
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 and11 0937 (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 Francisco 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 FY201 0-2011 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 theFY201 0-2011 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.)
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inspiring 1,eople 1.0 protect.

Bay Area birds since .1917

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

Mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org .

Re: Support for Sharp Park Restoration Legislation (Avalos) 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 slipporters 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 1980.1 Now, along our coasts, only

about 5 percent ofwetlands 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 Servicehas successfully restored wetlands at Crissy Field in San Francisc02

and Giacomini Wetlands in nearby Marirl County. 3 .
. . .

1 Mitch and Gosslink, Wetlands 2nd Edition. Van Nostrand Reinhold, 1993

2 Crissy Field Salt Marsh Restoration See http://www.nps.gov/gogalnaturescience/wetlands.htm

3 Giacomini Wetland Restoration Project See http://www.nps.gov/pore/photosmultimedialmultimedia_gwrp.htm

GOLDEN GATE AUDUBON SOCIETY

2530 San Pablo Avenue, Suite G Berkeley, California 94702

phone 510.843.2222 Jilx 51 0.843~5351 U'e1,-www.goldengateaudubon.org
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Restore Sharp Park into a National Park
max henning to: Bciard.otSupervisors
S t b'" Max Henning

en y. <agoraphobicecoI09ist=gmaiLcom@change,org>, r I ( .,' .. '0:" fA. /1", / ',_'
Pleasl'l respond to max henning t:J 4Z.... I '1 rJ~

,..".".".."..,.,=""'""".....,....,.'"'-""",..,......~...,-..,,,.......-.,.,.,. .,....=-=-~,..,.,..."..,.,.,.,.,...,...~.".....,.".,.,..'='""'"....,.,.."".....,..,..,........,..,."..,..,--,.."..=~,...,..,. ,..•... ~" ~ " -

Greetings,

Sharp Park Golf Course is owned by San Francisco but locatedin 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_
recreationalamenities everyone can enjoy. By partnering with the National Park Service, San
Franciscocari redirect the money it saves back to neighborhood parks and community centers,
andwe all get a new National Park! Let us collectively support the restoration of Sharp Park so

. valuable species can thrive and all people can enjoythe 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.change.orgipetitio:q.s/restore-sharp-par~To respona, email responses@'C'narrge-:-org-arrd------

include a link to this petition.

Document is available
at the Clerk's Office
Room 244, City Hall
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Document is available
at the Clerk's Office,
Room 244,. City Hall
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FW: Re: Board of Supervisors Meeting Agenda Item # 27- File No. 11901 [MA-Interwoven.FID2928]
Claudia Ayala .
to:
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org
09/27/2011 09:10 AM
Show Details

History: This message has been replied to.

Claudia Ayala
Senior Paraleg'al

Direct: (562) 216-4473
Main: (562) 216-4444
Fax: (562) 216-4445
Email:

//~-,./;'6):" _ CAyala@michellawyers,com
" "'. ~., ~,,' Web'

WCHER & ASSOCrATES;"HC I WW:V.michellawyers.com
.' " At t.~ t I,e Y Ii . a. t ;~L :I.w· ! 18? E. Ocean Blvd.

------fu_~EnviroD"'l:Diar"-bmiltl:T..-.-EinpJ~-b.....--ISlJlte-2-0()}----·---I---------------------­
: Long Beach, CA90802
I .

This e-mail is confidential and is legally priVileged. If you have received it in error, you are on notice of its status. Please notify 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 laws. Thank you for your cooperation. Please contact Michel & Associates, PC at (562) 216-4444 if
y"o~.Jle..ed as~~.!ance-,-,__.

From: Claudia Ayala
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2011 5:36 PM
To: 'David.Chiu@sfgov.org'; 'Eric.LMar@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.bf.Supervisors@sfgov.org';
'angela.calv'nlo@sfgov.org' '

,Cc: CD. Michel; Clint B. Monfort; Anna Barvir
Subject: Re: Board of Supervisors Meeting Agenda Item # 27 -File No. 11901 [MA-Interwoven.FID2928]
Importance: High

Hon.Boa'rdofSupervisors·& Clerk of The Board:

We respectfully submit the attached opposition letter and supporting docum'ents on behalf of our
clients. Please submit this as part of the record for tomorrows Board of Supervisors meeting regarding agenda
item number 27, S.F. file number 110901. .

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

Thank you,

Claudia Ayala
Senior Paralegal

Direct: (562) 216-4473
Main: (562) 216-4444
Fax: (562) 216-44,45
Email:
CAyala@michellawyers.com

Web: ..
www.michellawyers.com

file:/IC:\Documents andSettings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\-web281 O.htm 9/27/2011



SUBJECT: Prevailing Wage Certification Legislation

.+c.
Bos~l \ t{\~

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION L{J~~

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

E. DENNIS NORMANDY

PRESIDENT

KATE FAVETTI

COMMISSIONER

MARYY.JUNG
COMMISSIONER

EDWIN M.LEE
MAYOR

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

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board
Board of Supervisors
City Hall, Room 244
I Dr. Carlton B. Goo,dlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

September 28, 20::n t'--J ~
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Dear Ms. Calvillo:

ANITA SANCHEZ At its meeting of September 23, 2011 the Civil Service Commission had for
---EXEeDTlVE-0FFIeER- -its-6ensiEl@Fatieu-th€-G€rtitiGatiGll-Gt-the-m-ghest-pI'e¥ailmg-I'ate-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 is attached.

It was the decision of the Civil Service Commission, 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
legislation to accompany the report being forwarded to the Board of Supervisors
as required by the Administrative Code. The draft legislation prepared by the
City Attorn~y will be forwarded to you.' ~

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

Sincerely,

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

~~.J
ANITA SANCHEZ C5'
Executive Officer

Attachments

c: Paul Zarefsky, Deputy City Attorney

. ":.:.:-..;:.... ~ ...,...~:. ..,>..;~-..-

25 VAN NESS AVENUE, SillTE 720. SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-6033. (415) 252-3247. FAX (415)252-3260. www.sfgov.orgldvil:::service/



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

Issued: Human Rights Commission (HRC) Local Business Enterprise (LBE) Compliance
Audit

Angela Calvillo, Peggy Nevin, BaS-Supervisors,
Controller Reports to: BOS-Legis!ative Aides, Steve Kawa, Rick Wilson,

Christine Falvey, Jason Elliott, Severin Campbell,
Sent by: Richard Kurylo· .

09/29/201112:27 PM

The Office of the Controller, City Services Auditor Division, has issued a report, Human Rights
Commission (HRC) Local Business Enterprise (LBE) Compliance Audit.

The auditfound that none of the three selected prime contractors fUlly complied with some
provisions of Administrative Code Chapter 14B. The audit report includes fifteen
recommendations concerning the·HRC and the three departments that were the subject of this
audit: tl:1e Airport, Department of Public Works,. and the San Francisco Public Utilities

. Commission.

To view the fuWreport, please visit our website at:
http://co.sfgov.org/webreports/details.aspx?id=1339

This is a send-only email address. For questions regarding the report, please contact Tonia
Lediju at Tonia.Ledijl.J@sfgov.org or 415-554-53-g~3, or tI1eController's-Offic-e;-A-udits-l:Jnit;-at~-------c-­

. 415-554-7469.



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

September 22,2011

Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board, Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

EDWIN M. LEE

MAYOR
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Pursuant to the Charter of the City and County of San Francisco, I hereby make the following.
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 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 Women for a term ending August 2,
2015

Angelo King to the Commission on the Environment for a term ending July 19, ~015

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

Please see the attached resumes which demonstrate how these appointments represent the
communities of interest, neighborhoods and diverse populations ofthe City and County of San
Francisco.

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

Sin~r/L-, ~

EdwinM. Lee
Mayor CITY HALL, ROOM 200

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681

(415) 554-6141

(415) 554-6160 FAX

RECYCLED PAPER

/I'i....0z;



. DFFICE OF THE MAYOR
SAN FRANCISCO

EDWIN M. LEE

MAYOR

Notice of Appointment

September 22, 2011

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

Honorable Board of Supervisors:
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Eleanor Johns to the Airport Commission for a term ending August 31,2015

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

,! . ~ •

Kate Favetti to the Civil Service Conimission, assuming the seat formedy held by Donald
Casper, for a term ending June 30, 2017

Kay Gulbengay to the C~mmission on the Status ofWo~enf~r a term ending August 2,
2015 .

Angelo King 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 s~rve, which
demonstrate how these appointments represent the communities of interest, neighborhoods and
diverse populations afthe City and CountY ofSan Francisco. _

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

S~ ..•• _

EdwinM. L",·~
Mayor CITY HALL, ROOM 200

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE
. SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94102-4681

(415) 554-6141

(415) 554-6160 FAX



BIO OF ELEANOR JOHNS

Eleanor Johns is Executive Director of the Willie L. Brown, Jr. Institute on Politics
. . .

and Public Service. She was Chief 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 andthe San Francisco Cons:ervation Corps. From 1981 to 1995 she was a

Spe.cial Assistant to Willie L. Brown, Jr., then speaker of the California State

Assembly. From 1980 t6 1'995 she. also served as the FinanCial Manager of the.'
. .

Willie Brown for Assembly Committee, and the Assembly Democrats Committee.

In prior years she was a litigation paralegal and from 1961 to 1968 taught in

various California schools. '

-----IR~-g66-Ms.~Johos-attended the Amherst Instituteof Advanced Studies in
---------

. American History, Berkeley, California. She graduated from Ohio State University

in 1961 with a B.-A. in History and Social Science and a B.S. in Education. She
,

attended Purdue University from 1957 to 1958.

Ms. Joh(ls was a member of the Board ofDirectors of the San 'Francisco Jewish

Community Center from 1990 to 1993. She served as a public member of the

California Sti3te Commission on Judicial Performance from 1995 to 1998.

Ms. Johns was born i.n Steubenville, Ohio, is married to .Richard Johns, an

attorney in San Francisco, and has one son.,

Ms. Johns was appointed to the Airport Commissior;l by Mayor Willie L. Brown,'

Jr. in May 2003 to fill the ut:lexpired term of Commissioner Henry Berman., Upon

the expiration of that term in 2003, Commissioner Johns was reappointed by

Mayor. Willie L. Brown, Jr. Ms Johns was appointed to a second term by Mayor

.Gavin Newsom in 2007.'
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810 OF BA8ARA SKLAR

,Barbara Sklar has painted for the past 38 years, full time since 1989. She studied
, "

at the Cleveland Institute ,of Art, 1961-1964, and later at UC Berkeley and the Art

Students League, New York. In 1991-1995, she wasthe only American to attend

the ,Royal Watercolor Society's annual workshops for professionals. She has

studied sculptu~e,photography, and ceram'ic privately in Italy. Her works, yvhich

have been shown in New York, San Francisco, Washington, Northern California"

Rome and Flo~ence, are in public, corporate and private collections throughout

the United States and Eur9pe. Ms.· Sklar has served on review panels for the
- • I '

California Arts Council and various foundations and the San Francisco Arts

'Commission, the New York Foundation of the Arts Board, and the Arts in

Embassies Millenniu'm Committee. Ms. Sklar also worked for the Cultural QffiGB'-------~__~

of the'former USIS in Washington and Sarajevo.

Ms. Sklar, who has aMasters in Planning and Administration from Case Western '

C~evel~:md,Ohio, is also a gerontologist and from 1974-1989 her professionc31 '

experience included serving as the Director ofGeriatric Services for the Hospital

Consortium of San Mateo County, the Director of Center for Aging & Planning for

Mount Zion Hospital in San Francisco. She served on the Board of Meals~on-

, Wheels, Famiiy Services Agency, the Council of International Programs, the
. ,

Nation'al '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.



KATE FAVETTI 837 Faxon Avenue, San Francisco,"CA 94112 415-587-7606

CitY & County of San Francisco Work History

March 16, 1998 to 2007 .

. January 1995 to March 15, 1998

Executive Officer, Civil Service Commission
-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
.conferon rule matters. .

Sr. Departmental ~ersonnelOfficer, San
. Francisco General Hospital - managed the
human resource program for a major department
(approximately 3,000 employees).

June i994 to December 1994 AssistantExecutive Officer, Civil Service
Commission - represented Civil Service

_--c--_~~ ~_~_~__~__---=C=--=oc:::m=m~is=-=s-=-:io=-=n=--ic:::n=--n~egotiations;managed daily'----- ~_
operatioris; acted as Executiye Officer in his.
absence. .

October 1992to June 1994

October 1991to October 1992

June 1989 to October 1991

March 1986to June 1989

May 1984 to March 1986

May 1971 to May 1984

·Sr. Personnel Analyst, Civil Service
Commission and Department of Human

.Resources - responsible for general mservice
activities inclllding application of Civil Service
Commission Rules; represented Civil Service
Commission in contract negotiations.

Sr. Departmental Personnel Officer, .
Municipal Railway - responsible for the ­
management of the Human Resource pro'gram
for a major department (approximately
3,500employees). .

Sr. Person~elAnalyst, Civil Service
Commission - responsible for general inservice
activities including application and enforcement.
of Civil Service Commission Rules.

Sr. Personnel Analyst, Laguna Honda
Hospital- responsible for the daily'operation of
the Personnel Department, management
representative on SEIU negotiations.

. .

Personnel Analyst,Department of Public
Health, Central Office - responsible for the .
day-to day'operation of the Personnel
Department. .

Various positions within the City and County



810 OF KAY GULBENGAY

Kay is a native of San Francisco, born" raised, and still residing in the Parkside '

District She began her care'er at City Hall in 1967, working in the Office of the

Clerk of the Board and the Assessment Appeals Board. In 1978 Kay Was

.promoted to serve as the Admir)istratorof.the Assessment Appeals Board and

then in 1988 she was-again promoted to the Assistant Clerk' Position, where she
,. .

served until 1994. She then became the Executive Assistant to the pirector of the

Retirement System until 2002, when she returneq to the Clerk's Office to become

the Deputy Clerkin, charge of the Legislative Division. ,

, .

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 currently President of the Commission.



Angelo P. King
48 Dedman Court San Francisco, CA 94124

415-656-0260 Business 415-821-1331 Home
Anpiking(ci{yahoo.com .

Objective: My objective is to 'support institutions / inStruments that help or sustaingobd
eommunity.

Work Experience

Southeast Neighborhood Jobs Initiative RoUndtable (SNJIR)
San Francisco; CA
Program' Director April 1999 to Present
I oversee and implement operation of SNJIR a community building collaborative focused
on increasing capacity for workforce development efforts iri BayView Hunters Point.
Serving as Director of SNJIR. I have convened and facilitated community meetmgs,
created pa.rtnerships (UCSF, Strybing Arbpretum Society, BAVC), executing payroll,
:fu.D.draising, 'and managing staff: Manage database of information: Program profiles,

-------c----'---c--~.• demogra~hics, GIS map~: !,l.nd 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
, Oakland, Ca
Owner . June 97tb Jan 2000
Sole Proprietor: Purchased and Sold pagers plus ex;ecuted billiri.g for small cellular and

,Pager Company with 75 customers at its peak. Sold business in 2000.
Jackie Robinson Computer Learning Center

San Francisco, Ca '
Program Director March 98 to June 99
i planned activities for the afterschooLyouth computer class. Cieatedcurriculum for adult
computer class ages thirty to sixty-five where I thought MS Word, MS Excel, MS
PowerPoint, and Desktop pubIishingsoftware. 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 \ '
Sales / Copy center Clerk June 96 to Jan 98
Commissioned salesmen for business machines i.e. computers, copiers, cash registers,
'etc. '

Additional Merits
BVHP Project Area Committee Member .
2002 Certificate ofHonor from City & County San Francisco & Board of Supervisor
Bayview Merchants Association JvIember

Education Experience'

,San Francisco State University
Completing classes toward a BA in business 'administration
OED Completed

References Upon Request



BIO,bF MARK KELLEHER

Mark Kelleher is senior director of development with San FranciscoState

University where he is helping to expand a successful new division .focused on

alumni relations and securing funds from individuals, fowndations, companies

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

Special areas of focus include the deyelopment of community outre~ch ,

programs, most targeting underserved individuals, such as the Family

Acceptance Project which is designed to reduce suiCide, HIV infection and other

potential perils often faced by LGBTQ youth; aswell as initiatives' to improve
\

education access and success inCluding San Francisco Promis~, the University

'Scholarship Program,'Ghildren's Campus, and Head Start.

Prior to SF-State, Kelleher was yvithtfle-Unlversity of-California, San Francisco

for nearly a decade where he launched the first full-time development program

for the'AIDS "Research Institute, managed fundraising for the School of Nursing, '

and served as corporate'and foundation relations director. Highlights of his work

at UCSF were the development of community outreach programs, most fargeting

underserved youth, including Valencia Health Service, L1NC (child-focused
. . . . ~

domestic violence prevention), and the Women's Global Health Imperative. Also

among these initiatives were the Positive Health Program, C~nterfor T~bacco

Control Research and Education and its Smoke FreeMovie Campaign; and

Magnet (a uniquely combined, model community space and gay men's health

service). Kelleher served ?n the CTCRE advisory board after leaving UCSF, and ­

he remains an acti~e Magnet board member. ~ He is also a past Human Rights

Campaign steering committee member, and ~erved as a co':chair on the board of

. the Acad~my of Friends - a community foundation dedicated to assisting

individuals affected by HIV.

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

where he organized its first fundraising campaign in SiliGon Valley. Although



, ,
some of his ancestors were Bay Area pioneers from the mid,..1 9th Century

onward, Kelleher \JI/asraised near Boston. Before moving to California in 1994

. he managed sev~ralre'cord-breaking reunion classes for the Harvard Law School,

Fund. Kelleher began his career at Boston University where he helped expand a

pioneering partnership to reform public schools in nearby.Chelsea, at the time

one of the nation's most socioeconomically challenged urban communities.

During this period he'was also a lead volunteer with the Wang Performing Arts

Center M~tropolitans. When the Boston PublicSchools' arts education budget ,

was decimated, this group ofyoung professionals was organized to help raise

funds to ensure" at-risk'youth would have the necessary resources to participate

in the performing and fine arts.

Kelleher earned his M.S:at Boston University and BA. in ,History at St. Anselm

College: He and hi~ life partner of nearly two decades, San Francisco Treasurer

Jose Cisneros, reside in San Francisco.



BOARD of SUPERVISORS

MEMORANDUM

Date: September 27, 2011

To: Honorable Members, Board of Supervisors

From: ~Yngela Calvillo, Clerk of the B~ard

Subject: APPOINTMENTS BY THE MAYOR

The Mayor has submitted appointments to thefoJlowing bodies:

• 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 Gulbel)gay, Commission on the Status of Women, term ending 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
appointment by notifying the Clerk inwritit:lg ..

Upon receipt of such notice, the Clerk shall refer the appointment to the RUles Committee so that
the Board may cODsJder the appointment and act within thirty days of the appointment as
provided in Section 3.100(18) of the Charter.

Please notify me in writing by 5:00 p.m., Thursday, September 29, 2011, if you wish any hearing
on an appointment to be scheduled. .

Attachments



OFFICE OF. THE MAYOR

SAN FRANCISCO

EDWIN M. LEE

MAYOR

"
Notice of Appointment

September 22, 2011

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

City Hall, Room 244
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, California 94102

Honorable Board of Supervisors:
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---Pursuant-t0-the-Glurrtgr-:::;ectioll-3JD_nCL8J, I hereby make the following appointments:

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

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

Kate Favettito the Civil Service Conimission, assuming the seat formerly held by Donald

Casper, for a term ending June 30, 2017 .

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

2015

Angelo King 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 yoursupport and am pleased to advise you of these appointments.

Sin~ce.relY.'. .. .

.. ~~fP
EdwinM. Lee '(7V~
Mayor CITY HALL, ROOM 200

1 DR. CARLTON B. GOODLETT PLACE

SAN FRANCISc:O, CALIFORNIA 94102c4681

(415) 554-6141

(415) 554-6160 FAX

RECYCLED PAPER



BIO OF ELEANOR JOHNS

Eleanor Johns is Executive Director of the Willie L. Brown, Jr. Institute on Politics

and Public Service. She was Chief 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 Conservation Corps. From 1981 to 1995 she was a

Special Assistant to Willie L. Brown, Jr., then speaker of the California State

Assembly. From 1980 to 1995 she also served as the Financial Manager of the

Willie Brown for Assembly Committee, and the Assembly Democrats Committee.

In prior years she was a litigation paralegal and from 1961 to 1968 taught in

various California schools.

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

. American History, Berkeley, California. She graduated from Ohio State University

in 196Twith aB.A. in History and Social Science and- a B.S. in Education. She

attended Purdue University from 1957 to 1958.

Ms. Johns was a member of the Board of Directors of the San Francisco Jewish

Community Centerfrom 199b to 1993. She served asa public member ofthe
. .

California State Commission on Judicial Performance from 1995 to 1998.

Ms. Johns was born in Steubenville, Ohio, is married to .Richard Johns, an

attorney in San Francisco, and has one son.

Ms. Johns was. appointed to the Airport Commissiol;l 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, Commissioner Johns was reappointed by

Mayor Willie L. Brown, Jr. Ms Johns was appointed to ~ second term by Mayor

Gavin Newsom in 2007.



BIO OF BABARA SKLAR

Barbara Sklar has painted for the past 38 years, full time since 1989. She stu~ied

-at the' Cleveland Instituteof Art,1961 ~1964, and later at UC Berkeley and the Art

, Students League, New York. In 1991-1995, she wasthe only American to attend

the Royal Watercolor Society's annual workshops for professionals. She has

studied sculptu~e, photography, and ceramic privately in Italy. Her works, "Which

-have been shown in New York, San Francisco, Washington, Northern California,

Rome and Florence, aredn public, corporate and private collectionsthroughouL ---- -­

the United States~ndEurope. Ms. Sklar has served on review panels for the

California Arts Council and various foundations and the San Francisco Arts

Commission, the New York Foundation of the Arts Board, and the Arts in

-Embassies Millenniu'm Committee. Ms. Sklar also worked for the Cultural Office

of-tneformer USISmWashington ana-Sarajevo: _

- --

_Ms. Sklar, who has a Masters in Planning and Administration from Case Western

Cleveland, Ohio, is also a gerontologist and from 1974-1989 her professional

experience included serving as the Directorof Geriatric Services for the Hospital

Consortium of San Mateo County, the Director of Center for Aging & Planning for

Mount Zion Hospital in San Francisco. She served on the Board of Meals-on­

Wheels, Family Services Agency, the Council oflnternational Programs, the

Nation'al Council on Aging and was the Founderand a Board Member of the

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

/



KATE FAVETTI 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
-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.

June 1994 to December 1994

."-~-- -.-. -.. January 199516M:irCh·15;199g-- - ...- -.---- --Sr~-nepartmeiital'Pers'onnerOfficer;-San ------.-.-.-..-.--.

Francisco General Hospital - managed the

human resource program for a major department

(approximately 3,000 employees).

Assi~tant Executive Officer, Civil Service
Commission - represented Civil Service .
Commission in negotiations; managed daily .

-~--'-------operat-ien~a&t@El~as-Executiy..e-QfflCe-rj~n~
h=is~.---------c-

absence. .

October 1992 to June 1994

October 1991 to October 1992

June 1989 to October 1991

March 1986 to June 1989

May 1984 to March 1986

May 1971 to May 1984

Sr. Personnel Analyst, Civil Service
Commission and Department of Human
Resources - responsible for gen'eral inservice

activitie~ including application of Civil Service
Commission Rules;, represented Civil Service .

Commission in contraCt negotiations.

Sr. Departmental Personnel Officer,
Municipal Railway-responsible for the'
management of the Human Resource program

for a major department (approximately
3,5 OOemp10yees). .

Sr. Personnel Analyst, Civil Service
Commission - responsible for general inserVice

. activities, including application and enforcement'
of Civil Service Commission Rules.

Sr. PersonnelAnalyst, Laguna Honda
Hospital..., responsible for the daily operation of

the Personnel Department, management
,representative on SEIU negotiations.

Personn~IAnalyst, Department ofPublic
.Health, CentralOffice - responsible fOT the
day-to day operation of the Personnel
Dep~ent. .

Various positions within the City and County

.. ~;



1310OF KAY GULBENGAY

Kay is a native of San Franci$co, born,. raised, and still residing in the Parkside .

District. She began her career at City Hall in 1967, working in the Office of. the

. Clerk of the Board and the Assessment Appeals Board. In 1978 Kay was

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

then in 1988 she was-again promoted to the Assistant Clerk Position I where she

served until 1994. She then became the Executive Assistant to the Dire.ctor of the

.:.- .. ---Retirement.System until20D2;-when she retumed-to-the-Clerk'sOffice-to-become-- --. -----­

the Deputy Clerk in charge of the Legislative Division.

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

anBsneis currently-Pre-stient-ohh-e-eommission-:-.----------------'-------'---



Angelo P. King
48 Dedman Court San Francisco, CA 94124
415-656-0260 Business 415-821-1331 Home

Anpiking(W,yahoo.com .

Objective: My objective is to support institutions / instruments that help or sustain good
community.

Work Experience

Southeast Neighborhood Jobs Initiative Roundtable (SNJIR)
San, Francisco, CA

----ProgramDirector--------------------~Aprin999to-Pfesent------ ----:-----'-;-------------:------------

I oversee and implement operation of SNJIR a community building collaborative 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 Arbpretum Society, BAVC), executing payroll,
fundraising, 'and managing staff Manage database of information: Program profiles,

. demographics, GIS maps, :;Lnd other information. Co-produced community reference
guide over 200 copies distributed. Co-Produced video on development and diversi1Y--,i~n_-----_
Bayview Hunters Point.

, First Page Paging Company
, OaIdand, Ca
Owner June 97to Jan 2000
Sole Proprietor: Purchased and Sold pagers plus executed billing for ~m:all cellular and
Pager Company with 75 customers at its peak. Sold business in 2000.

Jackie Robinson Computer Learning Center
San Francisco, Ca
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 Jconvened and reported to.

Office Depot '
San Francisco, Ca ~. '
Sales / Copy center Clerk June 96 to Jan 98
Commissioned salesmen for business machines i.e. computers, copiers, cash registers, .
etc.

Additional Merits
BVHP Project Area Committee Member
2002 Certificate of Honor from City& County San Francisco & Board of Supervisor
Bayview Merchants Association Member

Education Experience'

,San Francisco State University
Completing classes toward a, BA in business administration
GED Completed

References Upl:m Request



BIOOF MARK KELLEHER

Mark Kelleher is senior director of development with San Francisco State

University where he is helping' to expand a successful new division focused on

alumni relations and securing funds from individuals, fowndations, companies

and government sources to counter deep state budget cuts in recent years.

Special areas of focus include the development of community outreach

programs, most targeting underserved individuals, such as the Family

~---------Acceptance I2roject-which is designed to reduce suicide, HIV in!ection and other

potential perils often faced by LGBTQyouth; as well as initiatives to improve

edu~ation access and success including San Francisco Promis~, the University

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

for nearly a decade where he launched the first full-time development program

for the AIDS Research Institute, m'anaged fundraising for the 'School of Nursing, ..
. 'l .

and served as corporate' and foundation relations director. Highlights of his work

at UCSF were the development of community outreach programs, most targeting

underserv~d youth, including Valencia Health Service, L1NC (child-focused
. -.,.

domestic violence prevention), arid the Women's Global Health Imperative. Also
. '\ ..

among these initiatives were the Positive Health Program, Centerfor Tobacco

Control Research and Education and its Smoke Free Movie Campaign, and

Magnet (a uniquely combined model community space and gay men's·health

service). Kelleher served on the CTCRE advisory board after leaving UCSF, and

he remains an active Magnet board member. ( He is also a past Human Rights
. .

Campaign steering committee member, and ~erved as a co":chair on the board of

the Academy of Friends - a community foundation dedicated to assisting

individuals affected by HIV.

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

where he organized its first fundraising campaign in Silicon Valley. Although



some ,of his ancestors were Bay Area pioneers from the mid-19th Century
,

onward, Kelleher was raised near Boston. Before moving to California in 1994

, he managed several record..:breaking reunion classes forthe Harvard Law School

Fund. Kelleher began his Career at Boston University where he helped expand a

pioneering partnership to reform public schools in nearby Chelsea, at the time

one of the nCition's most socioeconomically thallenged urban communities.

Duringthis' period he was also a lead volunteer with the Wang Performing Arts

Center Metropolitans. W.hen the Boston Public Schools' arts education budget,

was decimated, this group of young profe'ssionals was organized to help raise

funds to ensure at-risk'youth would have the necessary resources toparticipate

in the performing and fine arts.

Kelleher earned his M.S. at Boston Universi~y and B.A in History at St. Anselm

College. He and hi~ life partner of nearly two decades, San Francisco Treasurer

Jose Cisneros, reside in Sa'n Francisco.



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Cc:
Bee:·

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

Karil Daniels <karil@pacbell.net>
board .of.5Upervisors@sfgov.org .

09/30/2011 04:45 PM
Urgent - Please forward this to all 11 SF Supervisors

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 murd~rer 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 rescind

this contract and prevent $750,000 of taxpayer money, (.including ta¥es from

many.animal lovers) from going to this deranged monster.

Otterness killed .that poor, innocent dog when he was an adult,· a;t 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

doing. That act of dog murder reveals a violent, sadistic man who DOES NOT

DESERVE public support, but rather ostracism.

------He-s-a0tJ.-1-Q-na¥e-be.en-pLQsce_cn.ted at the time to the fullest extent of the law,

and he deserves all the 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 som~ 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 go through!

Thank you.

Karil Daniels
San Francisco resident and animal lover

karil@karildaniels.com
415-821-0435

~..·rvV



Please revoke arts contract with Otterness
Bonnie Steiger to: board.of.supervisors
Please respond to bonnie

.£,0 ~~. L I
~._pC?_~

10106/2011 03:17 PM

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 before 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, 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 violent,
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 li'fe 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



History:

Please revoke arts contract with Otterness
Bonnie S,teiger to: board.of.supervisors
Please respond to bonnie

This message has been forwarded.

10106/201103:17 PM

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 before 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, 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 "~hot Dog Film," and presented it as 'art'
in a gallery!

Now Otterness has been awarded $750,006 of taxpayer money to install his----=------=---------------. sculptures. in pUblicsubway spaces. This is an outrage and must be
stopped! We do not want our tax dollars spent to support a viblent,
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 Regulations
Fish, Monica
to:
Calvillo, Angela
09/30/2011 02:57 PM
Cc:
"Nevin, Peggy", "Bhatia, Sushma", "Sanders, Caitlin"
Show Details

Hi Angela,

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

Please advise whether you require paper copies.

Best Regards,
Monica Fish, Commission Secretary

---.San Francisco-C:o~m-mts-siu-n-on-th-e-l:nvtrunmen,Tt------~------------~-------

11 Grove Street, San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 355-3709
Commissidn weblink: http://www.sfenvironment.org/ourpolicies/overview.html?ssi=10

file://C:\Documents and Settings\pnevin\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web5330.htm 9/30/2011



SFEnvironment
Our home. Our city. Our plcmet.

EDWIN M. LEE

Mayor

MELANIE NUDER

Director

September 30, 2011

TRANSMITTAL

Angela Calvillo, Clerkof 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.H)4 requirement that Rules and Re ulations are to be filed with. the Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors" enclosed are e epartment of the Environment's Regulation Nos. SFE-11-07­
Regulations for Cell Phone Disclosure Re uirements and attachments) that repeals Regulation No. SFE 10-03-
CPO and SFE-I1-0 - egulations 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, Departme,nt ofthe 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. Fax: (415) 554-6393

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



San Francisco Department ofthe Environment Regulations SFE 11-07-CPO
Requirement for cell phone retailers to provide information to their customers

regarding how to limit their exposure to cell phone radiofrequency energy
Ordinance No. 165-11, Adopted July 11,2011

Regulation Effective Date: September 30,2011

A. Authorization

San Francisco Environment Code Chapter 11:

SEC. 1103. REQUIREMENTS FOR CELL PHONE RETAILERS.

