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The quasi-judicial Ethics Commission has failed the citizens of San 
Francisco once again. After its latest performance in the Ross 
Mirkarimi trial the Commission should be abolished. 
Mayor Lee’ s attempt to get rid of an elected official — Sherif f Ross 
Mirkarimi — for “official misconduct” has only served to weaken 
Lee’ s already fading political capital and popularity , and demonstrate 
how useless the Ethics Commission really is. 
Originally , the 1993 Proposition K that created the Ethics Commission 
was placed on the ballot and was supported by a 7 – 4 vote by the 
Board of Supervisors. V oters established the Commission to serve 
citizens’  interests. Now , due to the Commission’ s funding and 
selection process, the agency only serves the interests of politicians 
and the politically influential. 
In 1995 San Francisco voters approved adding a definition of “official 
misconduct” to the City Charter which was again expanded in 2003. 
These newly-created and expanded definitions of “official 
misconduct” became so vague as to be almost meaningless. The 
Ethics Commission, in ef fect, became arbitrators of what the vague 
and confusing “official conduct” terminology meant. 
For example, does “official misconduct” only apply to what you do at 
work, but not at home? Like Mirkarimi, what if you had not yet sworn 
an oath of office? What is “conduct that falls below the standar d of 
decency , good faith, and right action”? 
Mayor Lee initially had the unspoken support of the five Ethics 
Commissioners who are appointed by the Board of Supervisors, the 
City Attorney , the District Attorney , the Mayor , and the City 
Controller — the same appointing officials who determine the Ethics 
Commission’ s budget. 
The Ethics Commissioners are all attorneys with the exception of 
Beverly Hayon, a retired public relations professional appointed by 
Mayor Lee. Chairperson Benedict Hur , Dorothy Liu, Paul Renne, and 
Jamienne Studley — along with Hayon — were primed and ready to 
convict Mirkarimi.  
One nagging question throughout the Mirkarimi trial had been 
whether Mayor Lee was after Mirkarimi — an elected public official 
 — for political reasons or was he trying to actually uphold domestic 
violence laws? Clearly Mayor Lee does not like Ross Mirkarimi or 
Mirkarimi’ s politics. W ould Lee have acted the same had Sherif f 
candidates Chris Cunnie or Paul Miyamoto won the election and 
found themselves in the same predicament as Mirkarimi? 
Mayor Lee said all of the right things regarding domestic violence, but 
the Mirkarimi case gave the Mayor an opportunity to take out an 
opponent and broadly expand his personal power through the Ethics 
Commission. If Mayor Lee could make any of the overly broad, 
vague, or ambiguous definitions of “official misconduct” stick, he 
would acquire a powerful new tool to get rid of any City official — 
whether they were elected or appointed — who commit minor 
infractions on or of f of the job. Of course, Lee would still need nine 
Board of Supervisor votes to make this work.  
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No one ever had a more stacked deck at the Ethics Commission than 
Mayor Lee. He had a vaguely-worded “official misconduct” Charter 
definition, a villain named Ross Mirkarimi (who had already pleaded 
guilty to misdemeanor false imprisonment ), the unquestioned loyalty 
of the Ethics Commissioners, and ground rules for the trial and format 
set-up by the City Attorney’ s office.  
On March 21, 2012 Mayor Edwin Lee transmitted to the Ethics 
Commission char ges of official misconduct relating to Sherif f Ross 
Mirkarimi. So began the Ethics Commission’ s kangaroo trial.  
W ith all of their advantages Deputy City Attorneys Peter Keith and 
Sherri Kaiser — who represented the Mayor — were often inef fective. 
They overplayed their case against Mirkarimi and were continually 
seeking to expand the City’ s vague definitions of “official 
misconduct” while introducing defamatory definitions unsupported by 
direct evidence. Keith and Kaiser looked like amateurs. 
Ethics Commissioner Paul Renne — the husband of former City 
Attorney Louise Renne — called much of the testimony elicited by 
Keith and Kaiser:  “Clearly hearsay , clearly having the intention of 
poisoning the well. A  first year lawyer should know that much of [the 
testimony] is inadmissible and should not have been given to us.” For 
his part Mayor Lee just kept claiming that Ross Mirkarimi “beats his 
wife.” 
In stark contrast Mirkarimi’ s attorneys David W aggoner and Shepard 
Kopp were great. They kept exposing the vagueness of San 
Francisco’ s “official misconduct” Charter language. Kopp eviscerated 
the Mayor on the witness stand, and showed that the Ethics 
Commission proceedings were “ far too susceptible to the vagaries of 
politics.” W aggoner stated “the punishment does not fit the crime,” 
and most importantly , “Y ou must decide whether to uphold or 
overturn the will of the voters.” 
Prior to the Mirkarimi trial, the Ethics Commission had never even 
held a complete misconduct trial for an elected official. After 
operating for 19 years and spending approximately $50 million in 
taxpayer money , San Francisco has had only had three Ethics trials 
and owns a horrible track record for handling whistleblower cases and 
Sunshine Ordinance violations. The Ethics Commission also keeps 
track of lobbyist activities and election oversight (albeit badly) — a 
job the Elections Department used to handle. 
Although very likable, Mayor Lee is no angel. He lied about running 
for Mayor . Most politicians lie or obfuscate, but Lee’ s big lie allowed 
him to first become the interim mayor of San Francisco and then the 
actual mayor . 
During his Ethics Commission testimony Mayor Lee was hammered 
by Mirkarimi’ s attorney Shepard Kopp. Mayor Lee was accused of 
lying when Kopp asked him if he had consulted with any members of 
the Board of Supervisors about his decision to suspend Mirkarimi, and 
for his answer regarding whether someone potentially associated with 
the Mayor of fered the Sherif f a lower -ranking position in exchange for 
his resignation. L ying while testifying under oath is a felony — 
perjury . 
Mercifully for Lee someone called in a fake bomb threat outside of 



