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Amit Ghosh, Chief of Comprehensive Planning, presented the Draft Housing Element’s objectives and timelines to the CSFN’s Assembly

Amit Ghosh of the Planning Department, and Planning
Commissioners Michael Antonini and Edgar Boyd will be
on the program of the CSFN general meeting on April 15.
We will be discussing the Housing Element. Dr. Ghosh will
also be bringing staff member Teresa Ojeida.
Although Dr. Ghosh already presented the Draft Housing
Element at an earlier meeting, there may be a very brief
recap, however, at that earlier meeting there was no time to
voice our concerns and make comments. This will be our

An increasingly rare phenomena, neighborhood action, is
taking place on Moraga, between 15th and 16th Avenues. The
goal of the 16th Avenue Steps Tile Project is to bring people
who live in the community together to beautify the steps, using
mosaic or tile grouted to the step risers.
Neighborhood residents of all ages will have a chance to
meet each other and create a beautiful design for the steps.
Students from the USF are currently working on this project,
assisting in organizing, budgeting and planning. Funds are
available from several sources, including local arts funding
organizations. The project is expected to take approximately
a year from start to finish. And when it’s all done, everyone
will be able to walk up the steps, admiring each riser, and say,
“We did it, together!”
A number of neighbors have signed up for this project, but
organizers are still seeking more participants. Whether you
can spare just a day to help lay tiles, would like to donate tiles,
or you’re interested in helping to design and develop this
project, you are invited to help. For more information:
http://pages.ivillage.com/tiledsteps/

chance to ask the hard questions.
Copies of the Draft Housing Element are available at the
Planning Dept at 1660 Mission. The Draft Housing Element
may also be found here:
http://www.sfgov.org/planning/citywide/c1_housing_eleme
nt.htm
Delgates are encouraged to send questions/comments you
may have about the Housing Element so that they may fbe
forwarded to Dr. Ghosh and the Commissioners before the
meeting.
...Submitted by Judith Berkowitz, EMIA

The Sand Dune Follies Continue
My editorial last month on the abuses of the Natural
Areas Program prompted dozens of telephone calls
from neighborhood activists who have been fighting
this battle to save our trees from deliberate destruction,
and our Open Space fund from irresponsible decimation,
with little publicity from the local media, or support
from City Hall. Of all the calls I received only one was
critical of my position, which I believe faithfully reflects
the debate and position taken by CSFN on this issue.
You will recall that Parcel 4 is the great sandbox
with the cyclone fence around it installed at Ocean
Beach, at the corner of Balboa and the Great Highway.
I was appalled that its estimated cost was $3.4 million,
including $47,000 for the cost of trucking sand to the
beach to create artificial sand dunes. I have since
learned that the betrayal of the neighborhoods in regard
to this project may be even more egregious than its
cost.
Parcel 4 was acquired by the city in 1993 at a cost
of $3,050,000, using a combination of PUC/Clean Water
Program funds and Recreation & Parks Open Space
Programs funds. It was acquired by the city with the
intention of eventually transferring it to the GGNRA;
i.e. once we had spent our tax money acquiring,
improving, and maintaining the lot for a couple years,
we would give it away to GGNRA.
Money was allocated for improving the lot: $280,000
from the Open Space fund and a Coastal Conservancy
grant. Specific indirect costs for plantings, consultants,
administration and department bureaucrats have never
been disclosed, so the total cost for this project could
well exceed $3.4 million. (We learn, for example, from
a rebuttal article elsewhere in this issue, that the sand,
for which an invoice exists in the amount of $47,000,
was trucked in at an additional cost of almost $15,000.)
Anyway, the Coastal Commission went through the
motions of holding neighborhood meetings prior to
improving Parcel 4. Minutes from these meetings show
that neighbors requested benches to sit on, trash
receptacles, and a wall to keep the sand from blowing
onto the Great Highway, i.e. simple park amenities.
They were led to believe they would get those amenities.
They were wrong. When it came time to implement
the agreed-to plan they were told that homeless people
could sleep on the benches and hide behind trashcans,
and that kids could write graffiti on the retaining wall.
So what they got instead was a sand lot behind a cyclone
fence with no water source (forget the birds and
butterflies), no benches to accommodate the public
even if the cyclone fence eventually comes down, and
no retaining wall to keep almost $62,000 worth of sand
from blowing onto the Great Highway and sand-blasting

