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Beach Chalet Soccer Fields Appeal: July 10th
Come to City Hall for the Appeal Hearing on July
10th, 2012 The Board of Supervisors will hear the Appeal on the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Beach Chalet soccer
fields project on July 10th, 2012. Joining SF Ocean Edge in the
Appeal are the San Francisco Bay Chapter of the Sierra Club, the
Golden Gate Audubon Society, the Golden Gate Park Preservation
Alliance, the Richmond
Community Association
(RCA), and Sunset-Parkside
Education & Action
Committee (SPEAK). SF
Ocean Edge and other groups
have also filed an Appeal to
the SF Board of Appeals for
the Local Coastal Zone
Permit for this project. That
hearing date is set for August
1, 2012 at the Board of
Appeals.

acknowledgment that it had received over 1,000 emails, the
majority of which opposed the project.

Background In May the San Francisco Planning Commission
voted to certify the Beach Chalet Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) and to approve the Local Coastal Zone Permit. The SF
Recreation and Park Commission then approved the project. Both
Commissions supported the project despite testimony from many
organizations and individuals who found numerous deep-seated
flaws in the EIR, as well as the Planning Department’s

The Appeal Richard Drury, a partner at the environmental law
firm Lozeau | Drury LLP, is representing SF Ocean Edge in the
Appeal. According to Drury,
“The EIR falls far short of CEQA legal requirements. It fails to
consider many environmental impacts and a hybrid alternative to
this project. Children need play fields, but they also need natural

Car Drivers Revolt as SFMTA’s
Budget Plans Backfire

Impacts on Golden Gate Park The soccer complex project
would destroy one of the few open grasslands in Golden Gate Park
by removing over seven acres of natural grass and replacing it with
artificial turf. It would install over 150,000 watts of sports lighting
on 60-foot poles which would
be lit from dusk until 10:00
p.m. every night of the year.
Bright lights disrupt the
natural environment and
affect migratory birds and
other wildlife. Located right
next to Ocean Beach the
banks of lights would ruin the
beauty of Ocean Beach for
strollers at sunset and the
Dark Sky for families and
those studying the night sky.

(cont’d on p.4)

1601 Larkin: Again Still

1601 Larkin: Demolition Proposed for Historic First St John’s
United Methodist Church 2012.0611CV: Planning Commission
It’s official: cars — the great Satan of greenhouse gas emissions — are votes scheduled June 28 for EIR certification and Conditional
now the only real way that the San Francisco Metropolitan
Use.
Transportation Agency (SFMTA) can balance its upcoming two year
CSFN members are asked to write Planning Commissioners to
budget.
save George Washington Kramer’s architecturally-significant
The new SFMTA budget includes: activating parking meters on
church gracing a corner of Nob Hill, at Larkin and Clay for
Sundays; $70 parking ticket rates; the installation of 4,000 more
nearly a century. Since 2004 some neighbors and CSFN advocated
parking meters; increased parking meter rates ranging from $.25 to
partial preservation for adaptive reuse.
$6.00 per hour; extending parking meter hours and enforcement until
In 2010, by unanimous vote, CSFN asked the Commission to
at least 10:00 pm in different parts of town; and free Muni rides for
reject a plan to max out the site with variances for an over-sized
“low income youth.”
building to cover every square inch of the prominent corner lot.
The SFMTA’s plan to exclusively generate new revenue from car
Calling for reuse of historic buildings, and CEQA enforcement,
owners has backfired in an ugly way.
CSFN deplored “progressive demolition tactics to win project
approval.” Just like today, CSFN supported partial preservation
The SFMTA must generate revenue through cars because they are
for adaptive reuse.
terrified of raising Muni rates. The agency fears that higher fares will
cause a huge decline in transit ridership.
Now a persistent developer returns with a nearly identical out-of-scale
project for 27 condos — supporting the demolition of the historic
(cont’d on p.5)
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Executive Committee Report
May 23

Land Use & Housing Committee
June 11

Chair Angelique Mahan called the meeting to order at 6pm.
Present were Judy Berkowitz, Angelique Mahan, Rose
Hillson, Dick Millet, Lorraine Lucas, Evelyn Wilson, and
George Wooding. Penelope Clark and Charles Head were
excused.