Ex ecut iv e C ommittee R epor t 
Oc tober 24 
Chair Geor ge W ooding called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm. Present 
were Judy Berkowitz, W ooding, Rose Hillson, Dick Millet, Charles 
Head, Jeanne Quock, and Evelyn W ilson. Penelope Clark was 
excused. There was a quorum. 
Officers ’  R epor ts 
Pr esident Judy Berkowit z reported that a CSFN slate card has been 
designed. Unfortunately , the slate card may not be mailed out if 
sufficient funding is not found. The Prop B coalition has approached 
dif ferent groups that are in sync with CSFN’ s positions and requested 
help in funding the slate card. As yet little funding has been 
forthcoming. Groups that are planning to send “No on Proposition B” 
flyers include Committee Against Park Mismanagement and the the 
Republican Party . Now that the Parks Alliance/Parks T rust has taken 
over the Neighborhood Parks Council (NPC) they have become the 
fiscal sponsors for Y es on Proposition B supporters. Kathy Howard 
and Geor ge W ooding will man a “no on Proposition B” booth at 
Google. Dick Millet moved that Kathy Howard be reimbursed for 
expenses up to $200; seconded by Head. Approved unanimously . 
Approval of further Prop B oppo expenses over and above the $200 
will be considered at the November GA.• The Central Subway 
boondoggle and Save Muni SF was mentioned in the W all Street 
Journal. • Berkowitz moved that ExComm recommend to the GA  that 
CSFN support SF ENUF . This motion was seconded by Mr . Head and 
was approved unanimously . It will be before the November GA  to 
ratify . If approved, CSFN will send a representative to ENUF 
meetings. 

1 st  V ice Pr esident George W ooding  discussed CSFN’ s work on 
fighting against the passage of Proposition B. W ooding debated Matt 
O’Grady from the Parks Alliance for a televised debate sponsored by 
the League of W omen V oters. He has talked in front of neighborhood 
groups, the SF Republican party , debated Supervisor Scott W iener and 
has written articles. • He also brought up the attempt to block of f 14 th 

A venue at W est Portal and add mobile food trucks on selected days. 
W ooding was against the idea as there was 1) a lack of bathrooms, 2) 
lack of trash cans and 3) the trucks would be competing with existing 
neighborhood restaurants. • W ooding also mentioned the danger of 
having Supervisor Scott W iener change local California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) regulations. W iener is attempting 
to locally deregulate CEQA  at an extremely rapid pace, working for 
passage through the holidays. 

2 nd  V ice Pr esident Rose Hillson  ur ged members to attend Supervisor 
W iener ’ s October 25 th  scheduled meeting on how to protect local trees 
and pay for their upkeep. The city no longer has the staf f or the money 
to maintain many of its trees and has started turning trees over to 
homeowners who may neither have the money or the inclination to 
take care of trees once owned and cared for by the city . 
T r easur er  Dick Millet  reported that the books are balanced and all 
mail has been distributed. Mr . Millet has found a worthy credit union 
in the San Francisco Federal Credit Union. 
Unfinished Business:  the November GA  meeting will be a review 
and analysis of the November 6 election. Chris Bowman and David 
Pilpel will be asked to participate. 

