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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE OF THE CONTROLLER

Ben Rosenfield
Controller

~ Monique Zmuda
Deputy Controller

September 18, 2008

The Honorable Gavin Newsom
Mayor, City and County of San Francisco,
Room 200, City Hall ‘

A8 -

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
Room 244, City Hall ‘

1
)
ad

a
L

Re: Fiscal Year 2007-2008 Surplus Transfers Report

59l

G1:Z Hd 2 d

Dear Mayor Newsom, Ladies and Gentlemen:

According to Section 3.18 of the San Francisco Administrative Code, “the Controller shall
notify the Mayor and the Board of Supervisors of any transfer of funds made pursuant to this
section which exceeds 10 percent of the original appropriation to which the transfer is made.’
With that in mind, I have attached schedules of operating and project transfers that have
exceeded 10 percent for fiscal year 2007-08.

?

Please feel free to contact me at 554-7500 if you would like to discuss this report in forther
detail.

Sincerely,

. Ben RoseMield

_Controller

Attachments

415-554-7500 City Hali » 1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place » Room 316 » San Francisco CA 94102-4694 FAX 415-554-1466
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Operating Wm:ammn - Surplus Transfers in excess of 10% per Admin Code 3.18

Fiscal Year 2007-08 (July 2007 - June 2008)

Office of the Controller - Data as of Fiscal Month 12 Close September 3, 2008

I TRANSFER
w {FROM) / .
DEPARTMENT CHARACTER BUDGET T0 REV. BGT. {TFR. % ;EXPLANATION
Administrative
Services / Central :
Shops Fund 001 Salaries 8,283,886 (480,025) 7,803,861 -6%
013 Mandatory
Fringe Benefits 3,010,348 (195,972): 2,814,376 -7% ’
021 Non-Personne} :
Services 2,446 490 {80,857} 2,365,633 ~-3%
1060 Capital Outlay 170,500 {170,500) 0 -100%
L . R RN ¥ oA Transfer savings from salaries. fringe benefits, non-personnel services, and}
'1040 Materials and S T icapital outlay to materials and supplies due to unanticipated rise in fuel
Supplies 7,256,396 183,750.1. = 13%icost.
|Board of
Supervisors / 021 Non-Personnel
General Fund Services 3,131,885 {7,320) : :
o B SR R 7 A Transfer from non-personnel services savings to materials and supplies o
040:Materials and - [T S : replace Board Chambers laptops, computer monitors, and malfunctioning
Supplies _ 2324371 7320 iprinter. . _ :
Child Support -
Services / Child
Support Operating _
Fund “ 001 Salaries 8,851,393 (167,842); 8,683,551 -2%
021 Non-Personnel
Services 1,467,301 (151,900): 1,315,401 -10%
040 Materials and
Supplies 254,011 (74,483) 179,528 1  -29%
081 Services of
Other Departments 1,180,718 (73,724)i 1,106,904 -6% : _
. S E s e R ke s s s Transfer savings from salaries, non-personnel services, materials and
{013 Mandatory | oo “{supplies, and services of other departiments to fund increased retirement
Fringe Benefits - |~ 3,003,049 | 467,949} 6%costs. : .

NAACCNTING\Surplus Transfers\FY08 Surplus Tfrs Rpts\Operating Surplus Transfers FY08.xls
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Operating

Budget - Surplus Transfers in excess of 10% per Admin Code 3.18

Fiscal Year 2007-08 (July 2007 - June 2008)

Office of the Controlier - Data as of Fiscal Month 12 Close September 3, 2008

o.mA _wmz_momm of

Other Departments

 17.818.456

TRANSFER
{(FROM} / :
IDEPARTMENT CHARACTER BUDGET TO REV. BGT. | TFR. % EXPLANATION
City Planning / ‘ ‘
General Fund 080 Capital Qutlay 139,268 (39,000) 100,268
. “ R S R | Transfer from capital outlay savings to materials and suppiies to purchase
040 Materials and REPENEE I . inew desktop computers for newly hired planners, replace old computers,
Supplies 108,574°1 39,0001 siand purchase new printers.
[Emergency
Communications /
General Fund 1001 Salaries 920,540 (75,643) 844,897 -8%
013 Mandatory .
Fringe Benefits 221,586 (25,214) 196,3721 -11%
021 Non-Personneél. S ST ST I Transfer savings from salaries and fringe benefits to non-personnel
Services - . 34,0451 - 61,430 %!services for relocation costs from 1 South Van Ness to 1011 Turk Street.
040 Materials and. e R 4 Transfer savings from fringe benefits to materials and supplies for
Supplies 42,5000 39427 5% computer equipment, office supplies, and relocation costs.
Emergency :
Communications / {040 Materials and
911 Project Fund  |Supplies 214,369 {3,000} 211,369 -1%
060 Capital Qutiay 3,169,845 | (4,232,954); (1,063,109)

| Transfer savings from materials and supplies and capital outiay to services
{of other depariments for Department of Telecommunications and

information Services to perform Motorola implementation project, for Public
Works to provide operations floor reconfiguration and for Central Shops
due fo unanticipated rise in fuel cost.

Z“SOUZA_ZO,chEm Transfers\FY08 Surplus Tirs mﬁm/Oum“mazm Surplus Transfers FY08.xls
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Operating

Budget - Surplus Transfers in excess of 10% per Admin Code 3.18

081 Services of

| (5000

1 138872

Fiscal Year 2007-08 (July 2007 - June 2008) Office of the Controller - Data as of Fiscal Month 12 OWOmm September 3, 2008
_ TRANSFER
{(FROM) / _

IDEPARTMENT CHARACTER BUDGET - TO REV. BGT, i TFR. %:EXPLANATION
Economic and _
Workforce
Development / 021 Non-Personnel
General Fund Services 36,050 {(43,672) {7,622)1 -121%

038 City Grant , .

Programs 1,538,000 1,444,000 -8%

Transfer savings from non-personnel services carryforward, and city grant
programs to services of other departments for Public Works to provide
undergrounding for Leland Avenue, transfer to Mayors Office of Community
Development to utilize existing contracts and grants rather than create
separate contracts with Economic and Workforce Development, and

{Other Departments . 523,394 | - 36%|Treasurer's Office for tax incentives to eligible businesses.
Elections / General | .
Fund 001 Salaries 6,071,803 (286,500} 5,785,403 ,
: SR T DR | Transfer from salary savings to fringe benefits due to additional election in
013 Mandatory ST TN R : April, 2008 causing ﬁmauowmé workers to receive additional unbudgeted
{Fringe Benefits 903,457 1" 286,50 89,957 Y%ibenefits.
Fire { General Fund {001 Salaries 180,431,652 {300,000} 180,131,652 0%
013 Mandatory
Fringe Benefits mw ﬂwh 255 {110,000); 29,624,255 0%

1040 Materials'and: - Transfer from savings from salaries and fringe benefits to materials m:a
1Supplies . m Amm cmm 410,000 :5098.029. 3% supplies due to high cost in fuel and medical supplies.
Health Service / .
General Fund 001 Salaries - 2,790,051 (166,089)] 2,623,982 -86%
_ 013 Mandatory
Fringe Benefits 1,024,950 (61,041) 963,909 -6%
081 Services of
Other Departments ~ {10,000) 849,420 -1%

1021 Non-Personnel -
{Services

859,420

241’301

7,110

Transfer savings from salaries, fringe benefits, and services of other
depariments to non-personne! services for additional actuarial and
consulting services resulting from lengthened medical rate 3@@0»_&63 for

%iplan year 2008-09.

zuﬁonzjzo,wcﬁmcm Transfers\FY08 Surplus Tfrs Rpts\Operating Surplus Transfers FY08.xls
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Budget - Surplus Transfers in mx..nmwm of 10% per Admin Code 3.18

081 Services of .
Other Departments

Operating
Fiscal Year 2007-08 (July 2007 - June 2008) ~ Office of the Controller - Data as of Fiscal Month 12 Close September 3, 2008
TRANSFER : _
(FROM) /
DEPARTMENT. CHARACTER BUDGET TO REV. BGT. {TFR, % iEXPLANATION
Human Services / |038 City Grant ,
General Fund Programs 93,312,723 | (2,156,349); 91,156,374 -2%
021 Non-Personnel - . . Transfer savings from city grant programs to non-personne! services due to
Senvices 17,347 459 jcontractual services not provided by community based organizations.
Juvenile Probation /
General Fund 060 Capital Ouflay 224,144
. o C .j Transfer from capital outlay savings to materials and supplies to fund
040 Materialsand § - e additional food and clothing due to unanticipated increase in population at
Supplies O f 784,500 16,000 %!the Juvenile Hall custody facility.
Mayor / General
Fund 001 Salaries 3,196,611 (24,000)1 3,172,611 -1%
013 Mandatory
Fringe Benefits 1,167,215 {6,000} 1,161,215 -1%
038 City Grant T
Programs 2,067,255 (67,300)] 2,009,955 ~-3%

