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Neighbors of Golden Gate Park
Claim Foul at MLK Widening Plan
Just before Christmas, the Concourse Authority and
Recreation and Park Commission gave ﬁnal approval for
a plan to widen to four lanes Martin Luther King Drive in
Golden Gate Park. WIDEN a road in Golden Gate Park?
The Master Plan says never.
The plan is to give the garage in the Music Concourse
a second entrance within the Park, something that Proposition J, which enabled the garage in the ﬁrst place, said
could not be done. The park road in question, the extension
of Ninth Avenue northward as it becomes Martin Luther
King Drive in Golden Gate Park, would be converted from
its present two lanes of moving trafﬁc into four lanes with
the removal of all parking along it.
The plan has its origins in a court order issued by the
San Francisco Superior Court, who determined that to
satisfy the stipulations of Proposition J, the Concourse
Parking Garage currently under construction must have its
entrances and exits originating outside Golden Gate Park.
Garage proponents havenʼt the funds to tunnel under the
park to reach this second entrance, as is being done on the
north of the park at Tenth Avenue, and so they are creating
the required “dedicated entrance” required by Prop J by
widening MLK.
This plan to widen MLK has widespread opposition.
The Inner Sunset Merchants Association predicts a trafﬁc
disaster and business loss from their vibrant commercial/
residential area. Environmentalists see a widened , fourlane road into the heart of Golden Gate Park, the crown
jewel of the Cityʼs park system, as a big step backwards in
promoting green spaces in the City generally. The pedestrian advocacy group WalkSF has said that four lanes of
moving trafﬁc means faster trafﬁc and more trafﬁc, making
it more difﬁcult for pedestrians to reach their destinations in
the Park, unharmed, e.g., the playing ﬁeld Big Rec, the Arboretum and the County Fair Building. Even the Municipal Transportation Agency spokesperson Joe Speaks says
this plan will only make it worse for all, for pedestrians and
bicyclists, for transit, and also for automobiles themselves.
The Planning Department in their assessment of the widening proposal issued anʻaddendum,ʼ which cannot be appealed in contrast to a negative declaration which could
have been. Yet the Planning Department has admitted that
an ʻaddendumʼ usually is an insigniﬁcant alteration to a
project, such as the change of a condo development from
20 to 21 units, within the same building envelope. Clearly
the creation of a widened four-lane roadway into Golden
Gate Park deserves more oversight than an addendum pro(Cont. pg. 9)
vides.

Ratepayers Brace
for Another Hike
Water Task Force Report

The CSFN Water Task Force has
been monitoring the activities and
attending all the meetings of the
SFPUC Rate Fairness Board RFB
(Prop E Nov. 2002) which advises
the Commission on water and sewer
rates, and the allocation of costs
among various retail utility customer
classiﬁcations.
The RFB is poised to endorse and PUC General Manager
Susan Leal
recommend to the Commission the
adoption of staff proposal to increase the sewer service
charge by another 22% — an 11% increase effective July
1, 2005, and another 11% increase effective July 1, 2006.
The sewer charge was already increased an average of 11%
effective July 1, 2004, although the increase was over 20%
for some homeowners.
The RFB will also likely recommend to the Commission
the adoption of a whole new residential rate structure,
as well as adoption of a sewer capacity fee for new
development in San Francisco — a charge which CSFN
unanimously endorsed last year as a means to ensure
ratepayers that new development pays its own way.
The Water Task Force invited the SFPUC to explain
the data and the reasoning behind its proposal for a 22%
sewer service fee increase to CSFN delegates at our
January meeting. In addition, we invited them to submit the
following article for publication in the newsletter.
The Water Task Force will respond to the staff proposals

CSFN Delegate Appointed Supervisor’s Aide
Ross Mirkarimi, newly elected Supervisor for District 5, hired CSFN Delegate
Cheryl Brodie from Stanyan- Fell Neighborhood Association as Aide. Cheryl will
serve in the ofﬁce and will assist with
constituent services and legislation. Her
direct number is 554-6783.

Meet the Mayor’s Ofﬁce of Neighborhood Services
Joe Caruso, Director of the Mayorʼs Ofﬁce of Neighborhood Services (MONS) has asked the staff to meet the
Delegates of CSFN at our next meeting, January 18th. This
will be a great opportunity to meet with our district representatives.