Ne w Business.  ExCom considered speakers for the CSFN 40 th 

Anniversary Annual Dinner  and is also considering candidates for 
our annual award. Joe Eskenazi, investigative reporter at the SF 
W eekly , will speak at the December 18th event. Planning 
Commissioner Kathrin Moore will recieve the award. 
Having no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:00 pm 

…Geor ge W ooding (MTHA) Chair 

No v ember 12 
T h e  R e g u l a r  M e e t i n g  o f  t h e  C S F N  L a n d  U s e  &  H o u s i n g 
C o m m i t t e e  w a s  c o n v e n e d  b y  H i r o s h i  F u k u d a  o n  M o n d a y , 
N o v e m b e r  1 2 ,  2 0 1 2  a t  5 : 0 5  P . M .  i n  t h e  C o m m u n i t y  R o o m  o f  t h e 
N o r t h e r n  P o l i c e  S t a t i o n  a t  T u r k  a n d  F i l l m o r e  S t r e e t s .  
T h e  C o m m i t t e e  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  i t e m s 
1 . C E Q A  A m e n d m e n t s  p r o p o s e d  b y  S u p e r v i s o r  W i e n e r  B O S  F i l e 

# 1 2 1 0 1 9 
C S F N ’ s  R e s p o n s e  t o  S u p e r v i s o r  W i e n e r ’ s  C E Q A  L e g i s l a t i o n 
P r o p o s a l 
W h e r e a s  t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  E n v i r o n m e n t a l  Q u a l i t y  A c t  ( C E Q A ) 
i n  P u b l i c  R e s o u r c e s  C o d e  2 1 1 5 1 ( c )  a l l o w s  a n  E n v i r o n m e n t a l 
I m p a c t  R e p o r t  ( E I R ) ,  N e g a t i v e  D e c l a r a t i o n ,  o r  E x e m p t i o n 
a p p r o v e d  b y  a  n o n - e l e c t e d  d e c i s i o n - m a k i n g  b o d y  t o  b e 
a p p e a l e d  t o  a n  e l e c t e d  d e c i s i o n - m a k i n g  b o d y ;  a n d 

W h e r e a s  S a n  F r a n c i s c o  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  C o d e ,  C h a p t e r  3 1 , 
g o v e r n s  C E Q A  p r o c e d u r e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  a p p e a l s  i n  S a n 
F r a n c i s c o ;  a n d 

W h e r e a s  S u p e r v i s o r  S c o t t  W i e n e r  i s  p r o p o s i n g  l e g i s l a t i o n 
( B O S  F i l e  N o .  1 2 1 0 1 9 )  t o  s i g n i fi c a n t l y  a m e n d  C h a p t e r  3 1 ;  a n d 

W h e r e a s  t h i s  i s  t h e  t h i r d  a t t e m p t  s i n c e  2 0 0 6  t o  a m e n d  C h a p t e r 
3 1  i n  t h i s  w a y  w i t h  n o  s u b s t a n t i a l  a n d  b r o a d  s t a k e h o l d e r  i n p u t ; 
a n d 

W h e r e a s  t h i s  p r o p o s a l  c o n t a i n s  a  n u m b e r  o f  c o m p l i c a t e d 
p r o v i s i o n s  t h a t  i n  s u m m a r y  r u n  a g a i n s t  m e a n i n g f u l 
o p p o r t u n i t i e s  f o r  p u b l i c  a p p e a l s  o f  e n v i r o n m e n t a l 
d e t e r m i n a t i o n s  a n d  t h i s  r e q u i r e s  m o r e  p u b l i c  e n g a g e m e n t  a n d 
s t a k e h o l d e r  d i s c u s s i o n s  i n c l u d i n g  e n v i r o n m e n t a l ,  h i s t o r i c 
p r e s e r v a t i o n ,  n e i g h b o r h o o d ,  s o c i a l  j u s t i c e  a n d  t e n a n t  g r o u p s ; 
t h e r e f o r e  b e  i t 

R e s o l v e d ,  t h a t  t h e  C o a l i t i o n  f o r  S a n  F r a n c i s c o  N e i g h b o r h o o d s 
( C S F N )  o p p o s e s  t h e  o r d i n a n c e  a s  p r o p o s e d  a n d  r e q u e s t s 
a d d i t i o n a l  t i m e  f o r  t h e  c o n s u l t a t i o n s  a n d  s t a k e h o l d e r  p r o c e s s e s 
d e s c r i b e d  a n d  s e e k s  t o  e n s u r e  a  m e a n i n g f u l  a p p e a l s  p r o c e s s 
t h r o u g h  c o m p r e h e n s i v e  l e g i s l a t i o n . 

2 . E f fi c i e n c y  D w e l l i n g  U n i t s ,  c a s e  # 2 0 1 2 . 1 3 2 2 7 .  C o m m i t t e e 
a p p r o v e d  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s  t o  t h e  P l a n n i n g 
C o m m i s s i o n  f o r  c h a n g e s  t o  t h e  p r o p o s e d  l e g i s l a t i o n :  
a . P g .  2 ,  S e c t i o n  3 1 8 ( b )  C h a n g e  m a x i m u m  o f  9 0 0  E f fi c i e n c y 

D w e l l i n g  U n i t s  ( E D U s )  a l l o w e d  t o  3 0 0 . 
b . P g .  2 ,  S e c t i o n  3 1 8 ( c )  C h a n g e  r e p o r t i n g  t r i g g e r  p o i n t  b y 

P l a n n i n g  D e p a r t m e n t  t o  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  f r o m  7 5 0  u n i t s 
t o  2 5 0  u n i t s .  