{Transfer savings from salaries, fringe benefits, and city grant programs to

services of other departments for the Controller's Office Financial

1Accounting Services Team (FAST) to provide financial processing and

reporting needs, and for the Department of Telecommunications and

% Information Services for increases in telephone and project costs.

zngonz._.._z@mcam:w .Wmnmwmaﬁx\om Surplus Tirs Rpts\Operating Surplus Transfers FY08.xis
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Operating

Budget - Surplus Transfers m:_ excess of 10% per Admin Code 3.18

Fiscal Year 2007-08 (July 2007 - June 2008)

Office of the Controller - Data as of Fiscal Month 12 Close September 3, 2008

TRANSFER
. (FROM) /
DEPARTMENT CHARACTER BUDGET TO REV. BGT. | TFR. % EXPLANATION
Municipal
Transportation
Agency / Municipal
Railway Operating 1021 Non-Personnel
Fund Services 92,070,439 | (1,055,000) 91,015439 0%
{Municipal ST EE o AR _
._.qm:mwonmzo: :
Agency / __Scna_um" : : 1Transfer savings of non-personnel services from operating fund to
{Railway Overhead {021 Non-Personnel - R -joverhead fund for tenant improvement work at One South Van Ness
Fund Services | 7.446,594 § %1 Avenue.
Municipal
Transportation
Agency / Parking
and Traffic 021 Non-Personnel
Operating Fund Services 9,999,049 {12,000} 9,987,049 0%
060 Capital Outlay 1,114,249 {32,000} 1,082,249 -3%
. | R ;i Transfer from non-personnel services to fund materials and supplies for
040 Materials-and R : -inew programs in the Citation division, and for items that should have been
Supplies 239,838 | '~ ~.44,000 |~ 283838 .- 18%ibudgeted as materials and supplies instead of capital outiay.
Public Defender/
General Fund 001 Salaries 16,977,191 (76,618): 16,900,673 0%
. 013 Mandatory
_|Fringe Benefits 4,085,958 (151,271)i 3,944,687 -4%
021 Non-Personnel Lo B : SR S : ITransfer savings from salaries and fringe benefits to non-personnel
Services 979,085 | . 227,889} 1.206.97 23%services for contracting professional services in large capital cases.
Public Works / Gas
Tax Fund 001 Salaries 13,612,682 {141,611} 13,471,071 -,S\o
. R R e 1+ aTransfer from salary savings to services of other department for Children,
081-Services of S Youth and Families to mww_mﬁ in greening programs m:a cleaning public
_|Other Departments |- 321.044- Ysirights of way.

NIACCNTING\Surplus Transfers\FY08 Surpius Tfrs Rpts\Operating mm«v_mm.._.ﬁmuﬂm,.m FY08.xls
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Operating Budget - Surplus Transfers in excess of 10% per Admin Code 3.18

Fiscal Year 2007-08 (July 2007 - June 2008)

Office of the Controller - Data as of Fiscal Month 12 Close September 3, 2008

081 Services of

98,311

822

TRANSFER
{(FROM) / _ | ‘

DEPARTMENT CHARACTER BUDGET TO REV. BGT. i TFR, % :EXPLANATION
Rec & Park / Marina
Yacht Harbor Fund {001 Salaries 686,782 (97,398) 589,384 -14%

013 Mandatory

Fringe Benefits 236,850 (32,466) 204,484 1 -14%

040 Materials and

Supplies -3%

Transfer savings from salaries, fringe benefits, and materials and supplies

ito services of other departments for Public Works to study and determine

leve! of contamination at the East Harbor basin and to provide lock repairs

Other Departments at the Marina.
Taxi Commission /
Taxicab . :
Enforcement Fund (001 Salaries 2%

Services

021 Non-Personnel - T
20875

425411

__{10,000);

Transfer from salary savings to non-personnel services for increased costs
due to additional taxi medallions and moving expenses 1o new office space.

NAACCNTING\Surplus Transfers\FY08 Surplus Tirs Rpts\Operating Surplus Transfers FY08.xis
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<he =" T Yo <Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org>
09/24/2008 03:14 PM ce
bece

Subject Public input for Board of Supervisors

Submitted on: 9/24/2008 3:14:33 PM

name: loren hammer
phone:

comments: The $60 parking viclation is out of proportion and an unjust
taxation in an urban environment where the city doesn't provide alternatives -
to businesses that relay on workers and customers who must park to work or
shop. It victimizes the poor and the working poor. Between the $6 GGB toll,
the gas, and the $50 parking fine, I took home very little money to feed
myself and my family, and it gave me much to think about as I passed back into
poverty.

User Data

Client IP (REMOTE_ADDR} : 99.135.69.222
Client IP via Proxy (HTTP X FORWARDED FOR)
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"Kimo Crossman” ~ R o RS swsrasssmsicosesemmenests S
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. CA FPPC Advice: NO Redactions of scanned documents
Subject . o
posted online %
(Recent advice letter from California Fair Political Practices) 5—,

http:/fwww.fppe.ca.gov/

August 8", 2008

Tony Miller, Chief
Political Reform Division
Office of the Secretary of State

1500 11" Street, Room 495
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re:  Your Request for Advice
~ Our File No. A-08-121

Dear Mr. Miller:
This letter responds to your request for advice regarding the campaign reporting provisions of the

Political Reform Act (the “Ac‘c”).UJ Please note that we base our advice solely on the provisions
of the Act.
' QUESTION

Does Section 84602(d), or any other provision of the Act, require the Secretary of State to
redact any information in a scanned copy of a Statement of Organization (the “Form 410} before
posting it on her website?

CONCLUSION
Section 84602(d) applies to documents that are required to be electronically filed under the Act’s
online disclosure requirements in Chapter 4.6 (commencing with Section 84600) of the Act.
Since the Secretary of State’s proposed website posting concerns paper documents filed under
other provisions of the Act, Section 84602(d} is not applicable to those documents and no other
provision of the Act requires that information from those documents be redacted. We offer no
comment on the requirements, if any, of other laws outside the Act.
FACTS

You are the Chief of the Political Reform Division within the Office of the Secretary of State and
request advice in that capacity. Under Section 81008(a), all data filed with the Secretary of State
pursuant to the Act is available for viewing and copying in the Office of the Secretary of State.




This includes addresses of all contributors, treasurers and committees, as well as bank account

-~ numbers. The information is available in-the Sacramento Office of the Secretary of State on

paper documents filed with the office and on computer terminals that access a non-internet
database. Copies of the information are provided upon request.
Section 84605 defines who files their campaign reports electronically with the Secretary of State.
Specifically, those candidates or committees who have received contributions or loans or made
expenditures or loans of at least $50,000 are subject to electronic filing. Thus, if a candidate or
committee filed a Form 410 and initially did not have contributions or expenditures at the
qualifyite unt, they would not file the Form 410 electronically. If a candidate or committee
has initia ibutions or expenditures of at least $50,000, they would file their Form 410
online in the first instance. If, however, they became eligible for electronic filing later on (by
reaching that $50,000 threshold), they would amend their Form 410°s at that time, and would file
electronically.
Section 84602 requires the Secretary of State to make all data filed available on the internet for
public access as soon as possible after receipt. Currently, Form 410 is available online only if the
filer is subject to electronic filing. You plan to make scanned images of completed Form 410°s
available on the Secretary of State’s website whether the filer filed the form electronically or not.
You plan to redact bank account information as well as street address and phone number
information of committee treasurers. '
ANALYSIS
One of the main purposes of the Political Reform Act is to ensure that campaign finances are
“fully and truthfully disclosed so that the voters may be fully informed.” (Section 8§1002(a) and .
(b).) Section 81008 provides the public broad access to reports filed under the Act:
“(a) Every report and statement filed pursuant to this title is a public record open
for public inspection and reproduction during regular business hours, commencing
as soon as practicable, but in any event not later than the second business day
following the day on which it was received . ...”

Your office plans to post on its website scanned images of completed Forms 410 that
have been filed in paper form but that are not currently required to be filed with your office
electronically. You have asked whether you must redact any information from those forms before
you scan a copy and post it on the website. You have stated that you plan to redact, as a matter
of policy, bank account number information and street address and telephone information of
committee treasurers before posting the scanned images.

Section 84602(d) only applies to documents filed electronically under the Act’s online disclosure
requirements in Chapter 4.6 (commencing with Section 84600) of the Act. It does not apply to
paper documents, including the Form 410, filed with the Secretary of State under other
provisions of the Act (see Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 84100} of the Act). Therefore,
Section 84602(d) does not require the Secretary of State to redact any information from these
documents if she chooses to post them on her official website. Furthermore, no other provision
of the Act requires redaction of information from these paper documents. Finally, please note
that we offer no advice on provisions outside the Act that may apply to your question.
If you have other questions on this matter, please contact me at (916) 322-5660.

