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Parking in the City
Deciding its Outcome

Parking for Neighborhoods

There’s just not enough parking in
San Francisco
Faced with the loss of tens of thousands of parking spaces,
a public transit system that is chronically unreliable
and growing frustration with the current system that
discourages the construction of any parking, residents and
merchants have banded together to place the Parking for
Neighborhoods Initiative on this November’s ballot.
Because of city planning policies that discourage residential
garage construction, it has become nearly impossible
for homeowners to install garages in their own homes.
Neighborhood merchants are clamoring for more parking
in our neighborhood commercial corridors. But the last
neighborhood commercial district garage built was the
North Beach Garage — which was completed in 2001 and
took 13 years to permit — and currently there are no plans
for any additional neihjborhood parking projects.
More cars are coming to San Francisco. According to the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for the
Bay Area, the average number of vehicles for San Francisco
in 2000 was 1.75 per household. By 2010, this number is
projected to be 1.82 per household. At the same time, San
Francisco is losing thousands of parking spaces every year.
Despite the efforts of a small group of individuals who
would like to eliminate or drastically reduce the amount
of parking in San Francisco, neighborhoods want
more parking. Just this past month, Mission residents
unanimously voted to scrap the Planning Department’s
Policies in the Draft Mission Area Plan, which would have
reduced and eliminated parking. Residents have instead
identiﬁed places for more parking.
Setting parking requirements are considered a “best
practice” of well-planned cities. For instance in Portland,
Oregon, whose planning policies have received recognition
from the American Planning Association, requires the
construction of 1.35 parking spaces per housing unit.
(Contʼd on p. 5, col 1)

Downtown’s sneaky parking plan

A measure would prohibit programs to make
the city’s mean streets safer for all of us
Two years ago this week, the mayors of many of the
world’s largest cities gathered in San Francisco for World
Environment Day and pledged to make their cities more
livable and sustainable places.
San Francisco justly prides itself on being an environmentminded city made of diverse and livable neighborhoods.
Thanks in large part to the city’s historic neighborhoods,
designed around walking and public transit, San
Franciscans generate fewer greenhouse gas emissions per
capita than residents of any city in the country except New
York.
Unfortunately, one of the most environmentally unfriendly
measures to come along in a decade may be headed to
the ballot. A shadowy coalition of downtown interests
is gathering signatures for a measure, the brainchild of
Republican ﬁnancier Don Fisher, that would impose a onesize-ﬁts-all parking “solution” on San Francisco’s distinct
neighborhoods while removing protections for pedestrians,
cyclists, and public transit from the city’s Planning Code.
This measure, blandly titled the Parking for Neighborhoods
Initiative, threatens to reverse decades of progress toward a
sustainable and livable San Francisco.
If this measure becomes law, it will negate the ability
of neighborhoods to plan their own future, to provide
affordable housing options, and to make their streets safe
and livable. It will, in a stroke, overturn many years’ worth
of neighborhood-based planning efforts, from downtown
and South of Market through Hayes Valley and the Mission
to Balboa Park.
Reduced-parking requirements, limitations on creating new
parking spaces, have become a useful tool for decreasing
trafﬁc congestion, encouraging walking, cycling, and
public transit use, and making housing more affordable in
the city’s most dense and transit-rich neighborhoods. The
(Contʼd on p. 5, col 2)

