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Arguing the SFGH Rebuild Bond

Why SF Needs to Rebuild SFGH
Proposition A is the plan to rebuild San Francisco
General Hospital (SFGH) on the November ballot.
SFGH is the only trauma center and the only acute-care
facility in the City prepared to respond to every
emergency, from injury accidents to natural disasters and
full-blown public health emergencies.
If you are in a serious car accident in San Francisco, you
will be taken to SFGH because no other hospital in the
city is fully equipped to handle trauma.
But without a comprehensive rebuild, General Hospital’s
future is in doubt.
State law requires that all acute care facilities meet
minimum seismic safety requirements by 2013 or face
closure. Independent studies have found that SFGH falls
far short of these requirements. The most efficient, costeffective way to keep the hospital open is to construct a
new acute-care hospital building on the General Hospital
grounds.
General Hospital is for everyone. It treats 1,500 patients
a day and nearly 100,000 per year – providing everything
from delivering babies, to HIV/AIDS care, to brain
surgery. No matter who you are, General Hospital will
give you the medical care you need.
We must rebuild SFGH, the heart of our city’s healthcare
system, so it can withstand a major earthquake and
continue to provide trauma care.
Started in 2000, the process to plan to execute the rebuild
of General Hospital may be the most thorough and
complete in the City’s history. The City has completed
and approved an Environmental Impact Report, a site
feasibility study, and fiscal feasibility ordinance and
schematic designs. What remains is for the voters to
approve the financing, which require a two-thirds vote.
There is no funding and there is no authorization in
(Cont’d on p.2)
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Wait… Think Twice!
SFGH Plan Does Not Hold Up Under Scrutiny
Yes, San Francisco General Hospital (SFGH) does save lives.
But, the question is, because they save lives should they be
given a free ride, or should their project actually hold up under
scrutiny? The Planning Commission and the Board of
Supervisors seem to think SFGH should be given a free ride,
and have moved forward a plan that does not hold up under
scrutiny.
The state mandate for seismic safety in hospitals (SB1953) was
passed 14 years ago. SB1953 specifies the process for creating
seismic safety categories. It also specifies the process for
creating deadlines for plan submission, starting construction,
and completing construction. These are artificial deadlines that
have been pushed back several times and could be pushed back
again.
Unlike San Francisco, San Mateo County was proactive and
completed its rebuild in 2002, which is just when SFGH started
planning in earnest with its Blue Ribbon Committee. In 2002
that the Blue Ribbon Committee recommended a
comprehensive needs assessment for SFGH, but the
Department of Public Health (DPH) did not actually
commission the Lewin Group study until 2007.
The SFGH planning process appeared to look at a number of
alternatives, such as retrofitting the existing hospital or colocating with UCSF at Mission Bay. But rebuilding at the
Potrero Campus appears to have been the pre-determined
outcome, even though pre-determined outcomes are prohibited
by CEQA. Locating at the Potrero Campus would maintain the
status quo. This option was chosen even though the Potrero
Campus is already overbuilt and the rebuild project would
bring more than 1,000 additional persons to the campus daily.
Once the decision to rebuild at the Potrero Campus was made,
the SFGH planning process was still all over the map. In 2005,
their proposal was to tear down part of the existing hospital
and rebuild it. In 2007, the proposal was to rebuild on the open
space facing Potrero Avenue with a rectangular building. In
2008, the rectangular building became a more costly oval
building with a floor-to-ceiling glass façade. SFGH costs
would be $3.1 million per hospital bed, compared with $2.0
million for the St Luke’s project.
The proposed project adds only 32 beds above the present
amount, even though DPH's own study conducted by the
(Cont’d on p.2)

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

Think Twice!

Many of my efforts have been focused on the
upcoming elections. I’ve attended G&E Committee
meetings which has done a tremendous job in poring
through the seemingly countless measures to make
them understandable to us. The Special Assembly
meeting was a great success, allowing both sides on 4
issues to present. The August General Assembly will
be a continuation of the topic of Ballot Measures, with
additional measures to be considered. Be sure not to
miss it!

