality and Religion Program
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. Occupy SF Camp forced to leave, possessions taken
¢ Cynthia Joseph '

to: P ,
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org
10/06/2011 08:50 AM
Please respond to Cynthia Joseph
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.
Dear Supervisors, ’

I'm writing to ask why the camp at the Federal Reserve building was forced to disband by police
officers in helmets with batons, upon risk or arrest and their precious few essential commodities
taken. . :

What laws were broken?

Since it is a right of the people to peacefully assemble, this seems to be against the law and a
violation of their rights. I donated to this group yesterday before the march began, so 1 have been -
rfobrbeekbyftfhe—Sra—n—F—rfa—neiseefporlricefasﬁwpl| : :

I live in Oakland and will continue to march and donate to Occupy SF and Occupy Oakland, we're
really just one.

I want to know why the police were allowed to force the camp to leave and why they were allowed
to take their possessions. Their civil rights have been violated. :

They'll come back, I know they're still there, probably really wet and cold.
1 send deeply felt gratifude to John Avalos for defending the camp's right to assemble. Thank you!
" Sincerely,

Cynthia Joseph
of the 99%
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Disgusted and saddened by SFPD's strong-arm smackdown of the Occupy

. SF site last night o ' .
mattyjg to: Board.of.Supervisors, mayoredwinlee - 10/06/2011 10:44 AM
Cc: John.Avalos _ L . -
Please respond to mattyjg.

History: This message has been forwarded.

Dear Board of Supervisors and Mr. Mayor,

I have been following the exciting "Occupy" movement
as it unfurls across Rmerica and the World, giving a
collective free speech outlet for folks who feel our
financial system is sorely broken. I was glad to see
Occupy SF ‘had recently'gathered support in our own
financial district here.

I don't need to remind you of SF's long histeory--and
active present role--as a hub for free speech, freedom

of expression, and civil protest. :

I was shocked and dismayed to read last night, in real-time

online, of the massive sweep orchestrated by the SFPD and SFPW
to roust the peaceful OccupySF protesters from their camp :
in front of the Federal Reserve Bank on. Market Street.

Surely; there must be a better way to accomﬁodate in some
way this growing free speech phenomenon?

As you know, SF has homeless people camped out all over town

on a daily basis. Now, because a group of peaceful protesters

are getting media attention, SF wants them gone? Even NYC is

. starting to work with the Occupy Wall Street groups. I realize you
.want to put a good face.on for Fleet Week, but OccupySF can co-exist
with that event as well.

I implore you to open a dialogue with the OccupySF protesters, by
heading down there, .and talking to them. I applaud SF Supervisor
and ‘Mayoral candidate John Avalos for going down to the Occupy SF
site at-midnight last night to see what was happening first hand,
and to try to reason yith police. He now gets my vote for Mayor.

Please step back and take in this possibly pivotal moment in history,
and ask yourself: is the current official SF response to the OccupySF
movement truly the way you wish to be perceived in the short or

long run? . :

Sincerely,
Matthew Gilreath

Matthew J. Gilreath ' ‘
2199 California Street, Apt 1
" San Francisco, CA 94115
415-845-6928 :
mattyjglearthlink.net
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Disgusted and saddened by SFPD's strong-arm smackdown of the Occupy

SF site last night : Y - '
mattyjg to: Board.of.Supervisors, mayoredwinlee 10/06/2011 10:44 AM
Cc: John.Avalos ' : ' '

Please respond to mattyjg

Dear Board of Supervisors and Mr. Mayor,

I have been following the exciting "Occupy" movement
as it unfurls across America and the World, giving a
collective free speech outlet for folks who feel our
financial system is sorely broken. I was glad to see
Occupy SF had recently gathered support in our own '
financial district here.

T don't.need to remind you of SF's long history¥—and
active present role-—as a hub for free speech, freedom
of expression, and civil protest. »

T was shocked and dismayed to read last night, in réeal-time -
online, of the massive sweep orchestrated by the SFPD and. SFPW

to roust the peacerudt ucCUpySFfprotestefsg£{emftheingamp

in front of the Federal Reéerve Bank on Market Street.

Surely, there must be a better way to accommodate in some
way this growing free speech phenomenon?

As you know, SF has homeless people camped out all over town

on a daily basis. Now, -because a group of peacefulvprotesters'

are getting media attention, SF wants them gone? Even ‘NYC is
starting to work with the Occupy Wall Street. groups. I _ realize you
want to put a good face on for Fleet Week, but OccupySEF can co-exist
with that event as well. ‘

I implore you to open a dialogue with the OccupySF protesters, by
heading down there, and talking to ‘them. I applaud SF Supervisor
and Mayoral candidate John avalos for going down to the Occupy SE
site at midnight ldst night to see what was happening first hand,
and to try to reason with police. He now gets my vote for Mayor.