, (a) Beginning 15 days after·the Department of the Environment adopts the regulations
----FeEll:JiFeEi-I:JAEleF-SeG-HeR-c-1-1·g4(El),8ell-~ReRe-mtQile,:s-m61.st-di.spIGP/-ir:t-Q-pmmiI'18I'1Llocatiol'1-\tjsible-- _

tothe public,witbinthe retail store, an informational poster developed by the Departmentof
the Environment as referenced in Section 1104.

(b) Beginning 15 days after the Department of the Environment adopts theregulotions '
requiredt}nder Section.1104(d), cell phone retailers must provide to every customer that
purchases a cell phone a free copy of ail informational factsheet developed. by the
Department of the Environment as referenced in Section 1104. A copy of this factsheet must
also be provided to any customer who requests it, regardless of whether they purchase a cell
phone or not. .

(c) Beginning 30 days after the Depqrtment of the Environment qdopts the regulations
required under Section 1104(d), if a cell phone retailer posts display mi::Jterials 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 printed, shall be
determined by the Department of Environll!ent:

(1) A statement explaining that cell phones emit radiofrequency energy that is
absorbed by the head and ,body;
(2) A statement referencing measures to reduce exposure to radiofrequency energy
from the use of a cell phone; and, .
(3) A statement that the informational factsheet referenced in subsection (b) is
available from the cell phone retailer upon request.

(dJ The Director may, in his ~r her discretion, authorize a retailer fo use alternate means to
comply with therequirements of subsections (a), (b) and (c). The DireCtor shall authorize such
alternate means through the adoption of a regulation after a noticed hearing, and no retailer
.may sell or lease cell phones to the public or offer to sell or lease cell phones to the public
using any alternate means of compliance with this Chopter unless specifically authorized to do
so in advance in writing by the Director. '



-y

SEC. 1104. REQUIREMENTS FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT'

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

(1) An informational poster, as referenced in Section 1103(0);
(2) An informational factsheet, as referenced in Section 1103(b); and,
(3) A set of statements that must be included iii display materials, as referenced in
Section 11 03(c).

(b) The materials shall inform consumers of issues pertaining to radiofrequency energy
emissions from cell phones and actions that can be taken byce'll phone users to minimize
exposureto 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 oy 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 after the effective date of this ordinance or as soon thereafter as is
, practicable, the Department of the Environmennnall;crfter a-n-atice-crp-oblichearing,i~stJe'--------~
regulations specifying thecohtents, size, andformatforJhe poster, the factsheet, and the
statements required in connection with display materials as referenced in 5ubsecti9n (a), and
provide templates of them for use by retailers.

(1 J 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 paper); and,
(3).-The informational statements shall be printed in a space no smaller than 1 inch by

- 2:625 inches. -

(e) Should the scientific community or the FCC develop a new metric to 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 notification to the public of this metric at
the point of sale.

B. Policy or Findings

According to theWorld Health Organization (WHO),
, -

• Mobile phone use is ubiquitous 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.
• Studies are ongoing to more fully assess potentialldng term effects of mobile phone use.
• WHO will conduct a .formal risk assessment of all studied heolthoutcomes from

radiofrequency fields exposure by 2012:



Leading epidemiologists who have studied the effects of radiofrequency energy absorbed
from cell phones have re~ommendedthat the public be informed of the potential for adverse
health effects from long'-term cell phone use, particularly for children ..

Cell phones are an important communication tool, especially during emergencies, and
radiation exposure from cell phones can be reduced by us ing a speakerpho ne or a headset,
or by sending text messages.

,c. Applicability

This regUlation' applies to all San Francisco cell phone retailers, defined by the San Francisco
Environment Code Chapter 11, Sectio n 1101 as: .' . .

(b) "Cell phone retailer" mearis any person or entity within the City which sells or leases
cell phones to the public or which btters cell phones tor sale or lease. "Cell phone
retailer" shall not include anyone selling or leasing cell phones over the phone, by mail,
or over the internet. "Cell phone retailer" shall also not include anyone selling or leasing

----~~-----,.cell-pnonesdirectly-tome puolic at a convention, traaesnow, or conference, or
otherwise selling orleasing cell phones directly to the public within the City for fewer
than 10 days in a year. .

D. Requirements

.' SEC. 1103(a): Informational posfer. See poster (Attachment A).

The attached poster is formatted to fit standard paper size of 11 x 17 inches. The cell phone
retailer must display the poster identical to attachment A (in size, content, format and
graphics).' .

;

TheDepartment will provide hardcopy posters to cell phone retailers and make replacements
available upon r,equest.. The cell p~one retailers are responsible for contacting the
Department to obtain the pQster and future replacements in order to ensure .compliance with
this law. The request for posters can be made in two ways:

o In person at The Deparfrnent of the Environment, M-F (9AM to 5PM):
'11 Grov.e Sf. San Francisco, CA 94102

o A written request to:
• Toxics Reduction Program, SF Department of the Environment, 11

.Grove St. San Francisco, CA 94102; Or
• cellphone@sfenvironment.org

• SEC. 1103(b): Department factsheet. See factsheet template (Attachment B).

The attached supplemental ,factsheet template i~formatted to fit standard paper size 8.5 x 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 to customers must be identical in oontent, format, color and graphics .



The Department shqll 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
factsheets each, and retailers are responsible for making color copies for distribution
thereafter.

• SEC. 1103(c): Statements tbinclude in display materials. See label template
(Attachment c)

The attached sticker template is formatted to fit on Avery standard5160-address labels. The
font type and size are Futuro size 12. A cell phone r.etailer may print and paste stickers on cell
phone display materials or include the content of the sticker in cell phone aisplay materials in
a manner that preserves the font size, type cind meets the space requirement of no smaller
than 1 x 2.625 inches. . .

.The. Department shall make the sticker template available in PDF or Microsoft Word format for
printing by cell phone retailers.

E. Attachments

Attachment A: InformationaL poster
AttachmentS: Informational factsheet
Attachment c: Sticker template forinclusion of informational statements in display' materials

The Director of the Department of the Environment hereby adopts these regulations as of the
dote specified below.

.Approved:

t•....

~-~b
~elcinie Nutter 7

Director, Department of the Environment

c<i· 60//(
. Date



This matenal was prepared sole~1 by the Ci~1 and County of Son Francisco and must be provided to consumers under locollow.

Cell Phones Emit· (~')

Radio-frequency Energy"'· o~o .

•

Studies continue to assess potential health·
effects of mobile phone use.

If you wish to reduce your exposurel

the City of San francisco recommends that you:

• Keep distance between your phone and body
• Use a headset, speakerphone, or·text instead
• Ask for a free factsheet with more tips

e . ~;~:;::~nt of Environment @ SFEnvironment.org/cellphoneradiation
SFEnvironment Federal Communications Commission @ FCC.gov/cgb/consumerfacts/mobilephone.html

Our homt!l. Our city. Our planet.

A_,'m~",~,".. C~o"dCoo""olS'''f'o"o.., World Health Organization @ WHO.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs193/en/

.. 09/11
This material \<\<Os prepared solely by the City and County ofSon Francisco and must be provided to consumers under Iocollow.



--_......._-------------..
You can limit exposure to Radio-frequency

(RF) Energy from your cell phone.

e~

"'<piJ:Ii'4J1'.. sa~~q.....m~&,I!Wll:;Cl'•

"

I
-~I--__~A1tbough~lu_diascontinu~to assess l20tential health effects of mobile r:>hone use,

I .the World Health Organization has classified RF Energy as a possible c-a-rc~in-o-g~'e-'--n-.----I
This material was prepared solely by the City and County of San Francisco and must be provided fo consumers under local law.

09/11

If you are concerned about potential health effects from cell phone RF Energy,
the City of San Francisco recommends:

• Reducing the number and length of calls
Tu.rnofFyo.u..... r. ce.1I phone when. not in.•..u.. se ..,.' , "".,. ' " ',': -

'-""':":,-'.'.', ,-,;"-::::.""":".:.::,':':,,,;.::::::.,.",,--,"::,:,:'.'.-.,"':,.""":'>::-:."':,'--,.,"":,',.:.:-,',,:':"
• Using a headset, speakerphone or text instead .'. ', ..

Exposure' decreases rapidly with increasing distance from the phone. ....•.. > <. .. .

• Using belt dips and purses to keepdistance betweenyour phonecmdbo"dy ' "
Do not carryon your body toot leasttneet the distance specified in your phone's user man!Jal .

• Avoiding cell phones in areas~ithweak signals {elevators, on transit,etc~r ." ....• ....
Using a cell phone in areas of good reception decreases exposure by allowing the phone to transmit at
red!Jced power. . ..

Learn More:

SF Department of the Environment @SFEnvironment.org/cellphoneradiation • (415) 355-3700

Federal Communications Commission @ FCC.gov/cgb/consumerfacts/mobilephone.html

World Health Or9ani~ation @ WHO.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs193/en/

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 Environme~tRegulations SFE 11-08-S0'010
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.Background

The Safe Drug Disposal Information Ordinance was signed by the Mayor on May.31, 2011. The
Ordinanc~ requires that, beginning no later than December 1, 2011, all businesses in San Francisco
that sell prescription drugs post display materiafsexplaining to residents hoW they can safely and
lawfully dispose of unused medications. This Regulation specifies the contents and format for these

, display materials.

B. Authorization

San Francisco Environment Code Chapterll :

SEC. 2252. INFORMATiON REQUIRED AT POINT OF SALE. '

--~--(arBeginning December 1, 2011, any business selling prescription drugs to the pUblic shall post
display materials approved 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 easilyreadable by the average person.
The m'aferk:ils shail be posted on the premises ofthe business in a location visible to the public and
adjdc'enffO'the'drec:fwhere tile prescription drugs are dispensed. '
(b) The Director may, in his or ,her discreti on, authorize a business to use alternate means to comply
with the requirements of subsection (a) The Director shall a~thorize such alternate means through
the adoption of ,areg ulation after a noticedhearing, and no business 'may sell prescriptiori drugs to
the pUblic or offer to sell prescription drugs to the public using any alternate means ofcompliance
with this Chapter unless specifically authorized to do so in advance in writing by the Director.
(c) The City urges all persons and entities providing prescription drugs to the 'public for free to also
participate in this program.

SEC~ 2253. IMP LEMENTATION.

(a) The Director, after a public hearing, may adopt and may amend guidelines, rules, Regufations,
and forms to implement this Ordinal'i-ce.
(b) By October 1,2011, the Department shall issue regulations specifying the contents and format
for the display materials required by Section 2252.

C. Applicability.

, This regulation applies to all San Francisco businesses selling prescription drugs, defined by the San
Francisco Environment Code Chapter 1L Section 2251 as: " '

[b) "Business" means a fixed location within the City and County ofSan Francis60,whether
indoors or outdoors, at which Prescription Drugs are offered for,sale qt retail and thatis
required to obtain a valid San FranCisco business registration certificate from the San
Francisco :rax Collector's office.



•

ate

D. Requirements.

1. SEC. 2252 Materials to be Displayed. See attached templates.

Businesses must post the poster provided by the Department 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) Busi~~sse~ thatcol,\E~Gtresidentialiy-generated pharmaceuticals through a City-administered' .
programs~all use, content and format for the poster, including graphics, identical to the
oHached,Ten:plciteA. '

I .:: ••• :: ••••

(b) Businesses that do not collect residentially-generated pharmaceuticals through a City­
administered program shall use content and format forthe poster, including graphics"and tear­
off 'pad identical to the attached TemplateB.'

(c) Prior to December 1,2011, the Department of the Environment will distribute posters and tear-
off pads to businesses selling prescription pharm,aceuticQls inSan Francisco. Ifa business does

'~----=n=of receive a posteror-tenl-off-p-acd-(for-"femplate-B-oniy)-':by~Noveffil:>er-1-5-t~,29'I-h-tRey-ffiGl-y-----,-----­

request one in writing, using the methods listed in section (d),to ensure receipt prior to
Decemper1 ,020n. .'" .' .. . .'. .' . '. ... .

(d) TheD~partmC:?rit~f the Environment will 'continue t~p'rovide replacement materials to .. ' '.
bushlE;1~sesafterDecember 1, 2011. If a business requires replace ments. of a post er or tear-off'
paddftefbecember 1,2011, due to loss, theft, damage, or shortage; these materials must be
re;qu(3~t,e;dbYJhC:?bLJ~inEminane of the following, vv,aysto ensure continued compliance.

• ".. In person citTh~Department of theE~~ironment,M-F' (9AM to 5PM): .•
. .'.11 GroveSt. San Francisco, cjr941 02 . . " .
Awritten'r~qLJE;stto:' '.' .'" '.. . . . ' '" . .

. '. Toxies Redlicfion Program~ SF Depart"lEmt of the Eiwironmeht ..
11 Grove sf. San Francisco, CA 94102 ' ..

.or toxics@Sfenvironment.org
. .

All information for approved methods for a poster requestwill also be available at
sfen:,ironm erlt.org/medicinedisposal. .

The Director of the Departm~ntof the Erwironment hereby adopts these regulations as of the date
specified below.

( \
elanie Nutter ~

Directqr, DepartrT)entofthe; Environment

REGULATION ATTACHMENTS: Poster Template A, Poster TemplateB
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Fax:
415,558.6409

Reception:
415.558.6378

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377Revised Transmittal of Planning Case NUlI).ber 2011.0656T

BF No. 11-0448: City Center Special Sign District

SAN FRANCISCO RE.CE_\Y~~YlrORS; :h (& I IOL(4 \?
P_L~A_N_N_-~IN_G_D-,-E_PAl!f_~,-~i--C.-',1_E_:,N_T---,,.----------I::~~~_ ----=LlA -AflCv--

- - 3('\ ott -'3: \B CJJ LZ ( Uj. f!tp- -t~no' \ (:i::P u \ \l . - '/

Lu \ I ,",,~I f) ¥'V'-_.... 1650 Mission St.
'J \' __-~. Suite 400 -

San Francisco,
CA 94103·2479

September 28, 2011-

Supervisor Farrell and
Ms. Angela Calvillo, Clerk
Board of Supervisors
City an-d County of San Francisco
City Hall, Room 244
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place _
$an Francisco, CA 94102

-Re:

Recommendation: Approval with Modifications

Dear Supervisor Farrell and Ms. Calvillo,

------,8n-Augttst-1-1-,-281-1,-the--B-an-FI'aFteisee-E'-lcmning-G0mmiss-iGIl-thgl."gma£ter-".cmnmissiQnq,--~­

conducted a duly noticed public hearing ata regularly scheduled meeting to consider thE!
proposed Ordinance imder Board of Supervisors File Number 11-0448. Planning Department_
Staff neglected to include one of the Commission's recommended modifications 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 th~ maxim,urn height'of the directional- signs. However, the Commission did make the

reco~ertdationto work with the Project Sponsor for the specific project at the site to adjust the
placement of the signs and the width of the base in order to make them more slender.

Supervisor, 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.

S)j'j~;Z-4 _
AnMarie{~Odg'rS
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·

,PI,anni.ng Commission
Resolution N·o. 18428

- HEARING DATE: AUGUST 11, 2011

1650 Mission St.
Suite 400
San Francisco,

. CA 94103-2479

Reception: .
415.558.6378 .

Fax:
415.558;6409

Project Name:
Case Number:
Initiated by:

, Staff Contact:

,Reviewed by:

Recommendation:

City Center Special 'Sign District
201L0656TZ [Board File No. 11-0448]

Supervisor Farrell I IntroducedJune 7, 2011
Sophie Hayward, Legislative Affairs
sophie.hayward@sfgov.org, 415-'558-6372

AnMarie Rodgers, Manager Legislative Affairs·
anmarie.rod!?ers@sfgov.org, 415.:.558-6395
Recoinmend Approval with Modifications

Planning
Information:
415.558.6377

RECOMMENDING THAT-THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT WITH MODIFICATIONS"i
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 CENT.ER 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 PROJECTING SIGNS, FREESTANDING I~ENTIFYINGAND
DIllECTIONAL SIGNS, AND TO MODIFY EXISTING CONTROLS ON BUSINESS WALL SIGNS.

PREAMBLE
Whereas, on June 7, 2011, Supervisor .Fcu;rell introduced a proposed Ordinance under Boa:d of
Supervisors (hereinafter"Board") File Number 11-0448 that wouldamend Planning Code Sections 602.10

(Defuutions), 607.1 (Neighborhood Commercial Districts), 608 (Special Sign Districts), and a.dd Section
'608.16 ("City Center Special Sign District"), and amend Sectional Map SSD of the ZoningMap 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, LotOOn to allow additional

projecting 'signs, freestanding identifying and directional signsi and to modify eXisting controls on
business wall signs.. The proposed Ordmance for a Sectional Map Amendment and PlanningCode Text

Changes has been introduced in order tofadlitate appropriate neW sign~ge £orthe existing shopping
center site including the proposed new formula retail use arid other commercial tenants; and

Whereas, on August 11, 2011, the San Francisco' Planni.rig Commission (hereinafter "Commission") ­

co.nducted it duly noticed public hearing at a regulailyscheduled meeting to consider the proposed

Ordinance; and

Whereas, on August 10, 2011, the proposed zoning changes were. determined to be exempt from
enviromnental review'under Section 15061(b)(3» of the CEQA Guidelines; and;

WVI(W.sfplanning.org



Resolution No. 18428
Hearing Date: August 11, 2011

CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ
City Center Special Sign District

Whereas
J

the Commission has heard and considered the testimony presented to it at the public hearing

and has further considered written materials, and oral tesfu11-ony presented on behalf of the applic~t,

Department staff, and other interested parties; and

Whereas, the all pertinent documents may be found in the files of the Department, as the custodian of

records, at 165'0 Mission Street, Suite 400, San Francisco; and

Whereas, the Comm~ssionhas. reviewed'the proposedOrdiTI.ance; and

MOVED, that the 'Commission hereby recommends that the Board of Supervisors recommends approval
olthe proposed Ordinance withmodifications and adopts the attached Draft Resolution to that effect.

Specifically, the Commission recommends the following modifications:

The Commission recommends three substantive modifications regarding the proposed freestanding signs

that would be permitted within the SSD: '

~__~--=._ThaLthe_large_fre_eslariding_sign_on_MasonicAvenue 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, artd that the sign's maximum width not exceed its current width,

• That the four new projecting blade signs proposed for the Geary Street elevation (described in
Section 608.16(f)(3)(c») be visually di~tiri.ct from and subordinate to the existing blade sign on the '

structure.

• That the Project Sponsor works with Planning 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 seethem ahead of time. The reconfigured signs may be lower than the proposed maximum

15' in height.

In addition~ the Commission recommends a miTIor modification to the text of Sectio~ 608.16(f)(1)(CHi)•

. The subsection includes a reference to Masonic Street,whicli. should be referred to as Masonic Avenue.

FINDINGS

Having reviewed 'the materials identified inth~ preamble above, and having heard all testimony cmd
arguments, this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows:

1. The existing shopping center is an unusual suburban-:style structure, within an urban setting that
includes both commercial sites and residential areas in the immediate viciIi.ity;

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
buildhlgs .in the surrounding area are residential structures, and that buildings facing the s~bje~t

block range from two- to four-stories tall with several taller buildings interspersed;

SAN FRANCISCO
• PLAN~ING DEPARTMENT 2



Resolution No. 18428
Hearing Date: August 1~, 2011

CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ
City Center Special Sign District

3. Current sign regUlations for the NC~3 District do not provide sufficient visibility for businesses
located within the City Center, given its particular configuration of site development, and that the

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

4. That a new Special Sign District would improve the existing signage and would facilitate a unified
tenant sign program for the subject site as well as respond to 'the particular configuration and
. .
topography of the subject lot;

5. That with the Commtssiodsrecommended am~ndmentsto the proposed Ordina,;"ce, the Special Sign
District would facilitate asign program that would better respond to the sUrrounding context of low­

scale residential buildings while still irnproving the signage on-site to facilitate access to both the
large and small commercial tenants;..

6. General PlanCompliance. The proposed Ordinance is consistent with the following Objectives and

Policies of the General Plan:.

I COMMERCE & INDUS'I'R.~ ELEMliN'I
THE COM:MERCE AND INDUSTRY ELEMENT OF lliE GENERAL PLAN SETS FORTH
OBJECTIVES AND' POLICIES TI-IAT' ADDRESS THE BROAD RANGE OF ECONOMIC

ACTIVITIES, FACILITIES, AND SUPJ;JPORT SYSTEMS mAT CONSTITUE SAN FRANCISCO'S
EMPLOYMENT AND SERVICE BASE.

OBJECTIVE 2:

MAINTAIN AND ENHANCE A SOUND AND DIVERSE ECONOMIC BASE AND FISCAL
STRUCTURE FOR lliE CITY.

Pol~ey 2.1:
Seek to retain existing commercial and industrial activity and to attract new such activity to the

City.

The proposed Ordinance will facilitate a Special Sign District· that would allow a unified tenant sign
program for the subject site that would proT!ide improved way finding, directional, and identifying signage
for businesses located within the shopping center in order to improve its economic viability.-

OBJECTIVE 6

MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN VIABLE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AREAS EASILY·

ACCESSIBLE TO CITY RESIDENTS.

PQLICY6.3
Preserve and promote the mixed .commercial-residential character in neighborhood commercial

districts. Strike a balance between the preservation of existing affordable housing and needed

expansion of commercial activity.

SAf'l FRAf'lCISCO
.,.LANNING DEP'lRTMENT 3



Resolution No. 18428
Hearing Date: August 11, 2011

CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ .
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 17Y providing clearer way finding to

existing and new businesses located within the shopping center, while responding,· through the careful
arrangementofsigns, to the surrounding residential and commercialuses.

II. '. URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT ..

THE URBAN DESIGN ELEMENT CONCERNS THE PHYSICAL CHARACTER AND ORDER OF

THE CITY, AND THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN PEOPLE AND THEIR ENVIRONMENT.

OBJECTIVE 1
EMPHAS1S OF THE CHARACTERISTIC PATTERN WHICH GIVES TO THE CITY AND ITS

NEIGHBORHOODS AN IMAGE, A SENSE OF PU~OSE, AND A MEANS OF ORIENTATION.

Policy 1.9
Increase the clarity 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 ofdistinguishing a
Ucity."wide pattern" through better street design and treatments, idoes discuss the importance of reducing
clutter and conflict between private signage and street signage. These policies support the recommendation
to low~r the parking lot freestanding directional signage.

III. . 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 uncertainty and
hesitation. .

The existing shopping center has six separate surface parking lots with separate eJ;ltrances 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
lot; cannot be feasibly connected and require that drivers h~ve directional information so they eriter and
park in the associated lot As proposed, with· the modifications recommended; the City Center Special Sign
District would permit signs that assist drivers in locating the proper entrance. '

7. The proposed replacement project ,is consIstent with the ejght General Plan priority policies set forth
in Section 101.1 in that:

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 4



Resolution No. 18428
Hearing Date: August 11, 2011.

CASE NO. 2011.0656TZ
City Center Special Sign District

A) The existiIi.g neighborhood-serving retail uses will be preserVed and enhanced and future·

opportunities for ,resident. employment iIi. and. ownership.of such businesses will b~

enhanced:

The proposed Qrdinance will encourage neighborhood-serving 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 facilitating an appropriate sign program for the site..

B) The existing housiIi.g and neighborhood character will be conserved and protected iIi.
order to preserve the cultural. and economic diversity of our neighborhoods:

The proposed Ordinance would create a Special Sign District in order.tofacilitate appropriate new
signage for the existing shopping center site including the proposed new formula retail use and
other commercial tenants. With the recommend~d modifications, the Special Sign District would
permit signs that respond to the chara~ter of the surrounding neighborhood in order to conserve
and protect the character.of the district, including its cultural and economic diversity.. .,' .

C) TheCity's supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced:

The proposed Ordinance will have no adverse effect on the City's supply ofaffordable housing.

D) The commuter traffic will not impede MUNI transit serviee or overburden our streets or
neighborhood parkiIi.g: '

The propo~ed Ordinance will not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or
overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking.

E) . A diverse economic base ~ill be maiIi.tained "by protecting our iIi.dustrial and service

sectors from displaceme'ni: due. to commercial office development.. And future
oppor~tiesfor resident employment and ownership in these sectors will be enhanced:

. ..

The proposed Ordinance would not adversely affect the tndustrial or service sectors or jutu;e
. opportunities jor"r~sident employment or ownership in these sectors.

-F) The City will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect against injury and loss·

of life iIi. an earthquake.

Preparedness against injury and loss of life tn an earthquake is unaffected by the proposed
. amendments. Any new constructi~n or alteration· associated with the Special Sign District wo~ld

be executed in compliance with all applicable construction and safety measures.

G) That landmark and historic buildiri.gs wili be preserved:

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

SAN FRANCISCO .
PLANNING PEPARTMENT" 5



Resolution No. 18428 .
Hearing Date: August 11,2011

CASE NO.2011.0656TZ
City Center Special Sign DfstriCt

H) . Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas will be protected from·

development:

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

I h~reby certify that the Planning Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on August 11, 2011.

Linda Avery

Commission Secretary

AYES:

NAYS:.

ABSENT:

ADOPTED:

Commissioners Antonini, Fang; Miguel, Moore, Olague, and Sugaya

None

Commissioner Borden

August11, 2011

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT



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

ptlG t\ I D0 7
80S-\1 ~~)
Gf~~ .
~\d .USJ~.~J . ,...

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors: UVlC) \. ~"'ilLl.s LV\..~/l.t..,

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. I strongly believe that a CBD could be

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

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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 justification & detailed services for their assessments

• WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line wi other CBD's

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wi 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 I 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 'T~xationwithout Representation' !

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

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

Business Name:

Business Address: £0
cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; MarlcFanell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;

Carrnen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.EIsbernd@sfgov.or.g;
Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org; .



Printed Name: IJOYU1J~N .bJer:g<3N

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 ofSupervisors:

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. I strongly believe that a CBD could be

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

would support a FutureWP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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 CBDManagement

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-eBU-c-o-sts-;-furits-size-;-lfre-dtgpro'pnrtton-lflly-out-of-lin-e-whftlrele8U""s-~---

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wI otherCBD's

• It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs

3) Didn,'tpay due diligence to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord I 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 1 do

currently oppose thisWP CBD, for me it Essentially means 'Taxation without Representation' !

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

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

Respectfully, t1L.-
Signed: flW'~/Jt!.Qg~

Business Name: AGfrJA. )(
Business Address: '/ (}J 1 1 ' LI+t-: .

. k-{) It I I A V6
cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.FalTell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;

Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener({1{sfgov.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 Superv.isors
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 2011Final 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 ofWP, and

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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 justification& detailed services for their assessmeuts

• WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line wi other CBD's

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out ofline wi 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 I 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 Essenthilly means 'Taxation without Representation' !

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

Unconditionally Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years~

Respectfully, .

Signed: /' Printed Name: S£V.AN \<01o/Z.\(/ AN

Business Name: (ZBrnA-,( ft.e.£Tl &l()W~rcrJ~
Business Address: U 1/ 14t~ Ave . .

Sf: CA ·~l.{(2-1
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@sfgov;org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; gBoard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;



Angela Calvillo,·CI~rkof 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. I strongly believe that a CBD could be

.beneficial to WP, to·help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment ofWP, and

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

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

Report for the Formation of the WPCBD:

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

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

• WP-CBDcostS;-for ffSSize, are ilispropoffionaHyoutof-line wtotlrer eB:l)-'-s

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wI 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 I merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

QNLY 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 CBn legislation and Not to Impose a

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

Printed Name:

~~

vJf:Ai f~J{~ Mt;Business Address:

Respectfully,

Signed: ~
Business Name: ,Psr4J ?¥~6-u...£

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.FalTell@sfgov.org; David.Cbiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen:Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbemd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org; .
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; gBoard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;



Printed Name:

Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

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

- - - --. D~ar ·San Fr-ancisc{) B(j~rd 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. I strongly believe that aCBD could be

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

would support a Future WP ·CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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 justification & detailed services for their assessments
~--~--'-----

• WP CBD cQsts,Jor its Size, are disproporti9nally out of line wI other CBD's

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wI 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 I merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient numberof 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 toVeto this current WestPottal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a

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

~espectfu~._I7U1i/_. Il_C/.
SIgned: WJ;ltJ~

Business Name: /Aso 5

Business Address: 25q U), fo vJJl
. S' \f=

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.FalTell@sfgov.org; David;Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Carnpos@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, CA94102-4689

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. I strongly believe that a CBD could be

beneficialto WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment ofWP, and

would support a Future WP CBD Versipn that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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 justification & detailed services for their assessments

-------'.-------:cWP~CBD__ccosts,-for__its-size,-a..e-dispr.opor.tionally_out..DfJine_wLo_tueLCBD--'.s, __

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wI 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 I merchant

eiemplified by a seriously insufficie~tnumber 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:~ t{l'J"'-t~

Business Name: ~\l"( S'fr~
Business Address: Z'3 D V'J . ~O'(+:.vl

Printed Name: S..J.., //- ,
. "Y1(iV,I"f M(C~d-e!1

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.FalTell@sfgov.erg; David.Chiu@sfgov.erg;
Cannen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.erg; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener(a),sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
Johll.Avalos@sfgov.org; gBoard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.erg;



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 ofthe West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CnD) based upon

the May 2011 Final WestPortal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe thata CBD could be

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

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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 justification & detailed services for their assessments

• WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line wi other CBD's

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out ofline wi 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 I merchant

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

ONLYthe 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.

RespectfU.1.IY' C.•· 0
Signed: ))4.t~T~ Printed Name: -:::rud6t=Vfec\Y\r)dl\
Business~e: GroLOIN<O uP
Business Address: ~4o w· ?O\<..lAL ,A\Jf, .

S,t=:· CA qi.t\d-.l

:cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org;·Mark.Fanel1@sfgov.org; David;Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carrnen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohenrmsfgov.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:

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. I strongly believe that a CBDcould be

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

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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

Reportfor the Formation of the WP CBD:

1) Isn'tnearly 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 wI other CBD's

• 'WP CBD Admin cost are alsodisproportionally out of line wI 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 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 CBn legislation and Not to Impose a

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

Respectfully, .' .....--:z._--r"'--C

Signed~~ ... Printed Name:

Business Name: ,Ul '1.W{ 1~~< CI.Jf...te4.

'" klt4 ,~~ ;Ah 664·.07(;'<'Business Address:: .
•.U "f~",.r, t-~ ('/,'0',,-/iiJ~ . T I.....y\o.~.,..(:. <••3::"'" ...'..f

,cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; j ane.Kim@sfgov.oig; 'Seail.Elsbemd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cbhen@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

DearSan Francisco Board ofSupervisors: .

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. I strongly believe that a c:BD could be

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

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly· amount of around

. $SOK - $100K I 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 Man.agement

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 size, are disproportionally out of line wI otlier CBD's

• WP CBD Ad~in cost are also disproportionally out of line wI 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 I merchant

exemplified by a seriously insuffiCient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY the LANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUTWE 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, . .M ./-/ s:
Signed: IJcd?SC!e' 'CT--. Printed Name: jI:/{! //C? {>?-"-
Business Name: S/'/J? /57 /y ./3e//Q
Business Address: IS-9ce)'/<;' 7" /?&/Z /q ///C/-/

. ~'~ /r eN" 9?/ /;!7
cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;

Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd(2V,sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener(2V,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

DearSanFrancisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation of the West Portal Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon

th~ May 2011 Final West PortalCBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be

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

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks fora more Rational Yearly amount of around

$SOK - $100K I yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRlALperiod of at mostS years.

I firmly believe that there are serious deficitmcies 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

__---c- ----'-'e----,WP CBD co_sts_,_fQr~ts_size,_are-disproportionallr-out-oUine-wLother-CBD-'ss--------

e WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of Hne wI other CBD's

e It lac~ sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs

3) Didn't pay due diligence to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlC)rd I 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: /') i/(-;1~) ~.!~ Printed Name: lL1.y VII'! Cj <), ,lew '2 c-f~
;~/ {I;1. 'f

Business Name:'· J j-- )J .' - /t ·f.... I
VV-e-c.' .(';i f2- f V e;).. n 11-'/.1 C-~~1-1-r v~ .