3 . C P M C :  B o a r d  o f  S u p e r v i s o r s  m i g h t  h e a r  p r o j e c t  o n  N o v e m b e r 
2 0 ,  2 0 1 2 . 

4 . P a r k m e r c e d :  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  d e c i s i o n  e x p e c t e d  t h i s  m o n t h . 
5 . 1 6 0 1  L a r k i n :  C o n t i n u e s  t o  b e  m e d i a t e d  b y  a  F e d e r a l  j u d g e  t o 

a v o i d  t r i a l .  P r o b l e m  i s  t h a t  C i t y  a p p r o v a l  p r o c e d u r e / p r o c e s s  b y 
P l a n n i n g  D e p a r t m e n t ,  P l a n n i n g  C o m m i s s i o n ,  a n d  B o a r d  o f 
S u p e r v i s o r s  m i g h t  b e  n u l l i fi e d  b y  a n  a g r e e m e n t  b y  t h e 
d e v e l o p e r  a n d  a  f e w  i n d i v i d u a l s . 

T h e  n e x t  R e g u l a r  m e e t i n g  o f  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  w i l l  b e  h e l d  o n 
M o n d a y ,  D e c e m b e r  1 0 ,  2 0 1 2  a t  5 : 3 0  p . m .  i n  t h e  C o m m u n i t y  R o o m 
o f  t h e  N o r t h e r n  P o l i c e  S t a t i o n  l o c a t e d  a t  T u r k  a n d  F i l l m o r e . 
A d j o u r n e d :  7 : 2 6  P M  

… H i r o s h i  F u k u d a  ( R C A )  C h a i r 
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CSFN Dr af t Minutes:  Gener al 
Assembly Meet ing Oc tober 16 

,  2011 1 . C a l l  t o  O r d e r .  P r e s i d e n t  J u d i t h  B e r k o w i t z  b r o u g h t  t h e  O c t o b e r  1 6 
G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  m e e t i n g  t o  o r d e r  a t  7 : 0 3 P M  a t  N o r t h e r n  P o l i c e 
S t a t i o n . 
a . Q u o r u m  d e c l a r e d .  2 0  d e l e g a t e s  a n d  a l t e r n a t e s  r e p r e s e n t e d  1 6 

C S F N  m e m b e r  o r g a n i z a t i o n s .  3  g u e s t s  s i g n e d  i n . 
b . A g e n d a  a p p r o v e d .  
c . I n t r o d u c t i o n s .  D e l e g a t e s  a n d  g u e s t s  i n t r o d u c e d  t h e m s e l v e s .  H o s t 

C h a r l e s  H e a d  o f  S u n s e t  H e i g h t s  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  R e s p o n s i b l e 
P e o p l e  ( S H A R P )  d e s c r i b e d  h i s  o r g a n i z a t i o n ’ s  o b j e c t i v e s , 
h i s t o r y ,  a n d  c u r r e n t  i s s u e s .  M r .  H e a d  a l s o  s p o k e  f o r  R a m o n a 
A l b r i g h t  o f  T w i n  P e a k s  C o u n c i l  &  O p e n  S p a c e  C o n s e r v a n c y 
( T P C & O S C ) ,  t h e  e v e n i n g ’ s  c o - h o s t ,  w h o  w a s  u n a b l e  t o  a t t e n d 
t h e  m e e t i n g .  A t t e n d e e s  v e r y  m u c h  a p p r e c i a t e d  t h e  r e f r e s h m e n t s . 

2 . M i n u t e s .  T h e  S e p t e m b e r  1 8  G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  d r a f t  m i n u t e s  w e r e 
a p p r o v e d  a s  p r i n t e d  o n  p a g e  3  o f  t h e  O c t o b e r  n e w s l e t t e r .  

3 . O f fi c e r s ’  R e p o r t s . 
a . P r e s i d e n t  B e r k o w i t z  ( E M I A )  T h a n k e d  G e o r g e  W o o d i n g  f o r 