Lewin Group shows that there will a 24% (533 bed) shortage of
hospital beds in San Francisco by 2030. This study was issued in
2007 and SFGH ignored the results. In response to community
groups inquiring about the study, SFGH has stated that they hope
“others” will make up the difference.
The proposed project would be wedged between two historic
structures that have not been seismically retrofitted. The new
hospital would be in the fall zone of these historic buildings. In
an earthquake, the hospital would remain standing but might not
be operational due to damage from these adjacent buildings.
SFGH has admitted that it has no funds currently to retrofit these
buildings.

SFPD notified me (and asked me to pass along to our
member groups) that the Governor has signed
legislation that came from Fiona Ma and Leland Yee
which cracks down on graffiti offenders. No longer
will taggers be able to pay restitution to the property
owners they impacted as a way out of the system. This
practice allowed them to essentially escape legal
consequences so they could go out and tag again and
again. Refer to AB 1767.

The site contains soil with naturally occurring asbestos, which
poses challenges in construction. The soil sampling for the EIR
was done to a depth of only 11 feet even though the excavation
for the foundation would need to go down 45 feet.

Regarding the SF Transit Effectiveness Program —
they received large amounts of feedback from
concerned citizens about possible route changes. Some
route alterations have been updated or withdrawn. See
the TEP website at http://www.sfmta.com/cms/mtep/
tepdraft.htm for the latest info on individual routes.
…Gary Noguera (MPIC)

Rebuild Hospital

(Cont’d from p.1)

(Cont’d from p.1)

this measure to build a helipad; this measure will not
build a helipad.
A broad coalition already has come together to save
SFGH and support Prop A, including the San Francisco
Republican and Democratic parties, the San Francisco
Chamber of Commerce, the Service Employees
International Union, the San Francisco Medical
Society, Mayor Newsom, and all 11 members of the
Board of Supervisors.
Proposition A will rebuild SFGH, and without a net
increase in the City’s debt load or property tax burden,
because the City is retiring a number of other bonds for
completed construction projects.
Vote Yes on Proposition A
…Charles Sheehan, Barnes Mosher Whitehurst Lauter

The proposed project would result in a permanent net loss of
between 387 and 400 parking spaces, increased traffic congestion,
and back-ups from the Potrero on-ramp onto Route 101. Although
SFGH says it intends to encourage bus ridership, the
Transportation Effectiveness Project (TEP) will eliminate the 33Potrero and the 27-Bryant lines and reduce the #9 route. This will
make it much more difficult to reach the hospital by public
transportation.
The project cost of over $887 million is just the tip of the iceberg.
There would be an additional $639 million in interest costs.
SFGH has also stated that they would use Certificates of
Participation to cover other project costs. This would bring SF’s
General Obligation Bond debt to the $2 billion mark and would
increase property taxes by $59 per $100,000 of assessed value for
the next 20 years.
To trace the roots of this failure of planning and fiscal
responsibility, the best source is the Civil Grand Jury report of
2002. The Civil Grand Jury expressed concerns about the
planning process and outcome for the SFGH rebuild. The
response they received from DPH was that “DPH staff is
sanguine about obtaining voter approval of a bond measure for
the SFGH rebuilding project; they have indicated that they
cannot envision possible voter rejection of what may be the
largest bond measure yet presented to citizens of San Francisco.”
This demonstrates not only the Department’s arrogance, but
also their contempt for the voters of San Francisco.
Each and every project should stand on its own merit. Voters
should hold SFGH’s feet to the fire and insist that they develop a
cost-effective plan that meets the needs of San Franciscans both
now and in the future. Voters need only look at the past and
current fiascos at the Laguna Honda Hospital rebuild to be
reminded of what could happen at SFGH.
Vote NO on Prop A, the current plan to rebuild SFGH and its
bonds.
…Eileen Boken
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Land Use & Housing Committee –
Report of August 11, 2008 Meeting