Please step back and take in this possibly pivotal moment in history,
and- ask yourself:'is the current official SF response to the OccupySF
movement truly the way you wish to be perceived in the short or

long run? -- ’

Sincerely,
Matthew Gilreath

Matthew J. Gilreath

2199 California Street, Apt 1
San Francisco, CA 94115
415-845-6928
mattyjg@earthlink.net
http://twitter.com/mattysfl
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. Re: Disgusted and saddened by SFPD's strong-arm smackdown of the Occupy SF site last

S night ' . :

John Barry

£ 1o : . . : ,
mattyjg@earthlink.net, Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org, mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org
10/06/2011 11:51 AM ; ' .

Ce: : ,

"John.Avalos@sfgov.org"

Please respond to John Barry

Show Details

I TOTALLY agtee with my friend Matthew Gilreath,, how about moving the BEG-THUGS
out, THAT should be out ptiotity, WRITTEN AS A LIBERAL DEMOCRAT who's had it
~ with them and the Homeless Industry.

John Barty,

1801 Gough St
- #601,

SF

CA, 94109
A voter.

From: "mattyjg@earthlink.net" <mattyjg@earthlink.net>

To: Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org; mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org

Cc: John.Avalos@sfgov.org - '

Sent: Thursday, October 6, 2011 10:44 AM o o .
Subject: Disgusted and saddened by SFPD's strong-arm smackdown of the Occupy SF site last night

~ Dear Board of Supervisors and Mr. Mayor, -

I have been following the exciting "Occupy" movement
. as it unfurls across America and the World, giving a
collective free speech outlet for folks who feel our
financial system is sorely broken. I was glad to see

- Occupy SF had recently gathered support in our own
financial district here. ‘

I don't need to remind you of SF's long history--and
active present role--as a hub for free speech, freedom
of expression, and civil protest.

I was shocked and dismayed to read last night, in real-time

online, of the massive sweep orchestrated by the SFPD and SFPW
to roust the peaceful OccupySF protesters from their camp

in front of the Federal Reserve Bank on Market Street.

Surely, there must be a better way to accommodate in some
way this growing free speech phenomenon?



As you know, SF has homeless people camped out all over town
on a daily basis. Now, because a group of peaceful protesters

~ are getting media attention, SF wants them gone? Even NYC is
starting to work with the Occupy Wall Street groups. I realize you

want to put a good face on for Fleet Week, but OccupySF can co- -exist

with that event as well.

I 1mplore you to open a dialogue with the OccupySF protesters, by
heading down there, and talking to them. I applaud SF Supervisor
and Mayoral candidate John Avalos for going down to the Occupy SF
' site at midnight last night to see what was happening first hand,

~ and to try to reason with police. He now gets my vote for Mayor.

Please step back and take in this possibly plvotal moment in history,
and ask yourself: is the current official SF response to the OccupySF
movement truly the way you wish to be perceived in the short or
long run?

Sincerely,

Page 2 of 2

Matthew Gilreath

Matthew J. Gilreath .
2199 California Street, Apt 1
San Francisco, CA 94115
415-845-6928
mattyjg@earthlink.net
http://twitter.com/mattysfl




October 5, 2011

President David Chiu and Members of the Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

- City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA. 94102

RE: $300K for City Nurses
Dear President Chiu and Supervisors:

Recently, I read with dismay that some nurses in city government pave earned $300K this
past year, In an economy like the one we bave now I think it is unconscionable that city
employees are being compensated at such high salaries at the taxpayers’ expense. 1 don’t
understand why the city can’t rein in these cases; it seems to happen every year, As acity
taxpayer ] am frustrated and tired of reading these stories. Flease do something. Thank

you.

Sincerely,
Bl St
Bill Quan
9526 Van Ness Ave., #10
San Francisco, CA. 94109
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1120 Sanctuary Pkwy

Suite 150 -

MC: GASASREG
Alpharetta, GA 30009
(770) 797-1070
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California Public Utilities Commission - - [R5 52
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Ré Notiﬁcation Letter for SF UCSF Med Ctr Parnassus GTE Mobilnet of Californi
Limited Partnership (U-3002-C), of San Francisco-Oakland, CA MSA

with notice according to the provisions of General Order No.