The Outrage of
Laguna Honda
In 1998, CSFN supported
Prop A, which was to have provided $100 million to rebuild
Laguna Honda Hospital for our
senior citizens who lack the
funds or insurance necessary
for private nursing home care.
Neighbors of Laguna
The entire sentiment of the
Honda Meeting
campaign for this bond issuance
was San Franciscoʼs long, proud
Dec. 16th/7PM
tradition of caring for our “old
complain about patient abuse for fear of losing their jobs?
folks” who could no longer care for themselves, and
The Laguna Honda rebuild project, funded by our
continuing to do so in a safe, quiet, and friendly neighborbond
issuance and tobacco settlement money, is supposed
hood setting with qualiﬁed and caring staff.
to
include
1200 beds, not the 800 currently planned. In
Most patients came to Laguna Honda as transfers from
July
2003,
the Board of Supervisors voted unanimously
nursing homes or hospitals, when it was no longer ﬁnanto
“borrow”
$25 million from Laguna Honda to balance
cially possible for those facilities to keep them. No matter
that
yearʼs
budget,
money that has never been repaid. (In
what, there was always a place for them at Laguna Honda.
November
2003,
Louise
Renne brokered a promise of
But that is no longer the case.
furniture
and
ﬁxtures
in
exchange,
but no money.)
I attended a public information meeting at St. Brendanʼs
Drugs,
alcohol,
and
weapons
have
been brought into
last month that was infuriating. I learned that our Public
Laguna
Honda
by
the
General
Hospital
transfers. Two
Health Department, at the direction of its department head,
sex
offenders
were
in
residency
last
year.
Yet there are
Mitch Katz, who works for Mayor Newsom, has quietly
120
patients
for
every
security
guard
at
Laguna
Honda,
changed the mission of Laguna Honda Hospital from one
where
at
General,
the
ratio
is
5
to
1.
Sister
Miriam
said
of caring for our needy frail elderly to one of rehabilitating
that
the
hospital
is
not
licensed
for
locked
wards,
(she
the “urban poor.”
is continually told that they are “secure” but not locked)
The panel that evening included the new project
and these patients are free to walk out the door into our
manager, (who replaced the last one when he questioned
neighborhoods. The median age for patients has dropped
the mission change), the former Director of Nursing, (they
in recent months from 74 to
donʼt have one anymore), Virginia
63, and there are now 3 men
Lieshman, a health care advocate empfor every elderly woman, when
loyed by the hospital, two doctors, and
the ratio used to be 1:1. There
wonderful Sister Miriam, a fearless
are serious addiction problems.
advocate for the elderly who remain
Assaults and arson ﬁres have
at the hospital, and who are afraid to
occurred. Laguna Hondaʼs nurses
speak for themselves.
are qualiﬁed to care for the frail
Sister Miriam said the old people are
elderly, not psychiatric patients.
being shuttled out of the city, far away
Doctors on staff have asked for
from their families and friends, to make
outside
arbitration to try and
way for young people being discharged
remedy
this horriﬁc situation,
from San Francisco General. 72% of
Nurse
Virginia
Lieshman
speaks
as
Sister
Miriam
listens
but
Director
Katz has refused,
transfers now come from SF General,
and
has
insisted
that
the
money
to
care
for the dangerous
where most were treated for psychiatric disorders. These
psych
cases
must
come
from
Laguna
Hondaʼs
budget.
young people are “terrorizing the older patients.” Sister
Director
Katz
wanted
to
call
the
new
Laguna
Honda
Miriam said that family members come to her and
a
“psychiatric
hospital,”
but
sensing
the
red
ﬂags
that
complain, but that the patients themselves live in fear of
would
result,
decided
instead
on
“rehabilitation
hospital.”
reprisal.
But voters in San Francisco did not give $100 million to
Many of you may remember that Warren Hinckle wrote
a rehabilitation hospital – it was given for a rebuild, not
extensively of elder abuse at the hand of young thugs at
of Laguna Honda.
reuse,
Laguna Honda before being silenced by The Independent.
The
Grey Panthers have ﬁled suit to stop this governNo other newspaper in San Francisco has touched this issue.
ment-sanctioned
abuse of our elders, and more lawsuits
How did this happen? How did Laguna Honda go from
will
hopefully
follow.
Even if our Mayor and Supervisors
being the best nursing home in the nation to a place where
choose
to
look
the
other
way, we must ask why the State of
patients come to staffers sobbing and depressed, where the
California
is
not
investigating
licensing irregularities, and
frail elderly are being transferred out of the city from their
not
insisting
on
a
safety
plan.
home of more than 20 years, (as a result of which many
(Cont. pg. 3)
have died within weeks), and where staffers are afraid to
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Unfair, If Not Illegal, Hearing Procedures

Bizarre Rulings Handicap Testimony of Neighborhoods
As demonstrated by a number of construction projects
– 724 Van Ness Avenue, 1170-1180 Green Street, and other
projects – there has been a catastro-phic breakdown in
recent years in the implementation and enforcement of the
Planning Code.
This failure has been demonstrated in the case of the
proposed construction of a fourth ﬂoor addition to an existing 3-story 6 unit apartment building at 1170–1180 Green
Street. In this instance the Planning Department, Planning
Director, and Board of Appeals approved the issuance
of a Building Permit for a proposed construction project
that would exceed the 40-foot height limit zoning for that
residential district on Russian Hill.
As a result and as noted in another article in this issue
of the CSFN “Neighborhood Views.” the burden of the
implementation and enforcement of our zoning codes is
being shifted from the salaried city professionals who are
paid to implement and enforce our city laws to the unpaid
volunteers of the neighborhood associations.
In addition, this unfair shift of responsibilities to the
neighborhood associations has been exacerbated by the
questionable public hearing practices initiated by the Board
of Appeals. These arbitrary practices cripple the rights of
citizens and favor developers.
At the November 10th hearing of an appeal by the
Russian Hill Community Association of a proposed
construction project that would exceed the 40-foot height
limit on Russian Hill, persons present at the hearing were
dismayed to hear the Executive Secretary of the Board of
Appeals announce, at the beginning of the Boardʼs hearing
of this appeal, that no member of the appellant community
association, i.e. the Russian Hill Community Association,
would be permitted to speak during the Public Comment
phase of the hearing. In other words, as members of an
association, citizens present at the hearing forfeited their
right to speak at the hearing of that associationʼs appeal
before the Board of Appeals. This is not only a bizarre
practice, but it also is an unfair, if not illegal, procedural
handicap thrust upon community associations appealing
Building Permits to the Board of Appeals.
In addition, at the November 10th hearing, the Board
of Appeals heard the ﬁrst nine appeal cases and allowed
any member of the public three minutes to speak during
Public Comment phase of each of these nine appeal
cases. Then the Board President announced just prior to
Public Comment phase for the appeal by the Russian Hill
Community Association that any person speaking during
this Public Comment phase could speak for a maximum of
only one minute.
These two unfair and arbitrary rulings severely
undermined the presentation by the Russian Hill
Community Association and members of the public present
supporting its appeal. Consequently, the Board of Appeals
did not hear a complete presentation of all aspects of the
appeal. Based on major omissions and misrepresentation
of information, the Board voted to deny the appeal
and approve the issuance of a Building Permit for a
construction project that would violate the 40-foot height
limit on Russian Hill.