Executive Committee Report

July 23, 2008
The Regular Meeting of the CSFN Land Use & Housing
The CSFN ExCom was called to order at 7:05 pm at
Committee was convened by Chair Hiroshi Fukuda on
Northern Police Station by Chair Mark Sherman. Present
Monday August 11, 2008 at 5:45 p.m. in the Community
were ExCom members Berkowitz, Noguera, Clark, Millet,
Room of the Northern Police Station at Turk and Fillmore
Wilson, Lew, Mahan, Girardot, Cauthen, and Sherman. No
Streets.
members were absent.
The Committee considered the following items:
Officers’ Reports:
1. Eastern Neighborhoods Area Plan: Approved Resolution President Noguera – Focus is on government and elections
to recommend to the General Assembly an appeal to the
meeting and Market/Octavia legal issue.
Board of Supervisors the Eastern Neighborhood Area Plan
1st VP Sherman – No report
CEQA approval by the Planning Commission. Approved
resolution to request the City Attorney to provide a written 2nd VP Clark – Discussed process of distributing a passed
opinion on the Eastern Neighborhood Area Plan in regards resolution to the designated recipients (i.e., supervisor,
to consistency with the General Plan as required by State
mayor, city department, or other institution).
Law. There is a need for rental housing. open space is
Treasurer Lew – We are solvent. While some higher interest
lacking, transit need is not addressed. Appeal needs to be
rates exist in the market they require longer lock-up periods
filed within 20 days. RESOLVED, The Coalition for San
for the money and the current high cash balance will be
Francisco Neighborhoods strongly urges the Board of
Supervisors to vote to support the appeal of the decision of drawn down due to bills. Also recommended making a
donation to the Market-Octavia photocopying fund
the Planning Commission to recommend the Board of
(discussed during new business).
Supervisors adopt the Final Draft Environmental Impact
Report prepared for the Eastern Neighborhoods Plan, and
Recording Secretary – No report (August 9 Newsletter
the Final Draft Environmental Impact Report be returned
deadline)
to the Planning Commission to correct the incorrect
Corresponding Secretary – No report
information and revised so it complies completely with the
Program for August – Government & Elections Ballot
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act.
2. Academy of Art: Planning Commission voted to deny the Measure Considerations and Endorsements
Academy of Art’s Conditional Use (CU) request at 1727
Unfinished Business – PRO Application (Park Merced
Lombard Street. CSFN’s effort was important in exposing Residents Organization). Aaron Goodman, Vice President, of
the Academy of Art’s violations in procuring 14 different
PRO presented their application. PRO has 3,500 units, 10,000
sites for group housing without a CU approval as required residents, and 5,700 proposed new units, situated on 116
by the Planning code. RESOLVED, The Coalition for San acres. The ExComm Board voted for “conditional
Francisco Neighborhoods urges the Board of Supervisors
membership” upon PRO’s changing their By-Laws such that
to amend the Planning Code to prohibit the conversion to
they do not preclude homeowners (currently a tenant-only
group housing of existing buildings by post-secondary
membership).
academic institutions and this proposed ordinance become
New Business – Voted to recommend to the General
effective as of the date of the meeting of the Board of
Assembly contribute to the Market-Octavia photocopying
Supervisors that the proposed amendment is introduced.
fund. Will bring to vote at the General Assembly meeting in
3. Market-Octavia Area Plan. There is need for further
outreach to support Market Octavia Area Plan litigation by August.
Coalition for Adequate Review and Alliance for
New Applications – None
Comprehensive Planning. Need to write and follow up.
Adjournment – The July ExCom meeting was adjourned at
4. Japantown Better Neighborhood Area Plan: The
preliminary report by the structural engineers indicates the 8:49 pm.
project can be done in phases because the Japantown
The next ExCom meeting will be August 27th at 7:00 pm at
Center and Garage Mall has three separate parts. Parking
Northern Station.
can be provided if the 400 parking spaces leased to CPMC
…Mark Sherman (CHA) Chair
can be terminated. Many problems remain i.e. MTA loss of
COMMITTEE MEETINGS
parking revenue, size of project, community benefits,
Land Use & Housing • Monday 5:30PM Sept 11 • Northern Station •
affordable housing, etc.
Chair Hiroshi Fukuda • ninersam@aol.com • 386-2632
& Elections • Chair Melinda LaValle • melindalavalle@aol.com
The next regular meeting of the Committee will be held on Gov’t
Bylaws • Chair Evelyn Wilson • evelynwilson@earthlink.net • 566-7826
Monday, September 8, 2008 at 5:30 p.m. in the Community Open Space • Chair Nancy Wuerfel nancenumber1@aol.com • 731Room of the Northern Police Station located at Turk and
6432, R. Albright 621-9621
Water Task Force • Chair Joan Girardot • 346-5525
Fillmore Streets.
Transportation • Chair Gary Noguera • garynoguera@earthlink.net •
The meeting was adjourned at 7:23 P.M.
469-8899
…Hiroshi Fukuda (RCA)
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CSFN Draft Minutes
General Assembly Meeting
July 15, 2008