" This is to provide the Commission :
e State of California (“CPUC”) for the project

159.A of the Public Utilities Commission of th
described in Attachment A. o
A copy of this notiﬁcatioh letter is also being piovided to the appropriate local government
be any questions regarding this project, or if you
erein, please contact Dave Chervin of Verizon

agency for its information. Should there
disagree with any of the information contained h

Wireless at (770) 797-

David A, Cher
Verizon Wireless
MTS Network Compliance

(3¢



Notification Letter

GTE Mobilnet of California Limited Partnershlp (U -3002- C)

September 22, 2011

Page 2

‘ Attachment A

CPUC CELL SITE REPORT GTE Mobﬂnet of Cahforma Llrmted Partnersh1p (U 3002- C)

PROJECT LOCATION SF UCSF Med Ctr Parnassus -1I/B

(

TOWER HEIGHT:

SITE NAME: SF UCSF Med Cir Parnassus

SITE ADDRESS: 500 Parnassus Ave |
LOCATION: San Francisco, CA 94122 -

COUNTY: San Francisco ,

APN: 1756-001

COORDINATES: 370 457491871227 27'29.84" (NADS3)

1.~ PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

GTE Mobilnet_of California Limited Partnership (U-3002-C) proposes the construction,

- Installation, and maintenance of a new unmanned wireless telecommunications facility consisting

of nine (9) new 48’ panel antennas and associated radio equipment on an elevated platform on

ANTENNAS:

TOWER DESIGN:

BUILDING SIZE:

OTHER:

+ CPTIC11.03725

the roof of the Millberry Union building a UCSF..

~ Nine (9) panel antennas - | -

Building

' TOWER APPEARANCE: Building

CONA
53y

Associated radio equipment



‘Notification Letter

GTE Mobilnet of California Limited Partnershlp (U 3002 -C)
September 22, 201 1 '

Page 3

3. BUSINESS ADDRESSES OF ALL LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES:

Ce: John Rahaim
Planning Director
City of San Francisco Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Suite 400 -
San Francisco, CA 94103

Amy L. Brown City Administrator
- Office of City Manager City Hall Room 362

("fgy of San Francisco

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

County Clerk :
Office of the County Clerk
City of San Francisco

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

Ms. Hydra B. Mendoza, Président
- San Francisco Board of Education

555 Franklin Street 1% Floor

San Francisco, CA 94102

LAND USE APPROVALS:

. Type: Administrative — No Conditions
 Issued:  12/24/10 ” '
Effective: = 12/24/10
"Agency:  UCSF Community & Governmental Relations —
: -Damon Lew — dlew@cgr.ucsf.edu (415) 514-2651
- Permit No.: N/A | |
Resolution No.:  N/A

DT TAT1 IS



7byfthe California-Transportation Foundation.

To: - BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
- Cc: '
Bcc:
Subject: NEWS: Transportation Authority Wetlands Project Wins Top Award

From: - "Bartholomew, Tasha" <bartholomewt@samtrans.com>

To: "Bartholomew, Tasha" <bartholomewt@samtrans.com>
Date: 09/3072011 12:06 PM '
Subject: NEWS: Transportation Authority Wetlands Project Wins Top Award

SAN WKTED COUNTY
Transportation
Authority

NEWS

Sept. 30, 2011
Media Contact Tasha Bartholomew 650-508-7927

Transportation Authorit Wetlands Pro'ect Wins Top Award

The San Mateo County Transp‘ortation Authority’s Wetland Mitigation Restoration
Project was recently selected as the Environment Enhancement PrOJect of the Year

.The prOJect, in cooperation with Caltrans, restored 7.85 acres of wetlands at the
edge of the San Francisco Bay in Foster City. The wetland restoration work
included construction of a 2,400-foot long tidal channel, installation of a 48-inch
storm drairi/tidal supply pipe and tide gate, extensive grading, irrigation and
Iandscaplng The TA contributed $3 million toward the habitat with another $2
million coming from Caltrans. - -

Native salt marsh vegetatlon including Pickleweed, has been planted to naturally
colonize the marsh. In addition, the tides have brought in additional seeds that will
germinate and grow, .adding to the area’s biological diversity.

The wetlands provide a habitat for a host of unique plants and animals adapted to
life where the ocean meets the land, including animals found only in San Francisco
Bay and threatened With extinction, such as the endangered California Clapper Rail.

The wetlands project was created to alleviate impacts assouated with the Route
101 Auxiliary Lane Project between Ralston Avenue in Belmont and Marsh Road in
. Redwood City.

Established more than 20 ago, the California Transportation Foundation is now the
‘leading charitable transportation organization in the state. With generous
donations, CTF supports California’s transportation community with various
programs such as scholarships for students planning a career in transportation;
financial assistance to those injured on the job and to the families of transportation
workers who died; and career development, awards and recognition.