The Regular Meeting of the CSFN Land Use & Housing
Committee was convened by Hiroshi Fukuda on Monday June 11,
2012 at 5:56 P.M. in the Community Room of the Northern Police
Station at Turk and Fillmore Streets.
The Committee considered the following items
1. Efficiency unit = 150 sq/ft + bathroom + closet, minimum 220
Officers’ Reports
sq/ft. Passed at BOS Land Use Comm. New zoning in NCT,
President Judy Berkowitz gave a brief update o n the
Eastern Neighborhoods = no density limit. Supervisor Chiu’s
SaveMuni SF meeting that fell on the Monday following the
amendments — concerns: ZA authority to waive a hearing,
General Assembly meeting (instead of before) because they
parking, open space, density. Could this result in pseudo
rd
meet on the 3 Monday of the month. Also the High S peed
student housing and allow converting residential units to
th
Rail will not have a stop at 4 and King Streets, therefore it is
numerous “efficiency units” along NCT transit corridors, no
not eligible for a connectivity grant from the State. The
density limits, and could ZA waive open space, parking, and
August 18 forum, o f which CSFN is a co-host, will b e called
exposure requirements? Email BOS to ask for Planning
The Future of Public Transportation in San Francisco. Talk
Department review of impact on housing needs and impact on
with HSR and CTC staff.
neighborhoods.
Van Ness BRT initial elevations are published; will board and 2. CPMC Appeal to be heard before the full Board of Supervisors
run down center of Van Ness; is a Small S tarts Project.
meeting on June 12, 2012. A Special meeting of the BOS Land
Use & Economic Development Committee is scheduled for
She attended the SFT Dinner. Its pres, Jen Clary, will draw
Friday June 15, 2012. Email BOS to support Appeal.
together interested parties to address the city’s running
3
.
Student Housing, Sup Wiener’s lege: Conversion exceptions
roughshod over its residents. Also attended P otrero Boosters
still concern, and SRO conversion might be put on hold. There
Dinner.
was a meeting at Planning Department on June 6, 2012, here is
CSFN committees will be reconstituted next month.
a short summary of some points:
• Department recommends approval of the draft Ordinance
Berkowitz will attend and speak in support of Props A & B at
from the Commission with the following modifications,
press conferences in the coming week.
which are described in more detail in the report on pages 5–9:
President Berkowitz also distributed d etailed job descriptions
• Approval of the draft Ordinance from the Commission. This
and responsibilities for the new CSFN officers assuming new
proposal includes earlier recommendations described on page
roles on the Executive Committee. She will send the details of
five — except that the general prohibition on the conversion
the ExComm meeting dates and times, ans well as the
of existing housing to student housing is proposed to be a
schedule of each month’s program as was laid o ut in the June
time-limited prohibition of six months.
2010 ExComm Report. Unless we see otherwise from this
• Modify the proposal to incorporate the modifications
schedule, we will have for June S aveMuni SF.
recommended by Supervisor Wiener.
•
M
odify the proposal to ban conversions of existing housing to
The Committee spoke at length about transitioning into n ew
s
t
udent housing so that this ban is only a temporary ban for
roles and h ow to work effectively together.
six months. By regulating this issue with an interim control
Further discussion concerning CSFN Bylaws Article III.§I.
will provide the City and stakeholders additional time to
consider the topic.
Having no further business, the meeting was adjourned at
•
A
dd protections for tenants from unfair evictions and to
8:30pm.
e
nsure rent control protections.
…Angelique Mahan (OMMRA)
The Commission will consider the recommendation at their
June 21 hearing.
4. CEQA issues. 1601 Larkin St. project attempts to exempt
CEQA using religious exception to CEQA. Need to follow.
How to Reach Us
5
.
Parkmerced: Superior Court hearing on August 2, 2012
President: Judith Berkowitz • sfjberk@mac.com • 824-0617
6. Supervisor Chiu’s proposed ordinance on “Short term rentals”
1st VP: Rose Hillson • gumby5@att.net
to correct loophole by corporations to evade reassessment, need
Rec Sec: Penelope Clark • penelopeclark@yahoo.com
Corresponding Secretary: Dick Millet • milletdick@yahoo.com
to follow that loopholes are closed.
Treasurer: Dick Millet • milletdick@yahoo.com
7. Live Nation Masonic Auditorium issue may not be closed.
Member-at-Large: Charles Head • charlesnhead@hotmail.com
The next regular meeting of the Committee will be held on
Member-at-Large: Lorraine Lucas • wozopozo@pacbell.net
Monday, July 9, 2012 at 5:30 p.m. in the Community Room of the
Member-at-Large: George Wooding • mother_ed@bigeds.com
Northern Police Station located at Turk and Fillmore.
Parliamentarian: Evelyn Wilson • evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net
Adjourned: 7:18 PM
…Hiroshi Fukuda (RCA)
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❧❧❧❧❧