Sincerely,

Scott Hallabrin




General Counsel

By: Heather M. Rowan
Counsel, Legal Division
HMR:jgl

" The Political Reform Act is contained in Government Code Sections 81000 through 91014. Al statutory

references are to the Government Code, unless otherwise indicated. The regulations of the Fair Political Practices
Commission are contained in Sections 18110 through 18997 of Title 2 of the California Code of Regulations. All
regulatory references are to Title 2, Division 6 of the California Code of Regulations, unless otherwise indicated.
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. BOS Candidates {Bonus!} MAYORS OFFIGE NATIONAL

Subject Press List: Revised SFSM 2008 District BOS Candidates
Government Transparency Questionnaire

SFSM Government Transparency Questionnaire: 2008 District Board Of Supervzsors Board of Edu atis
Races: CityWide o '

1. Will Your Office Comply With the Both Spirit and Intent of San Francisco's Open Government Sunshine
Ordinance.

2. Will you post online your detailed two week future calendar listing the names of individuals and entities you are
scheduled to meet with?

3. Will you consider any reports about entities compliance under Sunshine that the SOTF provides as part of the
Budget Process, requiring departments to provide plans to come in the Compliance as the SOTF has advised as part
of their budget submission?

4. When there is an SOTF (Sunshine Ordinance Task Force) Determination regarding an Application of a Provision
of the Sunshine Ordinance, will you follow the Advice of the Sunshine Taskforce as the Full Board of Supervisors
Does?

5. If, As A Supervisor, Your Office employs DTIS to maintain, preserve, and restore electronic records will you
require writien instructions to guide both you and DTIS in these tasks?

6. Wil Your Office Recognize E-mail Records Exchanged per Department business are Public Records? (Ex:
E-emails Exchanges by Diane Feinstein, Henry Waxman and The Department of Justice) And personal emails sent
by city officials that pertain to city business.

7. Will Your Office permit active Records to be stored on computers, pda's, cellphones (call detail records)
belonging to individual employees? Will you discourage senders who contact you on city related business on your
private email accounts, cell phone messages, PDA’s Instant Messages and forward these communications
immediately to City servers for retention?

(0/;?,
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"PRO-SF" <home@prosf.org> "Mariam Morley™ <Mariam.Morley@sfgov.org>, "Paula
To Jesson™ <Paula.Jesson@sfgov.org>, "Mayor G Newsom™
' . <@Gavin.Newsom@sfgov.org>, "Ron Vinson"™
02 23/2;:08 10:48 AM 5 <Norman.Goldwyn@sfgov.org>, “"SOTF" <sotf@sfgov.org>,
o e "Paul \(WS0001}) Callender™ <Paul.Callender@sfgov.org>,
@prost.org "Ethics Commission Director™ <john.st.croix@sfgov.org>,

bee

"Unbroken Chain™: Mariam Morley - Paula Jesson - Trent
Rhorer: Appeal to Supervisor of Records: 19 Weeks & 2
Subject Years Cutstanding SFSM Public Records & PRESS
Requests / Mayors Office: NEW REQUEST: Immediate
Disclsoure Reguest - "

From: Christian Holmer [mailte ————"~ ]
Sent: Thursday, September 04, 20U% 1:57 PM
To: 'Mariam Morley'; 'Paula Jesson'; 'Mayor G Newsom'; ‘Ron Vinson'; "Chris Vein'; 'Hello Trent Rhorer'; ‘Nathan (WS0052) |
Ballard@sfgov.org'; *Brian {WS0076) Purchia’; 'Giselle (WS50023) Barry'; 'Erin (WS0051) Garvey'; 'David (WS0054) Miree’; 'Shirley
{(WSD052) Chou'; "Mike (WS0020) Farrah@sfgov.org’; Wade.Crowfoot@sfgov.org; 'Goodbye Phil Ginsburg'; Paul.Zarefsky@sfgov.org
Cc: Norman.Goldwyn@sfgov.org; 'SOTF'; *Paul {(WS0001) Callender'; "Ethics Commission Director’; districtattorney@sfgov.org; "Allen
Grossman'™ ‘Josh Wolf'; 'Bruce Wolfe'; isl "James Chaffee’; 'Peter Warfield'; 'MARTIN L
MACINTYRE": oo 'Kimo Crossmarn’; st.voter_esmpowerment_project@yahoo.com; 'Herb (DTIS) Tong';
'Richard {(DTIS) Robinsony'; " 1homas {51y bl A) Long'; "Brian {DTIS) Roberts'; @prosf.org; 'Sunshine Posse’;

s T 'Joe Lynn'; 'h. brown'; 'Angela Calvillo'; 'Board of Supervrsors‘ *Jake McGoldrick'; Dz Michela Alioto-Pler;
"Aaron Peskin'; Ed Jew; 'Ross Mirkarimi’; ‘Chris Daly'; ‘Sean Elsbermnd’; "Bevan Pufty'; tom.ammiano@sfgov.org; 'Gerardo Sandoval';
'Sophie Maxwell'; Pro-SF@yashoo.com; "Steve Jones'

Subject: "Unbroken Chain™: Paula Jesson - Trent Rhoter: Appeal to Supervisor of Records: 19 Weeks & 2 Years Outstanding SFSM
Public Records & PRESS Requests / Mayors Office: NEW REQUEST: Immaediate Disclsoure Request

Importance: High

From: Paula (City Attorneys Supervisor Of Records) Jesson [mailto:Paula.Jdessonfisfgov.oxrgl
Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2008 4:03 PM

..... i ——————————

Subject Out of Office

I will be ocut of the office starting 09/01/2008 and will not return until 09/22/2008. Appeals
to the Supervisor of Records will be handled by Mariam Morley. Her email address is
Mariam.Morley@sfgov.org.

From: Joe (I Can't Believe it Aint Sunshine) Arellano [malito: Joe.Arellano@sfaov.orgl
" Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2008 10:02 AM
T

Subject: Joe Areilano is out of the office - Not Checking E-maii

I wili be out of the office starting O08/28/2008 and will not return until §2/08/2008. Foxr
press ingquiries or immediate assistance, please contact the Mayor's Office of Communications at

(415) 554-6131 or via e-mail at mayorspressoffice@sfgov.org  For all other inquiries, please contact Erin
Garvey ai(415) 554-6483 or Brian Purchia at (415) 554-7135.

Mariam Morley (interim Supervisor of Records - Paula Jesson, The Acting DCA Who Is Helping Us With
This Request Is Out Until 09/22/08). Zarefsky Told Me You Were Acting Supe of Records And Shees
Gone For a Few Weeks So Heres an Easy One.

Paula Already Ruled These As Public Records And She Has Been Expecting Submissions from the
Mayors Office for Over a Month. Could You Check In With Them (Rhorer and Co.} And See What Portion
of Responsive Documents are Stored Off Site With GRM Information services and Which Portion Are
Readily Accessibie Electronicaliy? :




WATER
WA STEWATER

PowER

GAVIN NEWSOM
MAYOR

ANN MOLLER CAEN
PRESIDENT

F.X. CROWLEY
VICE PRESIDENT

FRANCESCA VIETOR
COMMISSIONER

ED HARRINGTON
GENERAL MANAGER

SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OFFIGE OF THE GENERAL MANAGER
1155 Market St 11th Floor, San Francisco, CA 94103 » Tel. (415) 554-1600 » Fax (415) 554-3161 + TTY (415) 554.3488  \

September 23, 2008 =

The Honorable Board of Supervisors
City and County of San Francisco

The Honorable Ben Rosenfield
Controiler, City and County of San Francisco

o2 Hd M2 AS BN

SUBJECT: Declaration of Emergency — Replacement of Kirkwopd Generat .
Stator Core

Gentlepersons:

This memo supersedes previous memo dated September 17, 2008. In accordance
with Chapter 6, Article IV, Section 6.60(D} of the Administrative Code of the City

and County of San Francisco, I am declaring an emergency on behalf of the Public
Utilities Commission.

The Kirkwood Powerhouse (KPH) was constructed in 1967. Generator units KPH1
and KPH?2 were in service shortly thereafter. The life span of a generator winding is
30 years. HHWP issued contract HH910 to rewind KPHI1 and KPH2 (replace the
stator windings only). Upon removal of the stator windings the stator core was
inspected. Due to the inconsistencies in the stator core configuration of KPH]1, the
new windings could not be installed with proper wedging or side packing (the stator
core in KPH2 is useable). To have KPHI available to generate for spring runoff, the
stator core must be replaced prior to installing the windings. Without the core being
replaced, the rewind on KPH1 cannot be completed. If KPH1 is not rewound and
available for spring runoff, there may be a reduction in generation revenues of up to -
$3,500,000 (median year, varies by water year type).

It is in the best interest of the City to issue emergency contracts to replace the
Kirkwood Generator Stator Core. Work to be performed is beyond the capabilities of
City forces. The estimated total cost of the project is $2,200,000.

I am therefore declaring the existence of an emergency. I trust that this meets with
your concurrence and approval.