HH#HHE '
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COMMISSIONERS ] .
Jim Kellogg, President EDMUND G. ROWN» JR. ‘  Sonke Mastrup
Discovery Bay S » EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Richard Rogers, Vice President : 1416 Ninth Street
Santa Barbara Box 944209

Michael Sutton, Member Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

(916) 653-4899
Mont
Daniel W. R‘inclhzr:()i’s, Member (916) 653-5040 Fax
Upland fec@fgc.ca.gov
Jack Baylis, Member
Los Angeles
STATE OF CALIFORNIA ‘ R 2
Fish and Game Commission | = o
' ' NS
E %3 o Qmn
October 3, 2011 PSR
Q}O_ Pt 5t
TO ALL AFFECTED AND INTERESTED PARTIES: = EE:‘“
~ ‘ rtodw il
You are receiving this notice because you provided oral or written comments on the pro‘ﬁ%)se@;rj

regulations for south coast marine protected areas or you requested to be notified of prgposed;;
changes to the Commission’s regulations. : o
During the regulatory process to amend Sectidn 632, Title 14, California Code of Regulations,
regarding south coast marine protected areas, changes were made to the originally proposed
regulatory language. ' :

Because these regulations-are-different-from, yet sufficiently related to, the originally proposed
regulations, the Administrative Procedure Act requires that we make the changes available to .

you for a 15-day written comment period (October 3, 2011- October 18, 2011). Comments will

also be accepted at the October 19, 2011 hearing in Monterey.. ‘

The enclosed disc contains the continuation notice, including an updated informative digest, and
the modified proposed regulatory language. If you would like hard copies of these documents,
~ please contact the Commission office. .o

This is also to provide you with a notice of availability of a document added to the rulemaking
file. The November 3, 2010 Amended Initial Statement of Reason identified Attachment 17:
California Department of Fish and Game Memo to-the Commission regarding outstanding issues
identified in the proposed Initial Statement of Reasons to Amend Section 632 Title 14, CCR
(October 11, 2010) as a document supporting the proposed regulations. This document is
available for public inspection between the hours of 8:00 am and 5:00 pm, Monday through
Friday, at 1416 Ninth Street, Room 1320, Sacramento, CA.

Written comments must be received in the Commission office by 5:00 pm on October 18,
2011. Interested persons may attend the October 19, 2011 hearing in Monterey and offer
testimony. ‘ :

Sincerely, ,

Sherrie Fonbuena

Associate Governmental Program Analyst

Enclosure
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Jim Kellogg, President ‘ EDMUNDG BROWN, JR. Sonke Mastrup

_Discovery Bay EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
Richard Rogers, Vice President 1416 Ninth Street
- Santa Barbara Box 944209 _
Michael Sutton, Member Sacramento, CA-94244-2090
‘Monterey (916) 653-4899
Daniel W. Richards, Member 1 (916) 653-5040 Fax
Upland, Govemor fec@fge.ca.gov
Jack Baylis, Member _
" Los Angeles
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Fish and Game Commission -
P =2 >
] — Dy
= o P
) o K

o
™S
o
=
o
ro
WO

~ September 27, 2011

" This is to provide you with a copy of the notice of proposed regulatory action relative to
- Section 7.00 and subsection (b)(68) of Section 7.50, Title 14, ‘California Code of

Regulations, relating to Oroville-Thermalito Complex Regulations for take of Non-
Indigenous Coho Salmon, which will be publlshed in the California Regulatory Notice
Register on September 30, 2011. :

Please note the dates of the public hearings related to this matter and associated
deadlines for rece|pt of written comments.

Mr. Scott Barrow, Fisheries Branch, Department.of Fish and Game, phone

(916) 445-7600 has been designated to respond to questions on the substance of
the proposed regulatlons

Sincerely,

Vo emann
Al Al I
7/ Shert Tiemann ‘

Staff Services Analyst

Attachment



TITLE 14. Fish and Game Commission
Notice of Proposed Changes in Regulations

NOTICE IS HEREBY GlVEN that the Fish and Game Commlsswn (Commlssmn) pursuant to
the authority vested by sections 200, 202, 205, 220 and 240 of the Fish and Game Code and to
implement, interpret or make specific sections 200, 205 and 206 of said Code, proposes to
amend Section 7.00 and subsection (b)(68) of Sectlon 7.50, Title 14, California Code of
Regulations, relating to Orowlle Thermalito Complex Regulations For Take of Non-Indigenous
Coho Salmon : :

. I‘nformat_ive Digest/Policy Statement Overview

The Department of Fish and Game (Department) is proposing an amendment to the General
District sport fishing regulations for the Oroville-Thermalito Complex (Diversion Pool, Forebay,
and Afterbay) and the Feather River between the Diversion Pool Dam and Fish Barrier Dam.

This proposal would expand the take of non-indigenous Coho salmon, which are currently
limited to Lake Oroviile proper, to include the Oroville-Thermalito Complex and the Feather River
between the DlverSIon Pool Dam and Fish Barrler Dam.