y e o m a n ‘ s  w o r k  o n  N o  o n  B .  R e q u e s t e d  C l a i r e  Z v a n s k i  ( E D I A ) 
t o  r e l a y  w h a t  h a p p e n e d  a t  a  m e e t i n g  o f  r e t i r e d  c i t y  e m p l o y e e s 
w h e r e  S u p e r v i s o r  M a r k  F a r r e l l  s p o k e  i n  f a v o r  o f  t h e  m e a s u r e  B . 
A l l  o f  t h e  p r o - B  a r g u m e n t s  i n  t h e  h a n d b o o k  w e r e  f u n d e d  b y  t h e 
P a r k s  A l l i a n c e / P a r k s  T r u s t .  P r e s u m a b l y  t h i s  s t e m s  f r o m  t h e 
e m a i l  t o  g r o u p s  f r o m  P a r k s  A l l i a n c e  a s k i n g  f o r  “ s p o n s o r s ”  f o r  B 
( p r o p s  d o  n o t  h a v e  s p o n s o r s ) .  ( S e e  E x C o m m  R e p o r t  O c t o b e r 
N e i g h b o r h o o d  V i e w s ,  p . 2 . )  •  A n d  s h e  r e m i n d e d  t h e  m e m b e r s h i p 
t h a t  C S F N  w i l l  c e l e b r a t e  o u r  F o r t i e t h  A n n i v e r s a r y  a t 
o u r  A n n u a l  D i n n e r  o n  D e c e m b e r  1 8 .  •  F T A  f u n d s  f o r  t h e 
C e n t r a l  S u b w a y  w e r e  a p p r o v e d  p r i o r  t o  t h e  r e q u i r e d  6 0 - d a y 
p e r i o d .  S a v e  M u n i  S F  h a s  fi l e d  a  l a w s u i t  a n d  i s  l o o k i n g  a t  a 
b a l l o t  m e a s u r e .  T h e r e  h a v e  b e e n  t w o  m e a s u r e s  t o  e l i m i n a t e 
M T A :  P r o p  E  a n d  l a t e r  P r o p  G .  M u n i  d r i v e r s  a r e  c o m i n g  t o 
S a v e  M u n i  S F  i n  s u p p o r t .  •  W e l c o m e d  J e a n n e  Q u o c k  a s 
E x C o m m  m e m b e r - a t - l a r g e . 

b . 1 s t  V P  W o o d i n g  ( M T H A )  s a i d  t h e  p l a n n e d  r e m o v a l  o f  t h e 
“ l e v e l  o f  s e r v i c e ”  i m p a c t  o f  a u t o  t r a f fi c  i n  E n v i r o n m e n t a l 
I m p a c t  R e p o r t s  o f  b u i l d i n g  p r o j e c t s  c o u l d  h a v e  a  s e r i o u s  i m p a c t 
o n  t h e  c o m m u n i t y .  H e  a l s o  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  R e s i d e n t i a l  B o n d 
O v e r s i g h t  C o m m i t t e e  o f  t h e  P U C  h a s  b e e n  c o - o p t e d  b y  t h e  P U C 
a n d  t h e  M a y o r ;  i t  c a n  n o  l o n g e r  d o  w h a t  i t  i s  s u p p o s e d  t o  d o .  

c . 2 n d  V P  H i l l s o n  ( J P I A ) 
d . R e c o r d i n g  S e c .  C l a r k .  ( R H I A ) 
e . C o r r e s p o n d i n g  S e c r e t a r y / T r e a s u r e r  M i l l e t  ( P B N A )  p r e p a r e d 

a  fi l e  o f  C o a l i t i o n  c o r r e s p o n d e n c e  t h a t  i s  a v a i l a b l e  t o  m e m b e r s 
a t  t h e  G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  m e e t i n g .  H e  h a s  a l s o  f o u n d  a  l o c a l 
c r e d i t  u n i o n ,  S a n  F r a n c i s c o  C r e d i t  U n i o n ,  f o r  t h e  u s  t o  s w i t c h 
o u r  b a n k i n g  b u s i n e s s . 

4 . C o m m i t t e e  R e p o r t s . 
a . B y l a w s .  C h a i r  E v e l y n  W i l s o n  ( S P E A K ) 
b . G o v e r n m e n t  &  E l e c t i o n s .  C h a i r  C h a r l e s  H e a d  ( S H A R P ) 
c . L a n d  U s e .  H i r o s h i  F u k u d a  ( R C A )  d i r e c t e d  d e l e g a t e s  t o  p a g e  2 
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✺  CSFN 40 t h  Anniv ersar y  ✺ 
Annual Holida y Dinner 
Featured Dinner Speaker 

Joe Eskenazi 
investigative repor ter, the SF Weekly 

 

On T uesday D ecember 18 th , CSFN will host our 
Annual Dinner at the P atio Español, 

Spanish Cultur al Center, 2850 Alemany Blvd. 
Individual Dinner T ick ets ar e $60. 

T hank you to all our w onderful Sponsor s! 

If you or your or ganization w ould lik e to be 
a CSFN Sponsor, 

your name will appear in each of our 
monthly newsletter s. 

Sponsor ships include 
$125 (1 Dinner) 

$450 (5 Dinner s, 1/2 table) 
$875 (10 Dinner s, full table) 

Dinner choices will be 
P aella V alenciana 

Chick en Br east al Ajillo 
P asta P rimav er a (V eg etarian) 

L ook f or your invitation in your mailbox or 
as an E vite in your email box! 