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE
We thank Senator Leland Yee for installing ofﬁcers last
month at the June General Assembly meeting. Since then
we’ve hardly stopped working on issues. One big issue in the
past month has been the tiered water rate increase. Several
hearings which Joan Girardot and Denise LaPointe have been
working on have — or as the case may be — have not taken
place. We thought we had a shot at reversing the tiered system at the Full Board, but it was not to be... see page 3.
The Land Use & Housing Committee showed up in force
to the Board of Appeals hearing to request them to allow
late ﬁling of our appeal to take jurisdiction of the Letter of
Determination from Zoning Administrator Larry Badiner to
the Planning Commission concerning the new NC-T Zoning
Classiﬁcation. Unfortunately, they voted 4-1 not to allow the
late ﬁling. One of the commissioners did, however, suggest
that we take the case to the Sunshine Ordinance Task Force.
The big ticket item, the one that has everyone exercised is
the Parking Initiative, Parking for Neighborhoods. A lot of
speculation about what the measure really says will be put to
rest at our General meeting Tuesday when we hear from both
sides of the issue. At that time we can gather the facts of the
matter, and make a decision as to whether or not to support
this measure and write a ballot argument.
Before the CSFN Government & Elections Committee met,
we found that the police DROP measure, which would keep
police ofﬁcers on the force a couple of more years before
retirement, failed to get enough signatures to qualify for the
ballot. They will be able to keep on gathering signatures, and
try again for the February 2008 election.
In other news, the Draft Mission Area Plan’s written comments deadline was extended to July 31. Neighborhood folks
who have never been active prior to this are joining with
those of us who have been working on land use issues for
several years now. The issue is also attracting residents who
used to be involved with issues, but dropped out years ago.
Now they are becoming active again. It’s good to have these
folks on board in the Mission. It’s been too long that MAC
and its allies have been saying that they are “speaking for the
Mission” when they are only speaking for themselves.
Lastly, in May CSFN voted its unanimous support of the
middle-income housing project proposed for the corner of
César Chavez & Mission which was subsequently approved
by the Planning Commission.
(Contʼd on p. 4. col 2)

Neighborhoods Win Against
Housing Plan in an Appeals Ruling
The housing blueprint that San Francisco adopted three years ago
could lead to increased neighborhood density, more trafﬁc and
extra pollution, and is invalid because the city failed to study the
environmental consequences, a State Appeals Court has ruled.
The decision Friday by the First District Court of Appeal in San
Francisco was a victory for neighborhood organizations, mostly
in the western part of the city, that formed San Franciscans for
Livable Neighborhoods to challenge the Housing Element of
the City’s General Plan. They argued that the proposal would
concentrate development in their areas and cause overcrowding.
The City Planning Commission approved the document in
May 2004, which was 14 years after it was previously updated.
It outlines plans for accommodating growth projected by the
Association of Bay Area Governments: a population increase in
San Francisco of 32,500 by 2010, to 809,200, and a need for about
2,700 new housing units each year.
City ofﬁcials said the plan contained only minor differences from
the 1990 revision and did not require an Environmental Impact
Report, a conclusion that a Superior Court judge accepted in
December 2005. The Appeals Court disagreed.
Some provisions of the 2004 document “reﬂect a shift away from
preserving existing housing density and a movement toward
allowing denser housing development and decreased off-street
parking,” the three-judge panel said.
That, in turn, could lead to increased trafﬁc congestion, air
pollution and noise and a change in the “aesthetic quality” of
neighborhoods, the court said.
The judges ordered the city to prepare an environmental report that
would analyze the changes, discuss alternatives and solicit public
comment.
The city could go through that process for the 2004 plan or set
that document aside and conduct an environmental report for an
updated plan that is due in 2009, Deputy City Attorney Audrey
Pearson said Monday. She said the city could also appeal the ruling
to the state Supreme Court.
Kathy Devincenzi, the lawyer for the plaintiffs, said the process of
pulling together an Environmental Impact Report would bring “all
the adverse consequences (of the housing plan) to light.” Those
consequences include denser neighborhoods, scarcer parking and a
more difﬁcult climate for local businesses, she said.
…Bob Egelko, Chronicle Staff Writer
SF Chronicle Tuesday June 26, 2007 Reprinted with permission

State Senator Leland Yee with CSFN Officers: President Judith Berkowitz, 1st VP Gary Noguera, 2nd VP Penelope Clark, Secretary Dick Millet, Treasurer Jim Lew
and members-at-large Sue Cauthen and Joan Girardot. Not pictured is Angelique Mahan.
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SUPERVISOR ALIOTO-PIER THWARTS
LEGALLY GUARANTEED PROTEST HEARING
ON WATER AND WASTEWATER RATES
AND INCREASES
Unfair and Inequitable Rate Structure
Coming Soon to your Mailbox!