Business Address: r{r ~v~ ~J- l c/r+2/1 1+ j!c- ,<; I T '1 q !.l .7

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Fan-ell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbemd(a),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 Boar-d

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

Dear San Francisco Board ofSupervisors:

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.. I strongly believe that a CBD could be

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

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I yr, and specifying fora more intelligent TRIAL period of at most 5 years.

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

Report for the Formation ofthe WP CBD:

. 1) Isn'fneaJ."'ly 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 wi other CBD's

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wi other CBD's

• It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its costs

3) Didn't pay due diligenc~ to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord I merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

ONLY theLANDLORDS GET TO VOTE BUT WE GETto PAY, But NOT VOTE. Since I do

currently oppose this WP CBD, for meit 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.

~espeCtflill~'7_.• . 0/ c: PAl.''AS2
SIgned: l~ Z C/j Printed Name: R6"JA'<.J) f5LrI-J-t:J ~j
Business Name: f)JtA /J£-Itje:t<
Business Address: ~2g tu.ft--~ ..l Pov4J AILl ..

cc: Eric.L.Mar(ci),sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
.Cannen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd(ci),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 '
1Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation ofthe 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 ofWP, and
, '

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks ,for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I yr, and specifying for a more intelligent TRIAL period of atmost 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 CnD costs, fQLits_size_,_aLe_dispropnrtionally_ouLoUine_wLother_CBD~s,_-------

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wI 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 I 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 CBn legislation and Not to Impose a

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

Respectfully, ~'"
>'7 //':,. ~

Signed:~~, ~ Printed Name:

Business Name: Bft./l/i; Y. :kW {? te~

Business Address: 3-~J?'_ /f t[?;z-WIf.~
~. f:'. Ca- 9y/27

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Farrell@sfgov.org;; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbemd(a),sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener(lv,sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen(a),sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; Board.ofSupervisors(a),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 Port~l Commercial Benefit District (CBD) based upon
, '

the May 2011 Final West Portal CBD Management Plan. I strongly believe that a CBD could be
" ,

beneficialto WP, to help enhance the appearance, vitality, and business environment ofWP, and

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$SOK - $100K I 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 ofthe 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 wI other CBD's

• WPCBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wI 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 I merchant
. J -. ,I

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 currentWest Portal CBD legislation and Not to Impose a

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

Respectfully,

Signed: /' -

Busines~
Business Address:'

v (;fik-t/ ~~ jIA 1/~. b1 >.-. eA- L 'G
) [1 f/v j7 _ q ~n_ ..}

cc: Eric.LMar@sfgov.org; MarkFarrell@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.Cohenra1sfgov.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. Go·odlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Dear San Francisco Board of Supervisors:

I am opposed to the formation ofthe 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 ofWP, and

would support a Future WP CBD Versionthat asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $100K I 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 justification & detailed services for their assessments

• WP CBD costs, for its size, are dis.QroIJortionally out of linew/other CBD's.

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wI 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 1merchant

exemplified by a seriously insufficient number of meetings and surveys.

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

currently oppose thisWP 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.

Respe.ctfully,. \ I () \) .
Signed: ~ "W .V~ ~~ Printed Name: }.J\ ell<.. \J..J.

Business Name: lJ0 f\ L-\ e: h.- - A P A ~ S P. v-~ YV\.. \""- C-

Business Address: J...'],9 W-e$, -?0 \.f \" A L A\.JJC~ ..J Z

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@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 SanFranciscoB?ard ofSupervisors:

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. I strongly believe that a CBD could be

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

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K -$100K I 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 justification & detailed services for their assessments

• WP CBD costs, for its size,are disproportionally out of line wi other CBD's

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of lihe wi 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 I 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 1 do

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

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

Unconditionally·Expensive and Rigid Proposal On Us for the Next 13 Years.

Respectfully,

Signed: /~L~~ ~tL
Business Nam,e: L~"l (~6'l<:;

Business Address: }{. ~ W'b5T ~o{L~ /tV~

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Fa.n.:ell@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@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 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 be

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

would support a Future WP CBD V~rsion that asks fora J;llore Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K - $1OOK / 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 justification & detailed services for their assessments

----~-.-WP-eB-D-costs,Jor~its-size,are-disproportioually_out-of-line-wf-other€BD's-----'----~--­

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally outofline wi 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 I 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 CBn legislation and Not to Impose a

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

Respectfully,

Sign~d:~o7f,e-- f;;.D11>.--IO~

Business Name:

Business Address:

Printed Name:

West Porta!Sfwe Ser~.­
79 Wev.;p~ S.F., CA S-:·

_,:,,~';'~,,~ V61~1888

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Fanell@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kirn@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbernd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen(a),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 opposed to the formation of the West P~rtal Commercial Benefit District (CaD) based tIpon

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 environm,ent ofWP, and

would support a Future WP CBD Version that asks for a more Rational Yearly amount of around

$50K- $100K I 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:

l)Isn't nearly as robust as those of other CBD's

2) Didn't demonstrate sufficient justification & detailed services for theiI:-ass_essments, _

• WP CBD costs, for its size, are disproportionally out of line wi other CBD's

• WP CBD Admin cost are also disproportionally out of line wi other CBD's

• It lacks sufficient detail of services necessary to evaluate its cosets

3) Didn't pay due diligence to the necessity of outreaching to both the landlord I 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 eBD legislation and Not to Impose a

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

~espectfu.. I.ll~I~Y / . I '.'. J'.
Signed: i~ U&~
Business Name: ;;..., y 1­

Business Address:

Printed Name: UVSiA---Ld.- HdY"5+e fA...:>

'5:'F 9 Y';?-7

cc: Eric.L.Mar@sfgov.org; Mark.Fah·el1@sfgov.org; David.Chiu@sfgov.org;
Carmen.Chu@sfgov.org; Jane.Kim@sfgov.org; Sean.Elsbemd@sfgov.org;
Scott.Wiener@sfgov.org; David.Campos@sfgov.org; Malia.Cohen@sfgov.org;
John.Avalos@sfgov.org; gBoard.ofSupervisors@sfgov.org;
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via fax:. 415-554-5163
_total 23 iJages

President David Chiu and Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
San Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room'244 , -;
San FranciscoJ CA 941 02 ~j-e/VI it J-- (
Re: .' File NO, 11083S}/lOQq,::;:, 'f£:r.1 #":3 /

, Application No. 2008.015548
Case No. 2008.0154E .
1117 Sansome Street (aka 1111 Sansome Street).
Assessor's Parcel No. EHQck 0113, Let 040

September 29,2011

Dear Sir/Madam,
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_~__~__Attacheciplease_ti[ld_~_cop·Y.J)Lm.y-letter-daied_Jul¥_28,-20-~-'1-addr:eSS~d-to-t1"1e-80ard}iJ"l-S~POr"t~""---­
of the captioned application to subdivide the subject property into two legal lots. '.

I do not have much to add since the 'Plahning Department's Mr. Bill lfI/ycho and Mr. Don Lewis
provided very clear and eloquent responses-to the appellant's claims. In addition,. rwish to bring'
to your '~ttention that I executed and recorded .anopen space easement agreement wit7 my ,
il'Dmediate neighbors, John Sanger and Catherine Sanger who own the property located at 36­
52 Calhoun Terra'ce (Block 113', Lot 62), This agreement simply stated that the Ll'shape Parcel
B will be remained an undeveloped open space in perpetuity. I will continue to identify a non­
profit org-anization to accept this parcel as a donation. John Sanger and Catherine Sanger
withdrew their ~ppeals on September 15, 2011. A copy' of this recorded easement agreement
dated August 26,2011 is enclosed herewith.

Aga!n, I sincerely hope that you would accept the Planning Department's recommendation to
uphold the Determination of Exemption from Environmental ReView and deny the appeal of the
CEQA Determination, and approve the application for the 2-lot SUbdivision..

Sincerely,

VINCENT T:C.TAI, AlA . , ' ,
for and on be~alf of Vinton,Corporati.~nand Kunhing Corporatio~

1235 PllcificAvGnuG
- San' Francisco. CA 94109

415·921 9BO! Tel

VINCENT T.C. Tai, AlA, Architect 2184 Round Top Drive
Architecture Honolulu. lolf 86622
Planning 808-9413778 Tel

---~_,IAtapor._~ ~25..3:.a.3_0_a8.9.2..~x.~~-=-:-:~=--,------,--" -,--_~---,---- ~--.;'!,,",,'~:::'"_"=:,\_'-.J,..
Emili!: TlliMChiteclUre@gmaiI.COm/·'I<"1.J

~'

1\;11 BLLETt15Bf:l8



1r ,..."~""" 6." .......\ . lA, II
July 28, 2011

President DaVid Chi.u 'a':ld Clerk of the Board qf SuperViso~s
San.Francisco Board of Supervisors
City Hall
t Dr. Carlton 8. Goodlett Place, Room 244

.Sa,n F=rancisco, CA 94102

Re: File NO. 110835
Applicption No. 2008.01554S
Case No. 20·08.0154E .
1117 Sansohle street (aka 1111 Sansome Street)
Assessor's Parcel No. Block 0113. Lot 040

via fax: 415·554-5163
tota/2 pages, :originalby mail

;

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to urge the r(H:imbers of the Board to approve my apPlication for the 2-lot minor
subdivisioh. 'My family owned this property for30 years since 1981. We determi~ed it is time for

----~--'-~u=s--::;a=na myselrin.paFficL!lar-to-m-ove-olland-dn-something-abotlt-it.~. '--.~--------c~----------

1. The 2-tot subdivision appl!cation is merely a mino(land subdivision thatdbe$ not include

any proposed building structures. As such, there is no physical change ar,td f'ictivity on
the property. The 'pUblic and the Planning Department will have th~ oppo~unity to
comment if and 'when a building project is proposed in the future.

2. It is mY.intention to donate Parcel B of approximately 9,304 SF to a non-:profit
organization to keep it as open space perpetually. The City of San Franci.sco maybe a
potential recipient since it alr~ady owned the contiguous Upper Calhoun terrace ight-of­
way aboVe. I have written to the Telegraph Hill Dwellers on December 12, 2007, July 7,
2009 and November 28; 2009, and Mr. Daniel LaForte of the S;m Francisco Park irust·

on February 24, 2010 and again on September 7,2010 to find'out if they ,can. refer me to

non-pr.ofit organizations that r:nay have interest in accepting such donation. So far, there
i.s no response. It is clear froT)1 my offer that ParcelS is to be remained u~deveiopedand.
potentially rezoned to open space.

3. There have been a number of extensive ~ulI geotechnical investigations performed
. durin.g the past 25 years. The City had in possession and reviewed these. geotechnical

reports, notably the Tre.adwell ?c Rollo, Inc./Olivia Chen report commissiored bythe
Department of Public Works in 199.9 Which concluded the property is stable and safe to

develop, partiCUlarly in the lower portion fronting on Sansome Street. If apdwhen there

is a proposal to develop Parcel A currently zoned C·2 in the future, the proposed

development will be restricted to a rather small building fronting on Sans6me Street due

VINCENT T.C. Tai, AlA, Architecl 2184 Round Top Drive 1238 Paciflt A'yenue
Architecture . HonolUlu. HI 958Z2 San Francisco, CA 94109
'Plal'lning . 808·941 3778 Tel 415·921 9808 Tel

~~-~-lnter1or~.----:-~-------.2_53-830_6e92-~x~--~-. _
Email: TaiArehitecture@gmail.com

T'-" O}JC"ThCO()Q T7~T7 TTn7JC7/Ca



September 29, 2011
Page 2
President David Chiu·and Clerk of the Board of SupeNisors

to the 25'% rear yard setback requirement. Such-a structure is away from;Telegraph Hill

and will have minimal effeot on its residents ..

4. While there was a history 'of landslide and slope st~bility issues in the adj~Centand

. nearby properties, to the bestof my knowledge, there had been no' lands~ige or major
rock falling off within the subjeCit property during the past 30 y~ars or so. There had been

a few isolated incidences during the 1980s that some rocks or boulders f~1I 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 20'05, but nothing
noticeable Within the subject property. There had been some occasional~atherminor
erosion of the loo,se gunite and, shale, originated from the City Right-of Way under Upper

Calh9un Terrace that slid down the· slope and carried the loose talys and ·quarry pebris
along With them within the subject property. . .

. '5. I wrote to Mr: Sanger loask him what are his real reasons behind his appeals as they

ate clearly based on technical, grounds. It is obvious th~t he is opposed tq the 2-lot

-----------sl:Js€l·ivisi0A,-'aAG-my-pF0f30sa·l-te-H0t-t0-a·110w-a·l:ty-flJtlJl"e-de\telo.prn.ent-to-o~cul"-on-'2_a,.ce.I _

B. I am notclear what are his real intentions. As his neighbor, I amwiHing to listen and to'

take his concerns into consideration. If he opposes to any future development in Parcel

A,he will certainly h~ve the opportunity to'voice his concerns when thereiis such a
proposal. .

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

VINCENTI.eTAI, AlA'
for and on behalf of Vinton Corporation and Kunhing Corporation

T~i A,sociat.e!;IArchitet;~

Architecture
--- I?Js'-Dn!Ilg . ­

Interior
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY , ,
First American lltle In$utaoce Company National
CommercIal Services '

AND' WHEN RECORDED MAIL DOCOMEN1 TO;

SANGER & OLSON
576 Sacramento St., ]'h Floor'
San Francisco, CA 94111-302,3
Attn:?l;lhn 1"1'. Sanger, Esq.

.....-Ie.-.-.-~~~Sl"'c:e Above This Lin" for R"'cornes's l,TSI,! onlY _

A.P.N.: Lots 62, Bl6cJc 01~3

S~ECIA""POWER OF ATtORNEY

I, ,Catherine 5" sanger, hereby constitute' and appoint John M,Sanger as my true' and lawful attorney-in-fact
("Agent") til act for me and 'In my name, place and stead to do any ofthe following but only with respect to
transactions involvIng the Real property (as deFlnedbelow): '

-------

(a) ,To ask, demand, sue for, recoVer,. collect and receive each and every sulil of money, de5ts, accounts,
iflterests( div(qends, annuities and demands whatsoever now isor hereafter shaH beco\TIe duel owing or

, payable or belonging to or claImed by rne, and have, use and take any lawfol ways and meansl for the
recovery thereof by legal processl qnd to compromise and agree for the same, and g'rant terminabons.
releases or other ~uffitient discharges for same; " ' , '

(b) 1'0 ~ompromise Bny Bnd ell debts owing 'by mer cmd to convey, trlmsfer. and/or l)sslgn any prpperty of
any kind or character belonging to me in setisfactlon of any debt owing by me; , '

(c) To bargain l contract, agree for, pl!rchase/ receive, and take lands, tenements, heredItaments and accept
the seizWre and possession of all lands; all deeds and other assurances in the law for same; . '

(d) To \ease, demise, bargain, sell, ,remise, release, convey, mDrtgage, and' conVey in tn,Jst, QOy

hypothecated lands, tenemen~1 and hereditaments; upon such terms and conditions; and under such
covenants as my Agent shall determine as approp(iatei .

(e) To exchange real or p~rsonal property for other r~l or personi'll property, ahd to exeaJte and d~liver the
necessary Instructions for transfer or conveyance to consummate such exchange;

(f) , To execute and denver sUbordlnatfon agreer'nents subordtnatIng any lIen, encumbrance or their righUn
real or personal property to any 'otherlienr encumbrance, or other right therein;' ,

(g) To bargain <Ind a9re~ for~ bUYI sell, mortgage. hypothecate, convey In trust or otherwls'e, and in any ahd
every ,way and manlier deal ill arid with personal property, goods, chOoses In actlo,n ql1d ot)ler property in
possession or In i!ctltJri, Including ~uth?rity to utlllze my eligIbilIty for VA GU~t'()nty; ~nd ;

(h) io sign, seal, execut~, deliver and acknowledge such deeds, covenants, leases, indentures! contracts"
agreementsl indemnity filgreernenl:5, escrow instructions, mortgages,' deeds of trust., hypothecatIons,
assignments, bills, bonds, notesr receIpts, evidences of debts, releases and satlsfactlpns of mortgage,
judgments and other debtsl reconveyances of deeds of trust, and s\Jch other instrum~nts in wrltlo£1 of

,whatever k1lld of oCltt.lre, as may be reasonable, advlsabler necessary, or proper with respect to the Real
Property Dr anY,traJ'lsactlon perUlinlng to 'the Real property. ,',

, ,
EACH AND ALL OF THE PoWE~S GJtANlED HEREIN SHALL BE EXERCISED BY MY AGENT Q.OO.Y AS TO
TRAN$AcnONS INVOLVING THE FOLLOWING DESCRIlll:O R,EAL PROPERlY ("Real Property"):. .. .

SEE.EXHIBlT"A" ATIACHED HEREWITH AND MADE A pART Hi:l:tEOF

THI R) ) F"[l7hR~fl



commonly known as: * .31,~42--'~ J.tMALij ~ fwwu;~e..q :.~ I/~
.. l-tJJ/; ?-. . . .,

I GIVE' AND GRAI'fT to my Agel1t full power sl)d authority to do and perform all and every act and thIng
what::;OEver requl~ltE, neces~Clry or apptopr1ate in be done involvlhg the Real Property as furly to all Intent and
purposes as I mIght or cQuld'de if personally prnsent, hereby expressly ratifying and corifi rming :all that my Agent
shall la\1fully cia or cause to be done by. Virtue of this grant of authority,

This Spetlal Po~er of Attomey willautomatiea!ly termInate ninety '(90) days from the date of ~is Special Pawer
Df Attorney as IndIcated below ("Termination Date"); (rf you do nor Wllnt thfs spetlal Power of A·/tru1Jey rD ,9utt:1m;¥UCdlly
term/nare, Y(fU must 0-05&' out th~f(arello(ng!>enfufl~;;m(1 (,.,(Us! Msffde It.) '.

I undf?rstahd and agree that (a) any thirq ~rty who receiy~s a copy of this document may act. Iii reliance on it;
and (b) that revoCCltioli of thIs ·Special Power of 'Attomey prior to theTermination Date Is not! effective as to B

thjrd party until the third party has actual knowledge of the revocation. I agree to indemnify the third party for
any tlaims that ari~e against the third. party because of reliance on this Specfal Power:' of Attorney. I
UNOERSTAND AND AGREE THAT THiS DO~UMENT MAY BE "RECORDED IN' ·THE I'U~L.ICRECORDS
FOR REAL PROP~R:TY TRANSACTIONS AND IF IT IS RECORDED, 1 UNDERSTAND THAT TO
EFFECTIVELY REVOK!: PRIOR TO THE TERMINATION DATE WILl,. REQUIRE THAT r RECORD THE:
REVOCATION.

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOU CONSULT LEGAL COUNSEL
_____~__~~__~_-~___;_.8EEOJU:.ErecOnNG-l"l::lIS-DOCUMENl'.-----~----'--------_-

Dated: _b_J ,_Z--">~-;7'~•./-../,.../~_

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



)SS
)'

STATIOF

·COUNlYOF

----"----.....-~---:-'_"_:___:c_''_;_---:__~-I who p Dve.d to me on the basis of $atlsfoctoty evidence to
be the person(.lil'whose name(*is/~ subscribed to the wIthIn instrument i;lhd acknowledged tl) me that

, ReJshel~ executed the same in~fher/tbeirauthDrized capadty~, ahd that by ~her/thelr-signi'lture(.e1on'
the Instrument thepersDn(o!I?, or the entIty upon behalf of which th'e person~cted, executed the instrument.

. ~ ,

r certify under PENAlTY Of ?ER.)~RY under the laws of the state of C.aI1fornIa that the foregoIng paragraph is
true ~nd correct:. " ,

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature.

.~ #JIu'd,§¢('

My CommissIon' Expires:~ If;,

.__._--_.~~-

nJJrT ....cono T7:T7 TT~7Jh7Jh~



',' Exhibit A. to Special Power ofAttorney.

An undivided 22.5% interest as t.em,mt In common to:

'Real property in the 'City and County of Sari Frafld!i>co. State of CalifOrnia, described as follows: "

.Beginning at a point on the easterly line of Calhoun Terrace, di,stant thereon 68 feet g..inche~~outherly
from the southerly line or Union Street; runninl:J thence southerly and along said line of Calhoun Terrace,
45 feet 10 'i\lche~; thence at a right angle easterly 91 teet B inches; thence at a right angle northerly 45
f~et 10 inches;lhence at a light angle w6~rly g', feet B InCheS to the point of beginning. . ' ,

8elngpartof50Varaalock No; i 81 in BlockNo:45

Assessor's Block 113,Lot62 .

j;.,

-1-



lillCORDING REQUESTED BY AND
~NRE~ORDEPMAILTO: '.

SANGER & OLSON
.. '576 Sacratnen[o St" 7th Floor

San Francisco. CA 94111-3023
Attention: John M. Sange'rjEsq.

(Spoc~Above This Line. for Recorder's Use)
,Assesw's 'BloclcOII3, Lots 40, 62.63

.. FIRSTAMERI.C NTITLE COMPANY
HEREBY.CERTIFIES HAT njls IS ATRUE AND
CORRfCT COpy OF EORIGINAL DOCUMENT

"G
BY: -'---~f'-lt-----:T+-""7""'+-:-
RECOR[)ED: ------';_,,~_2-_· _~~Ic-:I
Sl:RIES NO,: 1-{) II ::r-"2-L 0 q 65

,
"

AGREEMENT GRANTING ANn ACCEPTING EASEMftNT
111l-1l7,1 $anso:me Street .

This Agreement Granti~gEasement("Agree~ent")ismade as of Au&u&tl&:'2011, by
VmrONCoRPoltATION, a CalifofIlia corporation, and K\'.JN'J:HNG CorporatioD, a Califpmj~

corporation, each as to an undivided one-half interest ("Grantor"), in favor of JOHN f'1. SANGER,
Trustee, Declaration of10hn M. Sanger Trust utd 10-24-03 and CATHERlNE S.: SANG~; as co-

. tcnuil~,s ("Granke 1") and JOHN M. SANGER, Tmstee, Declaration of10hn M. SPnger; Trost utd
19·1A.9:H-"Gfant~~-2.·'}.(-Gallgc;-tiv~I-y-tegGItl~~l"ant~' '~.' . ' '

REOTALS

'rPis Agreement is made and cntcrcdinto upon the basis of the following facts,
urider:sta.n~lngs and intentions of.the parties hereto: , . ':

. A. .' Grantor is the OWner ofcertain real proeerty situated in, the City and ~ounty of
San Francisco, California, and rnpre particularly descnbed in Exhibit A attached hereto (the
"Servient Tenement~'),

',B. Grantee I is rhe b~er of certain r~a1 property situated in the City and Cotlnty of
San FranCis~o. California, and mQre pacticular described in Exhibit B attached hereto and
Glantee 2 is ~e oWner of certain real property situated in the City and County of San Francisco,
California. aud also more particularly described in Exhibit B attached hereto. Together the two
properties shall be known he[~in as ,the Do~inan[ Tenement. ;

. C. ,Grantee desires to obtain, and Grantoris willing to gr-ant to Grantee, and its
succe~sors and assigns, an easement in, to, over and across that part Qf the Servier,tt Tenement

'defined below as the Easement Area, asmore specifically set forth herein, for the plIl:pose of
preserving and pr'Otccting the Easement Area in'its current undevelQp~d IDld geolog~nJly and
geophysically l,ll1cha,nged state with its existing vegetation undisturbed ex.cept by ~CfS of God or­
naturalcauscs outside th~ cOI1trol of GrlUltor in order to preserve light, ai~•.views an9 geological
stabilitY for the be-nefit of the Dominant TenemenL . . .

AGREEMENT

, . NOW, THEREFORE. in (:onsid~lltjon of th~ fOT."egoingRecitals and t;he c'ovenants and .
, agreements of the parties herein cqntained, and other valuable consideration. the reoeipt and
,suffic~e(l.cy of'which are hereby acknowledged, the parties agree as follows: , .

L Efl'e~t1ve Date. 'The effective date of this Agreement ("Effecti'Ve Date") shall be
the date of recordation hereof..

h71IAT ~~H...I ntl T7:T7 TTn71C71CQ



2. Grant of Easement. Gr'antor hereby grants in perpetuity lo Grantee~and Grantee

hereby accepts. me folloMng open 'spa,ce and non-building c::a~ement ("Easement") 9ver th~l

portion Ofrhe Servient Tene:rnmt depic~ed in Exhibit C as "Parcel E" (the ":Easement Arean
)

appurtenant to and for the benefit of the 'Dominant Tenement, together with the rig~t and

oblig~tion to preserve and protect in,pet:petuity the Easement Area in its ex.isting mndition as

, yegetated and undeYeloped open space without any structure of any ki.t1d thereon expept fora

boundary fence along Sansome Street and to preserve the natural character, use, geCilogical and

geophysical characteristics and utility of the Easement An::a in furtherance of Grantee's interest

in the Easemenr Are3_ for its p'COvi..;lon of light and air, geological stabllity. Jilld landscaped ~cenic

and other values contributory to· and supportive of the stabil ity and character ano use 9f \he

Dominant Ten.ement. The pUIJlose of the Easement is to enable the Easement Area. ~o remain in

,its ex.isting natural and open stare (relatively unchanged Since tht original quanyingof the area

yt;;llrS ngo) and I'e13.tivcly ~eologically stable condirion enhanced by existing vegetation

undisturbed .by man~made intrUsions in the form of infrastl:uct:ure. grlldin~. ex.cavati~n ot

application of unnatural water flows ex.isting such as might cause inslabiliry or loss of such

value.s,Grqnt~e's rightS underthis Agreement shall inchide the right to (n enter on,:inspect,

observe and study the Easement Area for the purposes of identifying the baseline cqndirlon

-----"t1T~reQfTEii-)-te-m0flit9r-the-uses-oLthe-Ea~ementArea to determine whetheI" they are: consistent

with the Easement, (iii) [o'prevem,any activity on, use or development of the Easement Area ffiniat;--~---­

is inconsistent with the purpose of the Easement, and (iV') to restore vegetation lost 9ver time,

3. Prohibited VseS- Any activity on, us~ or development of the Easem~tA{ea that

is inconsistent with ~le putpose of the Easement, including but not limited to any e~cava(ion or

grading or the erection of any builc~ing, billb63rd, radio onelephone towers, .signs. or any other

physical suuculre or the remoyal of vegetation which is not'dead or diseased. all ,of which are

prohibited,

4. em'rent Conditions: Grantee acknowledges byacceptMce ofmis Easement th\l.l

the present useS of the Easement Area are compatible with the purposes of the Ease~ent.

5, Gr~ntor's Rights; Grantee's Rights and Resp~sibmtie.$: NotwHhsta.nrli,l1g

nnything in this Ag(~ement to the contrary. Grantor and its successors and assigns shall haVe the

right to maintain and preserVe the Easement Area as open space,including the right'to routinely

maintain any existing or newly planted trees, shrubs, plants or other vegetarian E1Dd ~lo'take

measures not involving any excaya~on. shori,ng or construction Eo contra1landslides· or rockfalls

by minimallntlUSion consist~nt with the purpose of the Easement. Grantee shall ha;ve the nght

and, at the request of Grantor shall accept the responsibility to maintain the Easem~t Area by

the necessary removal of dead vegetation and the reasonable restoration cif the sam~ as may

generally be deemed nef'..essary 'and desirable by Grantee, with the: righ~ to assign such
responsibility to any not-fl).r~profit ol'ganjz,ariop. formed for the purpose of conserviI)g hillside

property in the general area. '

6, Relinquishment of lJevelopI!1ent Rights: Grantor relinquishe9,all ~eveloprnent

rights that ere inconsistent willi tllfi purpose of the Easement or the terms of this Agreement.

7. Grantee's Remedies: If Grlintee determines that Grantor is in violstion of the

tennsof this Easement Or that a violation is threatened, Grantee shall gi~e. written ~tice t~

OJJI:'Thh~CH=l 17.:tZ 1106/56/5B



Grantor of ~uch violation and demand corrective action sufficient to cure the vio14tjoD, including
but liot limited to the restoration of the Easement Area so injured. ]f Grantor fails to cure the
violation Within 30 days aftel receipt of the notice thereof from Gisotee., Granteewny bring an

. action at law or in equity in a court of ~,Qmpetent.iurisdiclion to enforce tpe terms of thls '
Agreement, to enjoin the violation by temporary or permanent injuncti~n', to recovei any
damages for which it may be entitled for violation of the terms of this Agre:eme~,l. and to require"
!be restoration 0 the EasernentArea to the condition Uiat existed prior La any such injury.
Grantee'~ rights under this paragraph apply t:qlJally in the eVt:flt of eith~r actual or threatened
violations of the tenus of this Agreement, and Grantor agrees that Grantee's remedies at law for
any violation of the terms ofihis A~eement are inadequ~teand that Grantee shall'bt. entitled to
the injunttiverelief de&Cl'ibed in this paragraph, both prohibitory Ilhd mandatory, in:addition to
such other rcl icf to which Grantee mny be- entitled, including specific pc~fo~ance~f the terms
of this Agreement, withDut the necessity of proving either actual damages: or the inadequacy of
otherwise available legal remedies. Glantee's remedies under thispara~!aphshaH be cumulative
and shall be in I,I.ddition to all r~mcdje'snow or hereafter existing at law Or' inequity.': .' '

8. Costs of£n~orcel1'lent: Any costs incuned by Grantee ii1 enforcing the terms of
-------'---_~this-AgreemenLagainstGrantor, induding with9ut limitation any costs or restoratioa necessitated

by Gral1tor' sviolatioo of the t~rins of this Agreement, shall be borne by Grantor. l(~e~ith~e~r--=-~---'---~-----

Gtantor'oi; Grantee brings an action ot proceeding againstthe other partyrby reasonpf thebreach
or alleged violation of tmy covenant, term, or obligation hereof, or fot' ,the c.nfor~m~nt Or
,interpr~talion of any provision of this Agreement. or otherwise arising out of this Agreement, the
prevailing p~ty in sUdi action or pro~eedingshall be entitled to its reasonable attorneys' fees
and costs and the expenses of such ",etion. '

9., 'GranteeYs Discretion: Enforcement of the terms of this Agreement:shall be at
the discr~tion of Grante,e, and any, for~atance by Grantee to eJC.ercise its rights under this
Agreement in the event of any preach of any term of this Agreementby Grantor shall not be
deemed or construed to be a waiver by prantee of sUch tcrmor of any SUbsequent breach of the
same 0(' any other term of this' Agreement or of any of Grantee's rights under this Agreement.
No delay or omission by Grantee iiI the exercise of any right or remedy on any breach by Grantor
shall impair such right or remedy or be consuued as a wai~e(.

10. Future ConYeyance; Grantor agrees that reference to this Agrcemeht will be
rnadein any subsequent dted Or orherlegal instrum~ntby means ofwhkh Grantor conveys au.y
interest in the Property (inc1u.ding but not limited toaflY leasehold interest), '

l1. lndemnification. Grantee he-reby agt'~es to inaemnify, hold h.arrnless and
defend Grantor against any liability. c,laims. losses or damages fOr injLitY to pelSOb.S~Or damage to
property caused in any way in 'connection with the Easement, except to the extent su.ch liability,
claims, losses Dr damages arise cir reSl,Ilt from the negligence or willful misconduct of Grantor:,
its agents or employees, ' '

,12. Miscellaneous. This instrument shall be interpreted as a whole,not s~tictIy for or
against either party heteto, in order to effectuate the intent of the parties to create rh~ privileges
and other rights describedhetein. Tne captions preceding the text ofe~ch section ate included



only for the convenience ofreference and shall be disregarded in the construction and
interpretation of this Agreement_ .

(a) Governing Law ofthis Agreement. this Agreement shall be ·governed
by and constlued in accordance v:rith the laws of th~ State ~fCalifornia. .

. .
(b) Liberal Construction: This Agreement shall be Iiherally construed in

favor of the grant to effect the pLllpose of the Easement to preserve tile Easement Area as
undeveloped open spaCe, notwithstanding an)' gene.tal rule ofcQl1struction to the con~rary..