the paint job on the apartments next door.
Those of you who have lived in San Francisco awhile
remember what a disaster the Great Highway used to be
after a windstorm. It would be closed for hours, if not
days, while public work crews plowed back the sand to
make the roads passable. Dianne Feinstein pretty much
solved the problem by changing the topography and
introducing new plantings to anchor the sand. Parcel 4
completely ignores the lessons of the past.
Finally, there has been some dispute over the scientific
basis for the Natural Areas Plan. While it is true that a
Scientific Advisory Board was created, I have the testimony
of Professor Edward F. Connor, Professor of Ecology at
San Francisco State, before a Board of Supervisors
committee last summer. He stated that while he was listed
as a member of the Advisory Board, he had never seen
The Plan, never been asked to comment on The Plan, and
was actually denied a copied of The Plan when he requested
one! He stated: “Imagine how much more I was surprised
when I finally did obtain access to and read this report to
find that the names of scientists on the Scientific Advisory
Board, and the names of scientists who were invited to
but never participated in the Advisory Board were all
invoked to sanctify a report to which they had no
contribution.”
In regard to the Management Plan itself, Professor
Connor stated: “I have read this plan and it is without
scientific basis, it does not articulate clear, achievable, nor
appropriate conservation goals for a set of small urban
parks, it is void of an examination of the cost, feasibility,
or utility of the management actions recommended, and
it is without any sense that our urban parks must satisfy
the needs for a wide variety of uses. I acknowledge that
conservation numbers among the uses to which I would
like to see our parks put, but not necessarily at the expense
of other uses that are appropriate for urban parks and
inappropriate in wild lands.”
So there we have it. The neighbors don’t like it, the
costs are egregious, important documents have not been
made available to the public, and it has no scientific basis.
Yet in the absence of an approved environmental review,
this plan is proceeding. An estimated three thousand trees
have been destroyed and there are plans to destroy another
three thousand. Subjective decisions are being made by
people we did not elect that will remove our greenery,
waste our tax money, destroy wildlife, and label our
families and pets as “intruders,” since our very existence
threatens these artificially created “natural areas.”
We need our Supervisors to request an opinion from
our City Attorney as to how best to put a halt to this wanton
destruction of public assets. In the midst of this budget
crisis, this issue may escape their attention unless we
attend to it immediately.
...Submitted by Barbara Meskunas, CSFN President
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April 3, 2003: The San Francisco Sunshine ordinance,
adopted overwhelmingly by city voters in November 1999,
and strongly endorsed by CSFN, has survived its first legal
challenge. The City of San Francisco must provide public
access to documents pertaining to the proposed bay-fill runway
expansion project even if the federal government has refused
to release the same documents. So ruled Superior Court Judge
David A. Garcia yesterday rejecting the City's contention that
it was powerless to act in light of the federal government’s
decision. Judge Garcia’s order requires the city to provide the
public immediate access to the documents.
A coalition of Bay Area environmental groups, including
San Francisco BayKeeper, Arc Ecology and the San Francisco
League of Conversation Voters, filed suit in August of last
year to force disclosure of the important documents.
Environmental and neighborhood groups, coordinated by the
Alliance for a Clean Waterfront, have been seeking the materials
under federal, state and local freedom of information laws for
more than two years.
“It is especially important that the value of Freedom of
Information be affirmed in our current climate of increased
governmental secrecy.” said David Greene of the First Amendment Project, one of the attorneys who represented the
environmental organizations. “In adopting the Sunshine
Ordinance, the people of San Francisco demanded greater
access to their government. This decision helps to ensure that
they get it.”
The environmental organizations, filed this lawsuit after
the City refused to provide access to numerous documents,
including draft environmental studies analyzing the potential
impacts of the fill project in San Francisco Bay. The studies
examine hydrodynamic, sedimentation, water quality and
biological implications … and include a first-ever catalogue
of all species of plant and animal species living in the Bay
ecosystem. The City has adamantly refused to release the
information despite an order from the San
Francisco Sunshine Task Force to do so.
“Now we finally get to see what the Airport has been
fighting so hard to hide from the public,” said Leo O’Brien,
Executive Director of the San Francisco BayKeeper. “The
Airport’s game playing is finally at an end and the public can
now begin its evaluation of the environmental risks posed by
this massive project.”
Many of the reports were prepared by private contractors
at the City’s request and paid for with City funds for use by
the City in preparing environmental impact reports required
by state law. The City had agreed to share the reports with
the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”), for use by the
FAA in preparing its environmental impact statement under
federal law.
The City refused to provide access to documents by making
the unprecedented claim that the FAA, through the federal
Freedom of Information Act, preempted both the local Sunshine
Ordinance and the California Public Records Act because the
FAA directed the City not to release the documents .
The court rejected these arguments: “no federal law or
state law prohibits the disclosure of these documents or
preempts the application of the California Public Records Act
or the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance to these documents.”