and the Board of Supervisors not to take any action to
amend the Planning Code, pursuant to the Eastern
Neighborhood Area Plan Amendments of the General Plan
and the San Francisco Planning Code. Motion passed 18-02. • Resolved The Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods urges the Planning Department and the
1. Call to Order. President Gary Noguera (MPIC) brought the
Department of Building Inspection to issue promptly
meeting to order at 7:05 at Northern Police Station.
Notices of Violation and Stop Work Orders against any
a. Quorum declared. Delegates and alternates represented 20
construction project in San Francisco in violation of the
CSFN member organisations. 3 guests signed in.
Planning Code and/or the Building Code due to developers
b. Agenda approved.
failing to file the required Demolition and/or Building
c. Introductions. Delegates and guests introduced
Permit Application(s); and be it further Resolved The
themselves. Hosts Rich Worner (Jordan Park Improvement
Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods requests the
Assn, JPIA); and Kathy Devincenzi (Laurel Heights
Board of Supervisors to hold public hearings on these
Improvment Assn, LHIA) described their organisations’
violations of the Planning Code and Building Code and the
objectives, history, and current issues.
lack of enforcement of San Francisco’s Planning and
Senator Leland Yee attended to present immediate Past
Building Codes. Motion passed unanimously 20-0-0. •
President Judith Berkowitz a crystal and marble award from the
Resolved The Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods
CSFN membership of a stylized San Francisco skyline. The
strongly urges the Board of Supervisors to reject the
inscription reads: “The Coalition for San Francisco
proposed fee increase from $300 to $500 for filing a Request
Neighborhoods Honors Judith Berkowitz For Her Masterful
for Discretionary Review (DR). Motion passed 19-0-1. •
Leadership amd Dedicated Service As President 2005–2008.”
Following amendment to this Reso is not from LU&H Cmte:
Ms Berkowitz was quite overwhelmed by the recognition and
Further Resolved the Board of Supervisors is strongly urged
wishes she had prepared a few words for the occasion.
to abolish any fee to be paid by citizens who file a Request
for
Discretionary Review. Motion to sent this amendment
2. Minutes. The June draft minutes were approved as printed
back to Land Use & Housing Committee: Motion failed: 9on p 4 of the July newsletter.
9-2. Motion on amendment itself: Motion failed: 3-16-1.
3. Officers’ Reports.
b. Water Task Force: Chair Joan Girardot (MCIPOA) recapped
a. President Noguera (MPIC). • (See President’s Message
Ratepayer Advocate progress and upcoming hearing at
p. 2 and President’s Report in ExComm Report p. 3 this
Board of Supervisors: Wednesday July 16. Ratepayer
newsletter) • Everyone who has signed up for a CSFN
language now intertwined in Supervisor Mirkarimi’s Charter
Standing Committee is appointed to that committee.
Amendment.
b. 1st VP Sherman (CHA) • Introduced new member
c. Gov’t & Elections: Date for submission of written
application unanimously recommended for membership
arguments to Dept of Elections for publication in Voter
by the ExComm (see Excomm Report p. 3 of June
Information Pamphlet is before CSFN August General
newsletter): Eureka Valley Promotions Assn. EVPA has
Assembly meeting. We need to schedule Special Meeting to
worked with CSFN on Market-Octavia, the planning of
hear ballot measures pro- and con- arguments. Tentative
Upper Market, has 120 dues-paying members, boundaries
schedule for Monday July 28 pushed back to Monday
nd
are Twin Peaks, Dolores St, 22 St, Duboce St. EVPA
August 4. G&E meeting will be Friday July 25 to prep and
new member application approved unanimously 20-0-0
decide which measures we will consider at the August 4
by General Assembly vote. • Reso from ExComm to
Special Meeting.
recommend General Assembly approve contribution of
$1000 to Market-Octavia photocopying fund amended to 5. Unfinished Business
$2000. Approved unanimously 20-0-0 by General
6. New Business. Resolved The Coalition for San Francisco
Assembly vote. • Announced that the ExComm meeting
Neighborhoods strongly urges the San Francisco Board of
will be 7:00PM next Wednesday July 23 Northern Station.
Supervisors to uphold the appeal by the Cole Valley
c. 2nd VP Clark (RHN). No report.
Improvement Association and request the Planning
d. Recording Secretary Berkowitz (EMIA) in her capacity
Department to begin the process of reviewing the cumulative
as treasurer of Market-Octavia photocopying fund: the
environmental impact of 850 large metal telecommunication
goal has not yet been met. We are only halfway there even
boxes in its neighborhoods, thereby relinquishing the public
with the CSFN donation (above). Please donate to the
right of way to the commercial advancement of one private
photocopying fund!
company at the expense of future competitors who may offer
e. Treasurer Lew (NBN) submitted a written report. He is
similar service without the street obstruction presented by the
researching CDs and other interest-bearing investments
surface mounted boxes. Emergency declared: 18-0-0.
for funds over and above necessary liquid minimum in
Resolution unanimously passed 18-0-0.
account. • Funds are expected to be paid to the Dept of
7. Program: Parking, congestion pricing, upgrade of meters and
Elections for November Ballot Arguments in the Voter
implanting of computer chips in streets. Speaker: Tod Dykstra,
Information Pamphlet.
Streetline.
4. Committee Reports.
a. Land Use & Housing: Acting Chair John Bardis (ISAC) 8. Announcements.
9. Adjournment. The July CSFN General Assembly meeting was
noted the Committee report is on page 3 of the July
adjourned at 9:20PM.
newsletter. • Resolved the Coalition for San Francisco
…Judith Berkowitz (EMIA) Recording Secretary
Neighborhoods strongly urges the Planning Commission
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Mayor Newsom Wanted “Whistle
Blower” Citizens to Pay $500 Fee