CSFN Draft Minutes: General Assembly Meeting May 15
1. Call to Order. President Judith Berkowitz brought the , 2011
4. Committee Reports
meeting to order at 7:00 at Northern Police Station.
a. Quorum declared. Delegates and alternates represented 19
CSFN member organizations. 5 guests signed in.
b. Agenda approved.
c. Introductions. Delegates and guests introduced
themselves. Hosts John Bardis Inner Sunset Action
Committee (ISAC) and Joan Girardot Marina Civic
Improvement & POA (MCIPOA) described their
organizations’ objectives, history, and current issues.
2. Minutes. The March and April General Assembly draft
minutes were approved as printed on pp 3 & the Insert
respectively of the May newsletter.
3. Officers’ Reports.
a. President Berkowitz (EMIA) Will attend SFTomorrow
Dinner on May 16. • There was no SaveMuni SF meeting
report due to the meeting falling on the Monday after the
CSFN General Assembly meeting, however there was a
Press Conference on May 2. SaveMuni SF still plans to
regarding the funding for the Central Subway. • Beach
Chalet EIR Comments & Responses; will speak at
Planning Commission hearing on it. • 8 Washington
passed at BOS.
st
b. 1 VP Clark (RHIA) Russian Hill Improvement Assn plus
several other organizations are presenting a program on
May 23rd at Galileo High School from 6–8pm regarding
the Francisco Reservoir and ways to make better use of
this space.
nd
c. 2 VP Mahan (OMMRA)
d. Corresponding Secretary Millet (PBNA)
e. Treasurer Lew (NBN) submitted a written report.

(cont’d from p.1)

a. Bylaws: Chair Evelyn Wilson (SPEAK) Bylaws
Committee will meet to decide proposed amendment..
b. Government & Elections: Chair Charles Head (SHARP)
c. Land Use & Housing: Chair Hiroshi Fukuda (RCA)
indicated the LU&H Cmte Report NL p2. Shared
concerns about rezoning areas for “efficiency units” as
defined by the California Housing and Community
Development Code, and its impact on density limits.
d. Open Space: Kathy Howard (SPEAK) Please see front
page of May NL. On May 24 Planning Commission and
Recreation & Park Commission will jointly meet to decide
on artificial turf on GGP Beach Chalet Soccer Fields.
e. Transportation: Chair Gary Noguera (MPIC)
g. Water Task Force: Chair Joan Girardot (MCIPOA)
Gave a detailed report.
5. Special Order of Business — Election of Officers. See pp 4
& 5 of May NL for Candidate Statements. Running
unopposed, candidates were unanimously elected to office by
acclamation:
Executive Committee 2012–13:
President – Judith Berkowitz (EMIA)
1st VP – Angelique Mahan (OMMRA)
2nd VP – Rose Hillson (JPIA)
Recording Secretary – Penelope Clark (RHIA)
Corresponding Secretary – Dick Millet (PBNA)
Treasurer – Dick Millet (PBNA)
Members-at-Large – Charles Head (SHARP), Lorraine
Lucas (HAIA), George Wooding (MTHA)
Adjournment. The May CSFN General Assembly meeting was
adjourned at 8:55PM.
…Angelique Mahan (OMMRA) Recording Secretary