(~) . . Counterparts. This Agyeementmay bi executed in any one ~(. more
co"tlllterparts"and all so executeq shall"constitute one aridlhc: sameinstrunlent. AIlY sigriature
pag~ on any counterpa.rt hei"E:Qf may be detached from a..ld added to any otiler counterpart
identical in form hereto. . .

. -Cd) Severability. Ifan)' provisi.on of tllis Agree~ent is held t~ be :invalid.
void, or otherwise unenforceable by any' court ofcompetent jurisdiction, such factor·:action shall
in 110 way p.ff~ct the \'alidity &.l1d cnfcitceal;rility of any other provisions of this Agreen1ent..

. . '. :
. .

, (e) Entire Agr~e~ent,Amendment This Agreement constitutes rhe eillire
agrcen)ent and ~.l.Pderstanding of the pariieswith respect to the s~bject matter herti\)., and. all prior
and contemporaneous agreemeo[sj representations and UI1derstandit1g Qf the parties, Qral or
written, are superseded by and nu:rgcd into tb.is Agrc.ement. Th§s Agreement may be:a:rnended
only in Writing executed by the parti~s hereto or theil' respective successors in interes~

. • I '•

(f} Binding Effect. This Agreement shall rUn with the lan~ and b~ bindi.ng
on rmd shall inure: t9 the bene;fit of the heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns of
Grantor and Grantee.

IN WIJNE.~SWHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as ofth~ day alld
yea(" first above wntten,. ,

GRANTOR

VINTON CORPORA nON
a California orpo!'atioll.

~rv

By:
Nan-)e-:-'-L;-"'i"ly-G.,.....in-~---'--

Its: Secretary

[SIGNATUR.ES CONTINUED ON NEXT fAOe]

O}}C'Tt-.i:.OQQ
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only for the convenience of.referen~eand shall be disregarded in tlle constrUction arid
, interpretation of this l\gtee:.ment. '

(a.) Governing Law of this Agreement.. This Agreement shall b~ governed
by arid constmed in accordance with the laws of the State of California.

(b) Liberal Constructi()n~ This Agreement sLl,al1 be liberally corl,stiu~d in
favor of the grant to effect the purpose of the Easemenllo preserve the ,Easement Area as
u.nd~Yeloped open space, 110rwithstanding any general mle of construction to tile cOJ.1uaiy,

(c) C()'tll1terparts.This Aire~mentmay be executed in any ~ne Qt mo~ .
, , cOlinrerpansand all so executed shall constitute one and the Same instrument. Any signature.

page on (lily counterpart hereof may be detached from and added to any other coilna::rpalt
identical in fonnhctctoo

Cd) Severability. If any provision of mis Agreement is held to be invalid,
void, or otherwise unenforceable b'y any <;:ol1rt of competentjur'isdittion, such fact oi' action shall
iD, no waYilffect the validity and enforceabilitY--.CLLa(LY--OthcLprm'isiDns-oLthis-Agree!J1ent~o-----'---------

, ,

(e) Entire Agreement, Amendment. This Agreement COl1stitules the entire
agreeme'nt ilrld und~rstanding of the parties with respect to me subject matter herein,' and all prior
and contemponmeo\lS agreements, representations and understanding of tlie parties, oral 01'

wdtten, are superseded by and merged into this Agreement.. This Agreement may be amtnded
only, in writing execut,edby the partios heieto or their respective ~uccesso,rs in intere~t. ,

(f) Binding EtfecL This Agreement shall run with the land and ~e binding
on qndsh~ll inure to £he benefit of,the lieirs, executors, administrators, succeSSOI'S alld assigns of
Grantor and Grantee, "

. IN WtTNEss WHEREOF. th~ parties have ex:ecured this Agreement as of the day and
year first above wrltlen_ '

GRANTOR

ViNTON CORPORATION
a Califomiacorpor'a.tion

By: ~~~.--.,.,..~~~_~
Name: VinCent ToC. Tai
Its: President

~~e~~~~~
Its; Secretary ,

[SIGNATOltES CQNTINUE~ ON N'EX"!" PAGEJ



KUNHING CORPORATION
a California c rporation

l3 y: ~,--.,---I-I-J,,~:V:-~~'4-­
Name: Yin nt T
1ts: President

By:--..::__ ~._._

Name: Lily Gin
Irs; Secretary

, .



_".0:'

. KUNHlNG CORPORAnON
~ California .co~po..a.tiQn

By;
Name: Vincent T.C. Tai .
Its: President

. By:__\N\1\G~G~·
Name: Lily Gin Chan~
1lS; Secretary



EXHIBIT A

LEGAL DESC1.UPTION OF THE SERVIENT TENEMENT

Lot 40 (Grantor's Pl'~perty) .

The land situ~ted in the CitYlllld County of San Francisco, st&te of Californil:ll described as
follows:

COM:MENCL""fG ~t a point on"the westerly line of Sansome Street, distant theieon 91 feet

S inches northerly from the northerly line of Green Street; running thence northerly along

-------c~ --'s'f'a'Pid~l~i'-'-n'-'e;'ci~f~S~a"'n~so~m~e~Street68 feet, 9 inches; thence 8t a right a.ngle 'feste'dy 183 feet, .

4 inches to the easterlfltne ot-CaInoun-Terrace;-thence"t--a-l:'ight-angl~-southe~
IJ-~long-saidu.-· ~

line of Calhoun Terrace 68 feet ,9 inche~; thence at a right angle easterly 183 f~et, 4 inches

to the westerly line of Sansome Street and the point of commencement.

BEING ~ portion of 50 YAltA BLOCK NO. 187, IN BLOCK NO. tip.

Mse$$oJ;'"'S 'Block 1.13, Lot 40

P.J} n175808 t~:t~ tt0~/6~/50"



EXfI)))!TB

LEGAL DEClUPTION OF nOl\lIlNANi TENEMENT

Lots 62 and 63 (Grantees' Pl"operties)

The land referred to herein is situated in the State of Califomi'l, City and County ofSan
Francisco, and is described as follO\~s: .

. BEGINNING at a point on me easterly Hne of Calhoun Terrace, distant thereoo 68 feet 9 i!lch~s
so).Hherly ftcJm the southerly line of Union Street; running dJence southerly atld along said liIlt: of

. Calhoun Terrace 45 feeL 10 inches; thence at a right angle easterly 91 feet 8 illches;·.thence at a
right angle northerly 45 feet 10 inches; thence at a right angle westerly 91 feet 8 in~bes lQ the
p(}int of beginning" . '

·~-~---B:E-fNa-pal'rof-5(J-Vara-BluckNi:,-:-t8/-in-llllJck-N~45.

Assessor's Block 113, Lot 62

BEGINNING at a point on the westerly line of Sansome Street, distant thereon 68'feet 9 inches
. southerly from the southerly line ofU~ion Street; running thence southerly and alorig said lioc: of

Sansome Stree,[ 45 feet 10 inches; thence at a right angle westerly 91 teet 8 ln~es; thence at n
right <mgle northerly 45 feet 10 inches: thence at 8. rightangle easterly 91 feet 8 inches to the
point of beginning. . . ,- .,.

BE!NO·partof 50 Vam Block No. 187,in Block No. 45..

Assessor's Block 113, Lot 63



EXHIB1'I C

EASEMENT AREA

The Easement Area Consists of that Portion of Grantor's Property shown as ~an;:elB Per
Proposed Tent~tiveSubdivisio'n Map'of Grantor's Property a9 Shown Below Whether Or .

Not Subdivided .
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Prill e lam. . NEDY PIA DIRECTO

Notary Public, State of Hawaii
My Commission Expi~es: II' 7//1

STATEOFHAWAlI ) .
) SS,

CITY & COUNTY OFHONOLULV '>

On this the. I' tn .day of ..,4:t.t.'l~r , 20 II, before ~e personally appeared'

1I'''''V'tT [. c.. Til· Q pyrs~l1allY known to me ~ OR ~ ~proved to me on th;e basis"of
sIlti3factory evidence,who, being by me duly swarnor affirmed, did say that such'person
executed the fOJ:egoing instrument as such persQIj.! s free act and deed, Witness my hand and
official sear. '

, \ ~ '-I' I , I , • r I,
_,,: ~\A 01. ,".

" .....,.{ ,.'_ .. ", . I'r(;/">.,'.
~~' x..":..... ". '-A "•

. ~..;;:.> NOTARY \0-:'=* t PUBLIC .\ :-. . .*.
~ \ No, 10-369'/ J.

-:......... \p\'" :\......~ .........

···.~iti'· .. ~,- ·~rl't',,,·_________~. ·L,,----OEJ-I----.,.>-'·--c'-'__~ ----'------' -----'~ ___:_---------

''''1111,1\

NOTARY 'CERTIFICATION
(Hl\lr.1ii ALllllinimllLjve IIur~ ~ 5- II·B)

Documenr rdentification or De$criptiofl: :Ay~~ GrD-rJn hj ~

Date of Document:_~__U_""'_D_~__~__~_ No, of Pages; _---'-1.....1~~~

First Circuit

(.Iuri.diction oJ nDl~ri-.l ~cl)

~W_0y .~-"""---'---

,NEOY PIA DIRECiO

Type ot PrintNamo ofNotary

Date ?fNotal)l Certificate (Dmci~1 Stamp or'SCo1I)

._--------------------------------------



STATE OF CALlFORNIA .

(Seal)

)- ,. )
COUNTY Of t!Vl-+-r-i1V\ClO[() )

On AIA@\,($+ \q .20lL before me, .J~WI R~ -c~~ . d •

Notary Pu'5llc, personally appeared Ld'16 ;",CMalt\ \$ir~ku~ 4 'k\1\'M'1 Urp. > who
proved to me on the basis of satisfact~ry evidence to be the per~on(i) whose namet;5,) iskne
si.l.pscribed to thewithinint;trument and acknowledged to me that l;t)shel~ exect,itcd the same
in J;i{lher/t~r authorized capacityCi,tS). and that by ~lhef/th¢' sigJJaturB('!3) on th~in&trument
the personun. or the entity upon behalf of which the person~ acted, executed the instrument..

under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the Il1wS of the State of California that the
oing agraph is true and correct.

t" JAMES HE: s:o COW'!. it 17&,,233 Qo ..... No'tAR'1' pUBliC· CALiJ:ORNI~ ()
~#'iI'J SAN l=AAHCISCO COU/'lT'i ...

~ ~ COIA~HxPIf\cS DEO. 'S, 20i' ~ :'J.......... 'C :y J .. - a:;:=c::;> C ::::Vv-v :::;

=---=-------....,...---~--_._~~-_._._---------------_.----..:.....- .....:..._-_.-_._--.---'-- ...:_-----
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• Sm~ ,nd Ccunl)' I:rf()l'm.:!.l;On mliSl b~ lbe Srlle ~nd COQhr~ where ~te 'acoum~IJ'

sig,ner($1 peT!OnaJ1l' nppcucd before the nolnty pOOl,c Far ~c1:no,,"le4cm""L,
• D~le of nalMi2..'ll.iaTJ mud be the ,dl!C u'Dllhe si!!.~e~<) p.rsan,")' 'Pl1""r~ \\'hie\,

mUil.l~ be the <>me oute the ",e!:na",led2,Il1Cnl is cnmp'''-\<Od
rh~ hN~r;.' publi'. hi....' prinl hi$ or her ';.I'1e ~ il ~p~~r~ withill hi. 'Ie he-r
canln,i$s;on foilo....cd by n comma l!110 Iher, your iille (~Ole~' !"ulrlic)
Prinl the ncrnc{~) q( docU/1IC'lI1 ~itner(,) wh'o pCmnnlJ)' nppe~r ~I Ihe time af
o!JIJriz:n:iDil

• 1n~l~lc lhe cancel <inglller Dr plll!nl fonns b}' Crossin~ oIT il\corr~l rnm\S (i n
~/ib~-~ ;i 1= ) or oiml'"s Ih. ~orrocl forms r-.;;uroIO carro",lv indie3te ;tlis
infOITTJ;tllon m~}' lead 10 rcjoelion or dI;lCl!.nl~1 rt-Oorain~ '.
The nomy lCiJ,1. imp"••!on mu~\ b. clt~r Uld: phOloJraph....llr reprotfveiblc
lml'r.£~iDn mu.1 nol CD\'er 10>..1 Dr iincs If s::J\1 impn:ssian smud~ts, rc-sC41 if3
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'i !lIdlenla (itl. C>( l)''pt. of r;mclled docum~nL, numbero.f pnSt~ 3nd dl'l!
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CALJIFORNIA ALL..PURPOSE
CERTIFICATE OF ACKl\TOWLEDGMENT,

(Tille)

o Partner(s) ,
o Auoniey-in~faCl
~ TruStee(s) .
o Other __---- _

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY THESIGHE-R
o IndiVidl.l2.] (s)o Corporate. Officer

State of Cali.fomi3,

Cotl.ntyof L ~'e?P

0" &p#fll,~~<e"~' ~~~~'".~
personally appeared) r/t?ftn. J!I., ~~-"_~-=:""-~_~~~~ ~~-~_~-'_

who proved to me on ule ba~is of satisfactory evidencB to be the pers~u(llj"" whose n~Ille(E9.isJ~subSr.rib~dto
the wiilJ.in'l.llstmment and aclcnowledge,d to m~ d1at he/.lTbe/t!.:le:J executed the S8..fl.le in hi~.L!:lctlfuclr authodz.ed
'capacity~, a.nd that by his~/ti).e.i-r signatur'eW Oli the instrument the per~on~Drthe :entity upon behalfoi
\vhich the persol1(xracted, execu.ted the. ill5trtlment

IDESCR1PTION OF THE ATTACHEDDOCLl~1ENr

I ~~~~~Q~.' ~'itlt <>r <le~erip\io~ or ~tt1>"-hed cl«menl} ,
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State of Califomia

CALIFORNIA ALlrJPURPOSE

CE·RTIFICATE OF ACKNOWI,EDGMENT

t.l.
; F i

1
I

\1,lho ptoved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the persollWwhose nan\eYi11~/M'esubs~ibed 16

the 'Vitrn.n ins~rUmeDt lO.nd acknowledged to ~e that heJsb:c:/~ executed the same Ln hi~!~/thci1" au.thorized

capacity()es'f, t:lnd lhat by hi~/lJ.e:r/then-signature(:B1on r:le instnlment the perSDn~or rhe,e.n.i:jty uponbehilf of

which the per·son(7.?'acte.d, executed the instrument

1
I

~
~
.;

;1
i

~
It

.I I certify under l'ENA,LTY OF PERmRY undertbe laws ofthe State of CaLforuia that th~ foregoing p~l_!"agraph

Jr-~\s'--=t,,-,ru=e--=a=n=d-=Q=or'-'-i-,--cc.~t~__~_----' ~ ~__~J;:@':::,,:.:='=::£l~~::U.::A::S~;::NAZ1=~~---~I'~---:--~

WITNESS my band and official seal. ift COli"''' 1874070 lJl
YI 110M P\ltlIC.Co\LV'WUM

g~ ~. ' ~" ~TC~~I,~14t

~ b¥ . (NnllIl")'$eoI)

,>i~Hlure of)~ol"()' l'uhlio ' ,

• St,;(e ~nd Coumy'inrorm~tio~ mllst be the Sl~,e ~nd Count). \\{\e,eLIo,. doo~hl..nl

,~i~nct(l) "o...onal1)' 'pp".a.red before <bo ''''Ull)' publlo fo! 1omowled"monl.

Dale of no~riUlticro r.lusl bo lhe dolt: tllnt the sie';""(~J per~Oll.lll·npp... r<>d ,...hit\,

I"l'l\>~' ~I!o b.lh~ ."m. d,ilo Ihe ,<;~no .....l:dgl1\Ctll i~oolllp1e:\~

Th.: oOl~l")I pUbl,,: mIL<I prinl his or hor n~m. itt il ~PPQ" \\i\hl1\ hi. M her

eom.nisslnn,follo'\\,ed hy ~ wmmu .od then your lille (I\Ollll}' pUblic)

Prilll \he h~mc(sJ of dotument .igner(s\ \Vho P~&<ll1;\1f~ ~PPCllf 01 ,bet,me of

llol.ri.alion "

• Indio:,",. lh CDITect .in~ular or plur:ll r"rm~ b:.- ""cuing oIT illCOrnlel forms (i.

1l4Jshi:l~i.IOKi ) or ei~di,,!! the oc."eol fon'" Foilure La oQl't'ec\ly indie<>lc this

inform~tioh moY kad lo rojection of doe\lm~n\ rccbrdinll-

• The not~l)', s~l i;nprcss;on mUS1 tle tle.r "",f ph01 o!1r.lph ie.lly rBptod~d\>l~

lmprel~ion mvll til){ ,COVlOr (G~' or linet Ii s.,l ifl'prtttio~ tnl"dg,e~. r~-....I if 1

Guffi,ieoll!Iea permil~, otherwise ~mplele:l.dilferGnl."knowltdgr-notll form '

• Si~n1L'Ilr< of rh< not.", publi" musl m.le" lh. t;~"or. on iii. \vfll-, !he oflieo of

1~IC OO~Tlrl' clGrk ,
.!. Additionn! irdomlotlon l~ no! required iblll could ~.Jp 10 ensure d\is

aeltno'<i'[odsmenl is norn1lsus,~d or '11..:l"h~~ Lo li diffortnl cloevrnez.[

-:' IndicalJ:: lide 01 [")'1'0 Qfl<u~cheJ llocOmcnl, nU<nbcr orpag,es "-TId dllf1!

0/ IndiC4le \he Cl!p~eil)' c1nimed bl' the. signar If ~hG cl.lmod C'1pneil)' i$ •

corpnn>~ nmto.l. Indleo:.lc 111Millc (i c cEo, cro, SOCtc~l'y)

.Seeurdl" o;::lch Ihis document 10 the. sig;,c:d docUlnenl

ADDIT10NAL OPTIONAL fNFOlU,iATION ,

l"NSJRUCTlO~S fOR COMP'L-£Tl'NGTI-llS FORM
Ar~' tlckno\d.o.zr.'WI ,ampltld Iii C",Iifo",;a nllioSt eonla/" \-,rb/tilt ('(1<;I(y <;s

applU1ri abol"! (rt Ih4 nOla", $(i.Cf'o" 01" a :;.parall!. aclJlc,.I"I:'''~''1 fOl'lll muir b~

P1'Opo,-(l' compl'l&! pnd pJ/,,,<=!'cd :0 1)'01 O"C'''''~!11 1'" """!, t;:ciJpJial1 /I if a

dOCUf:1C7J is iii' pit r~,ord-cd o~Js~'da oj Cal!fcJ)-lJ~o i" :,'I.!cl: i~rt"ll~c:~ ar~y a1rc.rl2l!t1\1-:

ach,o\.'.oSmonl \"r~;"g~ ~I n:I»' b'1" pl",.,tar! "" .uch Q do~'rm"nl '(1 10Il1: aJ' tI,e
"uJ,iaga ,locI Jlol r.q"lrt 111.,nolol" 10 do JC7r-'elhing li,a( i. ;11.go/for l' hoI",? ;"

Co;V~nl/~ (I,d CIII"IW';",g 11,. altd:ol'!rsd ce:JpO<itj. o.(,},,, tirO/ar), I'f.o.<"dl'r:.~ 'he

do("mcnl eorqrufly far pl'Op" NOlarJai 'f.'CU'din: and a11<1.(, 11r;'IoTin if teqlli,..J

(ril1~)

Q /-,artne,r(s) ~f3d~'
CY Attemc]'-in-fact
o Trostee(s) $, ~
o OtheT ~ _

eMACHY Cl.,AfMEn BY THE SlGN'ER

d Jndividual (;)
o Corpora.te: Officer

. I DESCR,lP/(ON OF Ti-lE ATTACI-!.E.D DOC!..!MENT
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.' St~le tllld Count)' informll.tiQil mU$1 b~!he SI",e incl C.ount)' ",here Ihe dDcumCIll
$i~n"'i5) personDoHy ~rpcarcJi befo!c, rll~ nOlnry p~bli~ rPI ~ckno"'lCl!grrt::.J\\.

0.,. of nPI~dT."tion mO.l he the d:ue lhlllll,e sil:>i<:~.\j p.rsooill)' appCllr"ll whic;h
. Tnust .Iso be the same dOle rhe ccknowl.dil1\elll is cOlnpleled

., 'th; 01'(:,11' public ""...1 prinl ni~ or h..r n'omo 1'5 iI "ppe"rs wirhin his or h<.r
cCnlml"lnn TDlIDI"C6 hy. e<:>mrt'lt .tool lhe" yoW' lill. (notdQ' publie) ,

• pr:nl·;he name(') or j"C,Unl~1\t ~i::ne;'(sl'wlli' p~rsDnally app~!r ~I \h~ lime"of
i'lctttri1';c~lo" ' . ..

10diel!.lc the COTT~cl dnSl.!lu o11'lunl forms bY''7Ti\.~t>~ off il\comocl' forms (i e
lle/>ht:IL...~ is (~ Ior eirclin~ Ihe eDITCCI forms, Fililure 10 corrcelly indicale Ih is
illform.t;o. merl' Icod to rejection Df dDeUnlenl re.CorOin$ . .
Tne nQUlry ~!::~ imprmion m.usl be cleu I!Jld; phUtDS"ll):>Jli,,"I)' reproduCible
Impr~ssiJn mu~t nol eovcr le>c1 of 1I1le:~ tHelll im;:>ressiDns."uds:es, re4cal !f ~

~uffit.itnl i1ren permits, oihcrw'.c cDmp)ete Ddi !i"~Illl' lIc1'I>Q"'I~~rnOnl form
• Si:;nar~re of rhe !lOury puhlio "'I.I~I rn;lleh (he S'i::nil1ure on nie with (he OOlCh of

the COUt>IY clerk
':. ,'Ic:!ditional inrann~t)Dn .is r,OI, requfn:d:'oul eOllld ~clp lD ,ensure this

~eknowledg",cnt is nOI nli~~s~ orall,ollod 10' ~iffcrUltdDcum.nl
.:. lndiCll'" tirle or typ~ tlf:lrl3ehM t1ocu,";".~ number of p.ges ted del.
.:. )ndica,le \he cJ.lT.!CiIY clilirm:d bl' the sis~er If the cl&im~d c.,pncJfy is 9

eorporCI~ "me.r, lndicllie Ihe \ilIe(i e eGO, C~O, S6trolcr:.")
Secure!)' J~_t:lI dl'iS d()CUm~J\IIO rh~ signed doc:umcnl

ADDITIONAL OPTWNAL INFoRMAnON
lNST1WCTlONS FOR COMPLETING THIS FO)U.1

.~ICl' OcJ:7JQ1rlccigntalll compleled ill Calif~tI,io rnl~1 Ct1r.I~;~ "Erblag~ ii'alll,v Cf

&4>poar: o.bl1t'.: ;n rile! tlo;al)' ~.ecli{", (I' () J(Jp~raI6 ocl:rro\,,}ta6men( form. 1lIU.~1 Ce.
properly c~mplclcd alld t;1(6C!,cd. 10 Ihal dOCII/.leW n,. onl)1 IJJ;cup',foll il i( P
docum~Hl Ii 10 be I'u.ord.d o:Jf.s·itl. "f C.LIIi[()nJlo I~ I'lIch IIISI0llCCl, ~11)' pl/ernPI;'''!
PCl....".,·lao!:/7I./" ,'arbia~a,as ",or b.- pr!m.e~ ",'" 111(1, a oacllJllmt 10 .Ilnlg Ils (h"
,'erhloge COH /lor ,e41.'/rr v,,, 't¢/Cf}' la do 1l1~1'lhin .. 111/111$ illegal/or a nolal}' ,,,

Cal!/al'llia (I. c et.l'/iM/lg Ih. oucl.o,I:;.d coped,}, of Ill. Sf:!',!:.I) PlellSe "hoek 111.
troc.ltij/e"l car"rll!I' fb"/Jrop~r nlJlpl;o/ wording alld/1I/aCh 1III'rh,.,,, r//,cqui,..d

CALIFOR.NIA, ALL..PIJRPOSE
CERTIFICATE OF ACKNOWI,EDGly[ENT

(Tille)

o Pattner(s)
o Attomcy~ilj,oFac[

Il1 Tru~tee(s)
o Other '--- ~

CAPACITY CLAIMED BY THE SIGNJ;.R
o Individual (s)
o Corporat~ ?fficer

\VITNESS my hai~d and QftJciqL seal.

who proved to m~ On the basis of satisfuctory' evidence to be, the. person(.0 wbpse ne..me(~ is/~sllbscribed (0

the Witllin' instrument and acknowledged to me that he/.sWtlrey execlited the same in hi~/b;e.r/th€-ir a.utbori.zd
cCJpa!::if)'(~, an9 tbat by his!b-i;r!I]~ sjgnaiurc-(-sTOI~ tlle instrum¢.J1,t the pc,rsonfM; 'or the: el'ltity i.IPOIl behalf of
which the p~rsOI)C-s1 acted, :;.xecl1ted the in.strument

Ad1a-'~' '.
$ig,nillure o{Nalary Puhlic ~

1 certify under PENALTY OF PER,ruRY under the JaWs of the. State of Cclifomia that the foregoing paragrapl:t I

is true and conc.ct. I. .

;;;~·t~\ttf~,~ -~'!'l'-'-
VI MolJ,tr P\l811C.CA1I,'OIllll.l ..
) ~C~m w i!
'J.... ; My ~ll4lIIpJ, JI.'I, 11, ZD,f~ J H

DESCRIl'TION Of THE. AITACHED bOCUMENT

dlA~~'&<H' .
~ordest(iptior. of:l.tlDehcd d.OCtlT1lenll~
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BF No.11-0767: Amendments to the Mission AI~oholicBeverage SUD

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING 'DEPARTMENT

I}e:

Supervisor Kim and
Ms. Ar:tgela Calvillo, Clerk
Board of Supervisors
Clty and County ofSan Francisco
City Hall, Room 244
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

September: 27, 2011

Recommendation: Approval with Modifications

Dear Supervisor Kim and Ms. Calvillo,

, On September 22, 2011, the San Francisco Plani:ling Commission (herl:Jinafter "Commission")

conducted a duly noticed public hearings at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the
. . I •

proposed Ordinance under Board of Sup'ervisors File Number 11-0767.

At the, September 22nd 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 conj~ctionwith a

, £Ull~$ervice~ 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 inch,1de an
Cidditional exception for single-screen movie theaters, allowing these theaters to sen;e beer and

I ,wine. The Commission also resommended that the Ordinance be amended to refer to Planning'
Code Section 249.60, which is where in the' Code the Mission Alcoholic Beverage SuD is now

referenced.

Supervisor, please advise the City Attorney at your earliest convenience if you wish-to incorporate

the changes recorru:riended by the Commission. The attached resolution and exhibit,provides
more detail about· the Commission's' action. If you have any questions or require further

information please do not hesitate to contact me.·

SjrJl~~
~~ieRodgers' - ' ....

Manager of Legislative Affairs .

Cc:. City Attorneys Cheryl Adams and Judith Boyajian

Attachments (one copy of the following): Planning Commission Resolution No. 18446.
Department Executive Summary

www.sfplannlri'g.org _



SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Planning Co'mmission Resolution No. 18446
HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 22, 2011

165Q Mission Sl.
Suite 400
San Francisco,
CA 94103·2479

Reception:
415,558.&378

Project Name:
Case Number:
Initiated by:
Staff Contact:

Reviewed by:

( .
Recommendation:

Amendments to. the Mission Alcoholic Beverage SUD
2011.0710T [Board File No. 11-0767]

Supervisor Kim / Introdu,ced June 21, 2011

Sophie Hayward, Legislative Affairs
sophie.hayward@sfgov.org, 415-558-6372

. AnMarie Rodgers, Manager L~gisla:nveAffairs

anmarie.rodgers@sfgov.org, 415-558-6395

Recommend Approval with Minor Modification

Fax:
415.558.6409

Planning
Informaliort
415.558.6377

RECOMMENDING THAT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ADOPT WITH A MODIFICATION A
PROPOSED ORDINANCE THAT WOULD' AMEND SECTION 781.8 (NOW SECTION 249.60).O"=F~---­
THE SAN FRANCISCO PLANNING CODE to PERMIT BOWLING' ALLEYS IN THE MISSION
ALCOHOLIC BEVJ;:RAGE SPECIAL USE DISTRICT TO SERVE ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES;

PREAMBLE

Whereas, on June 21,2011, Supervisor Kimintroduced a proposed Ordinance under Board of Supervisors

(hereinafter "Board") File. Nwnber 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 Specicil Use

District" to allow bowling 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 Cominission (hereinafter "Commi~sion")

conducted a duly noticed public hearing at a regularly scheduled meeting to consider the proposed..

Ordinance; and

\

Whereas,. the proposed zoning changes have been determined not to be a project the California

Environmental Quality Act Section 15378 ·and 15060(c)(3); and

Whereas, the CoIIUclssionhas 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 interested 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 Francisco; and .

Whereas, the Commissio~has reviewed the propos.ed Ordinance; and

Vvww.sfplanning.org



Resolution No. 18446
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011

.CASE NO. 2011.0710
Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

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

The Commission recorrlmends the following modifications:

• That the Ordinance be amended to provide an additional exception for single-screen movie

theaters; and

• That the Ordinance refer to Planning Code Section 249~60 for the Mission Alcohol Special Use
District. The Code Section was moved from Section 781.8 .to 249.60 with Ordinance 140~11, Board·
File 2011-0482, that became effective on AugUst 4,2011.

'FINDINGS

Havillg reviewed the materials identified in the preamble above, an.d having heard' all testimony and
arguments,this Commission finds, concludes, and determines as follows;

1. The Planning Code currently prohibits new establishments, or expanded existing establishments,

from distributing alcohol within the geographic area of the Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use

__---c- .~D~is"';tr"'ic'oct"-'(SUD)~ which is bounded by Guerrero Street, Sap. Jose Avenue, Randall Street, Mission Street,
Cesar Chavez Street, Potrero Avenue and Fourteenth Street; .

2. Existing establishments that were in legal operation when the SUD was established may continue t~

operate provided that they do not cease to operate for a period longer than thirty days and that they

neither expand the physical area devoted to the sale of alcohol nor change the character of the

operation;

3. Currently, Planning Code Section 249.60 provides two exceptions for the prohibition, which are for
bona fide restaurants and non-profit theaters;

. - - ~

4.. The Commission believes that the proposed amendment is appropriate for thriving, neighborhood-
.serving corrunercial districts;

. .. , .

5. The Commission b~lieves that the proposed amendme~t 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 notes that although the proposed ordinance would permit bowling alleys to serve

alcohol, any change of use t~ a bowling alley would be subject to neighborhood notification as

?-pplicable in the imderlying zoning district;

7. The Commission recbrrunends that the Board of Supervisors ad,opt the proposed Ordinance with a

rninortechnicalamendrn.ent to change the Planning Code Section that will be amended from 781.8 to

Planning Code Section 249.60.

2



Resolution No. 18446 "
Hearing Date: September 22,2011',

CASENO.2011.0710
Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

8. General Plan Compliance. The proposed Ordinance is consistent with the following Objectives and
Policies of the General Plan:

1. COMMERCE & INDUSTRY ELEMENT
,THE CO:M:MERCE AND ,INDUSTRY ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL PLAN SETS ,FORTH'

OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES THAT ADDRESS THE BROAD' RANGE OF ECONOMIC
ACTIVITIES, FACILITIES, AND SUf'PPORT SYSTEMS THAT CONSTITUE SAN FRANCISCO'S
EMPLOYMENT AND SERVICE BASE.

GOALS
THE THREE GOALS OF THE COMMERCE ANP INDUSTRY ELEMENT OF THE GENERAL
PLAN' RELATE' . TO CONTINUED ECONOMIC VITALITY, SOCIAL EQUITY, AND
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALTIY. '

OBJECTIVE 6
MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN VIABLE NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL AREAS EASILY
ACCESSIBLE TO CITY RESIDENTS.