In a blatant act of disdain for her constituents and
ratepayers throughout San Francisco, Supervisor AliotoPier didn’t show up for work Monday morning July 9,
2007. It’s offensive enough that she’s a “Jillie Come
Lately” to the important and substantive issue of water and
wastewater rates, but by declaring a “scheduling conﬂict”
she single handedly enabled Government Audit and
Oversight Committee Chair Sean Elsbernd to gavel down
the noticed meeting without attempting to ﬁnd alternate
members. If there was ever a day for Elsbernd to discover
his inner, Texas cowboy and send the sheriffs after this
wayward ﬁlly, with full protection of the long arm of law,
known as our City Charter, it was Monday. (You’ll recall
the state legislators who made for the Texas border in 2003
hiding in Oklahoma to avoid a controversial vote.)
Less than a week after the Fourth of July, our proud day
of Independence, he did not. Instead, he decided to cancel
the meeting as Chair, and as such, nullifying any chance
to reconvene the meeting and comply with noticing
requirements, thereby killing our efforts to protest the new
family tax in San Francisco. How’s that for a barnburner?
If you’re a residential water/sewer customer, get ready
for your next bills to be whoppers. The Coalition for
San Francisco Neighborhoods and the West of Twin
Peaks Central Council continue to argue, the SFPUC
resolution approved June 12, 2007 embodies a tiered rate
increase and structure, which are unjustiﬁable, pernicious,
discriminatory, arbitrary and unfair to families. Here’s what
the SFPUC didn’t tell you – the new tiered rates apply to
residential customers only, and in the next two years the
new rates will generate nearly $70 million dollars in water
and wastewater increases. Under the new water/wastewater
tiered rate structure, single family households with a family
of four will pay 88% more on average than a single person
household, even though using the same amount of water
and sewer per person, and tenant water hogs get off gratis!
It’s time to repeal the legally questionable voter approved
Proposition E, whereby the Board of Supervisors is no
longer required to hold hearings on water and wastewater
rate changes. Nor is it required to approve exorbitant
rate increases, protecting the members from confronting
inappropriate charges, educating themselves on the rate
process or voting for rate increases. They can, however,
adopt a resolution rejecting the rate structure within 30
days. And we see what mischief occurred! All residential
water and wastewater ratepayers should pay the same

price for the same service. This uniform cost formula has
enabled the system to function in the past, and there are no
convincing arguments to change it now, and it’s an affront
to all citizens that we won’t get to make our case.
What now for civic-minded people? Firstly, call Alioto-Pier
at 554-7752 or e-mail her at michela.alioto-pier@sfgov.
org, sean.elsbernd@sfgov.org at 554-6516, or the President
Aaron Peskin at 554-7450, aaron.peskin@sfgov.org and tell
them we object to the process, and their unwillingness to
vote on the protest resolution.
Secondly, remind them of some basic democratic
principles, like civic responsibility exercised by all citizens,
directly or through their freely elected representatives, that
local government must be as accessible and responsive
to “we the people”, and the rule of law ensures that all
citizens receive equal protection under the law and that our
rights are protected. Insist they hear that we citizens not
only have rights, we have the responsibility to participate
in the political system that, in turn, protects our rights and
freedoms. Finally, tell them we are united, resilient, and
strong and will continue to ﬁght the family tax.
…Joan Girardot (MCIPOA), Chair Water Task Force
Denise LaPointe (TPIA), Water Task Force, President West
of Twin Peaks Central Council