Current Valley District regulatlons allow take of non-indigenous Coho salmon only in Lake
- Oroville. Bag and possession limits for the Oroville-Thermalito Comole)Lanthe,Eeathef River

between the Diversion Pool Dam and Fish Barrier Dam are already under the current Valley
District regulations and would not require any special fishing regulations for these waters.

The Depaitment and Department of Water Resources (DWR) have been working cooperatively
to develop a successful cold water fishery in Lake Oroville. This is based, in part, on a
requirement in DWR’s FERC license of the Oroville Hydroelectric facility to provide a cold water
fishery. DWR and the Depariment began stocking on an experimental basis hatchery raised
non-indigenous Coho salmon into Lake Oroville in 2002. Based on the success of the non-

* indigenous Coho salmon fishery in Lake Oroville and the Lake Oroville Coho.Salmon -Stocking
Risk Assessment (DWR, 2004) the Department approved stocking of hatchery raised non-
indigenous Coho salmon into Lake Oroville with the stipulation that all stocked Coho be marked
with an adipose fin clip and a coded wire tag.

-There has been growing evidence over the last few years that planted non-indigenous Coho
salmon are escaping from Lake Oroville. Recent boat based electrofishing surveys conducted in
the Oroville-Thermalito Complex showed highest concentration of non-indigenous Coho salmon
closest to Lake Oroville Dam.. Escapement appears to be greatest during wet years though
some escapement seems to happen in all years. This proposal would allow harvest by the
existing popular Oroville-Thermalito Complex fishery of non-indigenous Coho salmon that

" escape Lake Oroville.

Concern has been raised over the potential impact that escaped non-indigenous Coho salmon
could have on native salmonids in either the anadromous waters of the Feather River or in other
streams and rivers with runs of native Coho salmon. Of particular concern is the potential for
interbreeding with native Coho salmon stocks. Although the likelihood of the planted fish out-
migrating, surviving predation-and ocean fisheries, straying, and successfully spawning is
extremely low, the current status of native stocks makes this a real concern. In response the
Department is now requiring all non-indigenous Coho salmon planted in Lake Oroville to be
triploid (sterile). In 2011, the Department approved the first experimental plant of 18,000 tnplond
non-indigenous Coho salmon into Lake Oroville.



Planting triploid non-indigenous Coho salmon will alleviate the potential for interbreeding in
future years and this proposed regulation amendment will help continue the non-indigenous
Coho salmon fishery in the Oroville-Thermalito Complex. As data show the non-indigenous
Coho salmon density rapidly decreasing with distance from the dam, and a vast majority the flow
from Lake Oroville goes through the Oroville-Thermalito Complex, this proposed regulation
‘amendment targets escaped non-indigenous Coho salmon where they are most likely to be
encountered. Due to extremely low numbers, a non-indigenous Coho salmon fishery is not
warranted in the anadromous reaches of the Feather River and these fish are not anticipated to -
impact native fishes either through competition or predation. ' ‘

Current Regulations _ , - : -
Section 7.00, CCR, Title 14, allows the take of non-indigenous Coho salmon in only Lake
Oroville under the General District bag and possession limit of 5 fish for the Valley District.

Proposed Regulations : . _ : :

Section 7.00, CCR, Title 14, will be revised to expand the take of non-indigenous Coho saimon
to the Oroville-Thermalito Complex (Diversion Pool, Forebay, and Afterbay) and the Feather
River between the Diversion Pool Dam and Fish Barrier Dam. The current General District bag

~ and possession limit of 5 fish for the Valley District will remain in place.

7'Fhis*ch'angefwiI'Ifai'l'owfforftakekoffnen-i'ndrigeneElsteheksalmenftoéredu eefthefpossirble_rth reatto = 0@

the anadromous waters of the Feather River over the near term until the diploid stocks already in
the lake are depleted, and will provide for increased opportunity for the public over the long term
if and when some triploid fish escape in the future. ‘ ‘ : -

Subsection (b)(68) of Section 7.50, CCR, Title 14, will be revised to clarify current enforcement
practices and public understanding that all non-anadromous waters of the Oroville-Thermalito
Complex and areas of the Feather River above the Fish Barrier Dam are subject to the General
District regulations for the Valley District. ‘

NOTICE IS GIVEN that any person interested may present statements, orally or in writing, on all

* options relevant to this action at a hearing to be held af the Beach Resort Monterey, ,
' 2600 Sand Dunes Drive, Monterey, California, on Thursday, October 20, 2011, at 8:30 a.m., or -

as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard. C :