Even more importantly, these questionable hearing
procedures are violating local and state laws that protect
the fundamental right of citizens to speak at public hearings
before the Board of Appeals.
These rulings have been called to the attention to
Supervisor Aaron Peskin. He and his staff are investigating
whether these questionable hearing procedures have
restricted public input to the Board of Appeals and crippled
the complete and objective consideration of the appeal
cases before it.
…Submitted by John Bardis, ISAC

Laguna Honda (Cont. from pg. 2)

Sister Miriam calls this travesty a “subtle form of
euthanasia” and we know that money is behind it. While
Director Katz is busy applying for lucrative social rehabilitation grants to fund his departmentʼs bloated adminisrative salaries, our City Attorney should be examining the
liability issues surrounding this secretive and extremely
harmful change in the admissions policy. My guess is that
this improper redirection of bond funds will likely end up
costing San Francisco more than itʼs worth, in terms of
lawsuit settlements, political capital, the trust of the voters,
and most importantly, the lives of our needy seniors.
John Farrell from the West of Twin Peaks Council will
attend our January meeting to present this issue to CSFN,
and to answer the questions you will surely have about this
civic nightmare. Taken with the recently announced budget
decision to terminate the Senior Escort Service, we would
be justiﬁed in asking whether there is a place for poor
seniors in San Franciscoʼs future.
A Word About Advocacy
CSFNʼs bylaws speak to one of the duties of the
President: to “represent the CSFN, according to adopted
public positions, before ofﬁcial bodies.” The bylaws are
silent on advocacy in all other cases, e.g. before other than
ofﬁcial bodies, and for or against issues on which CSFN
has taken no position.
Should any member of CSFN wish to stiﬂe dissent on
a memberʼs position by a CSFN President in the future,
the remedy would be to introduce a bylaw amendment
prohibiting the President from representing the organization
without the expressed permission of all of CSFNʼs members.
Of course, any President of CSFN who would accept
those conditions would not be worth having, just as any
organization with such rigid restrictions on free expression
would not be worth joining.
…Submitted by Barbara Meskunas, CSFN President

Potrero Hill Wins Zoning Controls
The CSFN was formed to bring the neighborhoods
together and have power in our cooperation.
Should there be a conﬂict of interest and members with
strong opposing sides, the Coalition ofﬁcers should take
a neutral position and not voice their personal opinions,
particularly when the CSFN membership has not taken a
public vote on the matter. When we lean towards favoring
a friend or particular interest group, we must curb those
feelings for the good of the organization. Letʼs all work
... Babette Drefke, East Mission /Potrero Hill
together.
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1170-1180 Green Street

Board Denies Appeal of Fourth Floor Addition
Over the years, the Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods has steadfastly supported community
associationsʼ protests of proposed construction projects
by developers that adversely impact the quality of life,
diminish the neighborhood character, or, most especially,
violate the zoning legislated by the Board of Supervisors
to protect the residential districts of San Francisco.
Two years ago the CSFN supported the Request
for Discretionary Review ﬁled by the Russian Hill
Community Association of Building Permit Application
No. 9925728 for the construction of a fourth ﬂoor addition
to the existing 3 story 6-unit apartment building at 11701180 Green Street, because the proposed addition of
the fourth ﬂoor would exceed the maximum 40-foot
height limit for this residential district on Russian Hill.
At the conclusion of that hearing, the Building Permit
Application was approved with conditions – one of which
required the developer to include elevation drawings
for the existing structure that had been omitted from the
application.
However, a careful examination of the elevation
drawings uncovered errors in the height dimensions
for the existing building that would result in the altered
building, after the construction of the fourth ﬂoor addition,
to exceed the zoned 40-foot height limit. So the CSFN
supported the appeal to the Board of Appeals ﬁled by the
Russian Hill Community Association urging the Board
of Appeals to deny the issuance of the Building Permit
because the proposed construction project would exceed
the 40-foot height limit.
At the conclusion of a hearing held on November 10,
2004, the Board of Appeals voted to uphold the issuance
of the Building Permit. Obviously the members of the
Board failed to understand that the proposed construction
project would exceed the 40-foot height limit because their
attention was distracted by other issues the association
addressed, i.e., obstruction of views, size of penthouse,
height of parapets, width of garage doors, shadows cast,
placement of trees, etc.
So the Russian Hill Community Association ﬁled
a Request for Rehearing that also was supported by the
CSFN. On December 15, 2004, the Board of Appeals held
a hearing on the request in order to determine whether
signiﬁcant information had not been considered or had
been overlooked at the hearing that was held on November
10th and whether such omission merited the scheduling of
a rehearing of this appeal. The Russian Hill Community
Association urged the Board to grant the rehearing of
the appeal, because information to be submitted at the
rehearing would demonstrate that: 1) the issuance of the
Building Permit would result in a building that would
exceed the 40-foot height limit and 2) that the Board
lacked the authority to approve the issuance of a Building
Permit for construction project that would exceed the 40foot height limit for this residential district on Russian Hill.
Nevertheless, the Board of Appeals voted to deny a
rehearing of this appeal.
Given the approval of the issuance of the Building