RSVP to 824-0617   sfjberk@mac.com 

p r o j e c t .  A n d  a  C E Q A  l a w s u i t  h a s  b e e n  fi l e d  b y  o t h e r s .  
e . T r a n s p o r t a t i o n .  C h a i r  G a r y  N o g u e r a  ( M P I C ) 
f . W a t e r  T a s k  F o r c e .  C h a i r  J o a n  G i r a r d o t  ( M C I P O A )  g a v e  a 

d e t a i l e d  u p d a t e . 
5 . P r o g r a m .  M a r i  E l i z a  o f  S F  E N U F  ( E a s t e r n  N e i g h b o r h o o d s 

U n i t e d  F r o n t ) ,  o r i g i n a l l y  f o r m e d  t o  p r o t e s t  p r o p o s e d 
i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  5 , 0 0 0  p a r k i n g  m e t e r s  f o r  t h a t  a r e a ,  s p o k e  t o  t h e 
a s s e m b l y  a b o u t  t h e  c i t y w i d e  i m p a c t s  o f  S F M T A ’ s  m o n e y - 
r a i s i n g  p l a n s .  

     A  f a s c i n a t i n g  p r o p o s a l :  S F  E N U F  i s  a i m i n g  t o  s e t  u p  a l o n g 
t h e  l i n e s  o f  a n d  a s  a  c o u n t e r - w e i g h t  t o  t h e  B i k e  C o a l i t i o n . 
P l e a s e  f i l l  o u t  t h i s  s u r v e y  o n  w w w . s f e n u f . o r g   P e t i t i o n s  a r e 
a l s o   a v a i l a b l e . 
S e e  a l s o  w w w . m e t e r m a d n e s s . w o r d p r e s s . c o m 

T h e  m e e t i n g  w a s  a d j o u r n e d  a t  8 : 3 4  P M .  
… P e n e l o p e  C l a r k  ( R H I A )  R e c o r d i n g  S e c r e t a r y 
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City Hall and the Mayor suddenly had to leave the stand. No one else 
inside or outside of City Hall was evacuated. The convenient timing of 
this bomb threat saved a drowning man — Mayor Lee. 
Had Mayor Lee been testifying in another venue besides the Ethics 
Commission, he might have been char ged with perjury . On July 19, the 
Ethics Commission denied Mirkarimi’ s request for the issuance of 
subpoenas for four witnesses who would have testified that much of 
what Mayor Lee said was false. The Ethics Commission denied the 
subpoenas and Lee was spared. 
Prior to the Mirkarimi case Mayor Lee had a curious record of 
following-up on Ethics Commission recommendations. 
The Ethics Commission recommended over a year ago that Mayor Lee 
should consider removing Jewelle Gomez, president of the Library 
Commission, for behavior deemed inappropriate conduct for a public 
official. Ethics Commission chairperson Ben Hur wrote this to Mayor 
Lee and is still waiting for a reply: “ The Commission voted to 
r ecommend that you consider taking steps to r emove Ms. Gomez fr om 
her appointed office for her conduct. The Ethics Commission has not 
r eceived a r esponse fr om your office as to any action you may have 
taken r egar ding Ms. Gomez.”  When will Mayor Lee respond to the 
Ethics Commission — never? 
In May , Fire Chief Joanne Hayes-White was declared a “deadbeat 
divor cee” and had her $302,000 annual salary garnished for $3,300 
monthly for non-payment of spousal support. In 2005, Hayes-White’ s 
husband called police to report that his wife hit him over the head with 
a pint glass. Another case of domestic violence from a City official that 
was — selectively — never referred to the Ethics Commission. 
Does anyone remember the Ethics trial after former Mayor Gavin 
Newsom admitted to having a substance abuse problem and sleeping 
with his best friend’ s wife while she was working for him in the 
Mayor ’ s office? Again: there was no Ethics trial of Newsom. 
Mayor Lee carpet-bombed Mirkarimi with char ges such as “witness 
dissuasion,” “impeding a police investigation,” “abuse of office,” 
“engaging in a pattern of abuse toward women,” and “lying to 
officers.” The Ethics Commission cited insufficient evidence on all 
char ges except the false imprisonment count even when using the 
“preponderance of evidence” standard that is lower than the “beyond 
reasonable doubt” standard used in criminal cases. 
On August 16, the Ethics Commission ruled 4 to 1 that Mirkarimi had 
committed official misconduct by falsely imprisoning his wife. This 
was identical to the char ge that Mirkarimi had pled to on March 13. 
Six months of wasted time, ener gy , and over $1 million in City 
Attorney costs. 
After the trial Mayor Lee released the following statement: “I am 
pleased that the members of the Ethics Commission, following a 
car eful r eview of the evidence, and in the face of a sustained campaign 
to distract and misdir ect them fr om the facts, agr eed with me that Ross 
Mirkarimi’ s actions constitute official misconduct and fall below the 
ethical conduct we expect of the sheriff, our top law enfor cement 
officer .”  
Although four of the five Ethics Commissioners dutifully worked to 
help Mayor Lee and the City Attorney’ s office expand the 
interpretation of “official misconduct” to a point where just about any 
elected official or any City employee could be suspended by the Mayor 
at any time for official actions or private actions for just about any 
major or minor infraction, Ethics Commission chair Benjamin Hur was 
brilliant. 
Hur was the lone dissenting vote. Hur felt that the City should take the 
narrowest view of “official misconduct,” not the broadest. Hur stated: 
“If we don’ t find a nexus to the r elationship of the duties (official 
misconduct), then we ar e opening this pr ovision up to abuse and 
manipulation down the r oad in a way that we’r e not r eally going to 
like. I have grave concerns about what the next case looks like unless 

