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Presidents Message

S

Keeping the “Arts” in the Palace of Fine Arts
Julie Mushet, Executive Director, World Arts West

The Palace of Fine Arts was built for the 1915 Panama-Pacific
International Exposition, a World’s Fair that brought over 18 million
people to San Francisco’s Marina neighborhood. The fact that over
18 million people attended the 1915 fair is something to marvel at,
given that this was before both airplane travel and the construction
of the Bay Bridge and the Golden Gate Bridge! The result was that
more people came together to experience world cultures in San
Francisco as never before.
In 2015, the Palace of Fine Arts turned 100 years old, and San
Francisco’s Recreation and Parks Department launched a competitive process to select a tenant for a new 55-year lease. The first phase
of this process called for 20-page concept proposals for a “unique
business opportunity.” The deadline for submitting the concept
proposals was May 22, 2015. There were seven concepts submitted,
which were all posted on the Rec and Park website until recently,
when all web links to the information about the Palace broke. Hopefully these links will be fixed soon, so that the documents will once
again be accessible to the public.
Essentially, six of the proposals are for-profit ventures, including
sports clubs and hotels. Only one of the proposals is a not-for-profit
proposal, which is called the Center for Global Arts and Cultures at
the Palace of Fine Arts. This proposal was developed and submitted
by the Palace of Fine Arts Foundation and World Arts West, where I
Cont. to page 1

ome of our member delegates
are having a hard time following
General Assembly guidelines.
To wit, please do not
1) raise your voice when addressing the Board or a speaker,
2) ask questions that are unrelated to the topic
being discussed,
3) use your time to make a speech,
4) when you are selected, ask more than one question—there should be no
follow-up questions,
5) under any circumstances get into a debate with
the speaker.
The Chair will always try to select delegates in
the order that they raised their hands. No delegate
should be allowed to ask a second question until all
other delegates who want to ask a question have
been called upon. Time permitting, non-members
of CSFN may ask a question after member questions have been exhausted
IMPORTANT: Regardless of how you feel about
the proceedings always show courtesy and respect
for the speaker, the Board and fellow CSFN delegates.
CSFN publishes our email list as an act of transparency so that all delegates and neighborhood
presidents will know who they are joined with. This
email list should be used for official purposes only.
CSFN uses this email list to mail out the newsletter
and other important communications.
Of late, a handful of delegates have also caused
problems by usurping the CSFN email list for their
own causes and purposes. If you have something
to say to the member body, please bring it up at the
general assembly meetings.
It is rude and inconsiderate to broadcast an
email of your singular thoughts. Please refrain
from using CSFN’s email list for your own personal
use.
George Wooding
CSFN should celebrate a great victory over the
Planning Department’s (PD) Affordable Housing
Bonus Program mitigations
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Palace of Fine Arts Cont. from p. 1
serve as Executive Director. World Arts West is a 38-year-old
San Francisco non-for-profit arts organization that serves
over 10,000 local artists sustaining art forms from 100 world
cultures. Our annual San Francisco Ethnic Dance Festival is
the largest continuous public event at the Palace for over 25
years, with over 15,000 audience members each June. The
New York Times has published much about this important
arts work in San Francisco, praising the annual festival as “a
glorious achievement” at the forefront of global issues.
We propose transforming the Palace of Fine Arts into
the epicenter of cultural dialogue for our globalized world,
with outstanding international arts performances and civic
celebrations, integrating multiple aspects of cultures, including dance, music, visual arts, and cuisines. There are other Bay
Area venues focused on individual aspects of world cultures,
but none that bring them all together for a curated, full
cultural experience under one roof. Our great hope is to bring
this vision to fruition in time to celebrate the 75th Anniversary
of the realization of the United Nations Charter in San Francisco in June 2020.
So what has been the process thus far and where is it
currently?
On November 19, 2015, the SF Rec and Parks Commission
selected three finalists to proceed to the final round: two hotel projects and a history museum project backed by Chevron
tax-credits. The Commission voted to eliminate our proposal,
against the requests of hundreds of supporters in attendance.
Recently the City invested $200 million dollars to renovate
the War Memorial in the Civic Center, yet the mandatory
requirement for the new lease for the Palace of Fine Arts to
provide $20 million dollars for needed deferred maintenance
and seismic retrofits, in addition to the improvements needed for operational purposes, drove the process astray. Outrage against this requirement started a petition at change.org
which quickly gathered over 20,000 signatures opposing this
decision, which is still being ignored.
At the November hearing, it was clear that the decision-making was first and foremost about money. People
were misled by comments about how the Palace of Fine Arts
has always been a business venture, with rents over $500,000
per year. But that is absolutely not true. What is true is that
back in 2003, both the theater and Exploratorium (serving
the Bay Area since the1960s), were told that their rent was
increasing from $1 per year to nearly $500,000 per year. Overnight! The Exploratorium relocated, but the theater is rare
and has an essential 70-foot wide proscenium stage, without
which many art forms will perish in San Francisco.
Soon after the November hearing, on December 10, 2015,
the San Francisco Chronicle ran a story by John King about the
Palace of Fine Arts titled “What should be done with Palace
of Fine Arts?” which stated, “…it’s hard to escape the feeling
that the ideal solution is one that we haven’t yet seen. Such
as a cultural citadel run by the city, one that would join the
de Young Museum and the Palace of the Legion of Honor…”
He knew in his heart, as many San Franciscans do, that this
beautiful icon is better used in the service of the citizens and