General Manager

ce: A. Caen F.X.Crowley F.Vietor M. Carlin T. Rydstrom
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T e T-board:of sUpervisors @sfgov:org
09/28/2008 09:58 PM cc
bee

Subject Support reform of San Francisco Zoo

Board of Supervisors

Dear [ Supervisocr 1,

I am writing to urge vou to support Supervisor Daly's ordinance

to reform the troubled San Francisco Zoo by transforming it to a
- rescue institutfion and establishing an animal welfare oversight

committee.

The Christmas Day tiger tragedy opened a window for the world to
gee the animal welfare deficiencies that have plagued this zoo
for decades. It is shocking that a world-class city like San
Francisco would have a zoo that houses animals in such ocutdated
and inhumane conditions.

It's time for San Francisco to establish a zoo that provides a
refuge for animals in need and provides them with the best
possible guality of life in a forever home.

Please co-sponsor and hold prompt hearings on Supervisor Daly's
important legislation to rescue the San Francisco Zoo.

Sincerely,

Geoffrey Doman
. }
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Gaylen Stiton—— i boardof.supervisors@sfgoviorg r,ecg(;ij(ﬂ}a
09/24/2008 09:50 AM ce poacd
I Please respond to i bee
T —— .« Subject Restore Sharp Park

I understand the San Francisco Recreaticon and Parks Department is welghding-the
future of the City's municipally owned golf courses, including the financially
and ecologically mismanaged Sharp Park Golf Course. I urge the City and County
of San Francisco to restore Sharp Park as a coastal lagoon and wetland habitat
for endangered species.

Sharp Park Golf Course has a long history of environmental problems hkecause of
its poor design and unfortunate placement on a coastal lagoon. The course has
had problems with flooding and drainage ever since opening, and the Department
has created new and significant environmental impacts. The current operation
of the golf course harms the wetland habitat and causes illegal take of two
federally listed specieg, the California red-legged frog and the San Francisco
garter snake.

Restoration of this area to a natural state is the best option for Sharp Park.
Restoration will provide accesg to hiking trails, picnicking spots, camping
facilities and educational opportunities sorely needed in San Mateo County. -
Restoration will alsc ensure the continued existence and abundance of

endangered species at Sharp Park.

Ecological restoraticon is alsoc the most figcally responsible method of

managing Sharp Park and dealing with flood management issues at the site.

" Compared to the c¢osts of implementing capital improvements necesgary to T
maintain the golf course combined with the high potential for massive civil
penaltieg for harming endangered specieg, restoration alternatives seem to be

the most fiscally prudent method for retaining recreational uses of the area.

Pleagse fully consider restoration alternatives at Sharp Park before any
long-term decisions about the future of the area are made.

Gaylen Stirton
I
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~"Francisco DaCosta” - To TFrancisce Da Costa"«  ———— . "=

09/26/2008 08:18 AM -

bee Board of Supervisors/BOS/SFGOV -

Clean up Hunters Point and address the pertsnent issues
facing our City of San Francisco. ;

Subject

Clean up Hunters Point Naval Shipyard and address the -
pertinent issues facing the City and County of San Francisco:

http://www.indybay.org/newsitems/2008/09/26/18541426.php
?printable=true

Francisco Da Costa




09/25/2008 02:20 PM

No action Alternative on Hunters Point Naval Shipyard:

"FfanCESCD"Da ,cOstaiu., S S S —

To

ce
bee

Subject

/«:a/?, ._

"Angela Calvillo" <Calvillo:Angela@sigovoorg>,"BOS BOS"
<supervisors@sfgov.org>, "SFBOS BOS"
<board.of.supervisors@sfgov.org>, "Rose Arrieta”

No Action Alternative on Hunters Point Naval Shipyard.

http://www.franciscodacosta.com/articles /bavview14,o.hmﬂ

Francisco Da Costa
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"Stucky, Shirley" To._<board.of supervisors@sfgov.org>, <info@sftep.cbm>
<SStucky@ -~ '

m> B — ce

09/23/2008 08:57 PM bee

Subject 3 JACKSON BUS STATUS

9123/08

Dear Sir or Madam:
It has been brought to my attention that there is a possibiiity of eliminating the 3 Jackson bus route.
PLEASE DO NOT DO THIS!H

As a 30-year rider of the 3 Jackson, it is my lifeline to work (most impertanily because of my late work
hours) and essential for conducting my personal business (buying groceries, doctors appointments,
cleaners pickup, etc.). | have also noticed that within the last year, the 3 Jackson has more and more
riders so it is a viable bus route. Just because ! live on Jackson Street, if does not mean | have a caror
am wealthy. The 3 Jackson also has the most mature and capable bus drivers (among them, James
Holland and Chang). They are ouistanding, very polite and look out for their passengers. Something |
have never experienced on any other bus route after living in San Francisco since 1980.

If you must eliminate a bus, it is the 4 Sutter that is usually empty and has very few riders.

The bus you must review is the 1 California which is stinky, overcrowded and a mess. 1t was so

disgusting this very morning; that' | had to-get off before 1 would vomit. - You need to taik to the drivers
about packing the bus with people until it is intolerable.

Please consider very carefully when you vote at the end of this month. We desperately need the 3
Jackson because it services many people who simply have no other alternative.

Thank you for your consideration of my request and for reading my e-mail.

Best regards,
Shirley A. Stucky

b
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"Vaing, Jonathan” To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisorsi@sigov.org>
< han.Vai fdpw.
>.§onat ah.Vaing@stdpw.org Board of Supervisors <Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org>,
cc "Brown, Vallie" <Vallie. Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
05/25/2008 03:36 PM <Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
bece

RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE

Subject 4o0080805-006

Here's the status of removing graffiti at the fcollowing private property
locations:

UC Campus @ 55 Laguna on the Haight and Buchanan Street sides SR# 824957
{Abated 8~13~08)

Gateway High School, Geary and Scott SR¥ 827305 (Abated 8§-15-08)

1223 Divisadero SR¥ 8273066 (Abated 8-15-08)
816 Divisadero SR¥ 827308 (Abated 8-15-08)
€631 Divisadero SR#t 827314 (Abated 8-15-08)
401 Divisadero SR# 826073 (abated B-13-08)
968 Page SR# 827317 (Abated 8-02-08)
512 Page SR¥ 827319 (Abated 8-28-08)

Jonathan Vaing

DPW Graffiti BAbatement Unit
Operation Supervisor
£95-2181

mmmmm Original Messagew=—~—mw

From: Lee, Frank W

Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2008 11:05 AM

To: Vaing, Jonathan

Cc: Rodis, Nathan; Hines, Timothy

Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE #20080805-006

I8

Jonathan:

Please respond diredtiy to the Board of Sup@rﬁisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Nathan Rodis and
me because we are tracking these regquests.

Thanks,
Frank

————— Criginal Message--—---—

From: Board of Supervisors

Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 2:5% PM

To: Reiskin, Ed

Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE

BOARD OF SUPERVISCRS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE
If you have already responded, please disregard this notice.
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Dan Gluesenkamp To_board.of supervisors@sfgov.org
< S
09/24/2008 08:51 AM , ce
| Please respond to J bee
— Subject Restore Sharp Park

I understand the San Francisco Recreation and Parks Department is weighing the
future of the City's municipally owned golf courses, including the financially
and ecologically mismanaged Sharp Park Golf Course. I urge the City and County
of San Francisco to restore Sharp Park as a coastal lagoon and wetland habitat
for endangered species.

Sharp Park Golf Course has a long history of environmental problems because of
its poor design and unfortunate placemsnit on a coastal lagoon. The course has
had problems with flcooding and drainage ever since copening, and the Department
has created new and significant environmental impacts, The current operation
of the golf course harms the wetland habitat and causes illegal take of, two
federally listed species, the California red-legged frog and the San Francisco
garter snake. ‘ : :

Restoration of this area to a natural state is the best option for Sharp Park.
Restoration will provide access to hiking trails, picnicking spots, camping
facilities and educational opportunities sorely needed in San Mateo County.
Restoration will also ensure the continued existence and abundance of
endangered species at Sharp Park.

Ecological restoration is also the most fiscally responsible method of
managing Sharp Park and dealing with flood management issues at the site.

- Compared-to-the -costsof-implenenting-capital INprovenents RS CeSSADY O i

maintain the golf course combined with the high potential for massive civil
penalties for harming endangered species, restoration alternatives seem to he
the most fiscally prudent method for retaining recreational uses of the area.

Please fully consider restoration alternatives at Sharp Park before any
long-term decisions about the future of the area are made.