Supervisors Newsom and Dufty have
introduced a motion at the Board that would
release $5 million for the Airfield Development Bureau. They have placed it on the
Board agenda "for adoption without committee reference," which means that it will be voted on this
Tuesday, April 15 at the full Board of Supervisors.
This legislation, which would provide millions more to
the airfield expansion project, has not undergone financial
review (that virtually all other legislative items receive)
and has not had public review in a Committee hearing
(again, a standard practice). This method of passing
items at the Board without committee hearing is very
strange and highly problematic.
“Now the public can begin to evaluate the environmental
risks posed by the runway proposal and other City projects,”
said attorney Amy Quirk of the Alliance for a Clean Waterfront. “This decision is important not just for those concerned
about the airport project, but for all those who believe that
our City’s government should be open and accountable.
“This marks the first time that a Judge has rejected the
Federal government’s attempt to restrict disclosures of
environmental information under state and local disclosure
laws,” said Alan Ramo, Golden Gate University Professor
and Director of the school’s Environmental Law and Justice
Clinic. “Otherwise in every joint federal and state environmental project the federal government would have been able
to eliminate the public process California residents have long
accepted as the minimum in our democracy.”

The Nominating Committee recommends the following
candidates for office for the 2003-2004 term:
President - Barbara Meskunas
1st Vice President - Doug Comstock
2nd Vice President - Judith Berkowitz
Recording Secretary - Steve Gruel
Corresponding Secretary - Dick Millet
Treasurer - open
Members-at-large: George Zaback, Sharon Eberhardt
The Nominating Committee has no nominations for Treasurer
or one member-at-large. Anyone interested in serving in
these offices or any other office may contact Mary Helen
Briscoe at 346-1448 or Mary Harris at 584-1521. The office
of treasurer requires maintenance and reports of financial
accounts, keeping track of members' dues and addresses,
providing a sign-up sheet for meetings and submission of
an annual budget.
Members-at-large shall be assigned duties by the Executive
Committee or membership and are expected to attend
Executive Committee meetings.
Nominations will be open from the floor at the April
meeting and we urge all members to run for office or get
actively involved in the CSFN. CSFN will thrive on wide
membership participation.
...Submitted by Mary Helen Briscoe, PRO-SF
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1. Call to order. President Barbara Meskunas brought the
meeting to order at 7:18 pm at the Northern Police Station.
a. Quorum declared. Delegates and alternates represented
23 CSFN member organizations.
b. Agenda Approved.
c. Introductions of delegates and guests.
2. Presentation by Host Organizations. Delegates Barbara
Meskunas / Beideman Area Neighborhood Group and
Francisco Da Costa / Bay View Hunters Point Coordinating
Council described their organizations, their objectives, history
and issues.
3. Approval of Minutes from February 18, 2003 meeting.
The minutes were approved.
4. Officers' Reports:
A. President: Barbara Meskunas / BANG reported that
Corresponding Secretary Hohn Barry / SHARP was sworn
in to a seat on the San Francisco Taxicab Commission.
President Meskunas announced Ramona Albright's / TPCOSC
birthday.
B. Vice President: Doug Comstock / PRO-SF reminded
everyone that the CSFN requires that all resolutions be
submitted with sufficient copies for all members at the General
Assembly meeting and that the text of all resolutions be emailed to the webmaster within 3 days for distribution viae-mail and posting on the website. In addition, in accordance