Permit, this matter now falls under the jurisdiction of the
Department of Building Inspection. When a protest was
made to the DBI that the errors in the documents attached
to the Building Permit would result in construction project
that would exceed the 40-foot height limit, a senior
inspector at DBI stated that the DBI could not consider the
protest at this time. He said the protest would be premature
and could only be ﬁled and considered by DBI after
construction of the project demonstrated that the building
exceeded the 40-foot height limit.
This protest presently is being addressed to the Chief of
the Department of Building Inspection.
Obviously this violation of the height limit should have
been caught two years ago by the Planning Department
and the Building Permit Application No. 9925728 returned
to the developer. However, as shown by the “99” in the
application number, this Building Permit Application has
been pursued for over ﬁve years by the developer.
Over these past ﬁve years, the Planning Department
acted diligently. In its effort to assist the developer to
submit a project that complies with the zoning laws, the
Department bent over backwards and asked the developer
to revise the plans seven different times for the proposed
construction project. At the same time the department has
been plagued by many handicaps: budget cuts, reduced
staff, high turnover of staff, absent Planning Director, and
even the absence of a sitting Planning Commission for
months three years ago. Obviously, this ﬁve-year ordeal
resulted in the department eventually throwing up its hands
and approving this ﬂawed Building Permit Application.
Consequently, under these unfortunate circumstances,
the burden of implementing and enforcing our city laws
regarding this project and other projects in our city is
being shifted unfairly from the paid professionals in our
city agencies to the unpaid volunteers of the neighborhood
associations and the CSFN.
— Submitted by John Bardis, ISAC

Emergency Resolution: Music Concourse
Whereas, a landmark application for the Music Concourse
in Golden Gate Park has been submitted to the Landmarks
Preservation Advisory Board, and
Whereas, the Music Concourse and its grid of pollarded
trees have been a valued part of San Franciscoʼs heritage
for over 100 years, and
Whereas, this grid of trees has been recently threatened by
various proposals to remove part, and in one case all, of
the tree grid and to engage in construction practices potentially damaging to the individual trees,
Be it resolved that, the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods supports the landmarking of the Music Concourse
and its grid of trees and, furthermore, requests that the
Landmarks Board incorporate strict guidelines into the
Landmark Ordinance for the protection of the grid of
trees.
...Submitted by Ramona Albright TPC / OSC
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Ratepayers (Cont. from pg. 1)

“Bait-and-Switch”
Conditional Use Authorization

The bait-and-switch in question is exempliﬁed by
the project at 724 Van Ness where the developer got a
CUA (Conditional Use Authorization) for 141 small (and
hence, relatively affordable) rental units from the Planning
Commission in June 2002 but then sold the property (and
CUA) to a new (perhaps) group of partners who is now
seeking to build 104 condo units.
The hope of the new partnership was to accomplish
this administratively: their attorney, John Sanger, indicates
that the new partners received assurances (in May and June
2004 prior to purchase) that their plan to build larger (and
more expensive) condos would be in general conformance
with the CUA.
But former Senior City Planner Nancy Gin and Public
Ethics Advocate Charles Marsteller did not know this: they
appeared before the Planning Commission last August
to request that the Commission call the project back for
review
The Zoning Administrator insisted, however, that
this was a matter to be decided by his ofﬁce, that he was
charged with the responsibility of determining what is and
what is not in general conformance with the CUA.
The Commission respectfully suggested that the
ZA seek City Attorney review of the matter prior to the
issuance of a decision. The ZA said he would take the
suggestion “under consideration.”
The ZA has since authorized a building permit for
130 units. The developer still intends to build condos, but
has appealed aspects of the ZAʼs decision to the Board of
Permit Appeals, perhaps with the hope that they can build a
lower number.
There are many signiﬁcant issues attendant to this
project. First, that the building will be 153 feet in height
built on an inﬁll lot, measuring 80x100 feet: a needle tower.
As such, the 1:1 parking ratio (required by the Van
Ness Corridor Plan) was waived and only 51 parking
spaces will be built. When the project was proposed, it was
suggested that a building mostly comprised of 300 sq ft
studios would service the local ballet and culinary students
and government workers, many of whom would not have
cars.
The developer now intends to convert the conventional
parking to “racked” parking, a concept growing in
popularity in Europe (and soon to come to a project near
you).
Now that the ZA has made his decision, Planning
Commissioner Bill Lee has asked for a City Attorney
opinion on this project.
It is possible that this matter will come back to the
Planning Commission for public hearing. In any event,
the SFChronicle is interested in this as a major news story.
Look for it soon!
The nature of this “bait-and-switch” is most troubling.
If it is allowed to happen here, it will set a precedent
by which it can be used again and again in other
neighborhoods and in other circumstances.
... Charles Marsteller, Van Ness Neighbors
... Submitted by Judith Berkowitz Chair, LU&H Committee