1601 Larkin Redux

church with dire structural reports that reflect extensive — though not
unusual — damage to the historic resource. Like Kokoro on Bush
Street, the adaptive reuse of this church could yield an ennobling
space for the Tenderloin Neighborhood Development Center’s low
income housing.

making significant buildings unusable?
The developer ignored years of complaints about homeless
encampments and prostitutes — pressured neighbors and officials to
drop opposition by publicizing a “drug den” and “break-ins.” Will
more sponsors find it expedient to promote a “crime scene?”
Approving demolition for the developer’s outsized
Sponsors reacted to 2010 denial of a Conditional Use application by
condo project entails dangerous precedents
suing city officials for over $5 million damages. They bypassed
A 2003 “contract of sale” to deliver an empty site pressures officials to administrative appeal to the Board of Supervisors, claiming “futility.”
allow demolition so the property can transfer. Could a contract for
Will settlements and project approvals encourage disappointed
demolition show others a way to evade protections for buildings of
sponsors to pressure decision-makers with litigation?
architectural or historic interest?
United Methodist Church (UMC) reacted to the 2010 denial of the
A “significant” building first reported by Planning Staff as
developer’s plan by suing the city for “constitutional violations” under
“remarkably intact” was vandalized; the developer removed structural a federal law that generally protects religious activities, not
elements and architectural features. Photos and structural evaluations commercial interests. Will this strategy appeal to churches that hold
were then used to argue the building is too deteriorated to save — and numerous commercial properties throughout the city?
to preclude other potential buyers. Will this example serve as an
The developer combatted volunteers with threats at public hearings,
incentive for other project sponsors to profit from “progressive
publishing denunciations and personal information in the
demolition?”
neighborhood, subpoenas for personal records and organization
CEQA mandates considering alternatives (adaptive reuse, partial
mailing lists. Will his chilling participation be rewarded by public
preservation) before eliminating a significant historic resource. CEQA officials?
also prohibited altering this “significant” building before project
When the landmark-worthy church was vacated nearly 10 years ago,
approval. Will other sponsors make a mockery of the state law by
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1601 Larkin

(cont’d from p.1)

UMC first sought a nonprofit developer to buy its property — then
made an agreement with developer John McInerny that required
clearing the site for his 27-unit condominium project.
The historic structure was documented as a unique work by George
Kramer (a master of church design). Though found worthy of national,
state, and city listing — state law allowed UMC to reject a city
landmark designation.
Barriers to destroying an historic, architecturally significant church are
foreseeable. The developer found a strategy to ensure an empty site
before taking ownership and paying for it.
The “purchase agreement” was a contract for demolition. It set up a
church to argue “hardship:” UMC can’t maintain the property, and
approving the developer’s plan “benefits religion.” Demands to
respect the “religious purpose” were leveraged to circumvent city and
state laws that apply to any property owner or development project.
In 2010, Planning Commissioners agreed with CSFN. The EIR was
not certified, and the plan for an outsized condo building was rejected
when the developer failed to consider alternatives to preserve the
historic resource (as CEQA requires). Removing a significant resource
is prohibited without some effort to identify options for adaptive reuse
or partial preservation.
A nonprofit housing alternative and the resources to accomplish it
have been identified — but the property owner (UMC) was reluctant
to reconsider what originally was its preferred use for this site. The
more damage the building sustains, the harder to implement an
alternative to demolition.
At sfplanning.org, view the informational hearing June 7. Staff
persistence modified previous condo designs — with a new architect
changing objectionable materials and massing. But hear the
commissioner concerns about neighborhood integrity:
• Creating an out-of-scale presence by building higher than the
neighbors, using variances to add even more mass, on a large
prominent lot.
• Losing the “light, airy feel of the corner” (respite for pedestrians
in a dense neighborhood).
• Losing varied architectural forms that contribute to a
neighborhood’s texture.
• The big issue that makes the new proposal no better than the one
rejected: It eliminates “one of the unique San Francisco buildings
that visitors stop to photograph.”
Attend the commission hearing in Room 400 — verify schedule
for June 28 — object to the outsized condo project displacing the
historic resource.
…Linda Chapman. Submitted by Hiroshi Fukuda, LU&H Cmte