with exiting policy, all resolutions must be on member
organization's letterhead.
C. Treasurer: Dick Millet / PBNA filed his report.
5. Committee Reports:
A. Land Use Committee: Judith Berkowitz / EMIA
mentioned that the committee's report was found on page 3
in the March 3, 2003 newsletter. Judith said that the committee
also sent a letter to Planning Department Director Green and
the Planning Commissioners asking for a 90 day continuance
on the hearing to adopt the Housing Element proposal.
Judith Berkowitz / EMIA announced upcoming meeting
scheduled for April 7, 2003, at the Northern Police Station.
B. Nominating Committee: No report
C. NAP Task Force: Tys Sniffen / NOPNA mentioned
that the first meeting was scheduled for March 25,
2003 at 7:00 p.m. at the Northern Police Station.
6. Presentation:
Issues pertaining Octavia Boulevard was presented by Holi
Thier.
Issues pertaining to the Rebuild of San Francisco General
Hospital was presented by Al Williams.
7. Unfinished Business:
a. Resolved, that the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods urgesthe Park and Recreation Department to focus their
energy and resources onrenovating the Balboa Pool at its
current location to better serveneighborhood residents and
not enter into any agreements with CCSF involving
the use of money designated for the renovation of Balboa
Pool; and, be it
Further Resolved, That the Park and Recreation Department
consider the following suggestions for the Balboa Park Master
Plan: the construction of a recreation center with community
room, a full time park director, improved landscaping on

Ocean Avenue, improved drainage of baseball and softball
fields, installation of benches and water fountains, lights for
the stadium and tennis courts, renovation of the children’s
playground and its restrooms, renovation of the basketball
hoop, bocci ball courts, horse shoe pits and the removal of
overgrown vegetation from the north end of Boxer Stadium.
(NMTIA). Resolution Passes (16-1-0)
b. Resolved: that the Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods hereby establishes a Recreation, Parks and
Open Space Committee to have its first meeting as soon as
possible and continue to meet on a regularly scheduled basis
throughout the year; and
Be It Further Resolved, that the Management Plan for the
Natural Areas be the first of the major issues to be studied
and recommended by the Committee.
(SPEAK) Resolution Withdrawn.
c. Resolved: that the CSFN opposes any change in San
Francisc’s Zoning and Planning Codes (including the “Housing
Element and Land Use Element”
which are segments of the “City Wide Action Plan”) which
would allow for the addition of living units now prohibited
and/or allow for less off street parking than is currently
required. (TPC & OSC). Motion Made and Carried To
Postpone Vote to April 15, 2003.
8. New Business:
Emergency Motion by Judith Berkowitz / EMIA regarding
San Francisco Day Labor Program. Unanimous approval of
emergency. Oral Resolution to continue CSFN position
regarding SF Day Labor Program passes 14-0-0.
9. Adjournment. The meeting was adjourned at 9:40 p.m.
...Steven Gruel, Recording Secretary, GGHNA

The Executive Committee meet at the Northern Police
Station. In attendance were: Barbara Meskunas, Doug
Comstock, Dick Millet, Mary Helen Briscoe, Judith
Berkowitz,Tony Sacco.
Programs and orders for the next two General Assembly
meetings were set: April-Housing Element and Planning
Issues; May-Budget.
Concern was expressed that many members had not
renewed memberships and Dick Millet offered to make phone
calls to the member delegates whose fees are delinquent.
Adjourned: 8:34...Submitted by Doug Comstock, PROSF
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Acting Editor: Doug Comstock

Neighborhood Views is published monthly, the official voice of the
Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods, Inc., a501(c)4 Organization