and make its recommendation on the proposed sewer
service fee rate increase and the new rate strcture at the
CSFN February meeting.
...Submitted by Joan Girardot, Chair, Water Task Force
(Editor: An SFPUC Communication follows)

SFPUC to Consider New Sewer Rate Service
Package, Capital Improvements
2005 will be an important year of progress and momentum at the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
(SFPUC). This vital City enterprise will continue the
historic $3.6 billion rebuild of the Hetch Hetchy water
delivery system that will repair, replace and seismically
upgrade more than 200 miles of aging pipelines and
tunnels, reservoirs, and dams. The agency is also undertaking more than $30 million in short-term sewer capital
projects to address San Franciscoʼs ﬂooding and urban
wastewater odors.
At the January 18 meeting, CSFN will be joined by
SFPUC to educate the membership about current capital
improvement programs. The Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods will be the ﬁrst community organization in
the agencyʼs outreach efforts to introduce their customers to
a new water and sewer rate package the Commission will
consider in March 2005.
The ongoing improvements to the Cityʼs aging water
delivery and wastewater infrastructure are necessary
to ensure a safe and reliable source of drinking water
and sewer service. However the SFPUC is experiencing
increasing costs for upgrading and maintaining our water
and wastewater infrastructure. The agency is currently
developing a new rate structure with the Rate Fairness Board,
a committee of San Francisco ratepayers created under
Proposition E in 2002 to advise the SFPUC on utility rates.
The proposed rate structure will encourage
conservation, provide utility discounts for low-income
families and non-proﬁt housing organizations and
will allow for signiﬁcant and critical upgrades to the
wastewater system. It will also implement a new sewer
connection/capacity fee charged to new development that
will compensate ratepayers for years of investment in the
wastewater system.
For the January 18th agenda, CSFN will welcome Tony
Winnicker, Director of Communications, Eric Sandler,
SFPUC ﬁnance manager, and Matt Adams, Chair of the
SFPUC Rate Fairness Board, to educate the membership
about the agencyʼs activities and proposed rate structure.
For more information, or if you would like to schedule the
SFPUC for our organizationʼs upcoming agenda, pleasse
contact SFPUC Communications at (415) 554-3289, or
email rateinfo@sfwater.org.
...Submitted on behalf of SFPUC by CSFN Water Task
Force, Joan Girardot, Chair.
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The Water Task Force Requests that

you bring your last water/sewer bill to the next
meeting. For privacy, you may remove your personal information. Help us ﬁght the new fee increases!

For Downloadable Pictures, check our website: www.csfn.net
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DECEMBER LAND USE & HOUSING
COMMITTEE REPORT
The CSFN Land Use & Housing Committee held its
regular meeting in the Community Room of the Northern
Police Station on Monday December 6. In the absence of
a quorum, we discussed establishing a CSFN Land Use &
Housing Position Paper as proposed by Barbara Meskunas.
Chair Berkowitz had been thinking along the same lines,
and had been compiling points to use as a springboard for
discussion. We will begin at next monthʼs LU&H meeting.
All delegates, as well as members of the CSFN member
organizations who are not CSFN delegates and who are not
LU&H Committee members, are welcome to come to these
meetings to help shape CSFN policy.

JANUARY LAND USE & HOUSING
COMMITTEE REPORT
The CSFN Land Use & Housing Committee held its
regular meeting in the Community Room of the Northern
Police Station on Monday January 3. Present were Dick
Millet, George Zaback, Marilyn Amini, John Bardis, Barbara Meskunas, Hiroshi Fukuda, and Judith Berkowitz.
Regular LU&H Committee meetings will meet the ﬁrst
Monday of each month (except for July):
Monday February 7
Monday August 1
Monday March 7
Monday September 5
Monday April 4
Monday October 3
Monday May 2
Monday November 7
Monday June 6
Monday December 5
724 Van Ness. Charles Marsteller and Molly Hopp of
Van Ness Neighbors updated us on the “bait-and-switch”
Conditional Use Authorization of 724 Van Ness (see article
elsewhere in this newsletter). There is evidence that even
though the CU was for rental units, the Zoning Administrator approved a switch to condos. Variances had been
granted for this building that are predicated on it being
rental. These variances do not apply if it is condos. Unfortunately, the approval is being carried through as if it were
the same building.
Van Ness Neighbors is arguing for a clean Conditional
Use. Charley explained how this is an abrogation of process; it is a template for an end-run around the Planning
Commission. This could set a precedent for widespread
abuse of the CU. If it stopped, it will be a signal to developers not to abuse the CU process.
Barbara Meskunas moved and John Bardis seconded a
Motion for the Planning Commission to take jurisdiction to
address the issues and rehear 724 Van Ness based on a substantially modiﬁed project from that for which the original
Conditional Use Authorization was granted. (7-0-0)
Charles Marsteller will write an article for the newsletter.
1170–80 Green Street. John Bardis brought to our attention the ongoing case of 1170–80 Green Street. CSFN
took a stand on this in 2002. Again in this case, process has
been abused, most speciﬁcally that the neighbors bringing
the DR were not allowed to speak. John will write an article
for the newsletter.
690 Market. This will be heard Tuesday. The developers are looking for a Mills Act exemption for the entire