❧❧❧❧❧
Gov’t & Elections Committee Report
In the recent June 5 election Prop A failed to pass, though
endorsed by CSFN after a painfully inept presentation by Keep
SF Green (Recology’s PR rep just brought up all the slate bills
available and swamped the mails with anti-A propaganda.)
Prop B passed as we hoped it would after we endorsed it.
The committee will start meeting again later this summer to
consider ballot measures from the mayor, BOS, and referenda
groups for the November election.
…Charles Head (SHARP) Chair

Soccer Fields Appeal

places to enjoy the environment. Once the Park is paved, it will
be gone forever.”
The Value of Golden Gate Park and the Golden Gate
Park Master Plan The Western end of Golden Gate Park,
located next to Ocean Beach, is prime parkland. Isabel Wade,
founder of the Neighborhood Parks Council, says,
“We all want better recreation opportunities in San Francisco, but
they should not come at the expense of the unique open space
assets at the quiet end of our Flagship park, nor should we
violate the Master Plan for the park without full examination of
any other options for a sports complex.”
Win-Win Solution — the Hybrid Alternative Environmental
groups and neighborhood activists have joined together to propose
a feasible win-win solution — the Hybrid Alternative. The more
urbanized West Sunset Playground fields are scheduled for a
renovation with natural grass. The Hybrid Alternative would
simply swap field renovation methods. This alternative would
renovate the fields at West Sunset with artificial turf that is made
of safe materials and with appropriate lighting, and renovate the
Beach Chalet Soccer Fields with real grass and no lights.
Switching the proposed Beach Chalet artificial turf fields and
sports lights complex with West Sunset’s natural grass renovation
gives children renovated playing fields and protects Golden Gate
Park and Ocean Beach for children today and for future
generations to enjoy. The Hybrid Alternative is a win-win solution
for everyone!
Write to the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors; ask them to
implement the Hybrid Alternative. Come to the BOS hearing on
July 10th! Let SF Ocean Edge know if you can attend. Learn more
at SF Ocean Edge’s website:
http//:www.sfoceanedge.org/
…Katherine Howard (SPEAK) Open Space Committee

The Future of Public Transportation in
San Francisco: A Community Forum
The Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods together
with SaveMuni SF, the Sierra Club, and San Francisco
Tomorrow is sponsoring a Community Forum: The
Future of Public Transportation in San Francisco on
Saturday August 18 at the San Francisco Main Library’s
Koret Auditorium.
Forum registration starts at 10:00 AM and the program
lasts until 4:00 PM. There is no charge for attendance,
but donations will be gladly accepted.
Speakers will be drawn from the ranks of transportation
experts, community activists and environmentalists. Our
aim is to open a dialogue driven by public input rather
than the usual top-down planning that is official agencies’
usual practice.
For further information and to suggest topics/speakers
please contact Bob Feinbaum at: bobf@att.net
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SFMTA Funding Plan Backfires