visitors for what the World’s Fair created 100 years ago – the
celebration of arts and culture from around the world.
Our vision for a Center for Global Arts and Cultures at the
Palace of Fine Arts is the world class cultural arts center that
San Francisco needs, and would be a great addition to the
likes of the de Young, the Legion of Honor, and the Asian Art
Museum. There are plenty of places that collect and display
the artifacts of cultural heritage, but very few that make performing arts cultural heritage accessible to all.
Most surprisingly to me, is that it seems that the majority
of people in San Francisco have no idea what is happening
with the lease at the Palace of Fine Arts– even people who
live several blocks away from the Palace. The truth is that the
arts in San Francisco remain increasingly vulnerable as rising
real estate prices force artists and arts organization out. The
very soul of San Francisco is at stake and this may be the end
of a vibrant arts culture unless things can be turned around
quickly.
The San Francisco Bay Area is one of the most diverse
regions in the world, as well as the home to a tremendously
productive intellectual and creative energy that draws from
all cultures. The Palace of Fine Arts has been, and remains,
an important place for hundreds of arts non-profit organizations, which are vital to the energy and fabric of what makes
San Francisco such a great place to live and work. The Palace
theater is regularly filled to capacity with appreciative artists
and audiences.
The Palace of Fine Arts was originally designed to express,
reflect, and celebrate our region’s place on the world stage.
Many of the world’s most important and exciting artists are
now missing from San Francisco’s cultural calendar due to the
lack of an appropriate venue. Our proposal for renovating the
Palace of Fine Arts, complete with a new, flexible-space exhibition pavilion, would serve the city well. The San Francisco
Ethnic Dance Festival and its hugely popular open auditions
will be able to stay in its long-time home and deepen its offerings, and a host of new events will showcase our region’s vast
artistic diversity and cultural heritage for everyone to enjoy.
The world dance and music scene is one of the Bay Area’s
great strengths and the envy of other major cities, like New
York. (The New York Times, Alastair Macaulay, June 16, 2015: “I
know of no regular event that more effectively, more movingly, recommends this country’s diverse inclusiveness than the
annual San Francisco Ethnic Dance Festival” and August 18,
2015: “I often wish that New York had a festival to match San
Francisco’s Annual Ethnic Dance Festival…”)
Should the city decide to continue its pursuit of the visions
of their three selected Palace of Fine Arts finalists, then the
opportunity to build on the 1915 vision of experiencing the
arts and culture of the world will be squandered, as will vital
opportunities to better understand each other. The Palace of
Fine Arts needs to remain for the arts, now more than ever,
and I hope we can get back on track to move this needed
project forward, creating a legacy for future generations that
we can be proud of.
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Kezar Cont. from p. 1