To Submit Articles: email articles by the first of the month (as

text) to: dougcoms@aol.com or call 386-4934.
Articles reflect the opinions of the submitter, not necessarily the
opinion of the CSFN. We invite material from member organizations
as well as rebuttal to articles already printed. Articles are written
by the editor unless otherwise designated. We reserve the right
to edit where necessary. Member organizations receive the newsletter without charge. Copies: Members/$10 Non-members/$15

At its Tuesday, April 08, 2003 meeting, the San Francisco
Health Commission voted to not approve a second round of
“contingency” cuts. Though the decision is the responsibility
of the Mayor’s Office and the Board of Supervisors, the Health
Commission’s action is important in removing a veil of
legitimacy to the the cuts. The 50% reduction in Primary Care
Health Center hours is off the cut list, at least temporarily.
However, reduction of Health Center services by cuts in doctors'
hours is still under consideraton.
The Health Commission resolution reads:
RESOLUTION OF THE HEALTH COMMISSION REJECTING THE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH’S
CONTINGENCY BUDGET FOR FY 03-04, AND URGING
THE BUSINESS COMMUNITY, ORGANIZED LABOR,
AND RESIDENTS TO WORK WITH THE MAYOR AND
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO AVOID DEVASTATING CUTS TO THE COUNTY'S SAFETY NET SERVICES.
WHEREAS, the City and County of San Francisco is facing
a $350 million shortfall for FY 03-04, and the Mayor’s Budget
Office has required that the Department prepare a contingency
plan which would cut the Department's General Fund by 10%
or $27 million dollars; and
WHEREAS, in the base budget the Department already absorbed
$20 million dollars in unavoidable increases and decreased the
General Fund usage of the Department by $18 million dollars;
and
WHEREAS, the base budget already made large cuts to vital
health programs including the reprogramming of the Mental
Health Rehabilitation Facility (MHRF), increasing eligibility
requirement for outpatient medication, reducing hospital based
translation services, eliminating adult dental services, cutting
important referral/education services, and outpatient drop-in
substance abuse services, and eliminating contracts for emotional
and practical peer support; and
WHEREAS, the Health Commission strongly encourages other
City Departments to do their due diligence to identify budget
reductions and contribute their fair share to addressing the City's
budget crisis, and
WHEREAS, the Health Commission understands there is a
proposal for City employees to pay their share of their retirement
contribution to assist the City in balancing its budget; and
WHEREAS, the Health Commission appreciates the
Department’s attempt to further reduce its General Fund
requirements in order to comply with the instructions of the
Mayor’s Budget Office; and
WHEREAS, the Health Commission believes that the proposed
contingency cuts are counter to the Department’s Strategic Plan
and would be devastating to the safety net of San Francisco;
and
WHEREAS, the Health Commission does not believe that
alternative cuts exist in the Health Department budget that
would be less harmful to health services in San Francisco than
those proposed in the contingency budget; and
WHEREAS, the Health Commission also recognizes its own
responsibility
to maintain safety net health and public health services for San
Francisco's most vulnerable residents; therefore be it
RESOLVED, that the Health Commission finds the Department
of Public Health contingency cuts unacceptable; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Health commission urges
the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor to support fee and
license increases for the Department’s Environmental Health
Services division so that the Department can fully recoup the
costs of provided these services; and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Health Commission urges
the business community and the residents of San Francisco to
support additional revenue enhancing measures to prevent
elimination of vital health services; and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Health Commission strongly
urges organized labor to agree that City staff pay their portion
of their own retirement or agree to other concessions that
would save the City approximately $80 million dollars; and
be it
FURTHER RESOLVED, that although the Health Commission
will not support any services cuts beyond those stipulated in
the base budget, the Health Commission does wish for the
Department to keep the Health Commission apprised on what
cuts or augmentations the Mayor’s Budget Office and/or the
Board of Supervisors have made to the Health Department
FY 03-04 budget.