Transbay Terminal
Revenue and Design
Here are some suggestions for ﬁnancing the Transbay Terminal
development to provide far more ﬁscal opportunity for the City
than the ofﬁcial proposal without lessening the project’s market
appeal.
1. Retain title to the land and sell the development rights (second
trust deed). Estimated price would approach that of the sale of
full title to the land. Keeping this site in public ownership adds
to its value because it promotes ﬂexible design and development
without the limitations of parcel boundaries,
2. Possessory interest tax that would be about 213 of 1% of the added
value created by the taxable development. There is a legal limit of
2% per year that is less than the actual CPI rate of inﬂation; therefore,
this revenue source declines in real value over the years.
3. Assess ground rents on the value created as it is created.
An estimate would be about 3% of the added private value,
importantly, in constant dollars as inﬂation occurs. Bond
revenues would also be available to meet added public costs and
such bonds are ultimately paid off in cheaper dollars.
There is a possibility of issuing Mello Roos bonds as an added source
of public infrastructure funds, but that depends on the market to sustain
this added tax.
There are doubts regarding Transbay’s assumptions for the
absorption rate of the proclaimed market. The city would need to be
competitive with global markets for deep pocket ﬁnance. Locally,
Silicon Valley today is rated the third most valuable source of hightech ﬁnance in the world and the leader in the legally stable global
market. We do not believe that we are able to signiﬁcantly move
that market up to San Francisco. As to off-source Asian markets,
the Euro-market sphere is much more competitive and safer.
Hiring a “great” architect cannot be used as a substitute for
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Executive Committee Report
June 27, 2007
The CSFN ExCom was called to order at 17:40 at Northern
Police Station by Chair Gary Noguera. Present were all
ExCom members [Berkowitz, Noguera, Clark, Millet, Lew,
Mahan, Girardot, Cauthen, and Wilson] with no absentees.
The Recording Secretary position is unﬁlled, but former
secretary Dick Millet is ﬁlling in. Guests: Marilyn Amini,
Emeric Kalman.
Reports: President Berkowitz attended a number of
meetings. She will be doing another outreach before the
next General Assembly meeting prior to her appointing a
temporary Recording Secretary as NomCom had been unable
to ﬁnd anyone willing to serve. Parking for Neighborhoods
proposition has enough signatures to qualify for the ballot,
but petitions continue to circulate to ensure validations will
pass muster. She attended numerous City Hall meetings.
1st VP Noguera continues to represent CSFN as a member
of the TEP CAC. He also attended several meetings relative
to the libraries and water rates, and the WTPCC 70th
Anniversary event at which Mayor Newsom spoke. A CSFN
membership outreach campaign has just started, with Don
Stroh of DHIC assisting.
2nd VP Clark reviewed responsibilities of the ofﬁce.
Treasurer Lew reported that there was no new income, but
that likewise there were no new expenses.
Corresponding Secretary Millet had no report.
Program for July: Ballot proposition arguments.
Program for Aug: Suggestions include Ballot propositions,
Grafﬁti Watch, Central Muni Subway, Home Depot, and TEP
[SFMTA transit effectiveness project]
New Business: Joan Girardot announced that the water rate
increase will be heard again at the Government Audit and
Oversight Committee [7/09 in Chambers at 10:00] re the PUC
tiered water rate structure. She urged rejection by the Board
of the rates adopted by the PUC. File #070919
Unﬁnished Business: Recording Secretary slot remains
unﬁlled.
The next ExCom meeting will be on July 25th at 17:30 at
Northern Station.
The meeting adjourned at 19:00.
…Gary Noguera (MPIC), Chair

Transbay

(Contʼd from p. 3, col 2)

economic reality but may be just a means to hype the real estate
market. A big name architect might not feel required to design the
site to meet the needs of local climate, orientation and relating this
development to its contiguous areas.
It is possible that the method of ﬁnance proposed here will provide
better ﬁscal assistance towards achieving high-speed train access to
the Transbay terminal than the ofﬁcial proposal. It would certainly
make a better case for state and federal assistance if it can be
shown that the City is willing and can provide a share of the
costs.
…Bernie Choden (CHNA)

Land Use & Housing
Committee Report
The Regular Meeting of the CSFN Land Use & Housing
Committee was convened by Chair Hiroshi Fukuda on
Monday, July 9, 2007 at 5:41 p.m. in the Community Room
of the Northern Police Station at Turk and Fillmore Streets.
The Committee considered the following items:
1. 3400 Cesar Chavez, the appeal of the Neg Dec at Board
of Supervisors July 17, 2007. CSFN members urged to
actively support project.
2. Prepare for hearing at Board of Appeals to take
Jurisdiction on the Zoning Administrator’s letter of
Determination of February 27, 2007, hearing is on July
11, 2007.
3. Parking for Neighborhoods update.
The next regular meeting of the Committee will be held on
Monday, August 13, 2007 at 5:30 p.m. in the Community
Room of the Northern Police Station located at Turk and
Fillmore Streets.
The meeting was adjourned at 7:16 P.M.
…Hiroshi Fukuda (RCA), Chairman

President’s Message

(Contʼd from p. 2, col 1)