At that time in San Francisco, all costs associated with the
processing of a “Request for Discretionary Review” logically
and rightfully were included as part of the fees charged for the
filing of building permit applications.

Op Ed Article submitted to the Chronicle on July 10
(Chron did not publish it).
(Background: The Mayor proposed and the Planning
Commission recommended to the Board of Supervisors that the
fee for filing a Request for Discretionary Review be increased
from $300 to $500. John Bardis submitted the following op ed
article to the Chronicle, which did not run it. However, it was
emailed to the Board of Supervisors and circulated. The Board
voted to delete the fee increase).
Mayor Newsom has proposed some amazing legislation. He
wants “whistle blower” citizens to pay a $500 filing fee in
order to exercise their right to request the Planning
Commission to hold a public hearing regarding proposed
construction projects which might violate the San Francisco’s
Planning Code.
What a bizarre and shameful example of misguided legislation
in San Francisco! It is akin to the Mayor of Boston in 1775
requiring Paul Revere to pay a fee before he could ride to
sound the alarm that “The British are coming!” Or it is like the
Governor of California proposing citizens paying a $500 fee in
order to volunteer to blow the whistle on the possible violation
of state laws.
Instead of facilitating citizen participation our democracy, the
Mayor is promoting a plutocracy. The wealthier San
Franciscans of Pacific Heights or Sea Cliff neighborhoods can
better afford this proposed fee than San Franciscan in the less
affluent neighborhoods.
Two decades ago San Francisco did not charge any fee at all
for filing with the Planning Commission a “Request for
Discretionary Review”, i. e., the right of a citizen to request the
Planning Commission to hold a public hearing on a
construction project proposed by a developer which might be
in violation of the Planning Code or possibly the city Master
Plan (or Proposition M). Previously our city fathers
encouraged — not punished — citizen volunteers who
volunteered their time to provide an invaluable service to our
city by their “blowing the whistle” on developers breaking our
city planning laws. They applauded citizens for assisting the
planning commissioners to fulfill their sworn duty to uphold
the lawful implementation of San Francisco’s Planning Code.
As fair-minded rational city leaders, they recognized that our
city government should not punish citizens for volunteering
their time and taking the initiative to help our city government
function effectively by assuring that developers abide by our
city laws. After all, the citizens were volunteering their time
and were performing an essential public service in monitoring
and assuring that proposed construction projects complied with
the law.