Dan Gluesenkamp

S
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Jeff Miller ) ‘Aaron Peskin' <Aaron.Peskin@sfgov.org>, 'Bevan Duffy’
<jmiller@biclogicaldiversity.or To <Bevan.Dufty@sfgov.org>, 'Boris Delepine’
g> <horis.delepine@sfgov.org>, ‘Carmen Chu'
09/24/2008 09:02 AM ce
bee

City of San Francisco Warned of L.awsuit over Killing

Subject Endangered Species at Sharp Park*Golf Course in Pacifica

www, restoresharppark.org

San Francisco Chronicle 9-24-08
Rare Frog, Snake at Center of Golf Dispute

For Iimmediate Release, September 24, 2008
Contact: Jeff Miller, Center for Biological Diversity, (510) 499-9185

City of San Francisco Warned of Lawsuit over Killing Endangered Species at Sharp Park Golf

Course in Pacifica
Conservation Groups Urge Restoration of Coastal Wetlands af Park fo Protect San Francisco Garter
Snake, California Red-Legged Frog

San Francisco — The Center for Biological Diversity today filed a 60-day notice of intent to sue the City

and County-of San-Francisco for-illegally killing-and-harming-two-endangered species-at-Sharp Park Golf
Course in Pacifica, in violation of the federal Endangered Species Act. Activities at the golf course have
been killing federally protected California red-legged frogs, and recent studies show that ongoing course
operations may be threatening endangered San Francisco garter snakes.

“The time is right to restore Sharp Park to its natural condition,” said Jeff Miller, a conservation advocate
with the Center for Biological Diversity. “San Francisco has a gokien opportunity to save taxpayers'
money, preserve our endangered species, and improve recreational access to our coast.”

The Center is calling on San Francisco to cease harming endangered species, restore Sharp Park to its
natural state as a coastal wetland, and provide more diverse recreational opportunities for the public at the
site. The Center opposes a flawed plan released recently by San Francisco's Recreation and Park
Department that calls for privatizing the mismanaged and financially failing golf course and illegally
reconstructing flooded portions of the course at the expense of endangered species.

The operation and mismanagement of the golf course is undermining habitat-restoration work within the
nearby Golden Gate National Recreation Area for the garter shake and the frog at adjacent Mori Point. In
2005, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service notified the Recreation and Park Department that golf course
operations were illegally “taking” threatened California red-legged frogs (Rana aurora draytonii ) by
draining and pumping the frog's aquatic habitats, which strands and desiccates frog eggs and kills
tadpoles. New evidence has surfaced that extremely rare San Francisco garter snakes (Thamnophis
sirtalis tetrataenia ) have been killed by groundskeepers mowing grass in areas that the snake uses for
basking.

Sharp Park Goelf Course is owned by the City and County of San Francisco but is located to the south of
the city on the coast, in Pacifica. Its ongoing environmental problems are largely due to poor design and
unfortunate placement. To create the course in the early 1930s, the Recreation and Park Department
dredged and filled areas around a lagoon known as Laguna Salada for 14 months. Not surprisingly, Shagag




Park has had problems with flooding and drainage ever since. The course’s ceremonial opening day was

———delayed twice due to wet playing conditions; major coastal floods have ontwo-occasions destroyed
several holes, and normal winter rains flood the course nearly every year.

“Sharp Park is built over lagoon wetlands and will always lack proper natural drainage and require
extravagant effort fo maintain,” said Peter Baye, a coastal ecologist who prepared lagoon-wetland
restoration plans for California State Parks and the National Recreation Area. "Maintaining a drowning goif
course as sea levels rise is a futile investment. Restoring flood outlets and expanding marsh areas would
1mprove endaggered species habitat and increase flood-control options for adjacent landowners.”

ss?? @%&wng all of its municipally owned golf courses to map out their future use. The
gical D;v ity has proposed restormg Sharp Park toa naturai state and provudlng access

'needed in m@,g,@ounty

The Recreation and Park Department, on the other hand, in August released a fatally flawed consultant’s
report that advocates privatizing San Francisco’s public golf courses and reconstructing Sharp Park as an
"elite" golf course with all 18 holes west of Highway 1. The plan’s recommendations would destroy and
fragment much of the snake and frog habitat on the site. It would make flood problems significantly worse,
create legal liability to San Francisco for flood damage to adjacent properties, and invoive time-consuming
permit processes for development that will never be allowed by state and federal regulatory agencies.

“This habitat destruction plan is a non-starter, and if pursued further by the Recreation and Park
Department will result in a costly lawsuit for San Francisco,” Miller said. "It is untenable on economic, flood
management, and ecological grounds and imposes huge financial and legal risks to the City and County of
San Francisco and its taxpayers.”

"Sharp Park is a critical link in the chain of endangered species habitats on the central coast,” said Peter
Brastow, director of Nature in the City, a local conservation group. "A restored Sharp Park ecosystem

would seamlessly integrate into the surrounding National Park landscape and could be showcased as a
natural area where children and adults can connect with wild nature in their own backyard."

The Center for Biological Diversity, Sierra Club San Francisco Bay and Loma Prieta chapters, San
Francisco League of Conservation Voters, Nature In The City, and Golden Gate Audubon Society all have
called on San Francisco to consider restoration of coastal wetlands and endangered species habitat at
Sharp Park.

More information about Sharp Paik is on the Center for Biological Diversity Web site at:
http:/iwww . biclogicaldiversity.org/campaigns/restoring sharp park californiafindex. him|

The San Francisco Recreation and Park Depariment's Golf Course Task Force will meet at 6 p.m. next

Monday, September 29", at San Francisco City Hall, Room 278, to discuss the consultant’s report and the
future of the Sharp Park Golf Course.

The Center for Biological Diversity is a national nonprofit conservation organization with more than
180,000 members and onlfine activists dedicated to the protection of endangered species and wild places.

fHHE

Background on Endangered Species

The San Francisco garter snake (Thamnophis sirtalis tetrataenia } has been dubbed “the most beautiful
serpent in North America.” The fantastically colored snake has a broad greenish-yellow stripe on its back
bordered by black and red stripes, and a distinctive greenish-blue or bright turquoise-biue belly. Adults can
grow to a length of two to three feet. All known populations of this snake occur in San Mateo County near

. wwfmghﬁwater marshes, ponds, canals, and slow-moving streams along the coast. The snake’s preferred




habitats have been hit hard by agricultural, residential, commercial, and even recreational development.

—————{oss of habitat because of developmeni caused the garter srake to be listed as a federally endangered
species in 1967 and a state endangered species in 1971. It feeds on the California red-legged frog and
the Pacific tree frog and hibernates in winter, There may be only one to two thousand San Francisco
garter shakes remaining in the wild today. One of the last places {o see this gorgeous species is at Mori
Point in the GGNRA and the adjacent Sharp Park Golf Course.

The state’s largest native frog, the California red-legged frog (Rana aurora draytonii ) has disappeared
from more than 70 percent of its historic range in California. This frog prefers ponds, marsheas and creeks
with still water. It requires riparian and upland areas with dense vegetation and open areas for cover,
aestivation (summertime hibermation), food and basking. Habitat loss to urban development and the
effects of iInfroduced predators, such as bullfrogs, are the primary threats to red-legged frogs. It was listed
as a federally threatened species in 1996. ‘

Sharp Park Financial Drain

Sharp Park’s environmental problems are compounded by the fiscal drain the golf course puts on San
Francisco’s budget. The Recreation and Parks Depariment estimates indicate that Sharp Park will drain
between $100,000 and $4,000,000 dollars from San Francisco’s coffers between now and 2012.
Unfortunately, the lower-loss estimates are achievable only if the City privatizes management and pays
employees “lower union wages” - the RPD's sorry euphemism for busting the gardener’s union; and
convinces a private corporation o invest millions of dollars in capital improvements in the course,
presumably by granting the corporation a long-term lease of the property.

This golf bailout plan has its detractors. Harvey Rose, San Francisco's independent budget analyst, has
noted that golf rounds played at Sharp Park have declined by almost 40 percent since 2000, and that
without massive infrastructure investments Sharp Park cannot increase revenue to the city budget. if fees
are raised to pay for the investments, it is very likely that rounds played at Sharp Park will decrease - the
primary reason golfers play there foday is that course fees are low. The National Golf Foundation - a golif

industry group - reporied in 2007 that Sharp Park golfers have "very little loyalty” to the course relative to
national averages and are “very unsatisfied” with everything from pace of play, on-course services,
conditions of golf carts and friendliness of the staff. Any plan to maintain the golf course by squeezing
more revenue through “improved” course conditions will not only harm endangered species, but may also
bring San Francisco’s recreation budget closer to permanent insolvency.