project rather than that part of it which will be restored.
In June of last year LU&H voted unanimously to oppose
conditional approval of the conditional Mills Act contract
for the Chronicle Building at 690 Market Street and wrote a
letter to the BOS Finance Committee.
At the time we wrote that the public beneﬁt of the additional $505,746 in property tax revenue to the Cityʼs General Fund which would be realized by rehabilitation of the
existing original structure without a Mills Act contract far
outweighs the public beneﬁt of a restored historic façade.
Announcements: • An amendment to the General Plan
to include the Bike Plan has been introduced. • Crestmont
Hills will be on the February Agenda.
CSFN Position Paper on Land Use & Housing. Chair
Berkowitz handed out a one-page list of points which may
be used as a starting point for the monthsʼ-long effort of
developing a CSFN Position Paper on Land Use & Housing. We discussed Michael Bernickʼs article addressing SF
Planningʼs misuse of the transit corridor concept in this
context: http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?ﬁle=/chronicle/archive/2004/11/23/EDGQT9UPUL1.DTL
We expect to work on this Position Paper to continue for
much of the upcoming year. We are looking to complete it
before work on the Housing Element begins.
All delegates, as well as members of the CSFN member
organizations who are not CSFN delegates and who are not
LU&H Committee members, are welcome to come to these
meetings to help shape CSFN policy.
...Submitted by Judith Berkowitz Chair, LU&H Committee

DECEMBER EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE REPORT
The CSFN ExComm was called to order at 7:15PM

at its regularly scheduled meeting on December 29 at
Northern Police Station. Present were: Barbara Meskunas,
Judith Berkowitz, Eileen Boken, Doug Comstock, Dick
Millet, Bud Wilson, Evelyn Wilson, George Zaback.
Absent: Sharon Eberhart, Steve Gruel. Also attending:Joan
Girardot, Emeric Kalman.
1st Vice President’s Report: Judith Berkowitz
reported that Van Ness Neighbors have applied for CSFN
membership. VNN was recommended for approval to the
General Assembly pending clearer boundaries.
2nd Vice President’s Report: Eileen Boken reported
that all letters concerning CSFN votes and policy are done.
Treasurer: Doug Comstock reported that Rincon Point
Neighborhood Assn had sent in paperwork to join, but he
did not bring it to the meeting. RPNA was recommended
for approval to the General Assembly pending their compliance with CSFN membership requirements.
A ﬁnal accounting of the October Dinner will be ready
for the January meeting.
Unﬁnished Business: Evelyn Wilson requested
a Budget from the Treasurer for the January meeting.
Unbudgeted funds must be approved by the GA; if there
is a Budget, events like the Xmas Party will not need any
special approval.
New Business: Barbara asked which of the ExComm
members would not be running for ofﬁce next year. Three
indicated they might not be candidates. Barbara suggested
they might think about running for the (Cont. on Pg. 9)
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Minutes of the November 16, 2004
Regular Meetingof the CSFN Assembly

1. Call to order. President Barbara Meskunas brought the
meeting to order at 7:15 pm at the Northern Police Station.
a. Quorum declared. Delegates and alternates represented 21 CSFN member organizations
b. Agenda Approved
c. Introductions
2. Presentation by Host Organizations. Richard Magary
/ Buena Vista Neighborhood Association and Gerry Crowley / Telegraph Hill Dwellers described their organizations,
their objectives, history and issues.
3. Approval of the September 21, 2004 Minutes:
The minutes as reported on page six in the November,
2004 newsletter were approved.
4. Ofﬁcersʼ Reports:
A. President: Barbara Meskunas / BANG directed delegates to the November, 2004 newsletter for her report.
B. Vice President: Judith Berkowitz / EMIA directed
delegates to page seven of the November, 2004 newsletter
for the Excom report and announced that the next Excom
meeting is scheduled for December 29, 2004 @ 7:00 p.m.
The Excom minutes were also approved.
C. Second Vice President: Eileen Boken / SPEAK reported that letters concerning Piers 27-31, the water/sewer
rate increases and the SFO Smart Plan were written on
behalf of the CSFN.
D. Recording Secretary: No Report.
E. Treasurer: The treasurer, Doug Comstock / PRO
SF ﬁled a report showing a CSFN balance of $3,069.69
F. Corresponding Secretary: Dick Millet / Potrero
Boosters was not present.
5. Program: Debbie Dunn of Sunset Scavenger discussed
the holiday pick-up of discarded Christmas trees.
6. Committee Reports:
A. Open Space Task Force: Kathy Howard reported
on the landmarking of historic trees in the music concourse.
Kathy mentioned that the task force was interested in
hearing from others with fond memories of the trees in the
concourse.
B. Water Task Force: Chairperson Joan Girardot /
MCIPOA reported that with the new general manager at
the PUC there has been lots of activity and new hires at the
PUC. Also, the Rate fairness Board will be focusing on the
clean water program and will likely ask for another 11%
increase. Delegates were asked to bring their water bills to
the next meeting.
7. Speaker: Chris Bowman presented and discussed the
election aftermath.
8. Unﬁnished Business:
Last month, Eileen Boken / SPEAK introduced the following resolution for consideration:
Therefore, Be It Resolved, that the Coalition For San
Francisco Neighborhoods urges the Mayor and the Board
of Supervisors to proceed with a comprehensive management audit of the Redevelopment Agency;
Therefore, Be It Further Resolved, that this comprehensive management audit be performed by the Ofﬁce of
the Budget Analyst as soon as possible, but no later than the
ﬁscal year 0/06.