After all, a “Request for Discretionary Review” is not an
individual initiative taken at the discretion of a citizen. A
citizen is forced to take that action against a developer in
response to the developer proposing to construct a project that
violates the Planning Code.
At that time, our city officials acted equitably and fairly by
recognizing that, since a developer’s initiation of a
questionable building permit application triggered the
initiation of a “Request for Discretionary Review”, then it is
only reasonable and equitable that burden of all costs
associated with the processing ”Requests for Discretionary
Review” should be included in the fees charged by the
Planning Department for processing all building permit
application. At that time, our city fathers established a clear
policy that the cost of processing the filing of a “Request for
Discretionary Review” is NOT a cost to be imposed on the
citizen volunteer taking that initiative.
However, in a misguided action, the city began requiring
citizens to pay a fee for filing a “Request for Discretionary
Review” which now is an absurd $300. And now Mayor
Newsom is adding insult to injury by proposing that this
absurd fee not be eliminated, but instead be increased by
67.5% to a ridiculous $500!
Moreover, the Planning Department and Planning
Commission ignored public protests regarding this fee
increase and on June 19, 2008 and actually voted to
recommend that the Board of Supervisors approve this fee
increase.
The Board of Supervisors will take up the mayor’s misguided
proposal to increase the filing fee to be charged for a “Request
for Discretionary Review” from $300 to $500 at its meeting
next Tuesday, the 15th of July.
The Board of Supervisors should reject the increase — if not
the entire fee altogether! The Board should amend the
legislation to recover any such costs associated with the filing
of a “Request for Discretionary Review” by making an
appropriate increase the fees charged for building permit
applications.
The Mayor and our city officials should encourage rather than
discourage and penalize San Franciscans — our citizen
volunteer “Paul Reveres” who sound the alarm about possible
code violations that make possible the lawful implementation
of San Francisco’s Planning Code. Everyone is urged to phone
the Board of Supervisors to reject the Mayor’s proposed $200
increase to $500 the fee charged for citizens to file for a
“Request for Discretionary Review”.
…John Bardis (ISAC)
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Government & Elections
Committee – Reports of July 25,
August 1 and August 8 Meetings

CSFN Draft Minutes
Special Assembly Meeting
August 4, 2008
Meeting begun at 7:10PM and called to Order by President
Gary Noguera (MPIC) at 7:20PM. Eighteen member
organizations were in attendance. Quorum declared. Sixteen
guests signed in.

The G&E Committee has been quite busy this month!

1.) Decriminalization of Prostitution. Government &
Elections Committee sent to General Assembly with
Recommendation to Oppose. Maxine Doogan and Starchild
spoke on behalf of supporting the measure. Nara Dahlbacka
and Frank Cannata spoke in opposition. Motion to support
G&E Cmte recommendation to Oppose this Measure passed
18-0-0.
2.) SFGH Rebuild Bond. Government & Elections Committee
sent to General Assembly with Recommendation to Support.
Gene Marie O’Connell spoke on behalf of supporting the
measure. George Wooding spoke in opposition. Motion to
support G&E Cmte recommendation to Support this
Measure failed 8-5-5.
3.) “Clean Energy Act” (Public Power). Government &
Elections Committee sent to General Assembly with
Recommendation to Oppose. Julian Davis spoke on behalf
of supporting the measure. Jim Ross, Committee Against
the Blank Check, spoke in opposition. Motion to support
G&E Cmte recommendation to Oppose this Measure passed
14-3-1.
4.) Affordable Housing Set-Aside. Government & Elections
Committee sent to General Assembly with Recommendation
to Oppose. Tom and Darlene Zane spoke on behalf of
supporting the measure. Nancy Wuerfel spoke in
opposition. Motion to support G&E Cmte recommendation
to Oppose this Measure passed 14-0-4.
5.) Office of the Ratepayer Advocate. Government and
Elections Committee took no position on this because the
General Assembly has already voted to approve this Charter
Amendment.
We voted to write short ballot arguments for submission to the
Voter Information Pamphlet of no more than 150 words for the
4 measures on which we took positions.
Meeting adjourned at 10:00PM
…Judith Berkowitz (EMIA) Recording Secretary
How to Reach Us