Rec and Park Rushes Down the
Privatization Path Once Again

T

he Recreation and Park Department (RPD) is once again
selling our public facilities to the (lowest) bidder. In a few
days, the Rec and Park Commission will approve a permit for
5 years for the use of Kezar Stadium by a private, for-profit,
professional soccer organization. In addition, the professional team will be practicing on Rec and Park fields during the
week, including the Polo Field and Boxer Stadium.
Kezar was once a professional sports venue, but it was
rebuilt in 1989 to serve the public with “informal community
access to the stadium ... a priority use...” as well as “public and
private schools.” (1991 Operation and Permit policy). Members of the Kezar Stadium Advisory Committee have protested this proposed commercial use, because “ . . . the proposal
amounts to a partial takeover of a public facility and is a move
towards partially privatizing the stadium. . . “ (Kezar Stadium
Advisory Committee minutes, 2-16-16).
At the PROSAC meeting on March 1, 2016, an RPD representative stated that the use by professional teams of Rec and
Park’s fields will not deprive people of hours of soccer play,
because RPD will schedule the games and practices around
the hours usually used by schools.
However, that statement is not accurate. The use of those
fields by the pros will deprive school kids and the general
public of hours of play on those fields. The reason is that
those fields are all grass fields. We learned from the World
Cup games that professional soccer players prefer grass fields.
There is a limit to the total number of hours that a grass
field can be used. How do we know that? Because Rec and
Park has stated it over and over again. Rec and Park has said
that grass fields need time to rest, grass fields require heavy
maintenance, grass fields need to be taken out of play for
long periods of time. In fact, the limit on usage of grass fields
is the reason given by Rec and Park for replacing so many
grass fields in San Francisco with artificial turf.
Therefore, any grass field playing hours used by a professional team are hours on healthy grass fields that are lost to
San Franciscans - kids and adults.
Furthermore, soccer players tell us that Kezar’s field is not
generally made available for ordinary games or practices,
because Rec and Park wants to keep it pristine. But now a
professional team will have it for 40% of the Saturdays a year,

as well as access to other grass fields for practice games -again taking those playing hours away from daily players.
Rec and Park is not even getting a good deal financially.
The pro soccer group will help to “upgrade” the stadium with
$500,000 over five years, but the upgrades are self-serving
for the teams. Kezar has night lighting now; however, the
league requires lighting appropriate for television -- that will
use up $300,000 of the $500,000 promised. An additional
$50,000 will be used up to install a fiber optic network -- also
to benefit the team. The rest of the $150,000 will be used for
small upgrades -- this works out to $30,000 a year for use of
a prime stadium in Golden Gate Park! There will be a very
small income from ticket sales for RPD and no revenue sharing for merchandise sales.
Some of the PROSAC members were upset that this issue
had come to them after it had already been negotiated, and
with no time to learn more about the pros and cons of the
permit. One issue that rankled PROSAC members was the
fact that for the first time since its rebuilding as a community
facility in 1991, beer, wine and hard liquor would be served in
the stadium during games. The RPD representative had no
problem with this, excusing it by saying that people would
‘sneak it in anyway.’
It is unfortunate that a Department that should be setting
high standards for youth will now be encouraging alcohol
use while selling out our best grass fields.
Submitted by Katherine Howard, Nancy Wuerfel - Members, CSFN
Open Space Committee