Habitat restoration may prove to be the most fiscally responsible methed of managing Sharp Park. While
capital invesiments will be necessary, existing funding sources from private foundations to government
agencies that specialize in restoring wetlands have already expressed interest in funding the effort, similar
to efforts undertaken at Crissy Field Marsh in the Presidio. The annual operating costs of the restored
area would be substantially lower than what San Francisco presently spends on golf course operations.

dedeke e ded Fodod ook dodode okodek ke dek ok Redodededok Kodede deokedekokok

Jeff Miller

Conservation Advocate

Center for Biclogical Diversity

351 California Street, Suite 600

San Francisco, CA 84104

Phone: (415) 436-8682 x303

Fax: (415) 436-9683

Web site: www.biclogicaldiversity.org

The Center for Biological Diversity works through science, law, and media to secure a future for all
species, great or small, hovering on the brink of extinction.
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To_ <Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org>

09/27/2008 02:16 PM oo

bce
Subject Public input for Board of Supervisors e

Submitted on: 9/27/2008 2:16:21 PM
name: julie

phone:

comments: After traveling the world, San Francisco is still my favorite. The
beauty that it has is like no other, but the endless panhandiers have got out
of control. You have to either walk around scmecne passed out, urinating or
even defecating on the sidewalk. Where is our city going?? In the toilet?

How did we get to this point where it is so prominent and well known all over
the world that we have let our city sidewalks become filled with human waste.

Just read todays article and the comments that locals have. I strongly urge
you to clean up the streets!!

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/c/a/2008/09/26/MNTUL365I2.DTLatsp
=1

User Data

Client IP (REMOTE ADDR) : 172.64.191.29
Ciient IP wvia Proxy (HTTP_X FORWARDED FOR)
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BOART OF SUPERVISORS
CANERANDTS gg?{)ﬁs

W8 SEP 26 AM|): 2
September 24, 2008

San Francisco Board of Supervisors
1 Drive Cariton B. Goodlett Place
Room 244

San Francisco, CA 94102

Sirs:

It was with shock and sadness that I learned of the beautiful Tai:i‘ana's
needless and tragic death last Christmas day.

I think the Board needs to change...... it is obvious that expertise (if it
exists), compassion (if there is any) and especially the welfare of the
animals should be the major priority but it is clear it is not.

It is more than time to evaluate the practices of your zoo and what
exactly is its purpose .........why should it exist anyway?? Torture and
torment of the animals in its care?

~I think a re-vamping of the management of the San Francisco Zoo is
long overdue......you need to replace the humdrum old way of thinking
with the people who are vital and progressive and professionals who
actually care about the animals and transform the zoo into one where
the animals.......all the animals........ come first......COME FIRST!! Qut
with the stodgy in with the new........

The zo0o’s mission (is there one now?) should be rescue and
rehabilitation of the animals and that should be your main and only
mission....not the one you are conducting which is animals for
entertainment and exploitation....... shame on you....... itis 2008 not

~for the gnimals.......

florri goid n

s
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CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

S.F. ADMINISTRATIVE CODE CHAPTERS 12B and 14B

» Saction 1. Department Infor

maﬁfa ’

Department Head Signature:

WAIVER REQUEST FORM

FOR HRC USE ONLY
Reguest Number;

(HRC Form 201)

A

Name of Department: L@Wtﬁ\hﬁ{l k ISOn,
Departrent AddressS?,EO\ 2 ¥, 1

Fraacis
Contact Person: Meg .

Phone Number: (\-U 6) (.aﬁ%ﬂ‘) 3‘7?

L

chion S

olle
¢ TGN

ﬁaﬂ (Act)

Fax Number: ((4(5) (A5~

» Section 2. Contractor Infon:nation %)
Contractor Name: I C&GU» Contact Petsan: Obo v P H@a‘d
ntractor Address: It tHe. DY - 26"‘5 Y4 643'
Coniractor Adress: [ Bloly DO Hjc& Cugrs  (BIOUIS ( fppism
Vendor Number (if known): ] Contact Phone No.:

» Section 3. Transaction Information
Date Waiver Request Submittea: )4 / 19 / 08 Typeofconrac: PO

Contract Start Date: ]O/ (glf)‘g End Date: [o{ lﬁ(ocg
»3actlon 4. Administrative Code Chapter to be Waived (please check all that apply)

s

Dollar Amount of Contract: §

Bd  Chapter 128
0 Chapter 14B Note: Employment and LBE subcontracting requwements may still be in force even when a
148 waiver (type A or B) is granted.
> Section 5. Walver Type (Letter of Justification musf be attached, see Check List on back of page.)
[J A Sole Source
1  B. Emergency (pursuant to Administrative Code §6.60 ar 21.15)
] ¢ Public Entity
B, D. No Potential Contraclors Comply - Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:
3 E. Government Bulk Purchasing Arrangement ~ Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:
O  F. sham/Shell Entity - Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supervisors on:
] G. Local Business Enterprise (LBE) (for contracts in excess of §5 million: see Admin. Code §14B.7.1.3)
0 M. Subcontracting Gosls
HRC ACTION
12B Waiver Granted: 148 Waiver Granted:
128 Waiver Denied: 148 Waiver Denied:
Reason for Agtion:
HRC Staff: PR 2 Dater,.
PN Yy R by ¢
HRC Staff: i ' Date:
HRC Director: Date;
DEPAR’TMENT ACTION - This section must be co complsted and returned to HRC for waiver types D, E& F.
Date Waiver Granted: Contract Dallar Amourt:

ca'd £5:51

BEAZ-SE-435




SAN FRANCISCO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

WASTEWATE R ENTERP ISL/COLLECTION SyYyrRrEM DIVIGION
AAQ] THIAD Brad et BIUTE 00, SANFRANGISCO,GA N41A4 ~TEL. (A1 UGRD7310 ' Fax (41 816GR5- 7308

WATER
WhsYZwarTERr
POWER

DATE: __ _ September 24, 2008
GAVIN NEWSOM
MAYOR .
ANN MOLLER CAEN TO: Cynthia Goldstein, HRC
PREQIDENT s ) .
F.X. CROWLEY THROUGH: Lewis Hardsc%ons Systemn Division Manager, Acting
VICE PRESIDENT .
Comiceouen - O FROM: Meg Gale, Water Pollution Prevention Program Coordinator
EO HARRINGTON . .
GENERAL MANAGER SUBJECT:  Waiver for Stericycle

Dear Ms. Goldstein:

['have been working diligently with Hadas Rivera-Weiss of HRC to help Stericycle, a
medical waste disposal company, to comply with the City’s 12B requirements butto____

no avail, The San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUCQ) is hosting a one-
day eco-tair event, the Big Bluc Bucket event on Saturday, October 11, 2008, The
event includes a booth in which San Francisco residents can bring in their old or
expired medications for proper disposal. SFPUC is required to dispose of this
pharmaceutical waste properly and needs to partner with Stericycle to make this
happen. We are requesting that HRC waive the 12B requirements for Stericycle so
that SFPUC can ensure its commitment to the SF public and o make this cvent a

SUCCESS.

There is a state-wide effort, “No Drugs Down the Drain,” in which different agencies
throughout California are participating in the collection and proper disposal of old or
expired medications during the week of October 4-11, 2008. SFPUC is participating
by including a booth at their Big Blue Bucket event on October 11, 2008 at the City's
Southeast Treatment Plant (750 Phelps Street). Other Bay Area wastewater agencies
are also participating. SFPUC has and is continuing to advertise this event
throughout San Francisco with Muni bus ads, newspaper advertisements, radio PSAs,
SFPUC billing inserts, among other avenues. Thus, SF residents who participate in
this event will be expecting to be able to bring their old/expired medications to the |

event for proper disposal.

I have been working with Hadas Rivera-Weiss on this issue since before September 9,
2008 with corresponding emails and phone conversations. Both Ms, Rivera-Weiss
and | have contacted the proper representatives from Stericycle and have not received
the proper documentation by the intended deadline,

- £51697 BeBZ-SZ-d3S
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I have exhausted all other potential vendors. ' have asked other participating Bay
Area wastewater agencies for recommendations for other vendors, and was told North
State Environmental of South San Francisco, CA. After investigation, 1 found out that

" North State Environmental is also not compliant with the City’s 12B requirements.
No other potential vendars were found.

This is an urgent request as the event is upcoming on Saturday, October 11, 2008. It
is best if 1 can submit our order to Stericycle by Friday, September 26, 2008, to
ensure that the order is properly processed and that the disposal containers are
dropped off prior to the event.

Thank you so much for your attention to this urgent matter. Please contact me at
(415) 695-7378 with any questions.