President: Gary Noguera • garynoguera@earthlink.net • 469-8899
1st VP: Mark Sherman • masher500@yahoo.com
2nd VP: Penelope Clark • penelopeclark@yahoo.com
Recording Secretary: Judith Berkowitz • sfjberk@mac.com • 824-0617
Corresponding Secretary: Dick Millet • milletdick@yahoo.com
Treasurer: Jim Lew • emtjal@sbcglobal.net
Member-at-Large: Sue Cauthen • scau1321@aol.com
Member-at-Large: Joan Girardot • 346-5525
Member-at-Large: Angelique Mahan • angelmahan@hotmail.com
Parliamentarian: Evelyn Wilson • evelynwilson@earthlink.net

July 25th our meeting commenced at Northern Station at
5:45 and there were 14 attendees. The purpose of the
meeting was to identify which measures we would take
up at the Special Assembly meeting August 4th. We
decided on four measures: the General Hospital Bond, SF
Affordable Housing Fund, SF Clean Energy Act, and
Enforcement of Laws Related to Prostitution and Sex
Workers. We also passed a motion to recommend to the
General Assembly that we write a ballot argument for
Creating an Independent Ratepayer Advocate. The
meeting adjourned at 7:30.
Friday, August 1st, we met again at the Northern Station
Community Room. The meeting began at 5:40. This time
we heard speakers from the four measures we had
decided to recommend that the General Assembly
consider. Motions were passed to recommend to the
General Assmebly support for the General Hospital Bond
and recommend opposition to the other three. That
meeting was attended by 20 members and adjourned at
9:45.
August 8th we met again at Northern Station and this
time the purpose was to discuss the text for the ballot
arguments for the measures on which the General
Assembly decided to take positions at the August 4th
Special Meeting. We also decided which additional
measures we should consider at the regularly scheduled
General Assembly meeting of August 19.
We decided to recommend consideration of two
additional measures with pro and con speakers: Pier 70
Maritime District Plan Approval and Creating an
Historic Preservation Commission. The others we
chose to recommend the General Assembly take up
without speakers are: Set Asides Must Identify Funding
Source, Raising the Number of Signatures for Recall,
Real Property Transfer Tax, and Prohibition on City
Employees Serving as Members on Boards and
Commissions. The committee felt the measures were
sufficiently self-explanatory for delegates to be able to
take a position without pro and con speakers. That
meeting was attended by 9 committee members, began at
5:40 and ended at 7:15.
…Melinda LaValle (CHNA)
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August Meeting Hosts:

THANK YOU TO OUR SPONSORS!

North Beach Neighbors

David Winthrop Allen Family Trust
San Francisco Fire Fighters Local 798
San Francisco Police Officers’ Assn

BENEFACTORS

North Beach Neighbors was formed about 1980, due in large
part to the extremely poor planning decisions of Fontana East
and West and 2140 Taylor Street. NBN’s membership has
fluctuated between about 400 to the present membership of
about 150.
The original boundaries were two to three blocks on the west
side of Columbus Avenue from Broadway to Bay. Since that
time, the boundaries have been expanded to incorporate a
block on two on the east side of Columbus Ave.
The North Beach Area is in the middle between Chinatown
and Fisherman’s Wharf. The area is a mixture of residential
and commercial, the commercial area I think to a large extent
is mainly along Columbus Avenue and streets that run east
and west from Broadway to about Greenwich with
concentration in a few blocks of around Washington Square .
And of course, there is the Broadway Corridor from
Montgomery to Columbus, which has always been a
troublesome area for the Central Station and still is.
The area since the end of WWII has undergone a significant
change in its demographics. The Italian population is not as
large as it was before WWII, although you still hear Italian
spoken on the streets. You see and hear a lot of Chinese —
Cantonese and Mandarin. The Asian portion increased
significantly following the end of the WWII.
Because of its location, the area has its share of problems
related to a plethora of tourists, cars, parking, car clouting,
and the like.
There is still a problem with respect to the use of Washington
Square Park, which has been going on a long time. Is it
equitable to close it for certain events, and should they
allowed to sell alcoholic beverages in the park proper? The
area has been successful in keeping out chain development
and fast food places like McDonalds, Starbucks, and the like.
That is a plus. The struggle to define what is the proper
number of bars and restaurants still goes on.
The more things change, the more they stay the same.
…Jim Lew (NBN)