POLICY 6.2 '

Promote 'econ~mically vital neighborhood commercial districts which foster srp.a1l business
enterprises and entrepreneurship and which are responsive to economic and technological

innovation in the marketplace and society.

POLICY 6.10
Promote neighborhood. commercial revitalization, including community-based and' other

economic development efforts where feasible.

, The, proposed Ordinance would preserve the intent of the Mission Alcoholic Beverage Special Use District
while permitting a specific business type to move into 'the geographic area of the SUD.' The proposal would'
pennit 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 (msure that the serVing of alc~h;l
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 neighborhood
character and'that will not contribute to the deterioration of the neighborhood.

9. The proposed replacement project is consistent willi the eight General Plan priority policies set forth
in Section 101.1 in that:

A) The existing neighborhood-serving r,etail uses will be preserved and enhanc~dand future

opportunities for resident employinent in and ownership of such businesses will be
enhanced:,

3



Resolution No. 18446
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011

. CASENO. 2011.0710
Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

Tne proposed Ordinance will encourage neighborhood~serving retail uses and opportunities for
employment in or ownership of such businesses by allowing bowling alleys to serve alcohol in
conjunction withrestaurants., The intent is to providefor economic growth that will suppiJrtthe
neighborhood without causing the deterioration of the neighborhood. The proposed Ordinance will
encourage and foster economic growth by helping to attract and retain customers.

B) The existing housing and neighb~rhood character will be conserved' and protected in

order to preserve the cultural ~d'economicdiversity 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 Missio!,! Alcoholic Beverages SUD. .The proposed Ordinance would not·
negatively impact the existing housing and neighborhood character of the district.

~ . . .

'C) The City's supply of affordable housing will be preserved and enhanced:

The proposed Ordinance will have no adverse effect on the City's supply ofaffordable housing.

D) The commuter traffic will not impede MONI transit s~rvice or overburden our str~ets or

neighborhood parking:

The proposed Ordinance will not result in commuter traffic impeding MUNI transit service or
overburdening the streets or neighborhood parking.

E) A diverse economic base wm be maintained by protecting our· industrial and service

sectors from. displacement d~e 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 qr service sectors or future
opportunities for resident employment or ownership in these sectors.

F) The City will achieve the greatest possible preparedness to protect againstinjury and loss

oflife in an earthquake.

Preparedness against injury 'and loss of life in an earthquake is unaffected by the proposed
amendment. Any new construction or alteration associated with a project would be executed in
compliancewith all applicable construction and safety measures.

G) That landmark and 'historic buildings will be preserved:

Landmarks and historic blfildings would be unaffected by the proposed amendment..The proposed
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
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011

CASE NO. 2011.0710
Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

H) "Parks and open space and their access to sunlight and" vistas will be" protected from
development:

The City's parks and open space and their access to sunlight and vistas would be unaffected by the

proposed amendment. '

I hereby certify that the PlanniJ:l.g Commission ADOPTED the foregoing Resolution on September 22,
2011.

Linda Avery <

Commission Secretary

AYES:

NAYS:

Antonini, Borden> Fang, Miguel, Moore, Olague, Sugaya;"

None

-------ltBSENT-:---None

ADOPTED: Septemb,er 22, 2011

SAfi FRAI/CISCO
PLAiIlNIN(I D~ARTMENT 5
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PLANNING CODE AMENDMENT

.~~~~-The-pl'oposed-Ql"dmc.mG@-w0ulfi-ameRa-tRe-Missi0R-Ale0h0lie-Beve:rage-Speeial-Bse-Stlbdistrict-tS-BB~

PlillUling Code Section 781.8 (recently ~ended by Board File 2011-0482 to be renumbered as Planning
Code Section as 249.60) to permit bowlmg alleys to serve alcoholic beverages along with any full-service
restaurant, large fast-food restaurant, or small self-service restaurant that is integrated with the bowling
alley!.

The Way It [sNow:
the Mission Alcohol SUD; whichwas established in 1996, prohibits new estahlishments from distributing
.- including selling ?r servirtg - alcohol within the geographic area of the SUD, which is. bo~ded by
Guerrero ·Street, San Jose Avenue, Randall Street, Mission Street,_Cesar ~havez Street, Potrero Avenue
and Fourteenth Street. The SUD also prohibits the exPcmsion of existing establishments that sell or serve
alcohol. Establishments such as liquor stores or bars .that were in. legal operation prior to the'
establishment of theSUD may continue to operate with two speciB.cca:veats: .

1. . An establishment may not cease to operate for a period longer than 30 days, Ha business ceases
operations for any period longer than thirty days, the use will be considered abandoned; and

2. 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.

Currently, Planning Code Section 249.60 provides two specific exceptions from the prohibition: bona fide
restaurant;s and non-profit tI1.eaters (with live performers) may sell and/or serve alcoholic beverages.

The Way It Would Be:
The proposed Ordmance would add a third exception from the prohibition on selling or serying alcoholic
beverages within the Mission Alcohol sUb. H adopted, the prop~sed Ordinance would allow bowling

1 Oridance 140-11, renumberingPl~gCode Section 781.8 as 249.60 became effective August 4,2011. .

www.sfplanning.org



Executive Summary
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011

CASE NO. 2011.0167T
Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

alleys· to serve alcoholic beverages along with a full service reshmrant that is integrated within the
bowling alley.·

REQUIRED COMMISSION ACTION

The proposed Ordinance is before the Commission so that it may recommend adoption, rejection, or
adoption with modifications to the Board of Supervisors.

RECOMMENDATION

The Department recommends that the Commission recommend approval with modifications of the
proposed Ordinance and adopt the attached Dnift Resolution to that effect. The modification
r~commendedby the Department is minor and is technical in nature: I

• Refer to Planning Code Section 249.60 for the Mission Alcohol Special Use District. The Code
Section was moved .from Section 781;8 to 249.60 with Ordinance 140-11, Board File 2011-0482,
that became effective on August.4, 2011.

----BASIS-:-FS·R-RE·$GMMEN9A"f-IQ·N-·.---:--------~---_~----:--_~__

The Mission Alcohol Special Use District was cre~ted in 1996 as a way to combat problems within the
geographic area that induded loitering, littering, drug trafficking, prostitution, public dninkenness,
defacement, pedestrian obstructions, and traffic circulation, parking, and noise problems on public
streets.

. . .

The propo·sed Ordinance would preserve the intent of theSpedai Use District, while permitting a specific
business type to move into the geographic area of the sun 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 ~ntertainmentanddining 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 entertainment in a mcinner 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 mchides a restaur'ant would be subject to neighborhood
notification as applicable in the underlying zoning district as well as the licensing requirements 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 PlarmingCode, and is the only Alcohol SUD that provides no means of·

transferring liquor licenses from one location to another within the SUD, npr does it provide a means to
add conditions of approval to existing establishments. that are permitted to selland serve alcohoLZ The

2 There are five additional Alcohol Special Use Districts established in thePlanning Code: the 3rd Street Alcohol SUD (planning

Code Section 249.62, established in 2003), the Haight Street Alcohol SUD (planning Code 781.9, established in 1999), the Divisadero

SAN FRANCISCO
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 2



Executive Summary
Hearing Date: September 22, 2011

CASE NO. 2011.0167T
Mission Alcohol SUD Amendment

Department would e~courage an e~panded effort in the future to consider a more broad review of the
controls in the Mission Alcohol Special Use District in orqer to make the specific contro.ls more consistent
with other Alcohol SUDs and to more effectively monitor and condition eXisting businesses that sell
alcohol within. the c!-istrict. While the proposed Ordinance is rilinor in scope, the Department would
encourage an effort to conduct further outreachand to consi~erbroader changes in the future.

The Dep~tment'sproposed modification is minor. On August 4,2011 (after the proposed Ordinance was 0

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 Special

.Use District is now described, defined, and outlined in Planning Code Section, 249.60.

In sum, the D"epartment 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 tu.nctionaliy and/or physically integrated with the bowling alley,

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
The proposal to amend Planning Code ~ection 781.8 (now Section 249.60) is not considered a project

_____--=un==d=er"'--~EQAGuidelines Section 15378,_arLd_was-tsslled_an_exempJionbased-Oll-CEQA-Section-lS060(G-H3)---­
on July 7, 2011.

PUBLIC COMMENT
The Planning Department received o~e letter regarding 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 movie theaters to sell

alcohol within the Mission Alcoholic Beverag~s Subdistrict. The letter was received by Staff tlrree 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 Planning Commission mayopt to include a
recommendation on the requeElt °in its res~lution that. is transrnittedto the Board of Supervisors for its

review.

RECOMMENDATION: Recommendation of Approval With Modifications

Attachm'ents:
Exhibit A:
EXhibitB:
ExhibitC:

Draft Planning Commission Resolution
.B~ardofSupenrisorsFile No. 11-0767
Letter from the Law Office of George M. Rush, dated September I, 2011

Street Alcohol SUD (planning Code Section 783, established in 2004), the Lower Haight Alcohol SUD (planning Code Section 784,'
established in 2007),· and the Excelsior Alcohol SUD (planning Code Section 785, established in 2008).

SAN FRANCISCO .
o PLANNING DEPARTMENT
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To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Golden Gate Park - Current Proposals----------

From:
To:
Cc:

Date:
Subject:

Dear Friends,

I'm writing to ask you to oppose two current proposals for the western end of
Golden Gate Park;

-----e--Renovation-of-B-eaeh-Ghalet-S0ccer-F-ields-wit-h-art-i-fieial-t-ur-f-ana-s-t-acl-iurn-----­
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.

• First and foremost: These projects are short term (mis)use of naturalbeauty
and ge:t;leral 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 liiJk to the SPUR report below

In addition:
• ,These projects will result in the loss of trees and other wildlife habitat, 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.
• The lighting will, because of the extreme bright lighting, most importantly,_

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.
~L _ "T"tT_..L f"T"I L .L nl_~_.L ~ __ • ... ~ ...... .: __ .-1 .... ,.;.+_.:_11-..... .:1...:1.: __ ....1.- ........ ....1 __ ..... __+



belong in Golden Gate Park. It should be located el$"ewhere as the property

will be eroded away over time and need to be moved just as we face the

same p'roblem at the end of Sloat Blvd at Ocean beach today.

San Francisco is becoming increas~nglymore dense. Golden Gate Park is a

treasure for all SF residents, and it is ALL of OUR responsibility to preserve this

, precious open sp~ce for everyone's enjoyment and for the enjoyment of future

generations of San Franciscans.

Below fmd a link to the SPUR.org, publication regarding bUR ocean beach:

http://spur.0rg/publications/library/artic1e/future-ocean-beach

Here is an excerpt from SPUR's findings:

"Planning for uncertainty ona dynamic coastline

We know that sea levels are rising due to melting polar ice and thermal expansion

ofthe oceans. The State ofCalifornia projects sea-level rise oj16 inches by 2050

and 55 inches by 2100. The frequency and severity ofstorms are also likely to

increase, and local policymakers have no choice Dut to aaapt. Cllmate-cnange ._

adaptation consists ofpolicy and design responses to the negative effects of

climate change that have already been "locked in, " regardless ofhow 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

andpressing as sea-level rise.

At Ocean Beach, this means that the sort oferosion episodes that took place in

1997 and2010 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 ofwhat will happen as sea levels rise, there is a great deal ofuncertainty

about' its timing and extent.

Ocean Beach is the city's first real test in respondingto the effects ofclimate

change. The proximity ofcritical puplic infrastructure to the coast throws the

challenges into high relief Where should we hold the coastline? What is the

economic value ofa beach? A dune system? A threatened bird specie~? 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 oflikely 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'



Fw: Public financing ordinance [IWOV-imanage.FID106574]
Margaux Kelly
to:
BOS-Supervisors, BOS-Legislative Aides, Board.of.Supervisors
09/2612011 03:12 PM
Show Details

Please see attached from Oakland City Attorney Mark Morodomi.
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Margaux Kelly
Legislative Aide
Office of Supervisor Mark Farrell
City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

_______P-'-'ho=n=e'"--:(415}~5-=5-=-4--:,:7~75__2=---- ---c__

Fax: (415)554-7843 . ---'-------'-----~---------------

---- Forwarded by Margaux Kelly/BOS/SFGOV on 09/26/2011 03:12 PM ----

From: "Morodomi, Mark" <MMorodomi@oaklandcityattorney.org>

To: <Margaux.Kelly@sfgov.org>

Cc: <{F106574}.imanage@oca-svr-dms1.oca.oakland.local>

Date: 09/26/2011 12:07 PM

Subject: FW: Public financing ordinance [IWOV-imanage.FID106574]

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 (thoughthey prevailed pre-Arizona Free Ent~Jis~ they are nowin the process of paying attorney's fees to

the plaintiff.)

West Virginia

Wisconsin
- , .

Albuquerque (the Brennan Center told me that the city is in the process of paying attorney's fees to a plaintiff.)



Los Angeles

New Haven

MMK. M"r,,~,,~i
Supervising Deputy City Attorney

1 Ogawa Plaza, 6th FI.
<Jakland, CA94612
510238-6101
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PUBLIC FINANCING INDEX - SEP1'EMBER 2011

I. STATE PUBLIC FINANCING SYSTEMS

_____________ A,RIZOlVA:- Arizona off(;:~~ _£uP: PILblJ,c fu:1~~cing f.<?rlegis4ttiy~ ~~didates and certain statewide

candidates.1 Candidates receive a lump sum payment at the beginning-of th~ prun~ ~tid g~n-~i:al ------------ -------

elections in exchange for agreeing to abide by expenditure limits.2 Y(lplidy .fihahcedqt.iidid~t¢"s-\yere-'·

preViously' eligible fo;!: u1.ggeiediriitchfug fund.S,~btLt'this provision waS Shuck dowii bftheSupidne:

Court in June 2011 ill Arizona Free EntorpriseClitb v. Bennett.~rhe Arizona legisla:ture recently pass'ed'

,------ ------~' res6hiho-ngiViiii{AriiO'ni"votets'theopportunity to amend the state cbnstitution;-iti Nofe.ni.be.i .~-.-.-.------,., --,----- -- -.... 1

2012, to prohibit all election publicfinancing.4 - " . - - - . -- • . ,'-

CONNECTICUT- Connecticut offers full public funding to eligible state legislative candidates

and candidates for statewide office.5 Full grant amounts are set at the level historically spent in

competitive contests for each office.6l.flJUlf201d;' Ii'eea-itaI=appeaI~cotl:t-i:~sinIE-K",:,a8w!i:..:.the:_ ....--------­

p~ograin'sttigge~ed-matching__furids,7 andthe·~~_l~~~~?::esubsequentlyrepealedthese-- ..

-:: provisions. ..

FLORIDA- Florida offers public financing fo'r primary and general election candidates for

governor and three statewide cabinet positions.8 Florida requites that publicly financed candidates

abide by expenditure limits.9 Candidates are eligible for certain sniall donor matching funds.1Q:.W,"

July2010,a federal app-ea~,~gui:t ~1ili~kdQwn tliep~C!gt~'~~gg~r,ed matcl:u.t1gJ~11ids~ll .~:,

HA WAII - Hawaii has a statewide public financing program that provides funds for candidates

for offices including governor, lieutenant governor, state senator, state representative, mayor, .and

city council member, among others.12 Candidates are eligible for public funding if they agree to .

voluntary expenditure 1i111its.13 Publicly funded· candidates receive public funds that match, dollat­

for-dollar, qualifying contdbutions from Hawa.U residents of $100 or less. As an additional incentive,

the state provides a tax deduction for donations to candidates that have agreed to the voluntaty

expenditure limit.14 In additiqn, 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.15 Candidates must collect $5 qualifying contributions from 200 voters in their district to

qualify-for a base grant pegged to the average cost of previous election campaigD.s.in the _disttict_1~_ ..,

~~rtiCipatirig'candiaai:es-wei:-ea1SQ ,eligible to ·recelve "equalizing funds" if they faced aliigh:sp~ii@ig, -

-ptivately £i.tia:nt-ed opl?6herit,17 but the Hawaii q.1-D,Paign Spending C01Tl1nission decided not to·:-- .• '

:distrib~te:'~q~a:l.izitig'~ds f6r'fu1:Ui~ tacesjri liglifof Arizona Free EiitepriseTlufr:,18

MAINE - Maine offers public financing to primary, and general election candidates for governor

and the state legislature.19 Following A.f!zona FrelEiiterprise' Club,-the Mamelegislatuie,directed-t:lie" ..••.

• For an explanation of this tel1n and other telIDS used throughout tllls Index, see the Glossa11 that follows tlle text.

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



Maine Commissioh on Goveri:urientaIE1;hi~sandBlectionPractices tomvesbgite p6ssioilities for: --­

changing Maine's public financing system to remove the law'Shtggered matching funds provisions.20-:

The commission staff has suggested two altemative proposals,21 involving either a simple lump sum

distribution, or a program in which candidates could qualify for lnultiple grants, based upon the

number of qualifying contributions that they receive. The cotn:tnission must submit its

, recotl11llendations by October 15,2011.22 -

MARYLAND- Mal:yland provides funds to gubematorial candidates.23 Each contested prima.1:y

---.-- --election-candidatereceives·a-one-to-one-match fOl:- eaGh-eligible-private contribution received.~~-Ii'o! -_---, _

the general election, all remaining public financing funds are split evenly among eligible

gubematorial candidates in a lump sUin.25 Participating carididates are subject to expenditurelimits.26

----- - ------ MASSACHUSETTS=-.-JYIass_a~h];t_s_~tj§,h_lJ&,~_§m~J,lQ9.~g_l:)~~!c;hi-P:g
.fqg_Q~,p.!-"qlS!-~-f()!_~~~~t:..~de_', __ ,__'___. _

_candidates/7 The Massachusetts prograln inatches qualifying contributions at a one-to-,one ratio up

to a ceiling.28 Participating candidates are required to ~greeto expenditw:e liniits. - -

MICHIGAN- Michigan provides public funding in priinary and general elections for candidates

------fQ1'-go~etnor.andli~utenant gove1TIor.29 A candidate can receive public funding in exchange for

agreeing to an expenditure limit.30 Primary election canilioatesreceive a two=tCFone-mateh-of------ _

qualifying contributions (i.e., donations of$100 or less) up to a ceiling.31

MINNESOTA - Minnesota provides general election (but not primal:y election) public funding

for qualified candidates for statewide offices and the state legislature.32 Publicly funded candidates

must agree to voluntary expenditure limits for the entire election cycle (pritnaty and general

combined).33 Funds are distributed from both a general fund and frain party-specific funds ina

lUinp sum.34 The program does not provide any triggered matching funds, but a publicly funded

candidate may choose to have his expenditure limits lifted if a nonparticipating opponent's

contributions or expenditures exceed certain threshold amounts.35 If a candidate is released-from the

expenditure limit during the primary election, that -candidate's opponents are also released from then

e~enditurelimits in the general election.36 -

NEBRASKA -- Nebraska previously relied entirely on triggered funds, by offering public funds to

legislative candidates who agreed to ay?~~~-sp-endinglimiti£-their.oppQ~~:Q..t~x.cee<iecl_~~_

spending limit.37 J'iJfer-7rii.Zon-~}..ree)Enterprise Club, the Nebraska AttolTIey GeneraldeclaredthelaW-::: ~.'

1;Uiconstitutionaliti an adVi.sqi=;i opii1iCln,3B :F0llOWiiig-ilie·opwi)u-:oHlieait0ij!ey geneiaJ.;th(

Nebrasb:AccoUhtability and Disdosille'Commissiontecentl:)fnedaed fCi :@~coiitiiiiie-the --plio-lie'--'-'
fipancilig prbgram:39 - - - - - -- --- -,- -

NEWJERSBY-_ New Jersey provides public funding for both primary and general election

gubernatorial candidates.40 After an aggregate contribution threshold is reached, contributions

received are matched at a two-to-one rate, up to a ceiling. Participating candidates must reach a

qualification threshold of funds,41 abide by an expenditure limit,42lli:nit the use of their own personal

funds, and limit bank loans.43

2



NEWMEXICO- New Mexico offers public financing for candidates for public regulatory

commissioner and all judicial candidates who participate in contested statewide elections,44 including

candidates for the New Mexico Supreme Court and the New Mexico Court of Appeals.45 Primary

and general election candidates are eligible for lump suin payments in addition to· triggered matching

funds.

. NORTH CAROLINA- North Carolina offers public financing to judicial candidates for the

t-Jorth Carolina Supreme COUit and NOlth Carolina Court of Appeals.46 Candidates are eligible for

-.. -.--- ----lump·sum payments·only in the general electi0l1,- ~uHll:e eligible fer- triggered matching funds in .------ - .------- ------ --­

both the prnnaly and general elections. InZ008, North Carolina's program was upheld by a fede):a1··

:. appeals C6iirI47

---.---- ... -- .-- .. RHODE.ISLAND=_ Rho_de Island's matching ii:lUds_p-:t.Qgr~m_iL~y'~jJ..~Qk.t.Q_J!.U_st~_t~:w!.c!~ ._. .... _____._._ ... _

candidates in the general election. The state matches contributions under $500 at a two-to-oneratio,.

and matches all other contributions ata one~to-oneratio· (contribu~ons ar~ cappedfor ~ach-office).4B

Participants agtee to abide by limits on fundraisingand spending. If a participating candidate's

nonparticipating opponent exceeds the applicable spending limit for that office, the participating·

candidate's expenditure limit is raised a C011:eSponding amount and he or she is allowed to continue

-------t-o-p-l1~·v-a-te'lyrunaEiise.49~
---------~-------

WEST VIRGINIA -. West Virginia adopted a pilot program forits 2012 Supreme Court

elections.5~Underthe program, apl1malY election candidate receives a lump sum payment ~ess the

amount the candidate raised in qualifying funds) and a general election candidate re<feives an

additional lump sum payment ~ess unspent primaly funds). 51 f.iTii£)111zonaFree EiitepmfCliib"was

;decided,:theWestVirgibia AttotrieiGeneral lssued anadVlsolY opinion concluding that a triggered,

~atchIDg'-funds p~b~si6l:l)nduded in the law was Unconstitutional,52 but severable from the1aw's

remaining provisions.5311liereafter,~-tli.eSEcJ:etai:f6fStitedecided.notto distribute triggered -. .

r:-mattliliig·-f4i1_ds-iiithe-201t a~.ctJ.oii.s'ancrto n(£reqillr~'cei:t~reportsthathad to be made in- .

-c<?rihecti611:withth~ @gg~ied·ii:iatchliig fuii(;l~'~pi:oYislons.'4,:Despite a request by· the West Virginia

SecretalY of State, the legislature has not yetrevised the laW.55

WlSCONSIN-· Previously, Wisconsin had two separate public financing programs. The

Wisconsin Election Campaign Fund provided funds for certain statewide candidates andlegislative

candidates, while the Democracy TlUSl Fund provided funds for candidates for justice of the

Wisconsin Supreme Court. 1:?~th ofthese-programs-wernepealed by-the-Wiscousiii legislafufetn-.-...,

2011. .. .... -.

VERMONT- Vetmont provides public funding for candidates fot governor and lieutenant

govelnot in: lump sum grants for the primalY and general elections.56 After the eligibility stage,

participating candidates are barted from accepting any private contrlbutioJ;ls and must spend only

public funds. . .

II. MUNICIPALPUBLIC FINANCING SYSTEMS
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ALBUQUERQUE, NM- Albuquerque has public funding for mayoral and city council

. candidates. The program offers lump sutn grants to participating candidates in'exchange for agreeing

to an expenditure limit.57 following a legal challenge to the p:togram's"triggered matching funds;

Albuquerque agreed to a stipulated injunction prohibiting the City from distributing ttiggered,:

matching funds.58 News reports suggest that Albuquerque may amend its law and adopt a small

donor matching system or other model.59 It is not assured that any amendments will be completed

before the next municipal election on October 4, 2011.

.- AUSTIN, TX~InAustin,a carididate-for mayor o:fcity-council may elect to partitipate mthe-' '-'.--.- ---"-"'" ­

Fair Campaign program by signing a "campaign tontract,,60 obligating him or her to comply with

limitations on contributions and expenditutes, and to patticipate in a series of candidate forums.61

Public funding is provided for qualifying candidates in a runoff election, to the extent that funds are

... 'available-from-the-Auscin-Fail'-Garripaign-FinanGe.FutlEL~~A-participating-
candidate~svolunta1-Y--'.__ '-'-' ..

contribution and expenditure limits are lifted if opponent spending or independent expenditures.

exceed certain threshold amounts.63 .

BOULDER~ CO,- Boulder provides public financing to city council-candidates who commit to

- all expenditure limit.64 The prog1:am provides one-to-one small dono:!: matching.65 .The maximum any

one candidate may receive is 50% of the expenditure llinit.66--__-----------'-------------

CHAPEL HILL~ NC- Chapel Hill implemented.a. p4()!.program for the 2009 and 2011

elections; ifWill'ii~~afi.llther ·§·tif~Jegiskiti.v(a:lifhbtIza tion to-~ont1iiue'afteE2QJ1.67 Public financing

is available to candidates for mayor or city council, including a triggered matching funds provision. 68

LONG BEACH, CA - Small.donor matching funds in Long Beach are available to candidates fat

city council, city attorney;city auditor, city prosecutor, and mayor.69 To qualify f6r matching funds, a

candidate must accept expenditure 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. 70

LOS ANGELES, cA - Los Angeles provides small donor matching funds for candidates lunning

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 donor, and candidates for city council are able to

receive matching funds for the first $250 they receive from an individual donor.71 Participating

candidates agree to v-oluntalJexpenditure limits and other conditions.72 Expenditure limits on

part:i<:ip:i!#J:g<:a.Ilcli~a.:te.s.~~~"ft.~"~ira.1:J:<?llP~~~~pa~gc:iIldidate spends in excess of the expenditure

limit, o~ ifjndependent expenditures in the aggregate exceed"certamt:hr:es"hoids;73 ailcipaiilClp·atin.g-'·
candidates are eligible for increased matching funds.74

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY; FL- Public funds are available to candidates for mayor or county

com:rnissioner from the Election Campaign Financing Tn;stFundP To qualify, a candidate must

agree to limits on expenditures, limits on the use of personal funds, and other conditions.76 Each

qualifying candidate may receive a lump sum grant from the fund in an amount specified in the

county code.77
.
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NEWHA YEN; CT-New Haven has public financing for mayoralcandidates.78 Participating
candidates receive a base grant and are eligible for a two-to-one match ofpublic funds for each
contribution up to $25.79 If a nonparticipating opponent exceeds the participating candidate's
expenditure limit, a participating candidate can either get an additional small lump sum in
supplemental funds or have the expenditure ceiling lifted.8o If the candidate chooses to have the
expenditure ceiling lifted, he or she will not have further contributions .matched.81 'The-administrator
ofthe city's DeinbCraty-FUria. has stated that the trigger provid1:ng a supplemental grant maybe
constitutionally problematic; but that the lifting of the expenditure ceiling does not run afoul of the

- __-0 --- • __• ··'---·Ariz~na FreeEnte'rptisc·Cttiiftlilirig~82: .. --------.. . .-... -..----- --_ .." --- - -- ...

NEW YORK, NY- N ewYork City's public financing program applies to all city offices. Under
the program, participating candidates are eligible for a six-to-one match ofpublic funds on resident

---- ... -..-- contributions-of-$1-7-5.or-less,up-to-.a-certain-limit. .:when-the-nonparticipating-opponent-ofa . ._' _. __. _
participating candidate exceeds 50% of the expenditurelinllt applicabLe to patticipatiPgcanGidates .
for that office, the participating candidate has his or her spending limit increased by 50% of the
original limit and becomes eligible for additionalpublic funds matched at a 7.14 to one ratio.83 If the
nonparticipating opponent exceeds three times the expend1ture llinlt for that office, the participating
candidate's expenditure llinlt is lifted altogether and heor she becomes eligible for additional public
funds matched at an 8.57 to one ratio.84 _..----------

OAKLAND, CA - Oakland reimburses candidates for city council for certain campaign
expenses.8S Reimbursements are capped at 30% of the voluntm:y expenditure ceiling.86

RICHMOND, CA - Candidates for mayor and city council are eligible to receive matching funds
(up to a total of$25,OOO per election) based on the candidate's receipt of matchable contributions

. . 87
from pl'lvate donors.

SACRAMENTO, CA- Qualifying candidates for mayor and city coUncil are eligible to receive
d~llar-to~dollarmatching funds for small contributions (i.e.; up to $250 in public funds per
contributor).88 Participating candidates agree to expenditure limitS.89 These voluhtaty expenditure
limits are lifted when contributions or expenditutes for a nonparticipating opponent exceed 75% of
the applicable spending limit or when independent expenditures exceed 50% of the applicable
spending limit.90

SANFRANCISCO, CA - San Francisco provides public funding for its board of superyisors and
luayoral races. participating candidates receive an initial lump sU!i:l. grant and are eligible for a match
o{publi~ funds -for-each-conb.-ibutlQn (coiittihutlons"axematchedatifciUi:=to=one-iitioup' to-a·'· .-'.- ..
certainfunit and are then matched at a one':to-one ratio).91 When a nonparticipating candidate or
hostile independentexpenditute exceeds certain alTIounts at and above the expenditure limit, each
participating candidate gets his or her expenditure limit lifted by an equal amount, up to a set
ceiling.92 A proposal has been made to amend the ordinance to remove the provision allowing
distribution of additional funds in response to spending by private opponents;93 the proposal is
pending in the Rilles Cormnittee of the San Francisco Board of Supel-visors..
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lV.,

GLOSSARY

Participating Candidate / Public!Jl Financed Candidate / Certified Candzd~te

Different public financing systems often have different ways of referring to candidates who choose

.. PU?~~ ~~.~s.;_!J:l:_of th~~~?:v:e t::~s~e_g~J?"~r~~ int~~cha~~~a~~~. . . __

Nonparticipating Candidate / PrivatelY Financed Candidate / Traditional Candidate

Similarly, candidates who do not choose public financing are also referred to by many terms. Again,

.. __ ... th~~_~_t~~~_.a_r~_~l_~:>_~::::r~.1~~:r~~~~~~~?l.~_a.~~_~!:??_l?~y.~~I~X)~~~~~_~~:_. .. . .. _.. ... .
Qualijjing .Contributions··

Qualifying contributions are small contributions that a candidate must collect in order to qualify for
public financing. The mnounts vm-y, but are often between $5 and $250 per contribution. A
candidate usually mustcollect a m1nim.um number of qualifying conu:ioutlons in ora-;:;:er-=-'t~o~------­
demonstrate the requisite public support needed to qualify for public financing.·

_LImp Sum Grant

Lump sum grants are public funds provided to publicly financed candidates near the beginning of
theprima1-Y election season, general election season, or both. It is decidedly constitutional to award
lump sum grants to publicly financed candidates.

Small Donor Matching Funds

Under a small donor matching system, pm:ticipatihg candidates collect sniall amount donations from
many contributors and the state provides a mat<::hing amount equal to the o·riginal 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 contt.:ibutor gave $175 to a
participating candidate, the city would provide an additional contribution equal to six times that
amount ($1,050) to the candidate as well. Itis also decidedly constitutional to award small dono!
matching funds to publicly financed candidates.

Triggered Matching Funds / Fair Fight Funds / Resette Funds
. ..... ····w ....." ",,". _ •.. _. ._.. . .....~...' ""'. __ ..._..... . . .... _.....•....•.• _ ._. . .._.•.. ._

Triggered matching funds are funds provided to a publicly financed candidate as a result of
oppositional spending (either an opposing, privately financed candidate, an opposing independent
group, or both). The standard lnethod 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 or
she received and the mnount spent in opposition. For example, if a publicly financed candidate were
given $10,000 as his or 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. .
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. The use of txigged matching funds in legislative races was deemed unconstitutional by the u.s.
Supreme Court in Arizona Free Enterprise Club v. Bennett.94 Whether Arizona Free Enterprise Club applies
in the context of judicial elections is still an open question of law.

NOTES

I See ARIZ. REv. STAT. ANN. § 19-950(D) (West 2011).