This is a really good middle-density, middle-income home
ownership project at the old Kelly-Moore Paint Store site at
3400 César Chavez (NW corner at Mission St).
A broad-based coalition of groups and individuals in and
around the Mission District supports this project. Mission Antidisplacement Coalition (MAC) was soundly defeated at the
Planning Commission because of the merits of the proposal.
MAC is now seeking to have the Board of Supervisors
overturn the Planning Commission’s decision. Their appeal
is based on purely political grounds and ignores established
environmental regulations and procedures.
This is a great project, but it is in danger of death by ideology.
The neighbors and property owner are supporting ownership
above two small businesses, an after-school study program,
and an eyes-on-the-street 24-hour Walgreen’s.
Read about it and look at plans here: http://
www.3400cesarchavez.net/
MAC is pushing hard for 100% low-income high-density
rental housing with severely limited parking above the day
labor program on the ground ﬂoor... But the land is owned by
someone else, plus they have no funding in place.
And the intersection of César Chavez and Mission is a very
busy one, and not suited for such a use.
Contact the supervisors today. Something like this could happen in your Neighborhood!
...Judith Berkowitz (EMIA)
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Parking: Pro
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This measure will require a minimum number of parking spaces
in new apartment, retail and ofﬁce buildings so drivers are
not forced to ﬁnd parking on our already overcrowded streets,
which would result in these drivers taking on-street residential
parking, creating trafﬁc jams as people circle the block looking
for parking, and even double-park waiting for spaces to open
up.
The “Parking For Neighborhoods” Initiative will create
• Parking for homes — The initiative allows owners of
homes and small buildings of up to four units to add at
least one parking place, provided it meets applicable
development standards for the neighborhood;
• Parking for neighborhoods — The initiative requires a
minimum of one parking space for each housing unit built
in San Francisco neighborhoods outside of Downtown;
• Parking for apartments and condos — The initiative
allows the building of a minimum of three parking spaces
for every four housing units built in Downtown San
Francisco, where most of the City’s transit is concentrated;
• Parking for workers and shoppers — The initiative
allows the building of a minimum number of parking
spaces in new retail and commercial projects built in the
Downtown area or the acquisition of a minimum amount of
parking for customers and tenants at nearby public garages;
• Parking for hybrid cars and car shares — The initiative
encourages the use of hybrid automobiles and car-sharing
services, such as City CarShare, Flexcar, and Zipcar, by
requiring the set-aside of spaces for alternative fuel and
shared vehicles in garages.
Because this measure will take cars off the street, it is likely to
reduce congestion. Fewer cars will be circling the block looking
for parking, fewer cars will need to be moved for street cleaning
and fewer cars will double park blocking Muni and trafﬁc.
Each of our neighborhoods is part of the City, and we must set
parking policy citywide since the choices in one neighborhood
impact the adjoining neighborhoods and the city as a whole.
We all move throughout the city; we do not stay in one
neighborhood all day.

Parking: Con

(Contʼd from p. 1, col 2)

city’s Downtown Plan, adopted in the 1980s, encouraged
the area to grow as a diverse commercial, industrial,
and residential district, oriented to transit rather than the
automobile.
Many neighborhoods may not choose reduced-parking
requirements, but where they ﬁt, residents have embraced
them as a way to preserve their neighborhoods’ livability,
character, and affordability. Nearly a third of San
Francisco households live without a car. A UC Berkeley
study showed that units without parking spaces are
affordable to twice as many households as units with
them.
The measure would also prohibit programs to make
San Francisco’s mean streets safer places for all of us,
particularly children, elders, and the disabled. It arrogantly
asserts the right of developers to cut new driveways and
garage entrances wherever they want, regardless of the
number of pedestrians, cyclists, and Muni riders who
would be inconvenienced or even endangered.
Proponents of the measure are trying to give it a green
gloss, invoking provisions about car sharing and lowemission vehicles. Don’t be fooled — this ill-conceived
measure will make our city less sustainable, less livable,
less affordable, and less safe. Don’t sign the petition!
…Tom Radulovich, executive director, Livable City
Editor’s Note: After numerous unsuccessful attempts over
several days to obtain an opposition article from Mr
Radulovich in order to balance the Parking debate,
holding up publication of this edition of Neighborhood
Views for 3 days past deadline, we had no choice but
to reprint his article which was originally published in
the June 6 edition of the SF Bay Guardian.