After being duly seconded, the resolution was discussed
and passed: 19-0-0.
9. New Business:
A. Evelyn Wilson / SPEAK introduced the following
resolution as an emergency:
Resolved, that the Coalition For San Francisco Neighborhoods urges the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors to
review city grants to non-proﬁts funded by General Fund
dollars for performance standards and cost efﬁciency, and
be if further
Resolved, That in order to backﬁll shortfalls in the budget for ﬁscal years 2004/05 and beyond CSFN urges the
Mayor and the Board of Supervisors to review city grants
to non-proﬁts for cost savings prior to making cuts to other
services.
After being duly declared an emergency the resolution
was seconded, discussed and passed 16-0-3.
B. Ellen Kernaghan / PBNA introduced the following
resolution as an emergency:
Therefore, Be It Resolved, that the Coalition For San
Francisco Neighborhoods supports Supervisor Sophie
Maxwellʼs legislation installing interim zoning controls for
lower Potrero Hill and forcing the Planning Department
to complete its community-based planning process for the
eastern neighborhoods of the City, and we urge passage by
the Board of Supervisors
After being duly seconded and discussed, the resolution
was not declared an emergency: 10-7-2.
10. Announcements: The meeting was adjourned in
the memory of Richard Hongisto, 1936 - 2004.
11. Adjournment: The meeting was adjourned at 9:50
p.m.
... Steven F. Gruel, Recording Secretary, GGHNA
President:
1st Vice President:
2nd Vice President:
Treasurer:
Recording Secretary:
Corresp. Secretary:
Member at Large:
Member at Large:
Member at Large:

Barbara Meskunas, sfmeskunas@aol.com
Judith Berkowitz, sfjberk@mac.com
Eileen Boken, aeboken@msn.com
Doug Comstock, dougcoms@aol.com
Steve Gruel, steve.gruel@usdoj.gov
Dick Millet, milletdick@aol.com
Sharon Eberhardt, sme314@aol.com
Bud Wilson, ewilson981@msn.com
George Zaback, 564-5223

Parliamentarian: Evelyn Wilson,
evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net

Whistleblower Complaints Program
The San Francisco Controllerʼs Ofﬁce has a respected
program that receives and tracks complaints about the quality and delivery of government services, wasteful and inefﬁcient City government practices, misuse of government
funds, and improper activities by City government ofﬁcials,
employees and contractors. The whistleblower complaints
hotline number is (415) 554-CITY.
Save this number and use it when you see wasteful or
fraudulent activity by city employees!
…Submitted by Richard Shadoian, CVIA
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SPONSORS FOR

2004

BENEFACTORS
San Francisco Apartment Assn.
Residential Builders Assn.
Spotlight Printing
PATRONS
Rebecca Silverberg, Candidate for Supervisor
Retired Firemen & Widows Assn. of SFFD
Law Ofﬁces of Angela Alioto
SPONSORS
Katherine Howard, ASLA
Ramona Albright
Sharon M. Eberhardt
Robert L. Speer
Lee Ann Prifti
David & Karen Crommie
Mary McAllister
Cheryl C. Brodie
OMI Neighbors in Action
Al & Mary Harris
Dick Millet
Joan Girardot
Suzanne D. Cauthen
Judith Berkowitz
Barbara Meskunas
Doug Comstock
John Bardis
Ed Jew/SWEAP
Cow Hollow Assn.
Charles B. Dicke
Anita Grier
Greg Corrales
Jim Siegel
Francis Somsel
Kelly Pascal & David Pascal
New Mission Terrace Improvement Assn.
Leland Yee, Speaker Pro Tem, Assembly, 12th District.

THANK YOU!