--- .- .~_-!_ARIZ._REY-._STAT._ANN., §J2-951.(West.2011).. c. • __ • __ • '_.' ._. __ • c ••_ •• • __ ._.__ • __._

3 Ariz. Free Enter. Club's Freedom Club PAC v. Bennett, 131 S. Ct. 2806 (2011). The
Arizona public financing law contains a severability clause, ARIz. REv. STAT. ANN. § 16-960
(West 2011), and an Arizona district court has found the trigger provision severable, McComish

-- ---- -' -.. '--v:-Brewer; N 0;- ev-08-1-5-50-P-HX-RQS,1010-WL-12-922-1-~;·-at-j<-1-0-En;·-Ariz.-Jan.--20,-2010)..---.....-- --- ------

. 4SJ. Res .. 1025, 50th Leg., 1st Reg. Sei;s.(Ariz. 2011). .

5 See CONN. GEN. STAT.ANN. § 9-700(12) (West 2011).

6 Participating candidates facing a minor-party opponent who has raised only a very small
-----ame>unt-Espeetfieally,less-:than-th~-quaJ.if~l]ng-GQlltr.ibutiollsje:v:eLnecessar~-to..receiv.e_public,---_~ _

funding for that office) receive a two-thirds grant; participating candidates who are unopposed
receive a one-third grant. CONN. GEN. STAT. ANN. § 9-705 (West 2011).

7 See Green Party of Conn. v. Ga~field, 616Fo3d213 (2dCir. 2010), cert. denied, 79/
U.S.L.W. 3377 (U.S. June 28, 2011). See also CONN. GEN. STAT. ANN. § 9-713 (repealed 2010).

8FLA. STAT. ANN. § 106033 (West 2011).

9 FLA. STAT. ANN. § ;106.34 (West 2011).

lOFLA. STAT. ANN. § 106.35 (West 2011).

11 See Scott v. Roberts, 612 F.3d 1279, 1282 (lIth Cir. 2010). The court found the trigger.
provisions severable, id. at 1297-98, noting that the law includes a severability clause, id. at 1298
(citing 1991 F~a~ Sess. Law Servo 91~107 §36).

12 See HAW. REv. STAT. §'11-425 (West 2011).

13 HAw. REv. STAT. § 11-423 (West 2010).

14 HAw. REv. STAT. § 11-424 (West 2010) .

..... ---.-------- ····152008~244Hliw:Rev.- Stat.Ariii: Adv.Legis.-Serv: t~2(LexisNexis):- . '" -. - '- .. -.--.. "-"-

16 Id. at 8, 12.
17 Id. at 13.

18 Minutesfor July 13, 2011 , HAW. CAMPAIGN SPENDING COMM'N,
http://hawaii.gov/campaign/cOrnrilission-meetings/minutes/minutes-for-july-13-2011.

19 ME. :REV. STAT. ANN. tit. 21-A, § 1122(1) (West 2011).
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20 SJ. Res. 251, 125th Leg. (Me. 2011), available at

http://www.maine1egis1ature.org/legis/bills/bills_125thJchappdfs/RES OLVB103.pdf.

21 Memorandum from Jonathan Wayne, Executive Director ofthe Maine Comm'n on

Governmental Ethics and Election Practices,~to the Commissioners of the Maine Comm'n on

Governmental.Ethics and Election Practices, Proposals for Changing the Maine Clean Election

Act7-12 (Aug. 12,2011), available at http://www.maine.gov/ethics/pdf/item02.pdf.

" ~2,S.J. Res. 251, 125thLeg..{Me. 2011). __ _ ____. ... _. . .._. _

23 See MD. CODE ANN., ELEC. LAW §§ 15-101 to ,.111 (LexisNexis 2011).

24 MD. CODE ANN., ELEC. LAW § 15~i06(c)(LexisNexis 2011). .

---- --.- ------------- ---- ·---~~MD;G0BE_ANN~-,-EI:.EC-;-LAW-§·--1-S--106(d}{LexisNexis-20l-l} .----.----.-.----.---.--. .. . _

26 Mb:.CODEANN., ECEC. LAW § 15-105 (Le:x.isNexis 2011).

27 See MASS. GEN. LAWS ch. 55C, § 4 (2011).

28 MAss. GEN. LAWS ch. 55C, §§ 5-7 (2011).

29 MICH. COMP.LAwsANN. STAT. § 169--'--2U3TrJTWest~2011-Y~.~~-~-~----~~~

30 MICH. COMPo LAWS ANN. STAT. § 169.263 (West 2011).

31 MICH. ~OMP. LAWS ANN. STAT. § 169.264 (West 201i).

32 See MINN. LAWS ANN. § 10A.31(5)-(5a) (West 2011).

33 MINN. STAT. ANN. § 10A.25 (West 2011).

34 See MINN. STAT. ANN. § 10A.31(S)-(5a) (West 2011).

35 MINN. STAT. ANN. § 10A.25(l0) (West 2011).

36 MINN. STAT. ANN. § 10A.25(10)(d) (West 2011).

37 NEB. REv. STAT. §§ 32-1604, 1606 (2011). Generally speaking, eligible candidates

included candidates for "Governor, State Treasurer, Secretary of State, Attorney'General,

Auditor of Public Accounts, the Public Service Commission, the Board of Regents of the

·University ofNebraska, or the State Board of Education." NEB. REv. STAT. § 32-1604(1)

(2011).

'-"-' : - 38.Neh..Attorney_Gen., AdYisoryQpimonNo.~nOO_3'--'~.<?!!~~~tigI!~liti_<?f:t:J_~~!':l:~.~~'~ ..

Campaign Public FundingLaws Under Ariz. Free Enter. Club's Freedom Club PAC v. Bennett 4

(2011).

39 Associated Press, Neb. Will No Longer Enforce Campaign Finance Law,

REALCLEARPOLlTICS (Aug. 27, 2011),
http://www.realc1earpolitics.comlnews/ap/politics/2011/Aug/27Ineb_will_no_longer_enforce_c

ampaign_finance_law.html. .
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40 N.J. STAT. ANN. § 19:44A-33 (West 2011). See also STATE OFN.J. ELECTION LAW

ENFORCEMENT COMM'N, GUBERNATORIAL PUBLIC FINANCING,

http://www.elec.state.nj.us/publicinformation/gub_man.htm.
41 .' . ,

See N.J. STAT. ANN. § 19:44A-3(m) (West 2011).

42 N.'J. STAT. ANN. §19:44A-7 (West 2011).

________ . ~3_N.J.STAT..ANN, §_19~44A-4!l (W~st20lJ), __. . __ ._ ~. .... ~ .. __ __ .... _.. .. _

44 See N.M. STAT. ANN. § 1-19A-2(D).

45 SeeN.M. STAT. ANN. § l-19A-13(B)(2).

---4~--N.C._GEl'.J.-STAT .._ANN._§_163;:2.78..62(12)._(West2OJ1) .. .. __ ,_,_, _. .. _". __ ._. .__ ... .. _.. _.

47 N.C. Right to LifeComm. Fund for Indep. Political Expenditures v. Leake,-524 F.3d

427 (2008), cert. denied 129 S. Ct. 490 (2008).

48 R.I. GEN. LAWSA~. §§ 17.25.19-20 (West 2011).

49 R.I. GEN. LAWS ANN. § 17.25.24 (West 2011).

50 See W. VA. CODE ANN. §§ 3-12-4,3-12-17 (West 2011).

51 W. VA.CODEANN. §§ 3-12-11(a)(1), 3-12-11 (b)(l), 3-12-12(e) (West 2011).

52 Letter from Darrell V. McGraw, Jr., W. Va. Attorney Gen., to Natalie E. Tennant, W.

Va. Sec'y of State (July 28, 2011), availabkat http://www.sos.wv.gov/news/topics/elections­

candidateslDocuments/July%2028,%202011 %20­

%20AG%20SupCo%20Public%20Financing%200pinion.PDF.

53Id.

54 See, e.g.,W. VA. SEC'YOFSTATE,PUBLICFINANCiNGExpLANATION(REVISED

8/1 0/11), available at
http://www.sos.wv.gov/elections!Documents/Public%20Financing%20FAQs%20(revision%202)

.doc.

55 Press Release, W. Va. Sec'y ofState, Tennant Requests Supreme Court Public

Financing Be Added To Special Session (July 28,2011),

http://www.sos.wv.gov/news/topics/elections-

..... candidatesWages/'TemlantRequestsSupremeCourtPublicFinancing.aspx ._ _.. ._.

56 VT. STAT. ANN. tit. 17, §§ 2851-56 (West 2011).

57 ALBUQUERQUE, N.M., CHARTER OF THE CITY OFALBUQUERQUE art. XVI, §§ 8, 12

(2011), available athttp://www.amlegal.com/albuquerque_nm/.

58 N.M: Turn Around v. City of Albuque~que,No.1 :11-cv-00536 MVIRHS (D.N.M. July

26,2011).
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59 See Marjorie Childress, ABQ Public Financing System May Change After 2011 .

Election, KUNM GOy'TPROJECT, Apr. 6,2011, http://kunmgov.org/b1og/2011/04/06/abq-pub1ic­

financing-system-may-change-after-20 II-election!.

60 Austin Fair Campaign Contract,

http://www.ci.austin.tx.us/election!downloads/candidate_contract.pdf.

61 AUSTIN, TEX., CITY CODE §§ 2-2-12, 2-2-13 (2011), available at

. - --http;//Viww.amlegal.comJllxt/gateway:dlllTexaslaustin/thecodeoftheeityofaustirttexaS'?:f-=ternp1ate -- --- ----~.- --- ­

_s$fn=default.htm$3 .O$vid=amlegal:austin_tx$anc=.

62 AUSTIN, TEX., CITY CODE § 2-2-63 (2011); see also id § 2-2-11.

--------- --- --'-- ---- -.6.~-ABST:_IN,-T-E*;;GFFY--G0DE-§--2~2-11-(2Ql1-).----- --- .. _--.-- . .-,------c--__ _. .---------- - -- .----__._ --.---

64 BOULDER, COLO. REVISED CODE § 13~2~21(2011), available at

http://www.co1ocode.comJboulder2/chapter13-2.htm.

65 BOULDER, COLO. REVISED CODE § 13-2-20 (2011).

66Id ..

67 Aaron Keele, "Voter-Owned Elections" Faces UncertainFuture, CHAPELBORO.COM,

July 18,2011, http://www.chape1boro.comJpagesIl0380366.php.

68 CHAPEL HILL, N.C., CODE OF ORDINANCES § 2-95(a) (2010), available at

http://library.municode.comfindex.aspx?clientID=19952&stateID=33&statename=North%20Car

olina.

69 See LONG BEACH, CAL., MUNICIPAL CODE § 2.01.410 (2010), available at

http://library.municode.comJHTMLI16115/level4/V01"--TIT2ADPE_CH2.01THLOBECAREAC

_DIVIVEXCEMAFU.htrn1#VOl_TITIADPE_CH2.01THLOBECAREAC_DrvIVEXCEMAFU

2.01.410EXCE.

70Id

71 Los ANGELES, CAL., MUNICIPAL CODE § 49.7.20 (2010), available at

http://ethics.lacity.org/PDF/laws/law_cfo_2010.pdf.

72 L~s ANGELES, CAL., MUNIClPAL CODE §49.7.13 (2010).

73 Los ANGELES, CAL., MUNICIPAL CODE § 49.7.14 (2010).
•• " ••••.•• - ••••• " . ••.•••• ••••• • ••••.. -._ •. '-'-_.' ••••••••••• -. •••••• -. - •••••• - ••••••••••_.-••••••_ •.•• _ _ -._. _ •• _ •••• _ •••• __•• _ •••_._ •••••__._._ •• '.' .• _ .• ' ••__ •• ._•• h __ ._••••••_._ _. •••

74 Los ANGELES, CAL., MUNICIPAL CODE § 49.7.22 (2010).

75 MIAMi-DADE COUNTY, FLA., CODE OF ORDINANCES § 12-22(c) (2011), available at

http://library.municode.comJHTML/10620/1eve12/PTllICOOR_CH12EL.htrnl#PTIIICOOR-,CH

12EL_S12-22ELCAFITRFU

76 fd.

.77 MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLA., CODE OF ORDINANCES § 12-22(£)(3) (2011).
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78 NEW HAVEN, CONN., CODE OF GENERAL ORDINANCES § 2-822(2) (2011), available at
http://library.lnunicode.com/index.aspx?clientID=14668&stateID~7 &statename=Connecticut.

79 NEW HAVEN, CONN., CODE OF GENERAL ORDINANCES § 2-827(2) (2011).

80 NEW HAVEN, CONN., CODE OF GENERAL ORDINANCES § 2-825(c) (2011). Independent
expenditures do not count toward the trigger threshold.

8! NEW HAVEN, CONN., CODE OF GENERAL ORDINANCES § 2-825(d) (2011).

'82 p~~:r'Ba;~:Trigge7; M~-Be Jiaif-P~lled on Clean Electi~ns, NEW HAVEN iNDEP., July"­
5, 2011, http://www.newhavenindependent.org/index.php/archives/entry/trigger_may_be_half­
pulled_on_clean_elections/ (quoting Robert Wechsler, who administers the city's Democracy

. Flmd). The public fmancing ordinance has a severability clause. NEW HAYEN, CONN., CODE OF
.--~.... ---'--'---GENERAL'ORDlNANcEs';-§'2~-834'-(201 If ,'.-- -....-.------- .... ~--.-.----- ... - ..--.~.-----C".--. -.-.------ -... --- .-..---.. --.... ..

83 N.Y.C.; N.Y,NEWYORKCITY ADM~ISTRATIVE CODE § 3-706(3) (2010), available at .
http://WVIW.nyccfb.info/act-program/CFACT.htm. .

_~__~_~_84Id.
.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~------C-~~~~-

85 O~KLAND, CAL., MUNICIPAL CODE § 3.13.110 (2010), available at
http://oakland.legistar.comJLegislationDetail.aspx?ID=750217&GUID;=A6AECEF2-369A­
4B94-A63D-1 C90029C186B.

86 OAKLAND, CAL., MUNICIPAL CODE §3:13.110(E) (2010).

87 RICHMOND, CAL., MUNICIPAL CODE §§ 2.43.020, 2.43.030 (2011), available at
http://library.municode.com/index.aspx?clientld=16579&stateld=5&stateName=California.

88 SACRAMENTO, CAL., CITY CODE § 2.14.140 (2011), available qt
http://www.qcode.us/codes/sacramento/.

8? SACRAMENTO, CAL., CITY CODE §2.l4.050 (201l).
o . •

90 SACRAMENTO, CAL., CITY CODE § 2.14.060 (2011).

91 S.F., CAL., SAN FRANCISCO CAMPAIGN & GOVERNMENTAL CONDUCT CODE § L144
(2010), available at
http://www.amlegal.com/ilxt/gateway.dll?:f.:=templates&fn.=default.htm&vid=amlegal:sanfrancisc
o ca.

...--.. -------.. ---. ~? SiF.,·CAL., SAN FRANCISCO.CAMPAIGN&-GOVERNMENTAL.CONDUCT.CODE.-§.1..143:_ ... ... .... __ ...._
(2010).

. 93 See S.F. Bd. of Supervisors, Legislation Introduced - Tuesday, July 12,2011, available
at http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/introduced/201l/LI07l211.pdf.

94 Ariz. Free Enter. Club's Freedom Club PAC v. Bennett, 131 S. Ct. 2806 (2011).
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To:
Cc:
Bcc:
SUbject:

BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal

The Clerk's Office has received 5 form emails like the one below.

Board of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 554-5184
(415) 554-5163 fax
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

Complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form by clicking
http://www.sfbos.orglindex.aspx?page=104

, ----- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 09/28/2011 10:38 AM -~---

From:
To:
Date:
Subject: '
Sent by:

cheryl braxton <cherbrax@hotmail.com>
board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org ,
09/28/2011 03:02 AM
Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Sep 28, 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, requ~ring ACC to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayers' expense.
Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions
and then sold ~n 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 pr6blems

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 SO)lth 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. cheryl braxton
1000 Nelson Ranch Rd
Cedar Park, TX 78613-4531

,J~.,,,,,"''''''''''''''''.'''~

(jjy



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Loree Mezzanatto to: board.of.supervisors
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to Loree Mezzanatto

09/27/2011 12:27 PM

Sep 27, 2011

San Francisco Boarp. 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, requiting 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 teels towards animals, yet most Sa~ Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control anp. 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 p~ts.' Other c~ties 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. Loree Mezzanatto
1301 Crofton Ct
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

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 ov.ersupply of adoptable pet,s 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

-----re-sult-±n::--:-------------c--------'--- ~~_~_ ___'_~

- More adoptions and less euthanasia
-.Adecrease·in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia
- Healthiei 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,

Miss Izzy chapus
14460 mackenzie s.e
calgary,MD 56998



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Meredith Reen to: board.of.supervisors

Sent by: In Defense ofAnimals <takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Meredith Reen