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that any person interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
on all actions relevant to this action at'a hearing to be held at the Veteran's Memorial Building,
112 West Cabirillo Boulevard, Santa Barbara, California, on Thursday, November 17, 2011 at
8:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard. It is requested, but not required,
that written comments be submitted on or before November 10, 2011, at the address given
below, or by fax at (916) 653-5040, or by e-mail to FGC@fgc.ca.gov. Written comments
mailed, faxed or e-mailed to the Commission office, must be received hefore 5:00 p.m. on
November 14, 2011. All comments must be received no later than November 17, 2011, at
the hearing in Santa Barbara, CA. If you would like copies of any modifications to this
proposal, please include your name and mailing address. '

The regulations as proposed in strikeout-underline format, as well as an initial statement of
reasons, including environmental considerations and all information upon which the proposal is
based (rulemaking file), are on file and available for public review from the agency
representative, Sonke Mastrup, Executive Director, Fish and Game Commission, 1416 Ninth

2



Street, Box 944209; Sacramento, California 94244-2090, phone (916) 653-4899. Please direct
requests for the above mentioned documents and inquiries concerning the regulatory process to
Sheri Tiemann at the preceding address or phone number. Scott Barrow, Fisheries Branch,
phone (916) 445-7600, has been designated to respond to questions on the substance of
the proposed regulations. Copies of the Initial Statement of Reasons, including the regulatory
~language, may be obtained from the address above. Notice of the proposed action shall be
posted on the Fish and Game Commission website at http://www.fgc.ca.gov.

Availability of Modified Text

If the regulations adopted by the Commission differ from buf are sufﬁcrently related to the action
proposed, they will be available to the public for at least 15 days prior to the date of adoption.
Circumstances beyond the control of the Commission (e.g., timing of Federal regulation
adoption; timing of resource data collection, timelines do not allow, etc.) or changes made to be
responsive to public recommendation and comments durirg the regulatory process may
preciude full-eompliance with-the-15-day comment period-and the -Cocmmission will exercise its- -
powers under Section 202 of the Fish and Game Code. Regulations adopted pursuant to this
section are not subject to the time periods for adoption, amendment or repeal of regulations
prescribed in Sections 11343.4, 11346.4 and 11346.8 of the Government Code. Any person
interested may obtain a copy of said regulatlons prior to the date of adoption by contacting the

agencyLrepresentatlve named herein.

If the regulatory proposal is adopted, the ﬂnal statemient of réasons may be obtalned fromthe
address above when it has been recewed from the agency program staff.

Impact of Requlatory Actlon

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the followmg initial determinations relative
to the requrred statutory categories have been made: " :

(@  Signifi cant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting Businesses, Including
the Ability of California Businesses to Compete with Businesses in Other States:

The proposed action will not have a significant statewide adverse economic impact
- directly affecting business, including the ability of California businesses to compete with
. businesses in other states. The proposed changes will offer more ﬁshmg opportunltles
w1th no adverse economic |mpacts

(b) | Impact on the Creation or Ellmlnatlon of Jobs Wlthln the State, the Creation of New

Businesses or the Elimination of EXIstlng Busrnesses or the Expansron of Busmesses in
California: |
None.

() Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business:

The agency is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative prlvate person or.
~ business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action.



(d) Costs or Savings fo Staté Agencies or Costs/Saviﬁgs in Federal Funding to the State:
None.

(&) Nondiscretionary Costs/Sévings to:Local Agencies: None.

® \Programs mandated on Local Agen'cies'or Schqol Ijistricts: N’one.

(9) ' 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.

(h) Effect on Housing Costs: None.

Effect on Small Business
It has been determined that the adeption of these regulations may affect small business.

Consideration of Alternatives

The Commission must determine that no reasonable alternative considered by the Commission,

~_. . orthat has otherwise been identified and brought to the attention of the Commission, would be.
more effective in carrying out the purpose 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: September 20, 2011 ' - Deputy Executive Director
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Food and Drug Administration

Center for Tobacco Products
9200 Corporate Boulevard
Rockville, MD 20850-3229

September 30,2011

Angela Calvillo . ' D - T
Clerk of the Board . : ‘ o
San Franc1sco Board of Superv1sors

'City Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, California 94102-4689

T
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Dear Ai'lgcxa.

Thank you for your letter to Commissioner Hamburg transmitting the San Franc1sco Board of
Supervisors’ resolut1on encouraging the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) to ban the use of

“menthol in cigarettes. Your letter was forwarded to FDA’s Center for Tobacco Products. It was
very thoughtful of you to share the document and FDA will add it to the materials we are reviewing
as the Agency contmues to consider the public health impact of menthol in c1garettes

Please let your Board colleagues know that FDA appreciates hearmg from them on this very
unportant public health issue. -

Smcerely,

/

Anne M. Hemg ﬁzﬁ\

‘ Office of the Center Director
' . ‘ ’ Center for Tobacco Products
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. Resignation from Medical Cannabis Task Force
% patrick goggin
to: :
david.campos
- 10/05/2011 04:54 PM
Ce: o
john.avalos, ross.mirkarimi, david. ch1u mark.farrell, carmen.chu, eric.mar, jane.kim,
sean.elsbernd, scott.wiener., malia.cohen, Board.of. Superv1sors 'carol.lei"
Show Details

HiStéry; This message has been forwarded.