PATRONS

Committee on Jobs
Haight Ashbury Improvement Assn
Retired Firemen & Widows Assn of SFFD
Russian Hill Neighbors

SPONSORS

Buena Vista Neighborhood Assn
Cathedral Hill Neighborhood Assn
Cow Hollow Assn
Diamond Heights Community Assn
Dolores Heights Improvement Club
East Mission Improvement Assn
Ewing Terrace Neighborhood 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
Laurel Heights Improvement Assn
Miraloma Park Improvement Club
New Mission Terrace Improvement Assn
North Beach Neighbors
OMI Neighbors in Action
Pacific Heights Residents Assn
Panhandle Residents Org Stanyan Fulton (PROSF)
Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Assn
Richmond Community Assn
Sunset Heights Assn of Responsible People (SHARP)
Sunset Parkside Education & Action Cmte (SPEAK)
Telegraph Hill Dwellers
Twin Peaks Improvement Assn
West of Twin Peaks Central Council
Hon Mike Antonini
Hon Mark Leno
Barbara Austin
Phil Lesser
John Bardis
Hon Fiona Ma
Judith Berkowitz
Charlotte Maeck
Sue Cauthen
Hon Carole Migden
Sheryl Connell
Dick Millet
David Crommie
Gary Noguera
Karen Crommie
Linda Peterson
Mary C & Al Harris
Hon Gerardo Sandoval
Larry & BJ Holmberg
Andrew Segal
Hon Quentin & Mara Kopp
Patricia Vaughey
Denise LaPointe

S p e c i a l t h a n k s t o O f fi c e D e p o t f o r
photocopying services!

Hosting Schedule
Aug
Sept
Oct
Senator Leland Yee presenting Past President Judith Berkowitz
her service and leadership award at the July meeting.
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• Haight Ashbury Improvement Assn — HAIA
North Beach Neighbors — NBN
• Excelsior District Improvement Assn — EDIA
New Mission Terrace Improvement Assn — NMTIA
• Miraloma Park Improvement Club — MPIC
Marina Civic Impvnt & Prprty Owners Assn — MCIPOA

Call to Order/Ascer tain Quorum
A. Introduction of Deleg ates and Guests / Shor t Announcements
B. Hosts
1. Haight Ashbury Improvement Association — HAIA
2. Nor th Beach Neighbors — NBN

Approval of July Minutes

Officers’ Re por ts
A. President
B. Vice-Presidents
C. Secretaries
D. Treasurer

Committee Action Items — written re por ts in Newsletter
A. Land Use & Housing
B. Open Space
C. Water Task Force
D. Tr anspor tation
E. Gover nment & Elections

Unfinished Business

New Business

Program: Gover nment & Elections Committee,
Consider ation of Ballot Measures — see page 6

Adjournment

II.

III.

IV.

V.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

IX.

7:00

7:15

7:20

7:30

7:55

8:00

8:15

9:00

Neighborhood Views is published monthly, the official voice of the Coalition for SF
Neighborhoods, Inc., a 501(c)4 organization.
To Submit Articles: email articles by the 5th of the month to sfjberk@mac.com.
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.

V i s i to r s P l e a s e S i gn t he V i s i to r s R o s t e r

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

Sign In and Refreshments

I.

6:30

AGENDA
General Assembly Meeting
August 19, 2008

Next Meeting
Tuesday
August 19

Contents

1
2
3
3
4
5
6
6
7
Arguing the SFGH Rebuild Bond .......
President’s Message ...........................
LU&H Cmte Report ..............................
ExComm Report ..................................
July Draft Minutes ...............................
Whistleblower Fee ...............................
Special Meeting Draft Minutes ...........
Gov’t & Elections Cmte Report ..........
Host: North Beach Neighbors ............

LU&H — p. 3 Reso concerning Appeal of Eastern Neighborhoods Plan EIR
Reso concerning conversion of building to group housing

ACTION ITEMS
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