09/27/2011 01:56 AM

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 ci~y, 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 Assi'si 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

~~~~-Z;a-Fl.~~];a-nci-s-cans-,---as:inQ
tour 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 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,

Ms. Meredith Reen
105 Pond St
Osterville, MA 02655-1547



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Bonni Thomp$on to: board.of.supervisors
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to Bonni Thompson

09/27/2011 01 :30 AM

Sep 27, 2011

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

Dear Supervisors,

~s a San Francisco voter and supporter of In Defense of Animals (IDA),
I strongly encourage you to s~pport San Francisco Animal. Control and
Welfare's Humane· Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is an ov~rsupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiiing 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

------r-e-s-ult In:

- More adoptions and less euthanasia
- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet ~tores as partners ~nreducing 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 Francisc6 has several preced~nts 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. Bonni Thompson
305 Ward Ave NE
Huntsville, AL 35801-4070



-'%

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Robin Engeroff to: board.of.supervisors
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to Robin Engeroff

09/26/2011 11:17 PM

----~--------------....,----'------------

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 ContJ;'ol and,
Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is an oversupply of adoptable pets in the city, requiring Ace to
unnecessarily euthanize many adoptable animals at taxpayer,s' 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 purcnase a pet.

San Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's propo'sal 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 Albuquerque,
Austin, Los Angeles, and South Lake Tahoe have already prohibited the
sale of dogs ijnd 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,

Mr. Robin Engeroff
Igelweg 57

,Rtisselsheim, None 65428



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Julie Dunn- Guillen to: board.of.supervisors
Sent by: In Defense of Animals<takeaction@idausa.org>

Please respond to Julie Dunn- Guillen
------,

Sep 29, 2011

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

Dear Supervisors,

09/29/2011 03:38 PM

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 adoptabl~ animals at taxpayers' expense.

Meanwhile, "new" pets are bred in often horrible conditions

and thea 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

~ren'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

--~----rre-sul-t:--:i:'l''l;
,

- 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,

Ms. Julie Dunn- Guillen
65 Delmar St
San Francisco, CA 94117-4005



Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Dena Garcia to: board.of.supervisors
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to Dena Garcia

09/29/2011 05:06 AM

Sep 29, 2011

San Francisco Board of Supervisors-

Dear SupervisQrs,

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 purchasirig them. This will

----re-su±t~±n:_.--------------~---~--------'---c--~~-----c--------------'--~-

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. Dena Garcia
4805 Citrus Oak Ln
Saint Cloud, FL 34771-8900



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

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
lIenia Massaroni to: board.of.supervisors
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to lIenia Massaroni

09/29/201103:06 AM

Sep 29, 2011 ..

San Francisco Board of Su~ervisors

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

·~-~-rrce-sui-t-rn-:------------~-------------_~_~ _

- 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 6f the San Francisco Health Cod~ already ~rohibits the sale of
rabbits and certain birds as pets. Other cities lik.e 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,

Ms. Ilenia Massaroni
2347 28th St
Astoria, NY 11105-2801



09/28/2011 09:36 PMPlease Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Chanc~a Gray Chanda Gray to: board.of.supervisors

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),

I strongly encourage you to support San Francisco Animal Control and

Welfare's Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal.

There is an over~upply 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

-----~Sa:n_Fram:::i-g-c-an_s----'a-dop{:-e1:l-r____p·e-E-s-Fa-t-l:±@-L'-t-l
:J.~-rJ.-puLchasing----'t'-'h"-'e""m"'--"-._~T"-'h...=i-"'s'___'w.'.:l=_·l=-=l -'---- ~_____j

result in:

- More adoptions and less euthanasia

- A decrease irJ.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 Franclsco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and

make San Franciscd a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chanda Gray Chanda Gray

938 Clark Ave Apt 21
Mountain View, CA 94040-2241



History:

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Helen thompson to: board.of.supervisors
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to Helen thompson

This message has been forwarded.

09/30/2011 04:21 PM

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 ACCto
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 ~ost San Franciscans
aren't aware of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

--- Sa.n-EranciS_cD_Anim_B_l Control and Welfare's' Rroposal 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 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
~akeSa~ Fraricisco a leader in animal welfare.

, Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen thompson
1403 S 6th St
Phila, PA 19147-5801



09/30/2011 03:51 PM
Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Mary Leitch to: board.of.supervisors '
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>

___.......Please re~pond 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 ,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 horribie conditions
and then sold in this city at pet stores and from ~mall 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.

Sari Francisco Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather thaq purchasing them. This will

----'Ee-ScCl-l-E-i-R~:~------------ :__-----------------_c_ _

- 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,

'Ms. Mary Leitch
526 Reed St
Phila, PA 19147-5823



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

Please Support Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal
Denise Kurpgeweit to: board.of.supervisors

Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeactiori@ida.usa.org>

Please respond to Denise Kurpgeweit
---,-~----,.

._,--_._""-----

09/30/2011 01 :51 PM

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

unn~cessarily 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 inbonsi~tent with how the city of St.

Fran6is of Assisi, feels towards animais, yet most Sa~ Franciscans

aren't aware 'of this when they decide to purchase a pet.

San Francisco Animal' Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having

------3'-an-F-ra-fie-i-s-e-a-Fl-s~aEiGpt-G-u-:r
::-pe-ts-LaLherthan purchasing them. This will

result in:.

- Mor~ 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 6f

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
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to Michael Popowski

09/30/2011 03:08 AM

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 toward~ 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

---~----':t:'@£-61J.-t--i-rJ.-:-----c--~---- ~----:- ~ ..

- More adoptions and less euthanasia
- A decrease in cost for Animal Control and Welfare
- Pet stores as partners in reducing euthanasia
- Healthier pets with fe~er behavioral problems

Sec. 48 of t~e 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,

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
Sent by: In Defense of Animals <takeaction@idausa.org>
Please respond to Lorraine Valente

09/29/2011 05:38 PM

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 Animal Control and Welfare's proposal focuses on having
San Franciscans adopt our pets rather than purchasing them. This will

-----re-sult-in-; ---------------c--------c---------------------c-------

- 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
rabbitsand'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 fo~all species.

Please support the San Francisco Humane Pet Acquisition Proposal and
make San Francisco a leader in animal welfare.

Sincerely,

Miss Lorraine Valente
52 Sutton Dr
Manalapan, NJ 07726-8720



BOS Constituent Mail Distribution, Alisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV,

•

,_~._~".._~ -e,,,,_~_~

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Sent by:

Andrew Bezella <dovienya@yahoo.com>
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org
09/27/2011 07:01 PM
Support Bird-Safe BUilding Standards
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 suppott 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

_____--'c.nns_e_rvation 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 buildings. 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,

Mr. Andrew Bezella
160a BeulahSt
San Francisco, CA 94117-2718

--.-- Forwarded by Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV on 09/28/2011 11 :29 AM ----

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
Sent by:

Adrienne Urizar <ajurizar13@gmail.com>
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org
09/27/2011 07:31 PM
Support Bird-Safe Building Standards .
Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders.org>

Sep 27, 2011

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors



Dear Board of Supervisors,

As a San Francisco resident anda·supporter of Defenders of Wildlife,r

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 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 {t

comes to designing buildings. 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
San Francisco, CA 94103-1008
(415) 431-4500



I

pport the Standards for Bird-Safe BUildings

,BOS Constituent Mail Distribution, Alisa Somera/BOS/SFGOV,
To:
Ce: .

Bee:
Subj
,~-~---+-------~--.:......

.,.........._---------

4 Support Bird-Safe Building Standards
v'
\:,

Aleah Loney to: Board.of.Supervisors 09/26/2011 06:47 PM

Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders.org>

Please respond to Aleah Loney

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

Sep 26, 2011

Clerk of the Board .ofSupervisors

De~~ 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-qafe

-----~BuilDlng-s~.-------~----
----- ~____:_~--~---_~~ _

Sincerely,

Miss Aieah Loney
Clayton
San francisco, CA. 94117-1912

lt Support Bird-Safe BUilding Standards
'I,

~r,

Elise Acosta' to: Board.af.Supervisors 09/26/2011 06:57 PM

Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defenders.org>

Please respond to Elise Acosta'

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.

Tens of millions of birds are kill~d 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 through6ut the winter. San Francisco's

~~-_-'__ ...J~ <=~~ Q;~",-C:",fp Rllildinas direct the most serious efforts to



those areas that are most at risk.

The Standards for Bird-Safe Buildi"ngs 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 treatments, lighting design, and lighting

operation.

Please support the Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings to prevent t)1.e

deaths of thousands of migratory birds each year in the Bay Area.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elise Acosta
243 San Carlos Ave
Sausalito,CA 94965-2101

lF Support Bird-Safe Building Standards
~

";j

Richard Crane to: Board.of.Supervisors '

Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@defel'lders.org>

Please respond to Richard Crane

09/27/2011 01:29AM

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

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 toda-y 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 ate 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 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 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,



Mr. Richard Crane
1000 $utter $t
San Francisco, CA94109-5818

09/27/2011 10:56 AM

Sent by: Defenders of Wildlife <ecommunications@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 urg~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 Arnerica 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 seri6~s 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 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. Annalee Pineda
1035 Sutter St Apt 24
San Francisco, CA 94109-5838



Support Bird-Safe BUilding Standards
Nancy Rabette to: Board.ot.Supervisors

t . Defenders of Wildlife
Sen by. <ecommunications@defenders.orq>

, Please respond to Nancy Rabette

10102/2011 J2:43 PM

Oct 2, 2011

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

Dear Board of Supervisors,

.f1-le- tt{(D7~

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 a~dwindows. Many are night-migrating species that migrate
from Central and South America to breeding grounds in the U.S. and

~------'Cana-d-a~Th-e-s-e---±nc±ude-:fede:r-a-l-l-y-l-i-s-EeEi--sf}eG-ice-8-aI'lQ-b.i-kds-O-f-- -'--__~
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 buildings. 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 inth~ Bay Area~

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Rabette
149 Castro St
San Francisco, CA 94114-1271



History:

Support Bird-Safe Building Standards
Dianne Heitman to: Board.of.Supervisors
S t b . Defenders of Wildlife

en y. <ecommunications@defenders.org>
Please respond to Dianne Heitman

This message has been forwarded.

go'S>~. { l
e ~.-p'C?~

10105/2011 11 :43 AM

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 fo~ 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 biTds 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 1

architects an<;i other members of the 'construction ~ndustry.

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.

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. Dianne Heitman
2171Revere Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94124-2027



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: File 11 0899: Pregnancy Center legislation--_._-----

l 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 Fn;lncisco, 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'sright to choose the kind of support a~d counsel she would like to receive.

First-Resorn'5-annn"'profir-pregnancy~col:Jnselin9-and-lieeF15eE1-meElieal-eliniG-FlFQviGlil"lg-fl'"ee-sel¥ices-f.or2Z - _
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 dear; honest and appropriate.

As a supporter 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



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: Proposed Ordinance 110899

"David Whisler" <dwhisler@riogrande.edu>
<Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>
09/27/2011 03:33 PM
Proposed Ordinance 110899

Please urge each Supervisor to vote no on proposed 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

File #110899: testimony at committee hearing
Denise LaPointe
to:
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org, Rana.Calonsag@sfgov.org .
09/27/2011 06:32 PM
Show Details

Please submit this testimony to the legislative file for Ms. Plunkett.

Page 1 of 1

The hearing was held September 26,2011 before the City Operations and Neighborhood Services Committee.

Thank you.

SincereIIVy-,-----:--------------:-------------

Shari
Shari Plunkett
CEO/First Resort
(0) 510/569-1200 ext. 12

. (C) 510/435-6340
ShariP@firstresbrt.net



Good morning Supervisors, my name is Shari Plunkett, and 1 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 s~rved 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 womenmake fully informed decisions about unintended pregnancies; decisions whichalign

with their own beliefs and values. .

First Resort treats women with dignity and respect, and regardless of a woman's choice, her right to' choose is

respected byour staff. .

First Resort is a non-profit organization. We are not affiliated with, or funded by any pro-life groups. 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.

--First-Resurt-dinics-(')perate--uilaer-th€-super.¥.ision-.oLtwo~
bJ)ardcertified, 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 with a

counselor or nurse.

Our communications are clear, honest and appropriate.

Let meassure you, I would not participate, nor would my board of directors, in being deceptive or

misleading women in any way.

Our 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, aIld 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

communications to the women we serve.



-"f'

Proposed Ordnance 110899
joestorto to: Board.of.Supervisors

This message has been forwarded.

10101/2011 06:35 AM

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



From:,
To:
Date:
Subject:

Angela Calvillo

BOS Constituent Mail Distribution, Joy Lamug/BOS/SFGOV,

"Howard Squires" <reisfca@earthlink.net>

Board.of.Supervisors@SFGOV.ORG

09/30/2011 04:33 PM
3151-3155 Scott St Case No. 2010.0420CETZ

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

City and County of San Francisco

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

Ple.ase find attached my letter to the Board of Supervisors regarding theabove noted project which comes before them on Tuesday, October 7,

2011.

Sincerely,
Howard Squires; President

Realty Equities, Inc.

Howard Squires
reisfca@earthlink.net

EarthLink Revolves Around You.

---'tIJ~---~--~--'-------------'
--------------'----~-

SFBSUPS.doc



-)-:

-x

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. 2010.0420CETZ

Opposition to CEQA Approval, Opposition to Special Use District

And Opposition to Approval of-condifional-tJs-e~A-uthoTizationn---c-----~-------,

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 beforevoting~ At a minimum;

please add conditions to the project, as presented by CRA 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 ourfaInily 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 TAY project was being proposed. This required us to disclose this information to

all prospective buyers as part of our sales disclosure package. As a result, we have lost

numerous potential sales ofcondos, 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.

lfthe project 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 HollowlMarina 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 govemment agencies have refused to consider legitimate concerns. The Project has
been rubber stamped, without any change Of 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 community,
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 proj ect
has been forced down their throats. There is a better way.

Please consider the hard questions. Why was this sight selected? Why does it
cusrsu-rnuch-;-ahnost'4-times-the-cosf-per-sqttare-f()tlt,aSce()ffi13aFeEl-t0-0ur-ne-w-BllilElmg-----~-~

across the ;;treet? Why are virtually all the heighborhood organizations and neighbors
opposed? Why did the sponsorship for the project come from a supervisor outside the
district? Something smells rotten here!

It is extremely unfortunate that such a deserving group of youth will forever be
coupled with what has be~n 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 Alv1ERICA
LOCAL UNION NO. 261

RAMON HERNANDEZ
B",iness Mana;;.!.r

October 3, 2011
t)AVID DE LA TORRE

Sccrctary·Tr~a$"r~r

JESUS VillALOBOS
Presidml Supervisor Malia Cohen

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
JAVIER FLORES

Vice Pre,iartet San Francisco, CA 94103

VINCE COURTNEY
Recording Secretary Dear Supervisor Cohen:

We prefer Supervisor Chiu's proposal because it achieves the main goals of
Supervisor Campos' amendmel")t 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.

OSCAR DE LA TORRE
Excewh'c Board

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

----------"'!eaIUl-GaFe-SeGUrity-Ordil'laI'lCe,,-------c-- ~~-------_-'----- _
JOSE DE LA MORA

Exemtiw Board

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 perrnanentexpenditures.

We would like to discuss this matter with you and will contact your office in
order to schedule,an appointment. .

Very truly yours,

fiZ/t9#~... /'.
'Ramon Hernand~~
Business Manager

RH:laa
Ope3afl-cio .
Cc:Board of Sup"ervisors

LIUNA
INNOVATION

ATW~'RK

3271- 18TH STREET· SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94110
Office: (415) 826·4550 • Fax Number: (415) 826-1948



Page 1 of 1

HEALTH CARE SECURlTY ORDINANCE
LESLIE AVERIETT
to:
BOARD.OF.SUPERVISORS@SFGOV.ORG
10/03/201112:19 PM
Please respond to LESLIE AVERIETT
Show Details

1 Attachment
E'J3!'"
[i;]

COHEN HEALTH CARE SECURITY.pdf

PLEASE DISTRIBUTE TO EACH SUPERVISOR BEFORE TUESDAY'S BOARD MEETING.

THANK YOU.

---b-AB9RE-R-S'--bGGAL-28-1l-------c----------------c-~----------

,. n ~ ~ • __ , "T' __ ~ \ .L __ l:T:'T:' L' {\""\ \ __ ~~1- rv" 0 f'\ 1 (\ /") /,.., {\ 1· 1



Bayview Opera House is named after his mother - Ruth Williams.

Francisco Da Costa
to:
Francisco Da Costa
10/011201108:32 AM
Show Details

Page 1 of2 '

rys~ ((
LJ0~

Bayview Opera House is named after his Mother - Ruth Williams. ,

Now run bya 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 no'ose 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 abright 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 - anoliad-Kevm Williams rep-ort'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 shackles of

corruption and the ploys and machinations of this City and County ofSan Francisco.

This City is a RACIST - it was andit 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 slanting 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 "Unfmished Agenda" other documents including the latest one

"Out 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 legacy

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.



The pretend to by leaders but have nothing substantial to offer - expect as I said ­

hot air - tepid and shallow. "Ifyou are lukewarm I will spityou out of my mouth".

His brother was made to suffer. Kevin Williams a bright man still suffers.

SanFrancisco loves charades, Dog and Pony shows - and I will make sure I

will be there - to speak to the TRUTH.

http://www.blackmoney.com/10454

Francisco Da Costa

Page 2 of2
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Stop the demolition of a national eligible masterplanned community.
Ryan Bradley
to:
bciard,of.supervisors
10/0112011 04:55 AM
Sent by:
Ryan Bradley <Cellq7=yahoo.com@change.org>
Please respond to Ryan Bradley
Show Details

Security:

To ensure privacy, images from remote sites were prevented from downloading. Show
Images

Please nelp fo prevennne unecessary aesffiIcfion of-nousing, anaalanascape aesignea-oy a master-class
landscape architect Thomas Dolliver Church, Help advocate for better infrastructuralchanges along 19th
Avenue and pr:oper 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,footprint of the "development proposal is independently 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-engineering 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, Maryland

. .

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at
www.change.org/petitions/protect-and-preserve-parkmerced-as-essential-housing-from-un-sustainable-

demolition. To respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition. I lEI I .



MEMORANDUM
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER

Clerk of the Board, Board of Supervisors

.Ben Rosenfield,Co~1J~

October 3 2011 ( .,

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

["~

t =-
i -

I gr;
I ...,

Office of the Controller, City Services Auditor's Contrad: ~"

Compliance Reporting Requirement for FY10-11 J ~

In accordance with Appendix F1.112 of the City Charter that states that "The Controller

-------shalLsubmiLan annual reIJort to the Board of Supervisors summarizing any contracts"

issued pursuant to this Section and discussing the Controller's compliance witn-e1:rapters,------­

12 et seq", the Controller is submitting this annual report for FY10-11.

In FYlO-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).

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

, ~,',,' -.-:- '.-," ; .; ,

Moss Adams LLP* Audit Services $79,200 Waived

HRC12B ,
ConiPliance

Complies

Nimbus Consulting Group LLC Training"Services $2,400 N/A - contract
under $50k

Complies

Top Step Consulting LLC

Moss Adams LLP*

Mission Analytics Group Inc*

ETC Institute*

Richard Alan Foster

Moss Adams LLP*

Courtenay Thompson &
Associates

Resource Development
Associates Inc

*Multi-Fiscal Year contract

Management Consulting
Services

Audit Services

Management Consulting
Services

Management Consulting
Services

Management Consulting
Services

Audit Services

Training Services

Training Services

$4,800

$181,000

$349,360

$186,500

$4,000

$160,950

$9,995

$10,000

N/A - contract
under $50k

Yes

Waived

Yes

N/A - contract
under $50k

Yes

N/A - contract
under$50k

N/A - contract
under $50k

10%

20%

10%

Complies

Complies

Complies

Complies

Complies

Complies

Complies

Complies

Please contact Rachel Cukierman at (415)554-5391 ifyou have any questions.



.. " j

·i
j

<I
l
1

"

i

I
!
i
!
i

. ·1
l

I
,j

.. ·1
.. l

I
!

'I.
, ).

I
i
I

.j
!
i

. !
,1

\
I

., I
I

, ,
I.. ,J

.... i
i

I
I

~s-{(

'. ,H:0-PC1~IH
I·

'1·· .
.\ .

'"1.

:1 ::
:' T····

'L'. j'

\. j .."
I,t

'. 'j'., I,

I
" I '

I
i
l

I

San Erancisco, CA 94108. .'
. .

, ~'v,T'ww.cam:paignlawyers.com

October 3,2011

ISO Post Street, Suite 405 ~

Tel: 415/732-.7700 ' P1i . Fax: 415/732-7701

VIAE-MAIL

,
L

I
I,

'., I', .

" I

: ............ :

I
!
I.' [ . Honorable pavid Chiu, President
i H9IlOJ;~ble Members ofthe Board of Supervisors

" i Cit§imd County of San Fnmcisco
j

I . 1 Dr: Carlton R Goodlett Place
·'····1 Sari Fraricis.co~cA941Q2.A689': I . ':.,:' . ... ,.,' , ,: ' " " '.

L--c--------'-'-',RB;-6CfOber4-;2Un~BoardMeenn:g_A:g-el[@.-1tem-N~11 Wile No.l10'fl-E): " '.

.i Amendment to Campaign and Governmental Conduct Code- Capping PublicI MatclIbigFunds,' ..' .. ... " . . " . '

I Dear President Chiu 'arrdHonorabie Members ofille Board ofSupervisors:! . . " . , . ." , " '.. , ". . ,
, "We Urge you to vote yes on the proposed amendment to th~City's public financing "
II:

I iaw~ whiell appearS as. Item No.. ·l1 onthe agenda for the Board ro.eetWg on Tuesday, October .
. .:,,1 .4,2011, ill order to prevent eandidaiesfromreceivillg publicblatehrng funds in exc~ss of the <

.. i existing $900~ObOcap~ AlthoUgh thisproposal, in our opinion, does not go far enough tofully
'" satisfy the United States Supreme Coures jurisprude-nee as expresseclin the Arizoll<i Free'
! Enterprise case (Ariiona Free Enterprise Club'sFteeciolllClub PAC et at ,(Bennett, 564
I U~S._,_. (2011)), we believe ilis an appropriaterespoI1S~to some of the mainflaws iriSan .'

.. i Francisco's pubncfinancing system as the Nbvember 8 (;leeticm. fast appr()a.ches:TJliS letter is
I.. I respectfully submitted itlOUr capacity as lfgal counsel;1:o severa! argarnzatiopS whicp-

. ·.,1 participate mSauFraneisco elections by,an:iongother i:hio.gs;exercising tQ:elrFir~t. ,
'. '1 Amendri:tenfrights t~ m~e "fudependeJ:lf expenditures" suppdrting aitdoppos~g cahdidates,

.' .••• ··1 for Sart Francisco PU?liQ office..

"...• 1 Much time haSalre~dYbeenlost,since the'Etl1ic~C6rtlmissionapproved this •••"
'I amendment onJuly Hand it wasthereafterintrodudedfu the Board. As the election draws
I '.: near and some o:fthe j;mbllclYftnanced· Mayoral cmtdida.tes get doser to rclchkgthe '.

$1~475~OOO '1ndividual&penditufe Ceiling," it is critical that public funds are notprovided to
c.rmdfd.ates in excessoftbe'$900,OOO cap.' .. . . '...

, . . .

..- -'" -------,~~----,-~-----~----,,---;----~-~----
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IIonOl:ablepalfidChi~~Presi46nt .•. '.. ' .... •..... •.

.'HonorableN:etfibersof the Soard ofSupervisor~.·
City mid COlln1:y ofSari ~raIicisco'" .

October 3,2011.
Page 2 '

. '..•• To theeXteuftht~Boarddoesnotimrnediately apprOve thislegislatioo., the uruunended
public financing schemewould, iIi our opilrion,eldlrly be an UnCDnstituti~rial effort tQ"fevel.
the ph~yingfi~ld} )u$tasInatchfug fund "trigger"provis~ons havebeen&truck: doWn in '. ...

.... Connecticut, 'MIDnesota; Florida, Maine and AlbuquerquY(with'challengeS'1)emgwaged in"
.1\kw York City and otherjurisdictions'as well), ~eareconfidentthat a challenge to' Sari' .
Francisco'$ 6xisting law Wlnbe successful ~mdoor clienfsareseriOuSly cOnsidering filing
.such a lawsuit, shoUld the Board not adopt the legislation ;imi:Uediately.'S~cha lawsuit would

'. a~so seekthe:~ecoverYofattonieys' fees and coSts, as'pe~bylaw.. .' .
. . :. ',' . . '.. '.: '.' ' .':"" ."'

_ Based on the fo~~going, we mgeayes vote orltheproposed amendm.6ntasth,emost .•
'. appropriate response to llie Supreme Court's rulirrg-atth:lS-time~A:1:thougb.-this-reque~t4s~mad?c-'-·,,'~,.--'0-----~c---­

'.. , .••. 'withoutwaivmg any rights to future challenges to the Ultimate constitutionaUty.of theCity1s .• '
,public fmancing scheme; amended or not, we believe this proposal is; the 1Jest way toproceed '
thrQugh theNovelTIber 201 I election. ,., ,

" ...' , ", .' . ( . .

, . " ,.., ..Thankyou for your consideration of this request, and feel free to call with any
. .. questions regardmg this position. '

Smcerely,
. .

~
.

.
'..' ,., .'

. ':.. ;. .

. .. -.... . . . ... .. . . .

eo: Benedict Y. Rm, Esq., Ethics Copmrission ChaiT .. ' .
JohIiSt. Cro~Ethics ComInissionExecuiive Director
MarkMorodomi, Esq., Oakland CityAttom~y'soffice.

. . . ... . .

, BWHlslf
#1481.01
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Public financing amendment
Bradley Hertz
to:

.Eric.L.Mar, Carmen.Chu, John.Avalos, Mark.Farrell, Ross.Mirkarimi, Scott.Wiener,

sean.elsbemd, Malia.Cohen, David.Campos, Jam~.Kim, Board.of.Supervisors, David.Chiu

10/0312011 06:01 PM
Cc:
bhut, mmorodomi, ethics.commission

Show Details

1 Attachment

":1
Chiu Proposed Amendment.pdf

Thank you for your consideration of this letter in connection with tuesday's Board meeting.

BradleyW. 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 LEGALLY PRIVILEGED. IF YOU RECElVED THIS E-MAIL IN ERROR

PLEASE CONTACT US IMMEDIATELY AND THEN DELETE IT OR DESTROY IT. ANY TAX ADVICE CONTAINED IN THIS

COMMUNICATION IS NOTINTENDED TO BE USED, AND CANNOT BE USED, FOR THE PURPOSE OF AVOIDING IRS

PENALTIES OR FOR RECOMMENDING ANY TAX-RELATED TRANSACTION OR MADER TO A THIRD PARTY.
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Public financing amendment

James Sutton
to:
bhertz
10/0312011 05:25 PM
Cc:
Eric.L.Mar, Carmen.Chu, John.Avalos, Mark.Farrell, Ross.Mirkarimi, Scott.Wiener,

sean.elsbemd, Malia.Cohen, David.Campos, Jane.Kim, lilabel.ng, bhur, mmorodomi,

ethics.commission, Board.of.Supervisors, David.Chiu .

Show Details

Thank you for your consideration ofthis letter in connection with Tuesday's Board meeting.

Brad W. Hertz
The Sutton Law Firm



History:

Ms. Calvillo,

Re: San Francisco litigation ~
Sherri Kaiser to: Board.of.Supervisors

This message has been forwarded.

[95- ( I
Q~

10/04/2011 10:39 AM

I 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 you,

Sherri Kaiser

Sherri Sokeland Kaiser
DeputyCity Attorney
City Hall, Room 234
San Francisco, CA 94102-4682 .

(415) 554-4691 (direct)

CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

From: Daniel Vice <dvice@bradymail.org;>

To: Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

Cc: Sherri Kaiser <SherrLKaiser@sfgov.org>-

Date: 10/04/2011 10:25 AM

Subject: Re:San Francisco litigation

Angela Calvillo
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

[attachment "San Francisco safe storage.pdf" deleted by Sherri Kaiser!CTYATT]



Re: San Francisco litigation
Daniel Vice to: Board.of.Supervisors
Cc: Sherri Kaiser

This message has been forwarded.

p05--l (

c-~f4fj-U

10/04/2011 10:25 AM

Angela Calvillo
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 .
Wa:,?hington, DC TO-O-OSS.---~-----:------'------:---- --~---------~-----

202-354-6565
cell 202-641-2285

~';;,--II-!
San Francisco safe storage_pdf



BradyCenler
*_ ~IIiIIiI.-""-_
*~;.;_...........:
TocP:revent Gun Violence

October 4,2011

Angela Calvillo
'Clerk ofthe Board

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

Re: Police Cod~ - SafeStorag~e-.=F-.=in",-d~i=nog_s=--:-:-_-------:-__~_-,------------:- -,----- ~ _

Dear Ms. Calvillo:

The Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence and Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun
Violence, with its network ofMillion Mom March C~apters, are the nation's largest, non­
partisan, grassroots organizations dedicated to creating 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 gunin 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 entirely consistent with the Second
Amendment~ In District ofColumbia 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. 1. Gun death rates are seven times

higher in the states with the highest gun ownership rates compared with·those with the lowest

1 National 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 circumstances had guns not been

present?

Safe storage requirements limit unauthorized access to frrearms, helping to minimize the

risk of homicide in the home, which is three times higher in homes with frrearms,4 Overall,

states with the highest levels of gun ownership have 114 % higher frrearm homicide rates and

60% higher homicide rates than states with the lowest gun ownership.s Higher gun ownership

puts both men and women at a higher risk for homicide, particrilarly gun homicide.6 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 .ofunintentional death is highest in states where higher numbers of households keep a

gun that is both loaded and unlocked.? Thirty-three percent ofu.s. households have a gun and

half ofgun-owiling households do not lock up their guns, including 40 percent ofhouseholds

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 ofPublic Health, 2009,
http://www.hsph.harvard.edu/research/hicrc/firearms-research/guns-and-death/index.htrnl.

3 Douglas J. Wieb~, PhD. ''Homicide and Suicide Risks Associated With Firearms in the Home: A National Case­
Control Study." Annals ofEmer.gency 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 ofMedicine 329 (1993) 1084-1119.

5 Matthew Miller, David Hemenwiy, and Deborah Azrael. "State-Level Homicide Victimization Rates in the U.S. in
Relation to Survey Measures of Househcild Firearm Ownership, 2001-2003." Social Science and Medicine 64 (2007)

·656-64.

6 Harvard School ofPublic Health: Harvard Injury Control Research Center, "Homicide - Suicide - Accidents ­
Children and Women," Boston: Harvard School ofPublic Health, 2009,
http://www.hsph.harvard.edu/research/hicrc/firearms-research/guns-and-death/index.htrnl.

7 Matthew Miller, Debo~ah Azrael, David He~enway, and M3ry Vriniotis., "Firearm Storage Practices and Rates of
Unintentional Firearm Deaths in the United States," Accident Analysis and Prevention, 37(4) (2005): 661-667.

8Pew 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, Tarnera
Coyne-Beasley, Carol Runyan, "Firearm Ownership and Storage Practices, U.S. Households, 1992-2002: A
Systematic Review,"AmericanJournal ofPreventive Medicine, 27:2 (2007): 173-182.
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by a factor of 17.9 Ifa gun is used in a suicide attempt, more than 90% of the time the att~mpt
will be fata1. 10 By comparison, suicide attempts made by overdosing on drugs are fatal only 3%
of the timeY Safe storage laws were associated with an 8.3% reduction rate in suicides ofyouth
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 lawwa.s enacted, to 2001.12

In contrast to the considerable risks ofguns 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 2006.13 All told, guns are used "far more often to
kill and wound innocent victirrts 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 Likewise, using a
gun to attempt to resist a robbery may not help prevent injuries, and in fact incre.ases 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: iflife is dear, resistance to robbery with lethal weapons rarely
makes sense.,,15 .

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 ofPediatrics found that children could memorize
Eddie Eagle's simple advice about avoiding guns, but that advice went unheede~when children
were put in real-life scenarios and asked to role-playa response. Indeed, not a single child
studied "used the skills in a real-life situation." The authors noted, "Studies have found that

9 Arthur L. Kellermann, MD, l'v1PH, et al. "Suicide in the Home in Relation to Gun Ownership," New England
Journal ofMedicine 327 (1992): 467-72.; Douglas J. Wiebe, PhD, "Homicide and Suicide Risks Associated With
Firearms in the Home: A National Case-Control Study," Annals ofEmergency Medicine 41 (2003): 771-82.

10 Matthew Miller et al., Household Firearm Ownership and Rates ofSuicide Across the 50 United States, J. of
Trauma, Apr. 2007, at 1029.

12 DW 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 ofInvestigation, Justifiable Homicide by a Private Citizen by Weapon (Table -14) (Sept. 2007),
a.vailable at http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2006/offenses/expanded information/data/shrtable 14.html. -

14 David Hemenway & Deborah Azrael, The Relative Frequency ofOffensive and Defensive Gun Uses: Results
From a National Survey, 15 VIOLENCE & VICTIMS 257, 271 (2000). .

15 Franklin E. Zitnring & James Zuehl, Victim Injury and Death in Urban Robbery: A Chicago Study, 15 J. LEGAL
Snm. 1,31 (1986).
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when children fmd guns, they often play with them," and concluded, "Existing programs are
insufficient for teaching gun-safety skills to children.,,16

Finally, keeping guns securely locked and stored helps prevent gun loss by theft,

minimizing the flow of guns into the hands of criminals. Stolen guns represent a significant
source of trafficked guns, withhalf a million guns stolen from private citizens each year. About
one of every six trafficked guns is stolen from residences. I?

In light ofthe severe risk of injury and death posed by guns in the home, safe storage
laws are crucial for protecting children and families from the dangers posed by unlocked,

accessible firearms.

Sincerely,

~------------c--_-~----,---------,--------L-
Dennis Henigan
Acting President
Brady Center to Prevent Gun Violence

16 MB Himle, RGMiltenberger, "An evaluation oftwo procedures for training 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: A Technological Fix for Regulating the Secondary Market 7,
Terry Sanford Institute ofPublic Policy, Duke University, Working Paper Series SANOI-IO (July 2001).
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

SAN FRANCiSCO

. San Francisco Board of Supervisors

. Legislative Chamber, Room 250

City Hall, 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94102'

. October 3, 2011

DearSupeivisors~

."~y-( l
c--p~~ .
~. '

c.k
EDWIN M. LEE

MAYOR
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Pending before you is apiece of legislation that-.attempts to dose a loophole in our City's Health

Care Security Ordinance through which'soineemployers recoup portions of deposits rriade into

-----tneir wOTkersLHea±th-R:eimbtITsernent-AGGElunts,a~pl"(}cedure_that,
--¥lhilecurrently-kgally

permissible, undermines the intent of our groundbreaking universal health access law. -.-,------~

Supervisor David Campos and his coalition of advocates deserve much praise for identifying and

shedding light on this loophole. His progressive leadt?rship on this issue is honorable.

Asolut~onpresented to you by Supervisor Campos is currently making its way through the

legislative process and is certainly op.e potential answer to closing the HRA loophole, as is a

piece of similar legislation sponsored by President David Chiu. I have also begun to layout a

~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: .

As we co~siderthese various attempts to close the loophole, I am troubled that rhetone has

replaced e'arnest policy discussion. Poljtics have obscured this critical health justice issue. What

should be an issue around which we coalesce has transfonned into an issue where opinions are
hardening and.fmdirig a real solution becomes increasingly fleeting.·

Let me be clear, I share the same bottom-line objective as SuperVisor Campos and the members

ofhis commUJ+itY coalition: full compliance with the Health Care Security Ordinan~e (HCSO),

on paper'alid in spirit I also.take to heart the impacts any challg'es to the structure bfHRAs may'

have on oUr City's small businesses and itslike1ihood of costing peoplejobs. As San Franci~co's

entrepreneurs struggle to maintai,:! their businesses in this difficult economy; we shoUldn't make

it even har,der for them to do business and empl()y people in the City. At the. same time, a· .

'economic downturn does not release any business from its moral and legal respo~ibilityto

comply with the HCSO. We must strike a balance.' ' c.

,'.

The relative haste with which a solution was presented and moved throughthe legislative process

has begun to divide our City and the Board by the narrowest of margins.

"

1,DR. CARLTON B. GOODLEIT PLACE, ROOM 200

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL\FORNIA94102-4681



Supervisors, I truly believe we all share the same goals -closing the loophole, providing health

care to everyone, protectingjbbs, and growing our City's economy. Starting with this set of

cornmon objectiye~, I am confident we can solve this proplem together:

I believe the fundamental answerto this problem iS'providing more health ac~ess'while

'protectirlg low-wage jobs at our City's small businesses. Workers with HRAs 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 call more fully exercise the

benefit provided them under the HCSO~ One proposed plan would lead to BRAs 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:

Insteadof aiming to accrue money in an account as our main goal, we should focus on increasing

health access. I have heard several good ideas about how to accomplish this within existrng ,

Federal laws, arid I think these alternatives deserve a policy-based conversation.

. I believe in working Vl"ith-peDpl:e-affected:"by--plliiey,aFld-GGming-tQ-a-solutionJha:t~w~o"",r,-",k"
"s--,,£~or,---- _

everyone. I don't believe in imposing solutions on people :without getting their 'input.

I, therefore, call on all impacted parties in this debate to do what should have been done 'from the

very beginning: come together under one roofto solve a problem we all know exists and we all

want to fix. Workers; organized labor, small business owners, our DepartriientofPublicHealth, '

and us, the City's elected leaders, need to meet and"work together to find the appropriate

solution. "

I assure you, I am com:mitted 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. '

I will continue to, work with all parties involved, and I 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, Ilook forward to working with you on thisirnportant public

policy challenge., "

Sincerely,

Edwin M."Lee
Mayor



September 28, 2011

Dear President Buell and Commission Members,

President Mark Buell
San Francisco Recreation and Parks Commission
McLdren Lodge - Golden Gate Park
501 Stanyan Street
San Francisco, CA 94117

United Brotherhood of Carpenters
and Joiners of America

LOCAL UNION NO. 22
o
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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 -/;e 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 to live, work, and
---------,.play nere oecause of file unique opportunities C1tvriVing proviaes, including access to 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 overbooked, 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,
a week 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 City.

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 park, such as doors on bathroom stalls and spectator seating for parents. Renovating the
fields with synthetic turf and field lights will dramatically increase access by tripling the amount of
playtime on the fields and eliminating the need to 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, I hope you will join Local 22 in supporting these renovations
to create better fields and encourage San Franciscans to remain in our city.

Respectfully,

~- ~
Manny ;;:s, Fi"li:Representative
Carpenters, Local 22

cc: San Francisco Planning Commission~~ayorEdlee, Planning Director John
Rahaim, Recreation and Parks General Manager Phil Ginsburg, City Fields Foundation
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Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance Report
PatriciaElWin to: Angela Calvillo, Board of Supervisors

Barbara Garcia, Faye DeGuzman, tomas.aragon, Colleen Chawla,
Cc: Jim Soos, Dave Falzon, Kenneth Stocker, Alex Tse, Yvonne Mere,

Richard Simon

2.V.5-- il
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10104/2011 06:50 AM

From:

To:

Cc:

Patricia Erwin/DPH/SFGOV

Angela Calvjllo/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV, Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV@SFGOV

Barbara Garcia/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Faye DeGuzman/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV,
tomas_aragon@sfdph_org, Colleen Chaw!a/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Jim
Soos/DPH/SFGOV@SFGOV, Dave Falzon/SFPD/SFGOV@SFGOV, Kenneth

Dear Clerk of the Board of Supervisors,

Attached please find a copy of the Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance report 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

1"iI"" ,,,;,; •.
-ex.."1 -~
~ .~

DAD Report to the BOS-FY 10-11_pdf Cover Letter-BOS Report.pdf
************************************************************************

Patricia ErWin, MPH
Health Education Programs Director
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
main line: (415) 581-2400
fax line.: (415) 581-2490
email: patricia.erwiil@sfdph.org
visit us on the web: http://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.
Thankyou.



City and County of San Francisco

Department of Public Health,
Population Health and Prevention

Community Health p'romotionand Prevention Section'

www,sfdph,org
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Edwin M. l,.ee, Nlayor'
Barbara Garcia, Director

October 3, 2011

Honorable David Chiu, President

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

#1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 94103

RE: Report to the Board of Supervisors

Deemed Apptoved Uses Ordinance

Ordinance #43-06, Febtuary 28,2006

Signed by the Mayor: March 10,2006

Dear Supervisor Chiu:
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Please find attached the annual report on the conduct of the Deemed Apptoved Uses Ordinance.

This report reviews activities for the period ofJuly 2010 through June 2011.

Each performing department has added a summary of their activities to this report and those

sections are dearly marked.

Thank you in advance. I am available to answer any questions about the Department's tole and

activities undertaken to date.

Patricia Erwin, MPH
Health Education Ptograms Director

Community Health Promotion and Prevention Section

San FtanciscoDepartment of Public Health
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Report to the Board of Supervisors, Fiscal Year 2010-11
Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance-San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 26 Ordinance #43­
06. February 28, 2006 signed by the Mayor: March 10, 2006

Mayor Edwin M. Lee

October 2011

Background
In March 2006, the Board of Supervisors passed an Ordinance, 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 performingDepartment.

The Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance (DAO) establishes Performance Stahdards 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 dn the county's oversight of land use and
planning to educate, monitor,and ultimately penalize businesses that seIraICOFi.orm oft-sale venues if1l:iey
are foU:nd 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
receive a visit from DAO staff. The purpose of the visits is to create a strong working relationship among
merchants, neighbors, and city government; to provide information and support to vendors on how to
comply with the DAO; 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:

• Conducted 813 Educational Site Visits to H73 permit-Type 20 & 21 vendors in San Francisco
County providing education and information on the DAO and to determine if Performan<::e
Standards and license certificate were posted. '

• Advised vendors who were not in possession of a current 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 Department of Public
Health through the IMPACT program.

• Maintained a database of findings related to educational site visits inclu~g documenting whether
vendors are in possession of and displaying the current copy of their lice~se/certificate and the
DAO Performance Standards as certified by the Tax Collector.

• Revised all vendor ahd 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'
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• Disseminated educational materials upon request ftom the public and during educational site visits,
SFPD Captain's Precinct meetings, community organizations and neighborhood meetings; and
direct contact through emails, phone replies, and one-on-one meetings .

• Downloaded and cleaned up ABC database of current lype 20 and 21 businesses in Sari Francisco
to provide listto Tax Collector for FY 11-12 license fee invoice mailing.

T ax Collector:

• For the period from July, 2010 thruJune, 2011, the Tax Collector received $238,989.70 in license
fees and $4,286.10 in penalties.

• Grand total collected. for FY 2010-11 was $243,235.80.

• Total number of H73license fee bills and educational materials sent to vendors in FY 2010/2011
was 813

San Francisco Police Department- Vice Crimes Division-IMPACT-Informed Merchants Preventing
Alcohol-Related Crime Tendencies (IMPACT) Inspections Program
In May 2010 the Chief ofPolice created a new unit called the ABC liaison Unit {ALD). All permanentABC
licensing responsibilities are being centralized for better monitoring and improved service to the public.

During the fiscal year 2010-2011, the Police Department visited 164 ~C1icensedpretn1ses~.Personnel~------­

generated 13police 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:

• 72 Initial Inspections

• 92 Re-Inspections

• 164 Total Inspections

• 13 Incident Reports

• 11 Decoy Operations

• 154 Premises

• 22 Incident Reports/Criminal Citations Issued

City Attorney
During fiscal year 2010-11 the City Attorney's activities related to DA9 included the following:

• Receives and 'reviews incident reports from the San Francisco Police Department and based upon
thf).t review determines if further enforcement is necessary under the Deemed Approved Ordinance.

• Pursues legal remedies against owners found to be not in compliance with the DAO Performance
Standards. .

• 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 vendors and the
community. Activities this fiscal year included: .

• 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 Performance Standards and other issues.

2



• 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 education packet was developed and has been disseminated to vendors. Vendor
education packets were also uploaded onto the DAO website.

DAD Administrative Activities
Department of Public Health staff is lead on implementing administrative responsibilities and general,
coordination for DAO, activities included:

• Meeting was held between Department of PublicHealth and the Police Department to strengthen
relationship and develop strategies to support their work in the community with the IMPACT
program.

• Additional meetings were held with stafffrom 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 and Renaissance Bayview.

• A training packet was developed for new DPH staff and consultants working on DAO.
-~-----'.-:All-edtleariiJtlal-site-visits-w~re-d(')el:lIDetlted~fid-etltered-int(')-B-A:8-database:-A:ll-rep(')rts-are--~-~----~

'maintainedin an Access database.

• Periodic reports were made to other DAO city department partners on vendor performance based
on inspection reports.

• Provided Tax 'Collector with Califo:rD.ia Alcohol and Beverage Control monthly updates of the status
of type 20 and 21 vendors in San Francisco. As ofJune 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 ofPublic 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
.0 Continue activities and processes outlined above. ,

• DAO staff work with the Tax Collector and the City Attorney to establish protocols for addressing
collection on delinquent accounts.

• , DAO staffwill collaborate with SFPD to provide technical support for the IMPACT program by
compiling IMPACT data and generating quarterly reports 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.erw:iiJ.@sfdph.org

San Francisco Department of Public Health October 2011
Deemed Approved Uses Ordinance Annual Report to the Board of Supervisors
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,History:

Proposed 1171 Sansome Street Project - Reverse Exemption from

Environmental Review (Items 27-34 on October 4 Board Agenda)

Jon Golinger to: undisclosed-recipients:; . 10103/2011 11:27 AM

Sent by: jongolinger@gmaiLcom

This message has been forwarded.

October 3, 2011 ni.e.. -t=t" U-0 '1 i~- I (Dq lf~

n .~# liD 03S- -" / IIJ l)3B

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 ftom

Environmental Review (Items 27-34 on'October 4 Board Ag~nda)

Dear President Chiu and Members of the Board of Supervisors:

On behalf ofthe 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 offailed

attempts to circumv~nt environmental review, which the City has consistently rejected. We urge

you reject the proposed exemption ofthe 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.



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 lillstable 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 lillstable 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 i5305, 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 environmental review, but CEQA specifically prohibits piecemeal environmental review of

large projects into smaller projects that ea,ch 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 ofthe 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 Sansorrie 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

~I ~~ J..:-,...J

THDLetter_1171 Sansome_Oct_2011.pdf PlanningDeptLetter_1171 SansOlT\e_June_1998.pdf
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Board President David Chiu
Members of the Board of Supervisors
San Francisco City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

October 3, 2011

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 ofthe 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.

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 SansomeStreet 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 ha$ 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.

P.O, BOX 330159 SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94133 ~ 415.273.100.( ,www.thd.'Hg



Members of the Board of Supervisors
October 3,2011
Page 2

Second, the project sponsor here is attempting to ffpiecemeal" 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,
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
-----~frLlm-envirLlnmefit_al-review-a:flcl-u:rh0lcl-fhe-a:rpeal-13y-tfle-fleighB0I's-at~Y0uI'-QEt01~efF-.'±4-------~

Board meeting.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Jon Golinger
President
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PLANNING IJEPARTMENT
City attdCountyofSa~'Fr<lpcisco 1660 MissionSb:ed San Frandsco,CA 94103-2414

PV.NNINt1 COMMisSIOt< .(OMINISTIlATKlN q;RREI\iTrI."~!'iiNG!lOSINc;, i llNCRM~C;E "IA)liNING

f~S~ . flU: '~"42ft fA-X: !'Hl"-'IN F"';U~z&

June~,1g9a

Mr, VincantT~t
:raj Associates/Architects

965CMstnot Street.
San francisco, CA 94133

HE: 1111 Sar'\$QmQStreetl88 Calhoun Terrace {Case #95,2~1E)

____ --------:....:...:.~:.e._.,.,..;........._-•. ,-._'.-.

Q~a.rMLTa;:

In yi;Kirlette(~o ttw planflingDepartment dated April 3, '1$96. you.statethefbllowing~ "Wfit

~~~~~--be\ieve:-we~liave-stJbmi~ee-slolfficlel"lt-infmmatiqnJoL
YcQUJ1ilt:Lthe City·deQ:-:a:c::rtm~e=-n=,ts::'rto:::::. =p~rQ~.·t:~e::-:s=-=SAte,h~·.~c--~~~~~~~------,

'LaRd SUbdivislonA,pplication." Ihe-letterJurtlli3r§lat~Sj_~After: all., W~~IE!.Qrlly'~pplyirigJ9L~t~-IQt

mir:lOr subdiVisiofl,". Given the,sfeepness of the slope at the propo$sdprojf;}l;tsite (approximatelY

05%), the past andmosUeCent (January 1998) landslide activity on lhesil€l. and the fact that

Lower Calhoun Terrace woul.dhav~lobeeXlended toaCCB$S th site,-the Oepiutment does not
charaCterize. theJ~ro 'csed 3-\ot subdivision as "sim I "- - '~'"

ffl· ..""",..~ '.2<:,KW"if'.\

L~;;;~..OoI2~, ,_ ~.'_~~_. ',-

peveloprnent would include the extension of LoWer

@i~~~gltQ&~~L.fu1t~i[~~!:r;~~Q\(ilE!aiJjYinW1Ai~Ii!~
~6~~~~!I~'

the letter statedtheJoUowing;"Based on Information yOusubmit'led in your February 6. '9~8

le.tt~r. It 1$: lhe Department's intent to conduct a 101l1t environmental review for the proposed 3-\01

SUbdiVision and the proposed MiJre cj~velopmentof the site wjtha singli:J familY \lome on Lower

Calhoun Ten-acB and twotOwnl1<Jrn8 buildings: (tolalf?url,lnits)on SansomeStreet" The,letter

alsO reque~t&dthat you sUbmi, ~upplernental inforrnation,inciudinganewgeotechnicalrepori.