Draft Minutes for the General Assembly Meeting
Draft Minutes for the General Assembly Meeting Feb. 16,
2016
1. Call to Order. President George Wooding brought
the meeting to order at 7:05PM in the Northern Police Station Community Room.
a. Quorum declared. 21 delegates and alternates represented 18 CSFN member organizations. Two guests signed in.
b. Agenda approved.
c. Introduction of delegates and guests
d. Hosts: 1. Lorraine Lucas (HAIA) deferred to Ted Lowenstein who talked about the longtime history of their group
with CSFN, the meth problem in the Haight and AHBP.
2. Joan Girardot ( MCIPOA ) talked about the history of her
group and its impressive involvement in city land use and
transportation issues.
Ofﬁcers’ Reports.
a. President Wooding ( MTHA ) no report
b. 1st VP Morgan (CHNA) no report
c. 2nd VP Vacant
d. Recording Secretary Head (SHARP). Went over the
additional questionnaire from the Ex Com sent to Presidents
re: Membership renewal and took Q&A. Kathy Devincenzi(LHIA) proposed the following motion which was approved to
be printed in the March NL and debated at the next GA:
To renew or apply for voting membership in CSFN, an
organization must fully complete the one page member
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renewal form published in the Feb 2016 NL and display to the
ExCom the current record of its membership, at a mutually
convenient time. Pursuant to its right under the By-Laws, the
ExCom may request further information from an organization
in order to attempt to ascertain the validity of the information
provided. “
President Wooding said it would be sent by email to the
Neighborhood Associations.
e. Corresponding Secretary Rogers (PMAC.) attended the
press conference for AHBP and hearing for 75Howard.
f. Treasurer Scott (PHRA) Absent. His 2015 report was
presented by 1st VP Morgan.
3. Committee Action Items
a. Executive – in NL.
b. Bylaws – Chair Claire Zvanski (EDIA.) –no report.
c. Dinner – Chair Marlayne Morgan (CHNA) no report
d. Government & Elections. Chair Charles Head (SHARP)
stated that monthly meetings will continue at Taraval on
March 11 to prep for the March GA for their consideration of
ballot measures for the June 7 Election. He reported on the
status of several possible local measures.
e. Land Use. No report.
f.
Media Relations. No chair – no report.
g. Open Space. Nancy Wuerfel and Kathy Howard
(SPEAK) –no report.
h. Transportation. Chair Mari Eliza (EMIA) gave the delegates a handout report which will also be published in the NL.
i.
Water Task Force. Chair Joan Girardot (MCI&POA) deferred to Ted Lowenstein, who talked about the PUC cleanup
of the Rod and Gun Club property, which RPD will restore.
4. Approval of the Nov. 15 2015 GA minutes – they
were approved unanimously.
5. Unfinished Business – none.
6. New Business – Eileen Boken (SPEAK) introduced
the reso printed in the February NL which was approved as
amended (see amended Resolution on the Palace of Fine
Arts).
It was discussed, debated and approved by a vote of
11-3-1.
Also under New Business, the Nomination Committee
was formed with Paul Weber (THD), Glenn Rogers and Christine Linnenbach (TPIA) serving.
7. Program: Julie Mushet, Executive Director of World Arts
West, spoke about the history and the future of the Palace of
Fine Arts and took Q and A after her presentation. Joan Giradot (MCIPO) also spoke about the financing around the seismic
retrofit of the Palace.
8. Adjournment. The meeting was adjourned at 9:34.
…Charles Head (SHARP) Recording Secretary

Executive Committee Report • February 2016
The CSFN ExCom met on February 24. The meeting was
convened by Chair Marlayne Morgan at 5:40 pm at the Northern Police Station. A quorum was established, with member