This measure will bring coherence and stability to the City’s
parking policy.
For more information about this measure please visit
www.MoreCityParking.com
…Jim Maxwell, President, Council of District Merchants

COMMITTEES
Land Use & Housing • Monday 5:30PM August 13 • Northern
How to Reach Us
Station
• Chair Hiroshi Fukuda • ninersam@aol.com • 386-2632
President: Judith Berkowitz • sfjberk@mac.com • 824-0617
Gov’t
&
Elections • Chair Melinda LaValle • melindalavalle@aol.com
1st VP: Gary Noguera • garynoguera@earthlink.net
Bylaws • Chair Evelyn Wilson • evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net •
2nd VP: Penelope Clark • penelopeclark@yahoo.com
Secretary: Dick Millet • milletdick@yahoo.com
566-7826
Treasurer: Jim Lew • emtjal@sbcglobal.net
Open Space • Chair Nancy Wuerfel • nancenumber1@aol.com •
Member-at-Large: Sue Cauthen • scau1321@aol.com
731-6432, R. Albright • 621-9621
Member-at-Large: Angelique Mahan • angelmahan@hotmail.com
Water Task Force • Chair Joan Girardot • 346-5525
Member-at-Large: Joan Girardot • 346-5525
Transportation • Chair Gary Noguera • garynoguera@earthlink.net •
Parliamentarian: Evelyn Wilson • evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net
469-8899
—5—

CSFN Draft Minutes
General Meeting June 19, 2007
MEETING CALLED TO ORDER by Pres. Judith Berkowitz
at 7:00 pm at Northern Police Station, Tuesday, 19 JUNE 2007
with introduction of Delegates and Guests.
QUORUM ASCERTAINED: 19 organizations and 7 guests
attending.
PRESENTATION by HOST ORGANIZATIONS: Russian
Hill Neighbors, Penelope Clark (RHN) & Twin Peaks
Improvement Assn, Denise LaPointe, Dona Crowder (TPIA)
provided the refreshments.
OFFICERS’ REPORTS:
• President’s REPORT, Judith Berkowitz: see President’s
Message p 2 of June’07 Newsletter. Two Ballot Initiatives
are available for circulation and signature (side table):
1) Regulation of Parking Space: Ordinance. (Supervisor
Alioto-Pier.) It was Moved (ExComm), 2nd, PASSED that
the CSFN support getting this ordinance on the Ballot:
18-0-0 Roll Call Vote.
2) City Charter Amendment, Deferred Retirement Option
Program, DROP, for Police Dept. members.
3) DBI has asked the CSFN to participate in their Business
Process Reengineering (BPR) Program.
4) Mayor Newsom thanks the CSFN for its support on the
Budget (w/o Daly’s amendments). He also met with “Park
Access for All” group to discuss how Saturday GG Park
closure is working, to date.
5) Berg Davis Public Affairs is looking for a neighborhood
non-proﬁt organization in order to partner in sponsoring a
neighborhood park.
• 1st VICE PREZ, Gary Noguera (MPIC): see X-Com Report,
p 3 of June 07 Newsletter. Gary circulated “Committee Signup Sheets”.
• 2nd VICE PREZ, Penelope Clark (RHN): NONE
• RECORDING SEC’Y, Position “O P E N”: 15 MAY ‘07
Minutes, p 6 of June’07 Newsletter, “APPROVED” by
verbal vote.
• TREASURER’s Report, Jim Lew (NBN): NONE
• CORRESPONDING SEC’Y, Dick Millet (PBNA):
Correspondence BINDER available at side table.
COMMITTEE REPORTS:
• EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, Gary Noguera (MPIC) 1st VP,
page 4, June 07 Newsletter.
• BYLAWS COMMITTEE, Evelyn Wilson (SPEAK) chair
NONE
• LAND USE/HOUSING COMMITTEE, H. Fukuda (RCA)
chair, p 4 of June 07 Newsletter.
The Board of Supes voted against the Market/Octavia Plan
“Appeal”, therefore, CSFN should request the Board of
Appeals take jurisdiction and reopen the matter. 30 June is
deadline for Draft Mission Area Plan comments. Judy to
write comments on Draft Mission Area Plan letter based on
CSFN adopted stances.