Land Use & Housing • Monday, 7:00, Feb. 7th at
Northern Police Stn. • Judith Berkowitz 824-0617 •
sfjberk@mac.com
Bylaws Committee Chair: Evelyn Wilson:
evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net 566-7826
Government and Elections Committee
Chair: Rebecca Silverberg: sfrebecca@aol.com 584-0535
Newsletter Comm. Chair: Ramona Albright 621-9621
Open Space Task Force Chair: Tys Sniffen:
tys@ideamountain.com 929-7746
Transportation Committee Chair: John Barry:
jackbarry99@earthlink.net 564-0225
Water Task Force Chair: Joan Girardot: 346-5525

Neighborhood Views is published monthly, the ofﬁcial voice of the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods, Inc., a 501(c)4 Organization.
To Submit Articles: email articles by the ﬁfth of the month 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.

ExCom (Cont. from pg. 7)
Nominating Committee. Discussion of Nominating
Committee candidates will take place at the January
ExComm and then at the February General Assembly
meeting.
Barbara brought proposed revisions to the Bylaws
including reconstitution of the ExComm and eliminating
term limits. A vote to Continue discussion until the January
meeting when a full ExComm is present passed 5/1 with
two not voting. (Withdrawn - Ed.)
Emeric brought the following motion to the ExComm
for CSFN approval:
Resolved: CSFN urges the Mayor and the Ofﬁce of
Emergency Services to complete and distribute the Disaster
Plan for San Francisco. (8-0-0)
The next ExComm meeting will be January 26.
The ExComm has reserved the Northern Station
Community Room for the following dates:
Wednesday January 26
Wednesday July 27
Wednesday February 23
Wednesday August 31
Wednesday March 30
Wednesday September 28
Wednesday April 27
Wednesday October 26
May (date?)
Wednesday Nov 30
Wednesday June 29
Wednesday December 28
—

Submitted by Judith Berkowitz,
1st Vice President

Golden Gate Park (Cont. from pg. 1)

One issue that has not been addressed at all is how the
trafﬁc on Lincoln Way will be affected. The Richmond
district has several arterials that run east-west,
California Street, Geary Street and Fulton St, while the
Sunset has a single east-west arterial, Lincoln Way. Lincoln even now operates very poorly as an artery from 19th
Ave to downtown. An enlarged entrance for vehicles at
the south side of Golden Gate Park can only make Lincoln
Way become much, much worse. How bad does it have
to get before the City pays attention to our needs?
Finally, it seems the process the Concourse Authority and its Director Mike Ellzey used to rush the project
through the public and city department processes may
have serious Sunshine, Brown Act and Ethics violations.
On January 11, the Sunshine Task Force agreed to hear the
matter. For more information, check the website www.
sfpix.com or call Trees Not Cars at 387-5435.
Editorʼs Note: An emergency resolution will be presented

as new business at the January 18th meeting:
Therefore be it resolved, that the Coalition for San

Francisco Neighborhoods requests that the Board of Supervisors and the Mayor intervene to stop the construction
of a second entrance to the parking garage under construction in the Music Concourse area of Golden Gate Park and
to prevent the widening of Martin Luther King Drive from
Ninth Avenue and Lincoln Way to provide exclusively
dedicated access to this second entrance to the garage.
...Submitted by Mary Anne Miller SPEAK
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January
th

18

General Assembly Meeting January 18, ‘05
6:30
7:00

7:15
7:20

7:30

9:00

9:25
9:35

9:45
IX.

I.
II.

Sign In and Refreshments
Call to Order/Ascertain Quorum
A. Introduction of Delegates and Guests
B. Presentation of Host Organizations:
1. Cow Hollow Assn – CHA
2. Diamond Heights Community Assn – DHCA
III.
Approval of November Minutes
IV.
Ofﬁcers’ Reports
A. President
B. Vice Presidents
A. Van Ness Neighbors application to CSFN.
B. Rincon Point Nbhd. Assn. application to CSFN.
C. Treasurer
D. Secretaries
Program.
• Laguna Honda, changes in demographics of patient population
– John Farrell
• Increase in sewer service charges – SFPUC Director of Communica
tions, a member of the SFPUC Finance Dept, and member of the 7member Rate Fairness Board
V.
Committee Reports
A. Land Use & Housing
B. Media Relations
C. Open Space Task Force
D. Transportation
E. Water Task Force
VI.
Unﬁnished Business
VII.
New Business
A. Approval of Budget. (ExComm)
B. Resolution urging the Mayor and the Ofﬁce of Emergency Ser
vices to complete and distribute the Disaster Plan for the City
(ExComm)
VIII. Announcements10:00
Adjournment

ACTION ITEMS:
Emergency: Music Concourse p.4
Emergency: MLK Street Widening p. 9
ExCom: Disaster Planning p, 9
PROGRAM
Laguna Honda Reuse Report
PUC Rate Hikes

MLK Street Widening ..........................................1
Sewer & Water Rates ..........................................1
Aide Cheryl Brodie...............................................1
MONS to meet CSFN Delegates.........................1
Editorial: Laguna Honda .....................................2
Editorial: Advocacy by Ofﬁcers .........................3
Testimony at Board of Appeals...........................3
1170 Green St. Appeal..........................................4
Music Concourse Resolution..............................4
Bait & Switch at 724 Van Ness...........................5
Christmas Potluck at Forest Hills Clubhous......6
Land Use & Housing Comm Reports .................7
ExComm Report.....................................................7
Minutes: Nov. Gen. Assembly.............................8
Whistleblower Complaints .................................8