Lucas being excused.
President Wooding spoke on his role on the Mayor’s Task
Force on Housing and the SFCP work on Affordable Housing
Bonus Legislation. He was also a speaker at the press conference on Supervisor Kim’s legislation on Inclusionary Housing.
First VP Morgan discussed assisting the Nominating Committee get started with their recruitment efforts for candidates for office in 2016.
Recording Secretary Head spoke on the response to his
presentation on the CSFN letter to Presidents regarding
membership eligibility requirements, which resulted in personal attacks on him by some delegates. President Wooding
will address this behavior at the March GA.
Corresponding Secretary Rogers reported on his participation at the hearing on 75 Howard, and his article on the SBC
ruling which will be published in both the Westside Observer
and the CSFN Newsletter. He also reported that 16 CSFN
member organizations have renewed their membership YTD,
Treasurer Scott reported on the 2016 YTD CSFN financial
report, and on his efforts to get a new bid on E & O insurance
for the CSFN Board.
The program for the March General Assembly will be
sponsored by the Government and Elections Committee and
will cover measures being considered for the June ballot. The
hosts for March will be the Barbary Coast Neighborhood
Association (BCNA) and the Inner Sunset Committee
(ISAC).
The Committee continued discussion on ensuring existing
members and new members meet the membership eligibility requirements in the Bylaws. They also expressed their
concern that the CSFN delegates email list be used only to
send official notices, agendas, newsletters and other communications from the officers to the delegates.
Under New Business, the following delegates have agreed
to serve as members of the Nominating Committee:
Christine Linnenback (TPIA)
Glenn Rogers (PmAC)
Paul Webber (THD)
The meeting was adjourned at 7:40 pm.
Submitted by Marlayne Morgan, CHNA

Transportation Committee Report • February 2016
Some Successes: Our ability to focus on one area at a time
seems to be succeeding. For the last several months we have
worked diligently to inform the public of the facts re: the
Affordable Housing Bonus Plans. We recorded and posted
public meetings to broaden the public awareness in a way we
have never done before. Thanks to everyone who is making
this happen. Keep those opposition letters coming. and sign
the petition if you haven’t yet done so. Each week we get
new signatures they post the total count on the Board of
Supervisors’ agenda. We are getting close to 400. We still need
a non-profit sponsor. http://petitions.moveon.org/sign/sanfrancisco-needs-a-1?source=c.em&r_by=1423132
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Tech Shuttles: In addition to our work on the AFBP some
of are opposing the tech shuttles. The Supervisors heard our
complaints and resolved to make some changes. SFMTA is
taking the demands seriously. Shuttle buses are Item 11 on
the MTA Board agenda today. Most important to note, some
of the Supervisors, also voted to oppose related state legislation meant to override local jurisdiction.
No neighborhoods are safe in San Francisco. The media has
been primarily focused on the uprisings in the Mission while
ignoring the fact that Mission groups are fighting displacement in the Bayview, SOMA, Parkmerced and all over the city.
This is the story we will be concentrating on this year.
Neighborhoods uniting: When it comes to defending riders
and drivers in the city, our friends in the Marina and Van Ness
Ave. share the same concerns about traffic and transit issues
as the folks on Geary, 19th Ave., and Potrero Ave. We are uniting efforts and sharing strategies.
280 Teardown: As you will hear soon, there are millions of
dollars being spent on a plan to take down I-280 and create
more havoc in Mission Bay, while more medical facilities are
opening and more people will need access to that area. This
will happen very soon.
A number of organizations are opposing this scheme.
Please watch the proceedings carefully and find out how
your neighbors feel about this. CSFN already voted to support the Downtown Extension of Caltrain, and the folks who
supported that resolution feel this maneuver will delay the
DTX project. I will let them speak for themselves. February 23
is the big day for announcements and possible protests.
We are sad to see Barbara Graham go. She has been a
tremendous help to our Committee members and we will all
miss her. The next meeting of the Land Use and Transportation Committee is March 28.
Submitted by Mari Eliza, Transportation Chair (EMIA)