City car owners have become bitter as they are now San Francisco’s
only way to generate new revenue for the SFMTA. The SFMTA’s
current program plans to add 4,000 more meters throughout Potrero
Hill, Dogpatch, the South of Market and the northeast Mission
districts.
It is clear that many of the 4,000 meters that were to have been added
were meant to generate revenue and had little to do with traffic and
parking control.
Neighborhood anger, coupled with ailing small businesses and
pressure from City Hall, forced SFMTA Director Ed Reiskin to
postpone his plans for new parking meter placements until 2013.
Supervisor Malia Cohen who represents Dogpatch and Potrero Hill
states, “The SFMTA plan was half-baked. Meters may have some
benefits when we’re talking about merchant corridors, but can have
real negative impacts on residents and some businesses.”
These controversial proposals were approved on April 17th by the
SFMTA’s Board of Directors, which unanimously passed a two-year
$1,661.5 billion SFMTA budget plan that calls for spending $821
million in the new fiscal year that begins July 1, and $840.5 million in
the following fiscal year. The newly-approved budget was supposed to
close a $53.2 million dollar budget shortfall.
Nothing like a little social engineering to help increase a projected
$53.2 million SFMTA budget deficit over the next two years. Led by
Supervisor David Campos and a host of self-interested San Francisco
children, parents, and community advocates who either classify
themselves as needy, entitled or people who just want to feel good
about themselves, the SFMTA Board dutifully pandered to the crowd.
Taking money from car owners is a mentally lazy and easy position for
the SFMTA board to take. Citizens who talked about fiscal
responsibility or increased budget deficits were studiously ignored and
reviled.
The definition of who qualifies to be a low-income child has yet to be
determined so no one knows the number of San Francisco children
who will qualify for this new entitlement.
Campos and company originally wanted all children 4–17 to be able to
ride Muni for free. This entitlement would have cost a minimum of
$7.9 million per year. The low-income children entitlement, which was
agreed upon, will only add an estimated $4.7 million per year in
additional costs.
In its rush to be politically correct, the SFMTA Board forgot to
mention that they had raised monthly youth fast passes from $15 per
month to $20 per month, a 25% increase, in May 2010. Apparently,
this cost increase was an idiotic mistake.
In San Francisco, free entitlements have always trumped fiscal
responsibility. The pro-entitlement crowd believes that the fiscal crowd
“doesn’t understand,” is “cold hearted,” or just plain “stupid” because
it disagrees with the entitlement crowd’s feel-good position.
Meanwhile, car drivers — supposedly all members of the hated 1% —
will be paying for the free rides of low-income children. 32% of the
SFMTA’s revenue currently comes from cars, and with approved
changes, about 35% of the SFMTA’s budget will come from traffic
parking fees and fines.
Without the revenue from cars, San Francisco’s SFMTA and transit
first policies would collapse.
Muni’s current average rate of speed is at an all-time low of 7.25 miles
per hour. While Muni is blaming its reduced speed on traffic
congestion, they might want to consider how much traffic congestion
is being caused by Muni buses. Many of the people financially trapped
on Muni would take a car if they could afford it. Muni receives only
24% of its revenue from ridership fares.