In its April 2002 report, the Civil Grand Jury recommended that the Controller audit and issue annual
reports on sole source contracting activities. This report
is our first look at the topic and involves some of the
larger issues involved in sole source contracts, rather
than audits of individual contracts.
Sole source contracts are entered into without
competition and are considered appropriate when a contracting department has determined that only one qualified
provider of needed goods or services is available.
Although new guidelines and procedures for sole
source contracting have been recently established by the
Office of Contract Administration (OCA), historically
the City’s oversight and knowledge of its contracts with
sole source providers of goods and services have been
inadequate. As a result, the City cannot be sure that in
all cases it has obtained the goods and services it needs
through proper procedures and that it has received the
best possible value.
In general, the City:
• Does not know the number or value of its sole source
contracts.
• Has long-term relationships with contractors where
no competitive process has occurred for many years
or has never occurred.
• Improperly provides funding for specific contracts or
organizations through the Board of Supervisors’addback.
• Should make a number of changes to allow for more
effective and efficient processing and tracking of
sole source contracts.
To obtain a copy of the report contact the Controllers
Office, or it is available on the website at:
www.sfgov.org/site/controller_index.asp
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Crissy Field’s Marsh Restoration Area reveals the benefits of protecting areas for the return of native habitats

After reading the editorial by President Barbara Meskunas
in the March newsletter, I went in search of some current
information about Parcel 4. My interest in this site derives
from the fact that during the 1980’s when the Ocean Beach
development was being reviewed by the City, I was the city
planner assigned to the case. Parcel 4 lies at the foot of
unstable sandy bluffs and because of its proximity to the
Golden Gate National Recreation Area (GGNRA), the City
persuaded the developer not to construct any more
condominiums and to make the site available for public
purchase. The goal was eventually to create a public open
space.
Meanwhile the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) needed
to use the site for construction staging for the Richmond
Transport (sewer) Project, after which it was agreed the
Recreation and Parks Department (RPD) would develop and
maintain it for recreational use. Parcel 4 is jointly owned by
RPD and the PUC, and was purchased with $1,494,500 in
Open Space Funds (RPD) and $1,555,500 from the Clean
Water Program (PUC).
Nothing grew here after the PUC finished construction of
the Richmond Transport project. The ocean winds blew in
some vagrant weed seeds, and an occasional clump of native
dune tansy had survived the PUC heavy machinery, but
otherwise the site looked vacant and forlorn.
Finally, after years of sitting dormant, Recreation and
Parks planners held two public meetings to encourage input
on improvements proposed for Parcel 4. The restoration of
a sand dune ecosystem was agreed to be a logical extension
of the surrounding natural environment. Green lawn and
trees would not survive here. Only seacoast-hardy plants
native to the area could withstand the salty blasts of ocean
wind. The meetings were well attended and a number of

community groups wrote letters of support to restore the
sand dunes habitat of the site.
What appear today as "sparsely sprinkled" plantings are
small beginnings of a coastal dune community. Large
examples of plants native to the seacoast do not transplant
well. Although they will require several seasons to become
established, small plants have a better chance to withstand
the elements and anchor the sand dunes. To create dunes
initially, sand was brought in from a project in Golden Gate
Park and one in the Presidio at a cost of $14,055 for the
trucking. A chain link fence was installed in order to protect
the newly planted area. The fence is temporary and once the
plants have established themselves, it will be removed and
the site opened for public use.
RPD has planted the site with plants raised in the nursery
at the Golden Gate National Recreation Area (GGNRA);
RPD will maintain the site for the first year and the GGNRA
will maintain the site for the following two years. The total
cost for development of Parcel 4 is $222,201 with $100,000
from the General Fund and $100,000 from a State Coastal
Conservancy grant.
Patience is required at this point. We cannot sit and watch
the plants grow. For a preview of how Parcel 4 will look in
a few years when the dune plants have spread and established
themselves, visit the slopes above Baker Beach in the Presidio,
or the Crissy Marsh restoration area, to see how successfully
this same dune habitat system attracts both people and visitors
from the wild duck, bird and insect world.
...Mary Anne Miller, Alternate Delegate
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Land Use & Housing • Monday, May 5th at
Northern Police Station • Berkowitz 824-0617