Nominating Committee Report
The Nominating Committee has commenced its canvassing of CSFN members in good standing to obtain nominations for Officers and Directors for the forthcoming fiscal
year beginning in May 2016. There are currently three known
vacancies to be filled from withdrawals during the current
fiscal year (one at large Member position and the Second
Vice President position) and a notification of not standing for
reelection for the next fiscal year (an at large Member position). We will report at the March General Assembly Meeting
as to the status of our canvassing.
The schedule regarding nominations and elections is as
follows:
April, 2016: Publish in the April Newsletter the names of
eligible candidates put into nomination.
April 19, 2016: Discuss the nominations at the April General Assembly Meeting, and receive any additional nominations
of eligible candidates from the floor of the meeting.
May 2016: Publish in the May Newsletter the names of the
candidates for each office for which nominations have been

received by, or prior to, the end of the April General Assembly
Meeting.
May, 17, 2106: Members vote for candidates at the May
General Assembly meeting. Voting will be by ballot only
for an office for which there is more than one candidate.
Post May General Assembly Meeting: In the event that
not all offices are filled through the election process, the
President may appoint a member to fill a vacancy with the
approval of the Executive Committee.
The Nominating Committee
Christine Linnenbach (TPIA)
Glenn Rogers (PmAC)
Paul Webber (THD)

Resolution Endorsing Polk St. NCD
Whereas, the Polk Neighborhood Commercial District
(NCD) which includes Polk Street from Filbert Street to Post
Street, parts of California Street and Larkin Street, is home to
numerous local independent and legacy businesses along
with a handful of formula retail outlets;
Whereas, merchants and neighbors in and around the Polk
are bracing for significant disruption to daily life and commerce due to the City simultaneously undertaking 3 years of
infrastructure improvements to Polk Street and Van Ness Ave,
known as the Polk Street Sewer Replacement and Streetscape
Improvement Project and the Van Ness Avenue Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) project;
Whereas, the Polk NCD has been facing 2 years of threats
by various big-box formula retailers threatening gobble up
the few precious sites to build housing in neighborhoods
badly impacted by San Francisco’s housing and eviction crisis;
Whereas, Supervisor Aaron Peskin has introduced legislation to amend the San Francisco Planning Code to restrict
new formula retail uses from setting up within the Polk NCD
while not disturbing new formula retail uses from setting up
on nearby Van Ness Avenue;
Now be it RESOLVED, that the Coalition of San Francisco
Neighborhoods (CSFN), endorses this legislation as necessary
and desirable for the Polk NCD and shall communicate said
endorsement to the Small Business Commission, the Planning
Commission and the Board of Supervisors.
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 3rd (third) of the month to: Newsletter Editor (2nd VP) in Microsoft Word-compatible document (i.e. no pdf’s) in-line
or as attachment. 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, Non-members/$15.
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75 Howard Approved at Board of Appeals

O

n January 27, 2016 the Board of Appeals, the last resort
after any Planning Commission decision, ruled on the
side of development’s interest in San Francisco. The
Paramount Group plans to demolish an eight story existing
parking garage in this location and replace it with a new 220
foot high luxury condominium tower. The vote was 3-2 supporting the Appeal but for the project to be overturned, there needed to be a vote of 4-2. No affordable housing will be on site.
Instead, 15.7 million dollars will be given to the Mayor’s Office
of Housing and Development for housing to be built elsewhere
in San Francisco. Rick Swig, one of the Appeal Commissioners,
valiantly protested the inappropriateness of the architecture
of 75 Howard, which does not match any existing architecture
nearby. (1) This structure, with no appreciable setbacks, would
cast shadow on Rincon Park. Also, this project will provide a
Wall along the Embarcadero, which the citizens of San Francisco
recently disapproved of in the last election. With this decision,
San Francisco could eventually look like Miami, with tall buildings along its waterfront, blocking the views of those that live or
work behind.
Rincon Park, the park with the bow and arrow sculpture, is
not protected from “shadow” as other parks in San Francisco
because it is on Port property. Therefore, this decisions avoids
the spirit of the “shadow” ordinance over a technicality. Many
pro-building activists, no doubt some of them architects themselves, testifying as a favor to past colleagues that supported
their projects downtown, endorsed this project. One pro-developer, even claimed the “shadow” cast by the arrow sculpture
itself, would deny more light to the park, than the construction
of the 75 Howard Street project. Dave Osgood of Rincon Point
Neighborhood Association reminded the Commissioners that
a scientific study was certified by a “shadow expert” and that
shadow was cast on this park when completed. The issue of
“shadow”, was attempted to be portrayed as an opinion, rather
than pure science. In this farce, the pro-developers succeeded.
The pro-developers in the audience had buttons on their
clothing stating “Housing, not Parking”. This statement is ironic
since the luxury condominiums will not provide any worthwhile
increase in the housing stock in San Francisco because the
luxury sector is saturated. Those that are middle class and those
making less, need housing. One speaker, attorney Sue Hester,
claimed these 133 apartments could sell for as much as $20 million each. Clearly, only the few can afford homes such as these.
Therefore, the defense this tower will provide new housing stock
in San Francisco is incorrect.
Recently, an article in the New York Times, brought attention
to a new form of investment in the United States, whereby “shell
companies” would purchase expensive property for their clients,
that remain unknown so that their investment remains safe.
The United States has the greatest lack of regulation controlling
real estate purchases that hide “dark money” Sixty Minutes
reported in their program on January 3, 2016. These real estate
purchases, can be obtained by Russian oligarchs, numerous
crime families and wealthy Chinese businessmen. (2) For these
wealthy individuals, price is unimportant but secrecy and the
safety of the investment paramount. The 75 Howard development would appear to be such a project, since it has the necessary ingredients of exclusivity and therefore secrecy. Without
exclusivity, the prying eyes of investigative reporters could make