Roger Ritter, a member of the Balboa Terrace Homes Association,
attended the SFMTA Board meeting and spoke in opposition to “free”
Muni for all youths (ages 5–17). He said he would support free bus
rides for low-income students and stated, “What disturbed me was that
the MTA directors did not focus at all on taxpayer concerns. I did not
even hear the word ‘taxpayer’ mentioned, nor were any concerns
raised that a ‘free’ program — meaning, of course, that someone else
pays for it — would encourage a sense of entitlement and a culture of
dependency. In fact, all of the directors seemed to view free Muni for
youth as an entitlement, and that their task was merely to work out the
details from a budgetary aspect.”
The biggest hypocrites at the MTA board meeting were the board of
education members who argued that free youth programs would
equalize ridership and make the city more family friendly. This is the
same Board of Education that has allowed San Francisco schools to
become more segregated than ever before. The same Board of
Education that promised to come up with a workable plan to allow
children to attend schools located in their neighborhood and then
separated San Francisco into geographic regions based on zip codes
that forced/allowed children to attend schools far from their local
neighborhood (thus the great need for transportation).
In fact this was the same Board of Education that was spending $5.65
million annually for 38 school buses in the 201–12 school year and cut
13 buses to save only $1.8 million dollars. The School Board is
planning to cut even more buses in 2012–13. Only elementary and
middle school children receive school bus rides. According to school
district numbers, a majority of the affected students live in the
southern and southeast side of the City. An estimated 22% of those
students are black, 24% are Chinese, 24% are Hispanic and 11% are
White.
The “family friendly” school board is one of the major causes of the
SFMTA’s free low-income transportation mess.
Instead of grandstanding for more “family friendly” transportation
from the SFMTA, perhaps school board members should look in a
mirror, put on dunce caps and go sit in a corner. If the SFMTA board,
David Campos and the Board of Education could add, they might
realize that it would be much less expensive to keep the school buses
than to give low-income children free rides on Muni. As Campos
seems adept at creating financial entitlements, he may want to force
the SFMTA board into subsidizing school buses and get rid of free
rides for low-income children. The SFMTA would save at least $2.9
million annually by making this one change.
Reiskin, a responsible manager states, “These proposals (SFMTA
budget) represent a significant investment in maintenance. For too
long, our maintenance operation has been understaffed and
underfunded, which adversely affects service reliability on a daily
basis. These proposals will allow the SFMTA to invest in our
infrastructure, including the buses and trains, the track and overhead
lines, and other aspects of the system so that we can address any issues
before service is impaired.”
Muni finally has a Director who wants to fix the large amounts of
deferred infrastructure maintenance that has been routinely ignored for
years and his plans are being hijacked by political entitlements. The
SFMTA’s total reliance on generating funding through cars and the
elimination of fare revenues is destined to fail on several levels.
It won’t take long for the SFMTA to be proposing a general obligation
bond, parcel tax, certificate of participation or increase the geographic
scope of San Francisco’s Downtown Transit Impact Development Fee
(TIDF) into residential neighborhoods. City taxpayers will be required
to pay for the SFMTA’s failed revenue policies. Taxpayers should be
prepared and aware of this huge long-term debt. As currently
structured, San Francisco’s transit system cannot support itself by
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SFMTA

giving away free rides and financially punishing car drivers.
The SFMTA’s $5.00 increase in parking tickets to $70.00 per ticket
will be the highest priced parking tickets in the country. The entire
$5.00 increase will be going to the State of California and will not
benefit the SFMTA. The annual City meter revenue is $40.5 million
and the 4,000 new meters are expected to add approximately $5.7
million, a 14% increase. No one knows how much revenue Sunday
meters, extended meter hours, and extra tickets will generate, but this
will certainly be another costly inconvenience to drivers. Muni fare
revenue has been static and will now decrease by approximately $4.7
million annually due to the low-income youth entitlement.
Another revenue problem will be constantly-declining ticket revenues.
With 328 traffic control officers, 35 supervisors and 25 dispatchers,
the SFMTA is issuing fewer tickets each year. The SFMTA issued
134,102 fewer traffic citations, $7 million less in tickets, in 2009 even
though parking meter rates and traffic control personnel were
increased. Ticket issuance continues to decline while the cost of
ticketing increases.
San Francisco drivers are not stupid and are quickly changing their
parking behavior. Drivers are increasingly parking in the
neighborhoods, obeying parking requirements or shopping at malls or
stores that offer free parking. Many drivers are no longer even
shopping in San Francisco as surrounding towns offer lower sales
taxes, lower retail prices for goods and services, and — free parking.
Parking tickets and parking meters have become San Francisco’s new
form of taxation.
The City will lose revenue from both sales taxes and parking fines as
people go elsewhere to shop. Parking tickets will also deter shoppers
and diners from visiting the City. Who wants to park and pay three
dollars in parking meter fees to buy a seven-dollar sandwich and then
receive a $70 ticket?
How much is the SFMTA budget really costing San Francisco’s
neighborhood businesses in lost sales?