Thank you,

Meg Gale

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
Water Pollution Prevention Program

3801 3rd Street, Ste 600

San Francisco, CA 94124

(415) 695-7378

(415) 695-7377 (fax)

mgale(@sfwater.org

ve'd £615T  GOUE-SZ-d35




Sep 22 08 10:35a

Land & ResourcesMgt. 650-652-3218

Public Utilities Commission

San Francisco Water Department
Natural Resources Division

Date: cit/l 1{/@1@:

1657 Rollins Road

Burlingame, CA 94010
' Tel:(650)-652-3209— -
Fax: (650) 652-3219
| FAX-MITTAL
To ,Ahﬁ,,fﬁ, (alitla
Company BO/_ArA OJC Swj)am'l'&n(“
FAX No. (Y15) 554 = 51L3
Tel.No.
From

_ an{ A D 0
. R
SUbjCC[: {A’:}&Tv’p.( Rﬂ/ quAJ?' “‘Em;
Message:

cp sl 22 ISt

Total # of pages (including cover page): _ 2
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ity and County of Sun Francisco
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Sep 22 08 10:35a Land & ResourceshMgt. B50-652-3213 P
SEP-22-2008 11:31 PUBLIC UTHITIES P.B2,00

,g*“"%% CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO
_.49 : - HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION
= S.F. ADMINISTRATIVE GODE GHAPTERS 128 and 148

WAIVER REGUEST FORM EOR MRC USE MY
{HRG Form 201)
> Section ¥, Department Informatiqn Request Number. gy
Department Head Signémm: _mmﬁ____ ) tg%
Name of Department: San Francisco Public Utiliies Commission-N&LRD g;
Department Address: 1657 Rolling Road, Burlingams, CA 94010 J f
Contact Ferson: Joseph Naras i ;
Phone Number. 650-652-3209 Fax Number; 650.652-3219 =
» Section 2. Contractor Information ;
Contractor Name: Heritage Operating LP dba Northern Enerpy Contact Person:  Tony Rodrigez

Contractor Address: 1155 North 15™ Street, San Jose, CA 94112

Vendor Number (if known): 13552 Contact Phone No.:408-203-8042
» Sectlon 3. Transaciion information
Date Waiver Request Submitted; 08/28/08 Type of CoRtract Commodity
Contrat? Start Date: 08/25/08 End Oate: 08/25(2000 Dollar Amount of Contract: $46,000.00

»Section 4. Administrative Code Chapter to be Walved {please check all that apply)

X Chapter 128 '
[0  Chapter 148 Nots: Employment and LBE subcontracting requirements may stil! be in force even when a

148 waivet-(lype-A-ar-B)-is-granted:
» Section 5. Waiver Typae (Latter of Justification must be attached, see Check List on back of page.)

{3 A Sole Source
1  B. Emergenty (pursuant 1o Administrative Code §6.60 or 24.15)
[0 cC. Public Entity
0. No Palential Contractors Comply ~ Copy of waiver fequest sent io Board of Supervisors on:
1 E Government Buk Purchasing Arangement - Gopy of waiver request sent {o Board of Supetvisors on:
[J  F. Shanvsheli Entity - Copy of waiver request sent to Board of Supesrvisors on;
O 6. Loce! Business Enterprise (LBE) (for contracts in excess of $5 millian, see Admin, Code §14B.7.13)
{1 H. Subconttacting Gosls -
HRC ACTION
128 Waiver Granted: 14B Walver Granled:
128 Waiver Denied; 148 Waiver Denied;
Reason for Action:
HRC Statf: ‘ Date:
HRC Staf: Date:
HRE Director: - Dale:
| DEPARTMENT ACTION = Thi EPARTMENT ACTION ~ Thls section must be completed and roturned WW%W
Data Waiver Granmed:; . Contract Dollar Amount: =

HRG-20%.wi (8-08) Gopies of this form ére availati at: gip;fisteanel,
I0TAL P,B2
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DATE: September 3, 2008

TO: Cynthia Goldstein

FROM: Joseph P, N

p.3

SUBJECT:  JUSTIFICATI6N FOR WAIVER REQUEST FOR NORTHERN
ENERGY, SUPPLIER OF PROPANE

This waiver request is for made for HERITATGE OPERATING LF dba NORTHERN
ENERGY, vendor No. 13552, This vendor supplics the San Francisco Public Utilities
Commission, Natral Resources Division with delivery of liquid propane and rental of
propanc storage tanks at multiple SFPUC facilities throughout its service area including San
Mateq County, Santa Clara County, and Alameda County,

The SFPUC bas regularly purchased propane in the past from 2 citywide coniract,
Unfortunately the contract hag expired in January 2008 and the vendor bas been classified
non-compliant with the 12b ordinance. Evidently attempts to have (he vendor become
compliant bave failed and the only other vendor or this commodity in the service area js
also not compliant. No other vendors for delivery of liquid propan¢ and tank rental 1o this

service.-2rea could be identified-

Givea the importance of baving a continuous supply of propane delivered lo the numerous
SFPUC facilities in the service erea, it is requested that a waiver request be approved for
this veador fo contifnue to deliver propane and tank rental services to the SFPUC facilities.
The wiiver type requested is Type D. “No Potential Contractors Comply".

Your éppto\'al of this request would be appreciated.
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Italian pet owners face fines on dog mess tests

Tue Sep 23, 1222 PMET

Dog excrement used to be merely a nuisance to pedestrians, now it could be used as evidence against
pet owners and may lead to fines. '

A town in northern ltaly plans to create a DNA database of all registered dogs and then test droppings
on pavements and in parks to identify the culprit and fine owners who fail to clean up after their pets, La
Stampa daily reported Tuesday. |

"If signs and invitations aren't endugh, we'll try genetics. | want a clean city," Antonio Prencipe, councilo
in charge of the environment in Vercelli, a town of some 45,000 inhabitants near Turin, told the paper.

DNA tests would cost around 13 euros ($19), which would be more than covered by fines, La Stampa
said. It did not estimate the cost of creating a database.

The israeli town of Petah Tikva Er_a'i'mched a similar six-month trial prograrﬁ earlier this month, under whic
dog owners were asked to take their animals to a municipal veterinarian, who then swabs its mouth and
coliects DNA.

(Reporting by Robin Pomeroy)

Copyright © 2008 Re_uters Limited.iAH rights reserved. Republication or redisfribution of Reuters content is expressiy
prohibited without the prior written consent of Reuters. Reuters shall not be liable for any errors or delays in the content,
for any actions taken in reliance thereon.

Copyright & 2008 Yahoo! Inc. All Rights Reserved. Privacy Policy | Terms of Service | Send Feedback | Help

http://news.yahoo.com/s/inm/20080923/od_nm/us_italy_dogs_1&printer=1;_ylt=AoRxE5... 9/24/2008



oy

City Hall
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
BOARD of SUPERVISORS San Francisco 94102-4689
e 4 S ... .. Tel. No.554-5184
Fax No. 554-5163
TDD/TTY No. 844-5227
MEMORANDUM
Date: September 23, 2008 ™.
To: - Members of the Board of Supervisors

From:  Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board

Subject:  Conflict of Interest Code Review

The Political Reform Act requires every local government agency to review its conflict of
interest code biennially. Each agency must submit to the Board of Supervisors a notice
indicating whether or not an amendment is necessary by October 1, 2008.

This is to inform you that the following City departments and agencies have submitted
their conflict of interest code notice to my office:

s  War Memorial and Performing Arts Center




o1y

September 26, 2008

The Honorable Aaron Peskin, President < e :
Board of Supervisors &= -
City and County of San Francisco o ey
City Hall, Room 244 ~.{ ty
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place gg y R
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 &

=

£
Subject: Hearing on appeal of Plamning Commission August 7, 2007 —

Certificationwofwthe~Finalenvifenmental~ImpaetfReport%fvfwAgmwm*-mw

(FEIR) for The Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area
Plans Project, Planning Ciase No. 2004.0160E, and adopt-
tion of Environmental Findings and Statement of Over—
riding Considerations —-Motion Nos. 17659 and 17661,

respectively;

Reopen hearing on appeal of subject FEIR before the full
membership of the Board for action pursuant to require-—
ments of San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 31

Section 31.16.

Request:

BOS Files 081133 - 081136

Dear President Peskin and Supervisors:

San Francisco Administrative Code Chapter 31, Section 31.16. APPEAL OF FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS. requires, at Subsections (b) and (e) thereof,
that such hearing on an appeal submitted shall be held "before the full Board."
[(b)] "The Board shall act...provided that if the full membership of the Board
is not present on the last day on which said appeal is set or continued for
hearing within such 30 days, the Board may postpone said hearing and decisiom
thereon until, but not later than, the full membership of the Board is present;
provided further, that the latest date to which said hearing and decision may
be postponed shall be not later than ninety (90) days from the date of filing

the appeal." [(e)]

I request that the matter be reopened and rescheduled to a date when the full
membership of the Board is present, pursuant to requirements of the above-cited

Sections of Chapter 31.

Supervisors McGoldrick, Dufty and Daly were absent during said September 23
hearing and action on subject matter.