we interpr et this in a way that I think the voters intended, and also 
that is narr ow and understandable for elected officials.” Thank you 
for your intelligence and bravery in the face of overwhelming political 
pressure, Mr . Hur . 
The Ethics Commission is a broken toy that should be taken out of the 
Mayor ’ s hands. 
On October 9, Ross Mirkarimi was re-instated at the Board of 
Supervisors following a 7 – 4 vote, denying the Mayor the nine votes 
needed to remove Mirkarimi permanently . Supervisors Christine 
Olague, David Campos, John A valos, and Jane Kim voted for 
Mirkarimi, but they were all really voting against the vague “official 
misconduct” char ges that the Ethics Commission, Mayor Lee, and the 
City Attorney had presented to the Board of Supervisors. 
According to the voting Supervisors’  testimony , they were not  voting 
in favor of Ross Mirkarimi, but against the Ethics Commission’ s 
vague interpretation of “official misconduct” and the fact that the 
Commission’ s process could be politically abused to remove elected 
City officials. 
Deputy City Attorney Sherri Kaiser , speaking before the Board of 
Supervisors, wanted the “official misconduct” statute to be interpreted 
as broadly as possible. Board of Supervisors president David Chiu 
stated: “Having clarity in the law seems to make sense.”  [Despite 
this, Chiu then voted to support the Mayor .] Supervisor Mark Farrell 
stated to Kaiser: “Y our position seems to me to be very 
contradictory .” [Despite this, Farrell then voted to support the 
Mayor .]  
Supervisor David Campos said to Kaiser: “ I don’ t think the analysis 
makes me comfortable. She (Kaiser) said the interpr etation was 
‘nimble,’  but I don’ t know the differ ence between ‘nimble’  and 
‘vague,’  and I think that they ar e one and the same.” 
Supervisor Jane Kim didn’ t mince words with Kaiser when Kim 
stated that she would like to see a “bright line rule or test (for 
“official misconduct”). Kim went on and asked: “Then any 
misdemeanor the Sheriff pleads to is official misconduct, is that 
right?” Kaiser answered “No.”  Kim replied: “What is to guide us in 
the futur e?” Kaiser responded by saying: “It is a discr etionary 
decision.” Kim finished by stating: “Does that open us up to the 
vagueness issue, which would make the clause unconstitutional?”  
There is no way to delineate what the current definition of “official 
misconduct” means, and no way to predict how the definition may 
change over time. Our current system allows only the Mayor the 
“discretion” to decide what is or isn’ t “official misconduct.” Do voters 
really want to expand the “discretion” any Mayor may use to define 
official misconduct, since discretion is already ripe for abuse of 
power? 
Eulog y for the Ethics C ommission:  Mayor Lee failed to 
successfully prosecute Mirkarimi. Had he not controlled the Ethics 
Commission and had influence over the City Attorney , Mayor Lee 
could have been prosecuted for perjury char ges. His own appointee, 
Supervisor Christine Olague, betrayed him and voted to support Ross 
Mirkarimi. Mayor Lee has become a dysfunctional leader as he 
refuses to respond to Mirkarimi’ s of fer to sit down to talk. Lee no 
longer wants to work with the Supervisors who voted against 
Mirkarimi’ s conviction (wasn’ t he once trumpeted as a consensus 
builder?) His popularity with the public has greatly diminished. 
C onclusion:  The Ethics Commission has been a disaster for Mayor 
Lee. 
The Ethics Commission is a broken political toy that should be taken 
out of the Mayor ’ s and politicians’  hands. The Commission no longer 
serves the citizens of San Francisco — it just serves City politicians 
 — and it doesn’ t even know what “official misconduct” means. It’ s 
time for the Ethics Commission to be retired. 