THANK YOU TO OUR SPONSORS!
BENEFACTORS
David Winthrop Allen Family Trust
San Francisco Fire Fighters Local 798
San Francisco Police Officers’ Assn

PATRONS
Cole Valley Improvement Assn
Dick Millet
Forest Knolls Neighborhood Org, George Wooding
Haight Ashbury Improvement Assn
Pacific Heights Residents Assn
Retired Firemen & Widows Assn of SFFD
Sunset Parkside Ed & Action Cmte (SPEAK)

SPONSORS
Buena Vista Neighborhood Assn
East Mission Improvement Assn
Greater West Portal Neighborhood Assn
Laurel Heights Improvement Assn
Miraloma Park Improvement Club
OMI Neighbors in Action
Richmond Community Assn
Sunset Hts Assn of Responsible People (SHARP)
Telegraph Hill Dwellers
John Bardis
Kathryn Devincenzi, Attorney
Judith Berkowitz Tony Kelly
Penny Clark
Hon Fiona Ma
Sheryl Connell
Bert Polacci
Steve Currier
Jeanne & Winchell Quock
Steve Williams, Attorney

The SFMTA’s dir ty little secret: only 17.6% of the agency’s
parking ticket revenue comes from parking meters. The majority of
SFMTA ticket revenue, 34.4%, comes from street cleaning tickets. If
all City drivers would simply move their cars on street cleaning days
at least 134 traffic control officers would be out of work and this
decline in workforce might actually allow Muni to make some money.
Even worse, according to five-time Board of Supervisors President,
Judge Quentin Kopp, “San Francisco has misused its share of state
(And thanks! to Jim & Ella Mae Lew)
and federal gas taxes.” Reports by legislative analyst Harvey Rose
show that at least $8.2 million in gas taxes was misused last year to
pay for street cleaning. Rather than use gas taxes to pay for basic road
repairs like almost every other city in America, San Francisco uses a
large percentage of its gas tax revenue to pay directly for street
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
cleaning.
photocopy ing services!
Collecting street cleaning tickets to fund the SFMTA has become
more important than basic services such as road repair. That’s why
voters had to approve last year’s $248 million dollar general
COMMITTEE MEETINGS
obligation bond to pay for road repairs, for which our taxes had
Land Use & Housing • Monday 5:30PM July 9 • Northern Police
already paid.
Station • Chair Hiroshi Fukuda • ninersam@aol.com • 386-2212
Open Space • Ongoing Meetings • Chair Nancy Wuerfel •
The empty storefronts and small neighborhood businesses with 20%
nancenumber1@aol.com • 731-6432, Co-chair Ramona Albright •
decreases in annual sales are being victimized by the SFMTA’s
predatory parking/tax policies. When Mayor Lee, who ran on a “Jobs, 621-9621
Transportation • Chair Gary Noguera • garynoguera@earthlink.net
jobs, jobs” campaign platform was recently asked specifically how the Water Task Force • Chair Joan Girardot • 346-5525
SFMTA’s parking policies were helping small neighborhood
Bylaws • Chair Evelyn Wilson • evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net •
businesses create jobs, he could not give a serious answer and joked,
566-7826
“I know that we will be creating more jobs for traffic control officers Gov’t & Elections • Chair Charles Head • charlesnhead@hotmail.com
on Sundays.”
…George Wooding (MTHA) — 6 —

❧❧❧❧❧

Call to Or der/Ascer tain Quorum
A. Introduction of Deleg ates and Guests / Shor t Announcements
B. Hosts
1. Francisco Heights Civic Assn — FHCA
2. Middle Polk Neighborhood Assn — MPNA

Approval of May 2012 Minutes

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

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

Program: Election Review & Analysis
Presenters: Chris Bowman, Jon Golinger, Tony Kelly, Hon Quentin Kopp

Adjournment
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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
Either inline text or an attached document can be used.
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 may receive two
copies of the newsletter without charge. Subscription: Members/$10, Nonmembers/$15.

Neighborhood Views is published monthly, the official voice of the

V i s i t o r s : P l e a s e S i gn t h e R eg i s t e r

CSFN meets the third Tuesday of each month except for December at
Northern Police Station Community Room, Corner of 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
June 19, 2012

Next Meeting
Tuesday
June 19
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