1 Attachment
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mctf resign let.pdf -

Supervisor Campos—r~

‘Attached is my letter of res1gnat10n from the Medical Cannabis Task Force effective upon the Task
Force's submission of its annual report this week. I have included some recommendations to consider as
well. A hard copy will follow in the mail. Thank you for the opportunity to serve the City and County of
San Francisco.

Very truly yours,

Patrick D. Goggin

Law Offices of Patrick D. Goggin

Flood Building o

870 Market Street, Suite 1148

- San Francisco, CA 94102 : ‘

- 415.981.9290 - ' o ‘ ' .
415.981.9291 f ’ : '
415.312.0084 ¢

Confidentiality Notice: ‘
This communication constitutes an electromc commumca’uon within the meamng of the Electronic
Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. Section 2510, and its disclosure is strictly limited to the
recipient intended by the sender of this message. This transmission, and any attachments, may contain
confidential attorney-client privileged information and attorney work product. If you are not the
intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of any of the information contained in or
attached to this transmission is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. Please contact us immediately by return e-
mail or at 415.981.9290, and destroy the original transmission and its attachments without readmg or
saving in any manner. '
: e ,.-..m\
&
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LAW OFFICEs OF
PATRICK D. GOGGIN-

870 MARKET STREET, SUITE | | 48 : PATRICKDGOGGIN(@GMAIL. COM

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 o . PATRICKDGOGGIN.COM
415.981.9290 PHONE : 415,981,929 1 Fax -

October 5, 2011
Supervisor David Campos
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco, Ca. 94102-4689
Re: Medical Cannabis Task Force

Dear Supervisor Campos:

While it has been an honor to serve the City and County of San Francisco on the Medical

Cannahis TasJLEQmI:,CAImm&'yLScaL(E)la,ndeegaLG&unmitte&,@haﬁg);l':heteh;&tesi»gwrfln Iy
seat effective upon the Task Force’s submission of its annual report this week to the Clerk of the
Board. o '

The Task Force faced many challenges since its inception a year and a half ago in part
due to the nature of the subject matter but also because of its legislated structure that required a
rotating chair. Initially, I believed that a rotating chair was a good solution to avoid a power grab
and in furtherance of the democratic process. However, in practice it made the body’s job more
- difficult. Essentially, we lacked éffective leadership that amounted to a rudder-less ship. All this
-said. we made moderate progress resulting in the submission of a respectable annual report this
week. '

Given the above, [ recommend that, should the Board be interested in the Task Force’s
continuation to its sunset three years from its legislated adoption, the legislation should be
amended to require a permanent chair. Absent that, I recommend an early sunset of the Task
Force using the annual report as a guidepost from the medical cannabis community on a
balanced approach to regulating medical carnnabis in San Francisco bearing in mind concerns

- from all sectors of the City. ‘ ‘

~ Please do not hesitate to call on me if fI can be of further assistance to your office or the
Board as a whole. Thank you for the opportunity (o serve our beloved San Francisco.

Very trulf)yourg;—" e,
N /&wﬂ_, ; a

N NS

N /?///77"\ ! I

7 . il B TRV . .
Patrick D. Goggin ~ Iy
‘ C % ‘
cc: . Board of Supervisors Members (email only)
Clerk of the Board (email only)
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™, RE: Crab House - Pier 39 -__Apparerit Access Violations
> -2 Richard Skaff :

'Dante Serafini' -

10/06/2011 03 32 PM

Cc:

"Louis Verdugo Jr.", zita Johnson betts, ""Ed Lee”‘ steve. kawa board.of, superv1sors
""Monique Moyer"".

Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.