Tfiisrequest .....a.s based .on ~hepr~liminary ge~technicarr9portby PSCAssOCiaies(dat8d

NQvernber3Q,1995}. Which rE!t;:ornmended (pagiJ13) that "Considering the steepness of the sile

andtne potential of lijlope instability for both the-'sta.ticMds~ismic conditions, edditlo(1al

investigations and studies should be. pEirtorrned tQ obtaii1the nacessary data to evafuate the:

slopestabilityandprapara detailed d~igri recommendations tor foundation SLlPPQrtMdslppe

stabilization," Specifically, the report recommended (a) anupdat~compreh£lnsiv9. .

geotechnical and geologic inv~stigation. including the drilling of borings 10 bt!tterdefinaropK

types, be9dinganddegreeof fracture, and (b).a,rocK mechanrc study to delermlnespacing,

fengthsahd desigr) loadot tM rock anchors. These findings wereconflrmed durihg a telephone

cODversation wi1ti Peter Ghinnof PSCAssociates onMarch .18. 1998.
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You resPonded to the Department inalettef dat~dApriI3, 19~8. and inc;tudeda geotechnlcaf
consultation prepared bia new.firm, Consolldat9ciEngine~ring (also d<.'l;ted ~ptiI3.1998). The
consultation concluded that .... ~ ~tis not necessary to prepare a det~ired eotechnical reortor
final structural des' n drawings to proceed with the lot splil." f S' ~"""' ,'Jr.

(daE~ -,.;.,-,.,....,-i'iii-;':'=; -~~'-_:~~~--"'j;" ..fc--' ,,';'''''''-:P-<' 'Qb~;;, ;__ '."":~,':'._ c',~d.~ __ "".,h_-_''"''40-"",,, __ '-";;:"~ti _.'",:~"'-=><;';"I;~'~';":~-";'_-':'-"_..;';~~~:

. C~"'~~';'''~0.~,.~",.c~~ S SUCh. we need. the additional geotechnical
information.

Th€t landslide on tM pi'oposedprojactsfteihJahuary'199S'defayecttheproJect revJewas th~
Oepartrflent waited for Department or Public W.Qrks (OPW) and Department of Building
Inspection (Del) to inspect rtlesjtaandd~tefminedamagecausedand future action DPW may
havato take to st\ibilile the unImproved HQrtion of the slr~t. Further,additianal review time
's-119uld pe expected to r~view theproposijd.extensloll of l,.ower Calhoun Terraqe (necessary to
~ccesstI1e'PrQPO~8q d&veJopment at~B Calhoun Terrace), tn a letter to you dl!!-tfKj May 22,

---------,f,r99a;the=IjPWC':indicatetfthat-irForc.ienoc-e~end"ttr6cStreet-yotJcwOtlld-JTe-ed=tb1lPPly-1or:a=-Majof~~----­

EncroaChmentPennit The letterfur1her sta:tes that '1"0 obtain ~ permit, this DepBrtmentwoulq
,r~ql1lr~ a fUll Set of civil and structural plans'." OPWestirnateda permit revieYf'tlmao1 about5~

/Tlonths, withoOlprote$t from ~djacantproperty own13rs.Sactlon 12.j (a) ofthe Plaoning Code
requires that every MWlY cre<:ited lot Mve and maintainfronla99 on a public stre(it, frornwhich
th~re be vl;thicular access. Ttierefo,re; the proposed subdiVisIOn cannot be approved until the
proposed s@et extension has been iavi~wGdaodapproved by the DPW.

ltiscleanhi.lt tha proPose,9 project is compll;lX. both '.in term~ of sitestabili
multitude ofdevelo ment proposals considerf.idlor the site. ( .,,,.,, .
~~~~,,;.;,., ~":'- '-:'o~-i~"W'l~

';,~~}lfili,~.f!>;:,~

.·c, ~kJ;=~~ltt ."
The proJect ~.cameactlYeagain in May 1995. whenyou su mitted~nE;Eapplication

for a two-lot sUbdivislon.strQ~textension ~nd development of LOf 1 with a 4-story live/work
building and Lot' 2 !'Jith a single f~mjly dwellingl.Jr1it The Department requested li'dditicmal
.g~otechni~1 information;n a letter to ~udatect Septemb9f 27•. , 995. In November ~ 995. a
Pf~l1il}}lnarygeotechnicaLreport w~stibmittBq~ddressing ttie dav6lopm~ntof l.ot2 only. No
9~olec:hnical informatronwas l5ubmltted on the propo~dstre9te)(ten$ion. ]httreport
.recommended vpdatedto1nprehensiva99Qtechnical and geolOgic .investigation be performed.
No addition information WEt$ submitted to th~ Oe¢arttn€mt tn Jal'lu3r:y1998-, you revised the
project to propose a2~lotsuhdiVislQh(fronting on SansomaStreet) With development of the lots
With atoUiJ of fQur townnomesanq no development on LQwerGalhoun Terrace. Then in . .
February .1998,yciU r~vised the proJect<l9jlin tQlI3~lot sUt)division~pddev~iopment of Lower
.Calhoon Terrace with a sirtg1e family dW~llinfhTheOepartmerltfeel$tn~t any delays incUrred to
-date stemJrom these ·complexitles.!1nd thepr'9i~sponsor's inability to PJQvidesufftclenl .
informationtoaddr(1'Ss them~ . .'
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Atthis poiot, It:;a~ms wfseto schedule ~coQrdiriatlbnmeeting<lttheDep?ttffientwitl1
representatives from QPWand OBI. 1would be happy to invite Gerald Green, Director of
Planning, toanend1 if you Wish. Please,caJl me atSSS,63B6andlet me know whatdales you
would be available to meet Once we havereached an agre~ment as to. how we will proceed. (
will sand outth~ new neighborhoodnotlce.

Sincerely,

t~~ ~L~ c)p ,Pevlk~
Caron 'Jo pirker
Major EnViropl'11l3't'ltal Af}alysis

cc: Gerald Green, Planning: Director, OCP
Jim MIller, DCP-

'-------.l:::S\:1san-"tee;::'BeE:----c--~-----------------c----------c-------

Ray Gigliati. BSM
Jane Winslow
K.K.ChiU, OBI
Ma/1{ A. PrimeaU. Director of PVPlic Wo*s
Shin]i Van, Chief Surveyor, DPW

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



History:

re: HSBG verses Outside Lands SOUND

d ·' t Board.of.Supervisors, recp.ark.commission,san ywel 0: .mayoredwmlee .

This message has been forwarded.

b'D ~ ~ ( ~

C--~

10101/2011 04:22 PM

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 ~t 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 1 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 weather conditions, well that is not an excuse
--~--------_Lor_music~tD~£~~ardover 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 publi~ 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
previo~sly 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 allover 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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San Francisco Int.ernational Airport =

September 22,2011

Ms. Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board.of Supervisors
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
City Han, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

SUBJECT: Final Revenue and Expenditure Report - San Francisco International Airport
Terminal 2 Promotion Fund

-----Bear-Ms~ealvi_Hel::__--:__:__:__-:__-:__:__:__:__:__:__:__:__:__:__----------------

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 (T2).

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 ex,pended this entire amount associated with the T2 Opening events. The
official opening date of Terminal 2 was April 15, 2011.

Please let me know if you have any questions or comments regarding this information.

AIRPORT COMMiSSION CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

EDWIN M. LEE
MAYOR

LARRY MAZZOLA

PRESIDENT

LINDA S. CRAYTON

VICE PRESIDENT
ELEANOR JOHNS RICHARD J. GUGGENHIME PETER A. STERN JOHN L. MARTIN

AIRPORT DIRECTOR

Post Office Box 8097 San Francisco, California 94128 Tel 650.821.5000 Fax 650.821.5005 www.flysfo.com



History:

Disappointed in SFPD's actions wrt peaceful gathering in front of Federal

Reserve bldg ,
Ming Wong to: Board.of.Supervisors 10105/2011 11 :37 PM

This message has been forwarded.

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

Dear Ms. Calvillo,

I hope this email finds you well! My understanding ~sthat the board of

supervisors so far has taken no action in stopping or cond~mning the

. shutting down of the "occupysf" 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 pasi 10PM at night

~-_~_--,anywaY~_l and was not creating a noise nuisance or harassing anyone

passing by (again, not that there were tnat-maTIy-pe~p±e---~R~~Ree~--~
- ~ ~_~~

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 evenings, 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, dem~cratic city.

Please email or call me back to let me know why the SFPD engaged in

this action, and what the' Board· can db to stop our city from wasting

its resources in this way again.

Best,
Ming Wong
cell: 650 743 6796
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Leave OccupySF Alone!
Daniel Borysewicz
to:
board.of.supervisors, edwin.lee .

10105/2011 11:42 PM
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.

1 Attachment

;11ft'.,
~

imageOOl;png

Dear Mr. Mayor and Board of Supervisors,

Please call off the SFPD and do not violate the people of OccupySF th~ir right to peaceful protest and

assembly. .

The whole worldanaGoa-ls wat~lTing!I---------~-----__--,--- ----.:...~

Blessings and Thanks,

. Daniel Borysewicz

Seminarian @Pacific School of Religion

Berkeley, CA

danielbtoz@gmail.com

520.731.0359

http://www.psr.e_dul

"Always forgive your enemies; nothing annoys them so much." --Oscar Wilde

"Whatever satisfies the soul is truth." --Walt Whitman

* Certificate of Sexuality and Religion Program

1 A If '''''A1 1
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Occupy SF Camp forced to leave, possessions taken

Cynthia Joseph to: Board.ofSupervisors@sfgov.org

Please respond to Cynthia Joseph

This message has been forwarded. •

.10/06/2011 08:50 AM

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 oftheir rights. I donated to this group yesterday before the march began, so I

have been robbed by the San Francisco police as well. ... . .

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 rightshave been violated.

They'll come back, r know they're still there, probaoiy reany weCa-rrd--coI dl-:-.~~-----------~

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 l
Daniel Borysewicz
to:
board.of.supervisors, edwin.lee
10105/2011 11:42 PM
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.
1 Attachment

~
imageOOl.png

Dear Mr. Mayor and Board of Supervisors,

Please call off the SFPD and do not violate the people of OccupySF their right to peaceful protest and
assembly.

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

"Whatever satisfies the soul is truth." c-Walt Whitman

.. Certificate of Sexuality and Religion Program

11"\/11 Jr'\r\1.,
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Occupy SF Camp forced to leave, possessions taken
Cynthia Joseph
to:
Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org
1010612011 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 ("ightof 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 I have been

~~-'retJtJefr-b-y-EA·e-SaR-PFa·RGisGQ-pQliGe-aS-ccweIL~_,-------- --- ~

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.

I send deeply felt gratitude to John Avalos for defending the camp's right to assemble. Thank you!

Sincerely,

Cynthia Joseph
of the 99%

'I""" ". 10/11/2011



History:

Disgusted and saddened by SFPD's strong-arm smackdown of the Occupy
SF site lastnight
mattyjg to: Board.of.Supervisors, mayorE3dwinlee 10106/2011 10:44 AM
Cc: John.Avalos
Please respond to mattyjg

This message has been forwarded.

Dear Board of Supervisors and Mr. Mayor,

I have been following the exciting nOccupyn movement
as it unfurls across America and the World, giving a
collective free speech outlet for folks who feel our
financial system is sore~y broken. I wa~ 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-w-a-s---s-B.ee-J<ceEi-a-HEi-g-i-smia-JLed-to~r_ea~asi_ni-Qht,~l~'n"-;:;~r~eta~l~--=tC"i';"m,,,e~~:;- ~

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 allover town
on a daily basis. Now, becau'se' 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 gF gupervisor
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 ~ith 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
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Disgusted and saddened by SFPD's strong-arm smackdown of the Occupy

SF site last night
mattyjg to: Board.ot.Supervisors, mayoredwinlee 10106/2011 10:44 AM

Cc: John.Avalos '

Pleijse 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.

I don't need to remind you of SF's long history~-and

active piesent 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 t he .peaceful-C:)(:;'Cupy3-P-pro-tes-Eer-s-:
E-Fem-1;-f:l@-i-r-camp~

_

in front of the Federal Re~erve 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 allover 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 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 fhe OccupySF

movemen~ 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@earth1ink.net
http://twitter.com/mattysf1
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Re: Disgusted and saddened by SFPD's strong-arm smackdown of the Occupy SF site last
night
John Barry
to:
mattyjg@earthlink.net, J;3oard.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org, mayoredwinlee@sfgov.org
10106/2011 11 :51 AM
Cc:
"John.Avalos@sfgov.org"
Please respond to John Barry
Show Details

I TOTALLY agree with my friend Matthew Gilreath" how aboutmoving the,BEG-THUGS
out, THAT should be our priority,WRITTEN AS A LIBERAL DEMOCRAT who's had it
with them and the Homeless Industry.

John Barry,
1801 Gough St

. #601,
---SE~, ~_~----:--c---c--------c--__~ ~~ ~ ~ ,

CA,94109
A voter.

From: "mattyjg@earthlinl<.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
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 out
fmancial 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 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 with police. He now getsmy 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
mattvj g@earthlink.net
http://twitter.comlmattvsfl

Page 20f2
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October 5, 2011

President David Chiu and Members of the Board of Supervisors

City and COWlty of San Francisco

City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA. 94102

RE: S300K for City Nurses

Dear President Chiu and Supervisors:

Recently, I read with dismay that some nurses in city government have earned $300K this

past year. In an economy like the one we have now 1think it is unconscionable that city

employees are being compensated at such high salaries at the taxpayers' expense. I don't

Wlderstand why the city can't rein in these cases; it seems to happen every year. As a city

t~payeJ" I am frustrated and tired of reading these stories. Please do something. Thank

you.

Sincerely,

~~--=~~~~~~
~~~~~~~---'

-----~~~-~~

Bill Quan
2526 Van Ness Ave., #10

San Francisco, CA. 94109 ~J~ ro
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September 22, 2011
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verizRqwireJess

1120 Sanctuary Pbly
Suite'150 .
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Alpharetta, GA 30009
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California Public Utilities Commission f~ . ::: c: f.?!

505 Van.Ness Avenue ;' \ .;g (~~;;;.
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Re: Notification Letter for SF UCSFMed Ctr Parnassus GTE Mobilnet of California

Limited Partnership (U-3002-C), of San Francisco-Oakland, CA MSA

This is to provide the Commission with notice according to the provisions of General Order No.

l59.A of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California ("CPUC") for the project

described in Attachment A.

A copy of this notification letter is also being provided to the appropriate local government

agency for its information. Should there be any questions regarding this project, or ifyou

disagree with any of the information contained herein, please contact Dave Chervin ofVerizon .

Wireless at (770) 797- .

v/t!Y0j/!/~
£~~~/
VerizonWireless .

MTS ,Network Compliance



Notification Letter
GTE Mobilnet of California Limited Partnership (U-3002 M C)
September 22, 2011
Page 2

. Attachment A .

. CPUC CELL SITE REPORT GTE Mobilnet of California Limited Partnership (U-3002-C)

PROJECT LOCATION: SF UCSF Med Ctr Parnassus - IIB

SITE NAME: SF UCSF Med Ctr Pamassus

SITE ADDRESS: 500 Parbassus Ave

LOCATION: San Francisco, CA 94122 .

COUNTY: San Francisco

APN: 1756-001

COORDINATES: 37° 45'49".18"/122° 27' 29.84" (NAD83)

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
ofnine (9) new 48' panel antennas and associated radio equipment on an elevated platform on
the roof of the Millberry Union building a UCSF..

ANTENNAS:

TOWER DESIGN:

Nine (9) panel antennas·

Building

ToWBR APPEARANCE: Building

TOWER HEIGHT:

BUILDING SIZE:

,
OTHER:

, <:PTTr,11 .Oi?'i

N/A

73.9'

Associated radio equipment



Notification Letter
GTE Mobilnet ofCalifornia Limited Partnership (U-3002-C)
September 22,2011
Page 3

3. BUSINESS ADDRESSES OF ALL LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES:

Cc: 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

-----_--~--------'City-Q£-San-EI"ancigcQI---------~-------------­

1Dr. CarltbnB. GO-bdlettPlace
San Francisco, CA 94102

County Clerk
Office of the County Clerk
City of San Francisco
I Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Ms. Hydra H.Mendoza, President
San Francisco Board ofEducation
555 Frahklin Street 1st Floor
San Fran~isco, CA 94102

LAND USE APPROVALS:

Type:
Issued:

Effective:
7Agency:

permiiNo.:
Resolution No.:

Administrative - No Conditions
12/24/10
12/24/10
UCSF Community & Governmental Relations -

. Damon Lew- dlew@cgr.ucsfedu (415) 514-2651
N/A
N/A



To: BOS Constituent Mail Distribution,
Cc:
Bcc:
Subject: NEWS: Transportation Authority Wetlands Project Wins Top AW9rd----------_. -----~--

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Bartholomew, Tasha" <bartholomeWt@samtrans.com>
"Bartholomew, Tasha" <bartholomewt@samtrans.com>
09/30/2011 12:06 PM
NEWS: Transportation Authority Wetlands Project Wins Top Award

5AH lUTED COUNH

Transportation
Authority

NEWS

Sept. 30, 2011
Media Contact: Tasha Bartholomew, 650-508-7927

Transportation Authority Wetlands Project Wins Top Award

The San Mateo County Transportation Authority's Wetland Mitigation Restoration
Project was recently selected as the Environment Enhancement Project of the Year

----gy-tRe-GalifQI'"Ria-1"l"'aRsp.Q.R;atiQR-~QbJRdGltiQR.,----'.--c--~-----_-c----~------

.The project, in cooperation withCaltrans, 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 drain/tidal supply pipe and tide gate, extensive grading, irrigation and
landscaping. The TA contributed $3 million toward the habitat With another $2
million coming from Caltrans. . ,.

Native salt marsh vegetation, 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 associated 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
·Ieading 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.

###



COMMISSIONERS
Jim Kellogg, President

Discovery Bay
Richard Rogers, Vice President

Santa Barbara
Michael Sutton, Member

Monterey
Daniel W. Richards, Member

Upland
Jack Baylis, Member

Los Angeles

EDMUND G. BROWN, JR.

Governor

SD~~ \ tc~)
Sonke Mastrup

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
1416 Ninth Street

Box 944209
Sacramento. CA 94244-2090

(916) 653-4899
(916) 653-5040 Fax

fgc@fgc.ca.gov

TO ALL AFFECTED AND INTERESTED PARTIES:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Fish and Game Commission

October 3, 2011
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You are receiving this notice because you provided oral or written comments on th~ pro~sJ~~O
regulations for south coast marine protected areas or you requested to be notified ~f pr~oseC§;

changes to the Commission's regulations. ! if.

,
During the regulatory process to amend Section 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 aredTfferentfrom, yet sufficientlyrelate-d:to~th-e--oTiginaIITpmposed'~-~~-~
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.

This is also to provide you with a notice of availability ofa document added to the rulemaking
file. The November 3, 2010 Amended Initial Statement of Reason identified Attachment 17:
California Department ofFish and Game Memo tathe Commission regarding outstanding issues
identified in the proposed Initial Statement of Reasons to Amend Section 632 Tit/e 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



COMMISSIONERS
Jim Kellogg, President

Discovery Bay
Richard Rogers, Vice President

Santa Barbara
Michael Sutton, Member

'Monterey
Daniel W. Richards, Member

Upland
Jack Baylis, Member

, Los Angeles

September 27, 2011

EDM*~G'BROWN,JR.
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Governor ,
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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--..NT:o=-cn::-_-----~-­

Indigenol.Js Coho Salmon, which will be published 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 receipt 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 regulations.

Sincerely,

~~'ie~h14A~
/Sheri Tiemann

Staff Services Analyst

Attachment



TITLE 14. Fish and Game Commission
Notice of Proposed Changes in Regulations

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fish and Game Commission (Commission), 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 Section 7.50, Title 14, California Code of
Regulations, relating to Oroville-Thermalito Complex Regulations For Take of Non-Indigenous
Coho Salmon.

Informative 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 ofnon-indigenous Coho salmon, which are currently
limited to Lake Oroville proper, to include the Oroville-Thermalito Complex and the Feather River
between the Diversion Pool Dam and Fish Barrier Dam.

Current Valley District regulations allow take of non-indigenous Coho salmon only in Lake
___------"OcOJtlU.a;._Hag_and possession limits for the Oroville-Thermalito CompLeLaodJb.e_Ee_aibesJ3.hLe_~r _

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 fo(these waters. 0

The Department 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 Department began stocking on an experimental basis hatchery raised
non-indigenous Coho salmon into Lake Oroville in 2002. Based .on the success of the non-

o •

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 ir 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 triploid
non-indigenous Coho salmon into Lake Oroville. C



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 avast 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 Riv~r 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; .CeR, Title .14,wHl' be revised to expand the take of non-indigenous Coho salmon
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.

-----'This-Ghange-will-allow-for-mke-ef-F1flFl-ifldi§eFle~s-GeAe_salm0H~t0~FeElblGe-tRe-possibh~-t1"1.r:eaUo,----c-----__
the anadromouswaters of the Feather River over the nearterm 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, CGR, 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 at 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.

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that any person interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
on all actions relevant to thiscaction atahearing to be held at the Veteran's Memorial Building,
112 West Cabrillo 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 bye-mail to FGC@fgc.ca.gov. Written comments
mailed, faxed or e-mailed to the Commission office, must be received before 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 inciudeyour 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 (rulemakingfile), are on file and'available for public review from the agency .
representative, Sonke Mastrup, Executive Director, Fish and Game Commission, 1416 Ninth

• ~ I .
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Street, Box 944209, Sacramento, California 94244-2090, phone (916) 653-4899. Please direct
requests for the above mentioned documents and inqujries concerning the regulatory process to
Sheri Tiemann at the preceding addressor 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 but are sufficiently 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
responsiveto public recommendation and comments during the regulatory process may
preclude full ccromplipnce.with-the-15--day comment.period'rand the·Commisskmwill 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 regulations prior to thedate of adoption by contacting the

__~__agenc¥-,.epresentativ:e-named-l-1el"ei.n~.------------------------:--------~

If the regulatory proposal is adopted, the final statenientof reasons may be obtained from the
address above when it has been received fromthe agency program staff.

Impact of Regulatory Action

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

(a) Significant 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 hi:we a significant statewide adverse economic impact
directly affecting business, including the ability of California businesses to compete with
t?u_sjne§s~s In.other l?tates~. Th.e p~9PQ~ecl ~hangeswill Offer more fishing opportunities
with no adverse economic impacts.

(b) Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the. State, the Creation of New
Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the Expansion of Businesses. in
California:

None.

(c) Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business:

The agency is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action.
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(d) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State:

None.

(e)

(f)

(g)

(h)

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to local Agencies: None.

Programs mandated on Local Agencies· or School Districts: None.

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.

Effect on Housing Costs: None.

Effect on Small Business

It has been determined that the adoption of these regulations may affect small business.

Consideration of Alternatives

The Commission must determine that no reasonable alternative considered by the Commission,
~~~~~o[jhaLhas_Qtberwise_beeDjdentified_alld_brougbUQjbe_atteotioo_oLtbe_C_ommissioll,_would_bec-.~~~__~_

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·

Dated: September 20, 2011

4

Jon K. Fischer
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
Clerk of the Board
San Francisco Board of Supervisors

iCity Hall
Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, California 94102.:.4689
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-----Bear-Ange1a:---~--~~----------~-~---------------

ThaI1k you for your letter to Commissioner Hamburg transmitting the San Francisco Bqard of
Supervisors' resolution encouragingthe 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 material~ we are reviewing
as the Agency continues to consider the public health impact ofmenthol in cigarettes.

Please let your Board colleagues know that FDA appreciates hearing from them on this very
important public health issue.

~~~'
AnneM. Henig.. .r
Office of the Center DIrector .
Center for Tobacco Products
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Resignation from Medical Cannabis Task Force
patrick goggin
to:
david.qampos

- 10/0512011 04:54 PM
Cc:
john.avalos, ross.mirkarimi, david.chiu, mark.farrell, carmen.chu, eric.mar, jane.kim,
~ean.elsbernd, scott.wiener., malia.cohen, Board.of.Supervisors, "carol.lei"
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.

1 Attachment
~-\­

~.~

mctCresign_let.pdf

Supervisor Campos--

Attached is my letter of resignation 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
870 Market Street, Suite 1148

- San Francisco, CA 94102
415.981.9290
415.981.9291 f
415.312.0084 c

Confidentiality Notice:
This communication constitutes an electronic communication within the meaning 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 workproduct. Ifyou 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 contactus immediately by return e­
mail or at 415.981.9290, and destroy the original transmission and its attachments without reading or
saving in any manner.

file://C: \Documents and Settings\RCraig\Local Settings\Temp\notesFFF692\~web4299.htm
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LAw OFFICES OF

PATRICK D. GOGGIN'

8:;rO MARKET STREET. SUITE I 14i?

SAN FRANCISCO. CA 94 I 02

415.98 I .9290 PHONE

October 5, 2011

Supervisor David Campos
1 Dr. Carlto11 B. Goodlett Place
City Hall, Room 244
San Francisco. Ca. 94102-4689

Rc: Medical Cannabis Task Force

Dear Supervisor Campos:

PAmICKDGOGGIN@CMAIL.COM

PATRICKDGOGGIN ,COM

4 I 5,96 I .929 I FAX

..

While it has been an honor to serve the City and County of San Frandsea on the Medical
~~~~~~C=..,=aI=m",a~'bisJ~askJ'-orce_(Attorn~-seaL(~)-al~d~1..~gahGcf}fHmiHe:e:c8hfri:r;);=l~herehy=resibm=tiomlQ:1J:li=IA:n.J'iLY==·=======-~­

seat effective upon the Task Force's submission of its annual report this week to the Clerk oUhe
Board.

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 sLmcture 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. lIowevcr; in practice it made the body's job more
difficult. EssentiaJly, we lacked effective leadership that amOlUlted to a rudder-less ship. All this
said. we made moderate progress resulting in the submission of a respectable annual report thi s
\-veek.

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
amendccj. to require a pennanent 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 cannabis in San Francisco bearing in mind concerns
from all sectors ofLbe City.

Please do not hesi tatc to call on me jf fI can be of further assi stance to your office or the
Board as a whole. Thank you tor the opportunity to serve our beloved San Francisco.

Zv.e..T.Y. inllVJ
y

f

.YOur~.,<~-.-<_.--.-.---:'
\ '.-d~~-'X!/~~,

.. Patrick D. G6ggin~( .. . ",:::~__e"--

, ../'
cc: Board of Supervisors Members (email only)

CLerk of the Board (email only)
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RE: Crab House: Pier 39 -:Apparent Access Violations
Richard Skaff
to:
'Dante Serafini'
10106/2011 03:32 PM
~: .
"Louis Verdugo Jr.", zita.johnson.betts, "'Ed Lee"', steve.kawa, hoard.of.supervisors,
"'Monique Moyer'"
Show Details

History: This message has been forwarded.

October 6, 2011

Dante Serafini, Owner
The Stinking Rose: San Francisco/Beverly Hills
Franciscan Crab Restaurant
Crab House Pier 39

--+-~@-Dead-~i-s~l---~--~---~---~------'----- ~_

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, I believe that you will find the site review work done by
Ms. Puente-Peters to be correct and complete. Each of the three consultants I
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. I 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 allstate and federal

filp·//('·\nor.lImpnt!'< ::mc1 SettimT!'<\R(;raig\Local SettinQs\TemD\notesFFF692\~web8495.htm 10/11/2011
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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
Mill Valley, CA 94942

.Voice/Fax: 415-388-7206
'Cell: 415-497-1091
Email: richardskaff@designingaccessiblecommunities.a"rg

--_Web' w\&w.rlesLgDj~gaccessLble~ommunities.org

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE
The information contained in this e-mail message and any attachments it contains,
are intended only for the individual(s) to whom iUs 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 [mailto: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 in person.
Thanks, .

On Thu, Sep 29, 2011 at 8:34 AM, Richard Skaff <richardskaff1@gmail.com> wrote:
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Dante;

What's up? Have you hired an expert to do the site review ofthe Crab House? If so, when do you
expect to have their report?

I look forward to your timely response.

Richard Skaff, Executive Director
Designing Accessible Communities

On Sep 17,2011 7:19 PM, "Dante Serafini" <danteserafini@gmail.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 ~ee 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, .
>
>
> On Wed, Sep 14,2011 at 6:44 PM, Gilda Puente Peters <
> giJ.ill!.@gppaarchitects.com>wrote:
>
»Bello Dante,
»
»Likewise, it was nice talking to you today.
>> I 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.
»
»1 look forward to assist you in your efforts to make your restaurants
» accessible.
»
» Sincerely,
»
» Gilda
»
>> Sent from my iPhone
»
» On Sep 14,2011, at 4:56 PM, Dante Serafini <danteserafini@gmail.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 begi~ with the Crab House since there is an immediate
»urgency with the men's room and then will discuss a similar review and



» assesement for our othe restaurants.
» > I look forward to working with you,
»>
>> > Dante SerafIni
»>
»>
»> --
>> > Dante Serafmi
»> The Stinking Rose: San Francisc/Bevedy Hills
»> Franciscan Crab Restaurant
>> > Crab .House Pier 39
»> The Dead Fish
»> Calzone's
»> Boboquivaries
» > Salito's
»> The Old Clam House
»>
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