• WATER TASK FORCE, Joan Girardot (MCIPOA) chair:
Urges CSFN membership to call and e-mail all Supervisors
as groups or individuals to protest the passage of Tiered
Rates.
UNFINISHED BUSINESS:
• RESOLUTION: HELIPAD AT SF GENERAL
HOSPITAL
Speaking FOR: Mike McClintock & Dr. Andrei Campbell,
SF Gen’l. AGAINST: Loretta Lynch, Q & A
Be it resolved the CSFN OPPOSE the construction &
operation of a HELIPAD at the Potrero Campus of SFGH.
Moved, by Judy Berkowitz (EMIA) and Dick Millet
(PBNA), 2nd, PASSED (12-2-4) Roll Call vote.
• RESOLUTION: “Public Notice to Neighbors” from Mary
Helen Briscoe (PROSF) Be it resolved that the CSFN
urges the Board of Supes and the Mayor to require that
ALL City Departments notify, post notices, and involve in
discussions with the public for all projects that affect all local
stakeholders and certify same. See p 7 of June 07 newsletter
for full text. Moved Lorraine Lucas (HAIA), 2nd, PASSED
15-4 by show of hands that VOTE BE POSTPONED and
that the resolution be rewritten for clariﬁcation and better
deﬁnition.
INSTALLATION (Swearing in) OF CSFN OFFICERS by
Senator Leland Yee.
CERTIFICATES OF HONOR AND RECOGNITION were
presented to all incoming Ofﬁcers by: Senator Yee; Daniel
Homsey, representing SF Mayor Gavin Newsom and Bob
Twomey, representing Assemblywoman Fiona Ma. Note:
Mayor Gavin Newsom stopped by to say Hello.
PROGRAM: DRAFT MISSION AREA PLAN. Fred Snyder,
North Mission. Ken Rich, Planning Dept. and Claudia Flores
were invited and had conﬁrmed attendance, but then canceled
at last minute. The Mission Area Plan is going forward
without support or participation of any Mission District
neighborhood or business group. It carries forward two new
zoning classiﬁcations RTO & NCT from the Market/Octavia
Plan, Fred Snyder, North Mission resident, and Donna Crowder
(TPIA) request the CSFN help in opening neighborhood
dialogue. MOVED, “That the CSFN write a letter urging
the Planning Department notify and open dialogue with the
residents and businesses affected by the draft MISSION AREA
PLAN.” 2nd, PASSED (15-0-2) Roll Call vote.
ANNOUNCEMENTS:
• Bob Twomey, Assemblywoman FIONA MA’s Aide
invited the CSFN membership to participate in the Sunset
Playground, Lawton/Moraga, “clean-up” 9:00am this
Saturday.
• Carrie Condran LaBriola, Exec Director of COMMUNITY
BOARDS, introduced herself and her organization’s services
and distributed literature.
ADJOURNMENT: 9:35pm
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…Dick Millet (PBNA) Acting Recording Secretary

THANK YOU TO OUR SPONSORS!

Government & Elections
Committee Report

Gov’t & Elections Committee met on Friday, July 6
at 5:30 in the Community Room of Northern Station.
Serving on the committee and present were: Mary
Harris (OMI-NIA), Emeric Kalman (GWPNA), Sharon
Eberhardt (CIA), Sue Cauthen (NBN), Melinda LaValle
(CHNA), Joan Girardot (MCI/POA), Angelique Mahan
(EDIA), Judith Berkowitz (EMIA), Linda Peterson
(RHN), Evelyn Wilson (SPEAK), Tony Sacco (NMTIA),
Al Harris (OMI-NIA), Penelope Clark (RHN), Gary
Noguera (MPIC), Rae Doyle (GWPNA). Our guests
were Jim Maxwell and Tom Radulovich.

PATRONS
Retired Firemen & Widows Assn of SFFD
San Francisco Fire Fighters Local 798
David Allen Family Trust
San Francisco Police Ofﬁcers’ Assn

th

The only proposed initiative that we reviewed was the
Parking for Neighborhoods ordinance. The committee
reviewed the information and pro and con presentations.
We voted to pass the motion on to have the measure
go to the General Assembly delegates without
recommendation. While many on the committee were
strongly in favor of the initiative and feel that overall
it does more good than harm, two potential loopholes
made the measure less clear-cut for most to endorse
a recommendation of support be sent to the General
Assembly. One appears that where this initiative requires
1:1 parking to unit ratio, they can instead pay $15K
per space into the existing Parking Fund. It was later
clariﬁed that this is only for commercial properties in
residential neighborhoods, not residential developments.
The other loophole would allow (allow not require)
a minimum amount of parking for new commercial
buildings downtown, should the developer choose.
This “allowance” would roughly triple the current 7%
maximum of building square footage that can be used for
parking spaces. Some were uncomfortable about what
that meant for future trafﬁc impact to downtown. Others
stressed the need for parking for families and insuring
that all neighborhoods are governed together and not
exempt from providing off-street storage for vehicles
that does not interfere with commercial business street
parking or other residential parking. Many felt that this
was not a conﬂict with a Transit First city.
Proposed DROP initiative did not qualify for the
November ballot. We voted not to consider proposed
Alcatraz initiative.