All Regularly Scheduled Meetings & Specials
will be held in City Hall at 1pm. Off-Sites are from 4-7pm.
Monday, April 21 Budget Committee Offsite:
Randall Museum, 199 Museum Street
Thursday, April 24 Budget Committee Offsite:
Joseph Lee Recreation Center,1395 Mendell Street
Monday, April 28 Budget Committee Offsite:
Jean Parker Elementary School, 840 Broadway Street
Thursday, May 1 Budget Committee Offsite:
Golden Gate Park Senior Center, 6101 Fulton Street

Monday, May 12 Budget Committee Offsite:
Mission YMCA, 4080 Mission Street

$250 Sponsors

Assessor, Mabel Teng
Ramona Albright
Angela Aliota
John Barry
Beideman Area
Neighborhood Group
Karen & David Crommie
Joan Girardot
Greater West Portal Nbhd. Assn.

PUBLIC HEARING: THIS MEETING WILL
BEGIN EARLIER THAN 1:00 PM
Saturday, June 21 Budget Committee
Special Saturday Public Hearing

CLOSURE/READJUSTMENTS
Monday, June 30 Budget Committee Final Meeting
Thursday, July 10 Budget Committee
Monday, July 14 First Reading of the Budget
Monday, July 21 Second Reading of the Budget

ENTERPRISE DEPARTMENTS WEEK ONE
Wednesday, May 14 Budget Committee Special
Thursday, May 15 Budget Committee

American Veterans Coalition
City College of SF
Russian Hill Neighbors
SF Firefighters Local 798
Spotlight Printing
Lynn Newhouse Segal

GENERAL FUND DEPARTMENTS WEEK ONE
Wednesday, June 11 Budget Committee Special
Thursday, June 12 Budget Committee
Friday, June 13 Budget Committee Special

GENERAL FUND DEPARTMENTS WEEK TWO
Wednesday, June 25 Budget Committee Special
Thursday, June 26 Budget Committee
Friday, June 27 Budget Committee Special

Thursday, May 8 Budget Committee Offsite:
Sunset Recreation Center, 28th & Lawton Streets

$500 Sponsors

ENTERPRISE DEPARTMENTS WEEK TWO
Wednesday, May 28 Budget Committee Special
Thursday, May 29 Budget Committee
Thursday, June 5 Budget Committee

Denise LaPointe
Miraloma Park Impvmt. Club
Twin Peaks Improvement Assn.

$100

Sponsors

Jeff Adachi
Tom Ammiano
Dennis Antenore
John Bardis
Tracy Baxter
Judy Berkowitz
Bonacker Assoc.
Sue Cauthen
Eddie Chin
Doug Comstock
Anita Grier
Mary Harris
Retired Employees of C&C SF
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Retired Firemen & Widows
Richard Shadoian
Sunset-Parkside Ed. & Action
(SPEAK)
Telegraph Hill Dwellers
Dennis Herrera
Jim Lazarus
Charlotte Maeck
Jake McGoldrick
Barbara Meskunas
Dick Millet
Gail Neira
Aaron Peskin
Ed VanEgri
Joel Ventresca
Doris Ward

General Assembly Meeting
• April 15, 2003 •
6:30 I. Sign In and Refreshments
7:00 II.Call to Order/Ascertain Quorum
A. Introduction of Delegates and Guests
B. Presentation by Host Organizations:
1. Cayuga Improvement Association
2. Cole Valley Improvement Association
7:10 III. Approval of Minutes
7:15 IV. Officers Reports
A. President (Barbara Meskunas)
B. First Vice President (Doug Comstock)
C. Second Vice President (Judith Berkowitz)
D. Recording Secretary (Steve Gruel)
E. Corresponding Secretary (John Barry)
F. Treasurer (Dick Millet)
7:30 V. Committee Reports
A. Nominating Committee
8:00 VI. Housing & Land Use Committee: Housing Element
A. Dr. Amit Ghosh, Commissioners Michael Antonini
and Edgar Boyd
9:00 VIII. Unfinished Business
A. Resolution: Opposing Changes to Zoning & Codes
(Postponed from previous meeting)
9:30 IX. New Business
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