public the residents of this project.
The Appeal Commissioners seemed very excited about the
addition of fees contributing to the Housing Mayor’s Office. The
fee has been raised to $15.7 million from $9.7 million. This fee,
is claimed to be 33% of the market rate of the condos’ value,
however, this fee could be undervalued. After all, the asking
price and the final sales price, are often widely different in San
Francisco, especially with a view this spectacular. Supposedly,
this fee will provide 38 new units of Affordable Housing. Now,
the question is, where will the housing be and since these fees
have been avoided in the past, will they really be built?
The opportunity of having Affordable Housing on site cannot
be underestimated. Not only would Affordable Housing at 75
Howard make the housing less interesting to wealthy, undesirable speculators but could provide housing for those that
actually work downtown. The wealthy tenants. that will live in
75 Howard, are likely to not live in San Francisco year round. Hypothetically, they might never live here at all, providing housing
to no one !
In summary, we have a project that will build a Wall along
the waterfront, block views of buildings behind it, be inhabited by residents out of state, that will not provide housing for
local residents, that will threaten fragile infrastructure, remove
existing parking downtown which is at a premium, diminish the
communal architecture of downtown and provide “shadow” on
Rincon Park. What is surprising is that the Planning Commission
originally approved this project in the first place.
(1) www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Deluxe-condo-tower-at-75-Howard-Stnarrowly-wins-6794749.php
(2) www.nytimes.com/2015/02/08/nyregion/stream-of-foreign-wealth-flowsto-time-warner-condos.html?_r=0&smid=fb-share
Glenn Rogers, PmAC

COMMITTEE MEETINGS
Bylaws Chair Claire Zvanski, czvanski@hotmail.com Ongoing Meetings.
Gov’t & Elections Chair Charles Head. charlesnhead@hotmail.com.
6pm, second Friday, Taraval Police Station.
Land Use & Housing No Chair. 5 pm, 4th Monday. Northern Police
Station
Open Space Chair Nancy Wuerfel, nancenumber1@aol.com, 7316432, Co-chair Ramona Albright, 621-9621. Ongoing meetings.
Transportation Chair Mari Eliza, mari,eliza@sbcglobal.net
5 pm, 4th Monday, Northern Police Station.
Water Task Force • Chair Joan Girardot, csfnwatertaskforce@gmail.
com, 346-5525. Ongoing meetings.