…Geor ge W ooding (MTHA) 

Dump Ethics C ommission 



BENEFACTORS 
D avid Winthr op Allen F amily T rust 

S an F r ancisco F ir e F ighters Local 798 
S an F r ancisco P olice Officers ’ Assn 

PATRONS 
Cole V alley Impr ov ement Assn 

Dick Millet 
F or est Knolls Neighbor hood Or g , Geor ge W ooding 

Haight Ashbury  Impr ov ement Assn 
P acific Heights  Residen ts Assn 

Retir ed F ir emen & Widows Assn of SFFD 
Sunset P arkside Ed & Action Cmte (SPEAK ) 

SPONSORS 
Buena Vista Neighbo rhood Assn 
East Mission  Impr ov ement Assn 

Gr eater W est P or tal Neighbo rhood Assn 
Laur el Heights  Impr ov ement Assn 
Mir aloma P ark Impr ov ement Club 

OMI Neighbo rs in Action 
Richmon d Commun ity Assn 

Sunset Hts  Assn of  Respons ible P eople (SHARP ) 
T elegr aph Hill Dw ellers 

J ohn B ar dis             Kathryn  D evincenz i, Attorne y 
J udith Berkowi tz                                T ony Kelly 
P enny Clark                         Hon F iona Ma 
Sheryl Connell                            Ber t P olacci 
Stev e Currier        J eanne & Winchell  Quock 

  Stev e Williams , Attorne y 
(and thanks! to Jim & Ella Mae Lew) 

THANK YOU TO OUR SPONSORS! 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
 Land Use & Housing • Monday 5:30PM Dec 10 • Northern Police 
   Station • Chair Hiroshi Fukuda • ninersam@aol.com • 386-2212 
 Open Space  • Ongoing Meetings • Chair Nancy W uerfel • 
   nancenumber1@aol.com • 731-6432, Co-chair Ramona Albright • 
   621-9621 
 T ransportation  • Chair Gary Noguera • garynoguera@earthlink.net 
 W ater T ask Force  • Chair Joan Girardot • 346-5525 
 Bylaws  • Chair Evelyn Wilson • evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net • 
   566-7826 
 Gov’t & Elections  • Chair Charles Head • charlesnhead@hotmail.com 
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How to Reach Us 
 P r e s i d e n t :  J u d i t h  B e r k o w i t z  •  s f j b e r k @ m a c . c o m  •  8 2 4 - 0 6 1 7 
 1 s t  V P :  G e o r g e  W o o d i n g  •  m o t h e r _ e d @ b i g e d s . c o m 
 2 n d  V P :  R o s e  H i l l s o n  •  g u m b y 5 @ a t t . n e t 
 R e c o r d i n g  S c r t r y :  P e n e l o p e  C l a r k  •  p e n e l o p e c l a r k @ y a h o o . c o m 
 C o r r e s p o n d i n g  S e c r e t a r y :  D i c k  M i l l e t  •  m i l l e t d i c k @ y a h o o . c o m 
 T r e a s u r e r :  D i c k  M i l l e t  •  m i l l e t d i c k @ y a h o o . c o m 
 M e m b e r - a t - L a r g e :  C h a r l e s  H e a d  •  c h a r l e s n h e a d @ h o t m a i l . c o m 
 M e m b e r - a t - L a r g e :  J e a n n e  Q u o c k  •  w i n c h e l l q @ s b c g l o b a l . n e t 
 P a r l i a m e n t a r i a n :  E v e l y n  W i l s o n  •  e v e l y n w i l s r e g p a r l @ e a r t h l i n k . n e t 

❧ ❧ ❧ ❧ ❧ 

Now that the voters have passed the parks bond, 
Proposition B, park advocates from over 20 or ganizations 
along with CSFN and the 89,758 citizens that supported a 
“NO” vote on Proposition B, are even more deeply 
committed to providing a voice for San Francisco’ s 
citizens. W e love our parks as much as anyone. 
Although the “Y es on B” proponents spent over $900,000 
promoting the 2012 Parks Bond, it passed with a scant 1% 
lead when compared to the 2008 Parks Bond. The “No on 
B” campaign spent about $8,800. This works out to about 
$.10 a vote for “No on B” compared to over $4.00 per vote 
by the “Y es on B” campaign. 
CSFN and the other groups went into this election to create 
a debate that the real  need in our parks is for increased 
general funding for maintenance and operations  — not 
capital bonds to build new structures without the 
maintenance funds to keep them up. 
San Francisco can show leadership by funding good public 
policy that supports and rewards the SF Recreation and 
Parks Department when it focuses on our parks primarily 
as a public service, not as a private enterprise generating 
revenue at the expense of its public service. 
Going forward San Francisco must build a political 
infrastructure of deeply committed citizens to encourage 
the SF Recreation and Parks Department to redirect its 
management policies back to its core mission of stewarding 
resources and providing the broadest access to our parks. 
It’ s just the beginning for us. W e are working hard with the 
many other San Franciscans who are the real voice of the 
residents and who want to restore access to our parks and 
stewardship of our precious investment as the public 
service it should be. 

…Katherine Howar d (SPEAK, Open Space Committee) 

The P arks Bond P assed:  
What No w? 

Marie Eliza, spokesman for SF 
ENUF, addresses delegates at the 
October General Assembly. 
http://www.sfenuf.org/ 
 http://metermadness.wordpress.com/   
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Next Meeting 
T uesday 
Nov 20 

Coalition for SF  Neighborhoods 
P .O. Box 320098 San Francisco CA   94132 
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