SPONSORS
Buena Vista Neighborhood Assn
Cathedral Hill Neighborhood Assn
Cayuga Improvement Assn
Cow Hollow Assn
Diamond Heights Community Assn
Dolores Heights Improvement Club
East Mission Improvement Assn
Ewing Terrace Neighborhood Assn
Excelsior District Improvement Assn
Fair Oaks Community Coalition
Forest Knolls Neighborhood Org
Friends of the Music Concourse
Golden Gate Heights Neighborhood Assn
Greater Geary Blvd Merchants & Property Owners Assn
Inner Sunset Action Committee
Laurel Heights Improvement Assn
Miraloma Park Improvement Club
Neighborhood Parks Council
New Mission Terrace Improvement Assn
North Beach Neighbors
OMI Neighbors in Action
Paciﬁc Heights Residents Assn
Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Assn
Panhandle Residents Org Stanyan Fulton (PROSF)
Richmond Community Assn
Russian Hill Community Assn
Russian Hill Improvement Assn
Russian Hill Neighbors
Sunset Parkside Education & Action Cmte (SPEAK)
Twin Peaks Improvement Assn
Hon. Mike Antonini
Barbara Austin
Judith Berkowitz
Sue Cauthen
Sheryl Connell
Karen & David Crommie
Al & Mary Harris
Hon. Ed Jew
Hon. Quentin & Mara Kopp
Henry & Carlene Laughlin
Hon. Bill Lee
Hon. Fiona Ma
Charlotte Maeck
Dick Millet
Maureen & Victor Thomas

Special thanks to Office Depot
for photocopying services!
Hosting Schedule

The meeting ended at 7:40 and another meeting was not
scheduled. It is anticipated that we would need to call a
Special General Assembly meeting after another G&E
meeting to address measures not yet submitted.
…Melinda LaValle (CHNA) Chair

July

• Sunset Hts Assn of Respon People — SHARP
• Twin Peaks Council/Op Sp Cons — TPC & OSC
August • Buena Vista Neighborhood Assn — BVNA
• Sunset-Pksd Edctn & Action Cmte — SPEAK
Sept
• Cathedral Hill Neighborhood Assn — CHNA
• Richmond Community Assn — RCA
Oct
• Barbary Coast Neighborhood Assn — BCNA
• Bayview Hunters Pt Coord Council — BHPCC

—7—

II.

III.

IV.

V.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

7:00

7:15

7:20

7:35

7:40

8:00

9:00

Adjournment

G&E Program — Ballot Proposition: Parking for Neighborhoods
Speakers: Tamsen Plume Attorney, for Parking for
Neighborhoods (Pro)
Tom Radulovich, Livable City (Con)

Committee Action Items — written reports in Newsletter
A. Land Use & Housing
B. Water Task Force
C. Gov’t & Elections

Election of Newsletter Committee

Oﬃcers’ Reports
A. President
B. Vice-Presidents’
C. Secretaries’
D. Treasurer

Approval of June Minutes

Call to Order/Ascertain Quorum
A. Introduction of Delegates and Guests / Short Announcements
B. Hosts
1. Twin Peaks Council & Open Space Conservancy — TPC & OSC
2. Sunset Heights Assn of Responsible People — SHARP

Sign In and Refreshments

for SF Neighborhoods, Inc., a 501(c)4 organization.
To Submit Articles: email articles by the 5th of the month to
mhbriscoe@pacbell.net. 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.
We reserve the right to edit where necessary. Member organizations receive the
newsletter without charge. Subscription: Members/$10, Nonmembers/$15.

Neighborhood Views is published monthly, the ofﬁcial voice of the Coalition

CSFN meets the third Tuesday of the each month except for December at Northern Police Station,
Turk & Fillmore Streets (Parking in rear off Turk) Public Transit: Muni #22 Fillmore, 31 Balboa &
38 Geary Lines
Visitors Please Sign the Visitors Roster

I.

6:30

General Assembly Meeting
July 17 2007

NEXT MEETING
Ballot Measure
Parking for Neighborhoods — p. 1
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