ExComm—How to Reach Us:
President: George Wooding • gswooding@gmail.com • 695-1395
1st VP: Marlayne Morgan • marlayne16@gmail.com
Recording Secretary: Charles Head • charlesnhead@hotmail.com
Corresponding Secretary: Glenn Rogers • alderlandscape@comcast.net
Treasurer: Greg Scott • lgscpa@icloud.com
Member-at-Large: Penny Clark • penelopeclark@yahoo.com
Member-at-Large: Barbara Graham • barb.graham.sf@gmail.com
Member-at-Large: Lorraine Lucas • wozopozo@pacbell.net
Parliamentarian: vacant
Sergeant-At-Arms: vacant

CORRECTIONS TO NEWSLETTER
Turn in written submissions to ExCom Chair (marlayne16@gmail.com)
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Member Renewal

P.O. Box 320098 San Francisco, CA 94132 415-262-0440

Name of Organization
Mailing Address_ _ ______ _ _ _ __ SF 941

Contact E-mail _________

Current Officers
Name

Office

Address (with ZIP)

Email Address

Phone

Name

Office

Address (with ZIP)

Email Address

Phone

Name

Office

Address (with ZIP)

E.mail Address

Phone

Address (with ZIP)

Email Address

Phone

CSFN Delegate
Name

If your organization has alternate CSFN delegates:
Name

Address (with ZIP)

Email Address

Phone

Name

Address (with ZIP)

Email Address

Phone

NEWSLETIER MAILING LIST - Each member is entitled to receive two copies of CSFN's monthly newsletter Neighborhood Views as part of their membership fee. The first
copy goes to the delegate and the second to a person designated by the organization. A member of an organization's Board of Directors may subscribe to the CSFN
newsletter at a rate of $10 per year. Other persons may subscribe at $15 per year. If you prefer to view the newsletter online or download it from the website
www.csfn.net/newsletter check the box below and leave the following lines blank. Additional paid copies: use the back of this page. Include address and zip codes.

_ Email us the newsletter to following email address(es): ___________
_ Do not send us a hard copy.
_ Send a hard copy to:
Name

Office

Address (with ZIP)

Phone

DUES, DONATIONS AND NEWSLETTER SUBSCRIPTIONS

CSFN Annual Membership dues are $45. Organizations wishing to include an additional donation to CSFN are encouraged to do so. Please add $10 for each additional
newsletter subscription for your organization's board members and $15 for other members. Make check payable to CSFN and mail to CSFN POBox 320098 SF CA 94132.

Annual Membership Dues: $45. ___
Newsletter Subscriptions:@ $10. ___
Newsletter Subscriptions:@ $15. ___
Additional Donation
Total to CSFN

Thank You!

CSFN Membership Certification
CSFN Bylaws (Article II, Section A-G) require each voting member organization to
certify that it has a membership of 35 or more in order to maintain voting privileges.
Organizations not having the required membership are encouraged to join or retain
membership as associate members without voting privileges.
Member Organization (35 or more members)_ ___
Associate (non-voting) Member Organization___ _
Certifying Signature____ _ __ ______

___

_
_

Address if not listed above-----------------CSFN Annual Membership Fee is Due in January. If not received by March 1, voting rights will be withdrawn.

JANUARY 19, 2016 • CSFN GENERAL ASSEMBLY AGENDA
6:30

I.

Sign In and Refreshments

7:00

II.
Call to Order/ Ascertain Quorum
A. Introduction of Delegates and Guests
/ Short Announcements
B. Hosts
1. Barbary Coast Neighborhood Association (BCNA)
2. Inner Sunset Action Committee (ISAC)
7:15

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

7:30 IV. Committee Action Items—written reports in Newsletter
A.
Executive
B.
Bylaws
C.
Dinner
D.
Government & Elections
E.
Land Use & Housing
F.
Media Relations
G.
Open Space
H.
Transportation
I.
Water Task Force
7:45

V. Approval of February 16, 2016 Minutes

8:00 VI. Unfinished Business
		
8:15 VIII. Program Government and Election Committee Presents June Ballot Issues
8:45 VII. New Business
Resolution on Retail Legislation for the Polk Street NCD
9:15

IX.

Adjournment