October 6, 2011

Dante Serafini, Owner

The Stinking Rose: San Francisco/Beverly H|IIs
Franciscan Crab Restaurant

Crab House Pier 39

The Dead Fish

Calzone's
Boboquivaries
Salito's

The Old Clam House

Dante, |

Thank you for the attached update and your pro-active effort to resolve all of the
disability access violations within the Crab House on Pier 39. I'm sorry you are
now being faced with having to make possible modifications/corrections to your
restaurant. Like other business owners, you probably assumed that by using
licensed architects and contractors and receiving an occupancy approval from
the Port of San Francisco, the Crab House Restaurant was in complete
compliance with all state and federal access codes and regulations. What a
surprise! :

Based on my experience, | believe that you will find the site review work done by
Ms. Puente-Peters to be correct and complete. Each of the three consultants |
recommended to you, Ms. Puente Peters, Mr. Peter Margen and Mr. Jonathon
Adler, are all CASp members and highly respected state and federal access
code and regulatory experts. | have seen much of their Work and respect their
level of knowledge and integrity. It is my belief that with Ms. Puente-Peters site
review report in hand, you and your partners will have the tool (the site report
document) that if followed (and followed in a timely fashion), can help to assure
that the Crab House Restaurant will be in compliance with all state and federal
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access codes and regulations.

As an aside, please let me know what you and the other owners in your
restaurant group will be doing to assure that all of the other restaurant sites your
group owns will be audited for compliance with all state and federal access codes
and regulations and those completed surveys will be used to resolve any access
code/regulatory violations found in a timely fashion.

Thank you. .

‘Richard Skaff, Executive Director

Designing Accessible Communities -
P.O. Box 2579 - : , - ' o
Mill Valley, CA 94942

‘Voice/Fax: 415-388-7206

Cell: 415-497-1091 o

Email: nchardskaff@desmn|nqacce53|blecommun|t|es orq

Jeb W\AL\AL,deSLdmnq,ac,c,e,s,SLb|ecommunltles.orq :

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE :

The information contained in this e-mail message and any attachments it contains,
are intended only for the individual(s) to whom it is addressed and may contain
information that is legally privileged, confidential, proprietary, or otherwise not-
allowed to be disclosed under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient,
any disclosure, copying, or distribution is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. If
you have received this e-mail in error, please notify me immediately by replying to
‘this message and then permanently deleting the original email.

From: Dante Serafini [maijlto:danteserafini@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2011 9:39 AM

To: Richard Skaff

Subject: Re: Crab House

Richard, '

I 'hired Gilda Puente Peters Architects. I called Le Mar(as you suggested) and she was recommended
by them. They ve already done the site survey and will have the report ready next week I will let you
know when it is complete and send you a copy as well.

We will address the issues immediately and I will keep you posted as we progress. Let me know if

you'd like to meet 1n person.
Thanks,

On Thu, Sep 29, 2011 at 8:34 AM, Richard Skaff <richardskaff! @gmail.com> wrote:
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Dante,

* What's up? Have you h1red an expert to do the site review of the Crab House? If so, when do you
expect to have their report‘7 : .

I'look forward to your timely response

Richard Skaff, Executive Director
Designing Accessible Comrnun1t1es

On Sep 17, 2011 7: 19 PM, "Dante Serafini" <danteseraﬁn1@gma11 com> wrote:
> Gilda,

> We apperantly do not have any floor plans for the Crab House at Pier

> 39. It was built in 1978 and we took it over and decorated it in 1997. I can

> ask The Pier but I can assure you that it will take longer than we want. I'd

> like to see your fee proposal on Monday and then meet with you along with my
> business partner, Jerry DalBozzo

> at the earliest conveneience for all. Hopefully late next Week

> Thanks,

>

>

s

>On Wed, Sep 14, 2011 at 6:44 PM, G11da Puente Peters <
> gllda@gnpaarchnects com>. wrote
>
>> Hello Dante,
>> :
>> Likewise, it was nice talking to you today. :
>>1 look forward to getting the information requested from you, so we can
>> prepare the fee proposal to conduct the facility accessibility survey of -
>> your restaurant. '
>>
>> ] look forward to assist you in your efforts to make your restaurants
>> access1ble
>>
>> Sincerely,
>>
>> Gilda
>> \
>> Sent from my iPhone
>>
>> On Sep 14 2011, at 4:56 PM, Dante Seraﬁm <danteseraﬁn1@gma11 com>
>> wrote:
>>
>>> Gilda,
' >>> It was nice talking to you. To re- cap our conversation; I will be
>> getting you site and floor plans for Crab House on Pier 39 by next Monday SO
>> you can submit your proposal We'll begin with a site review as soon as
>> possible for you.
>> >
>>> We will begin with the Crab House since there is an 1mmed1ate
>> urgency with the men's room and then will dlscuss a similar review and
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>> assesement for our othe restaurants.
>>>11look forward to working with you,
>> > ' - :

>> > Dante Serafini

> >

>> >
>>> -

>>> Dante Serafini

>>> The Stinking Rose: San Francisc/Bevetly Hills
>> > Franciscan Crab Restaurant

>>> Crab House Pier 39

>> > The Dead Fish

>>> Calzone's

>>> Boboquivaries

>>> Salito's

>>> The Old Clam House

>>>
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