Fnvironmental matters are of utmost importance to the welfare of our City and
its citizens. The intent of CEQA and Chapter 31 is insuramce that appropriate,
adequate, and proper attention be given to same,consistent with established

standards and procedures.
Respeétfully,
Vi . o (B s ‘
f‘

cc, Angela Calvillo,
Marilyn Amini -————— 6

Clerk of the Board
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Prosidant

Gary Nogrera 469-88%9

15t Vice President

Mark Shermian 225-0157

2nd Yice President

Penelope Clark 776-3876
e Rocording Secrctary

7
4

o 081152
September 23, 2008 O%1157

The Honorable Aaron Peskin, President o%!! g \+ (} \/\

Judith Berkowite 824-0617 7
Corresponding Secrotary
Dick lillef 861-0345
Traasurer

Jim Lew 771-5250
Members-at-Large

Sue Cauthen

Joan Girardot

Angelique Mahan

Barbery Coast Nelghborhoot Assn

Bayview/THunlers Point
Coordinating Council

Buena Vista Nelghborfiood Assn
Cathedral Hi Neighbors Assn

Cayuga fmprovement Assn -

Cole Vallay Improvement Assn
Cow Hoflow Assn

Liamend Helghts Commimily Ased
Dolones Helghts Improverment Clieb

Eagt Mission fmprovement Assa
Ewing Terrace Nelghborhood Assn .
Excalsior District improvement Assn
Fair Oaks Communiy Coalition

City Hall, Room 244
1 Carlton Goodlett Place
San Francisco, Ca 94102-4689

W Hd| £¢ 43S a0

San Francisco Board of Supervisors 0 (6”5 5 &= r‘z_

*
-

e

Dear President Aéron Peskin:

RE: FEIR for the Eastern Neighborhoods Rezoning and Area Plans

The Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods urges the Board of
Supervisors to not certify the FEIR for the Eastern Neighborhoods
Rezoning and Area Plans because it is inadequate, incomplete, inaccurate,
and insufficient. The EIR violates CEQA by failing to identify and
mitigate the Project’s significant impacts direct and indirect, cumulative

—————Forest Knolls Meighborhood Assn
Francisco Heights Givic Assnt
Golden Gala Heights Nghbrd Assn

Greator Weest Fortal Nghbrd Assn

Hafght Ashbury Impravemant Assit
Irner Sunsst Action Committee
Jordan Pari improvernent Assn
Laure! Heights Improvement Assn
Lincoln Fark Homeowners Ass
Maring Civic Improvement &
Froperly Owners Assn

Miraloma Park Improvement Club

Mission Greak Harbor Assn |

Wew Mission Yerace Improvement Ascn
North Beach Nelghbors

Narih Park Neighbors

Ceeanview, Mersed Heights,

Ingleside — Neighborg in Action

Outer Mission Residonts Assn

Pacific Holghts Residenfs Assn
Panhandie Residents Orgenization/
Stanyar-Fulton

Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Asst

Richmond Cannunity Assn
Rincan Pgint Neighborhood Assn
Russian Hilf Improvement Assn

Russian Fill Neighbors

Sunsef Heights Assn of
Responsifile People
Sunset-Parkside Education &
Action Commitiee

Telegraph Hilt Dwellers

Twin Peaks Council & Open
Space Conservancy

Twin Peaks Improvement Assn
West Presiio Neighborhood Assn

impacts on parking, traffic, air quality, historic resources, visual and
aesthetic resources, open space, growth, economic segregation, incentive
for demolition which will result in cumulative and direct impacts on
d1sp}acement and blight, impacts on infrastructure, sewage disposal, water,
seismic impacts, and others. Several of many examples of the EIR’s legal
inadequacies are:

1. The historic resource survey has not been completed by the
consultants and will not be available to the Planning Department
until the end of October or early November. The Planning
Department states that in the Mission Area alone there are
thousands of properties and that the contract with the consultants
will only access 30% of the potentially historic stock in the area,
this is unacceptable. The Planning Department will not complete’
their report on the historic resources until the end of the year or
early next year. There may be significant historic resources
uncovered and significant changes in zoning will be required. The
certification of FEIR of the Eastern Neighborhood Rezoning and
Area Plan should not be done until the Planning Department has
completed their evaluation and provided a copy to the public.



2. The transportation and circulation elements are inadequate and do not
correlate with each other, The Planning Department states that the corrent
Muni service in the area is inadequate and that in the future it will be even
worst. The Planning Department needs a plan that will address the problem in
the future or not allow significant growth that will compound the problem.
The cumulative impact on traffic and transit of the Market Octavia Area Plan
and Eastern Neighborhood Area Plan has not be analyzed has required by
CEQA (sect. 15355). Muni service in Market Octavia today hours is

inadequate during the commute hours, with an increase of population of
15,000 by 2025, Muni service will be completely inadequate. The Eastern
Neighborhood Zoning and Area Plan could increase population by another
8,000 people, how will Muni provide service in the Market Octavia and
Fastern Neighborhoods in the future? The residents of San Francisco will
want an answer instead of throwing up the hands in surrender.

3. The EIR is also legally inadequate because it does not address the diversity
requirements of the households of the city. The 66% of the residents of the
City are renters. The housing in the Eastern Neighborhood Rezing and Area
Plan does not address the need for more rentals for the expected 8,000
additional residents in the area. To produce mainly 80% market rate housing,
20% affordable housing, and no rental housing is not a plan for San Francisco.

CSFN urges the Board of Supervisors to not certify the FEIR for the Eastern
Neighborhoods Zoning and Area Plan, and take action to remand the FEIR back to
the Planning Commission for recirculation.

Yours traly,
Hiroshi Fukuda, Chairman

CSFN land Use and Housing Committee

Ce: Supervisor Michela Alioto-Pier
Supervisor Tom Ammiano
Supervisor Carmen Chu
Supervisor Chris Daly
Supervision Bevan Dufty
Supervisor Sean Elsbernd
Supervisor Sophie Maxwell
Supervisor Jake McGoldrick
Supervisor Ross Mirkarimi
Supervisor Geraldo Sandoval



C™PYy
United States Department of the Interior - /o/,}

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Golden Gate National Recreation Area
. Fort Mason, San Francisco, California 94123

IN REPLY REFER TO:

A2427 (GOGA-PLAN)

A8

frant

‘ ‘
A Tt

SEP 2 6 2008

Mayor Gavin Newsom

. City of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

81 1KY 62 d35 1002

Subject: GGNRA Resignation from the City of San Francisco Urban Forestry Council (SFUFC)

This letter is to inform the City of San Francisco, the Board of Supervisors, and the Department of the Environment
that Golden Gate National Recreation Area (GGNRA) will resign from the GGNRA seat on the City of San
Francisco Urban Forestry Council effective October 1, 2008, As the new federal fiscal year begins, it is no longer a
tenable option to support a regular member on the Forestry Council. As you know, we have had a representative on’
the Council for over 5 years and have participated in seeing this Council through these formative years of
evaluating the city’s urban forest and defining a role for the Council

At this time of both the break in ﬁscal years, and the recent reformulation of the committee by the Board of

Supervisors, we feel that it is now an opportune time to remove ourselves from the Council in order to focus on
other priorities, and allow the Council to contmue its activities with this reformulated membership.

If called upon in the future, GGNRA we will be available to provide specific advice and information informing
interests of the council related to the. interface of National Park Service and City forestry concemns.

We want to thank you for the opportunity to participate on the Council durmg these zmportant years in San
Francisco. It has been our pleasure to serve.

Please contact Steve Griswold at 415-561-4722 if you have further questions.

Sincerely,
Brian O"Neill

General Superintendent

cc: Board of Supervisors
Department of the Environment
Terry Milne, Chair SFUFC
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Locations

22-Sep-08
26~Sep~08
26-Sep-08

22~8ep-08
22-8ep~08
26-Sep-08
26-Sep-038
18-Sep-08
18-35ep~-08
22-8ep-08
18-Sep-08

18~Sep~08
22-Sep~-08

18~-Sep~08
22-Sep-08

—-<Grace.Moore@sfdpw.org>-

o /,7

"Moore, Grace” To Board of Supervisors <Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org>

"Mckenna, Dan" <Dan.Mckenna@sfdpw.org>, "Rodis,
09/28/2008 07:29 AM ©C Nathan" <Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank W"

<Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, "Mirkarimi, Ross”
bce
RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE

Sublect 45 0080805-009

inspected and citations issued where appropriate as follows:

San Francisco Bay Guardian
Southeast corner o¢f Filimore and Post
Southwest corner of Divisadero and Sutter
9th Avenue and Judah (near bus stops)
Tth Avenue and Irving (near bus stops)
Northwest corner ¢f Hayes and Fillmore
Scutheast corner of Fillmore and Haight
San Francisco Chronicle
Northwest corner of Fillmore and Havyes
Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore
Irving and 9th Avenue
Izving and 7th Avenue
Southwest corner of Haight and Clayton
Southeast corner of Haight and Masonic
Examiner
Northwest corner of Fillmore and Hayes

Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore
SF Daily

Northwest corner of Hayes and Gough
City Star

Northwest corner of Hayes and Gough

Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight
SF Weekly

Southeast corner of Masonic and Haight

Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore

Weekly inspections on-going

Grace L.

Moore

News Rack Program Coordinator

The Depar

tment of Public Works

News Rack Program

875 Steve
San Franc
ph 415.55
cl 415.25

————— Orig
From: Boca
Sent: Mon
To: Reisk
Subject:

nson St., Room 4900
isco, CA 94102
4,5892

4.5767

inal Message--—-—-—

rd of Supervisors

day, September 15, 2008 2:5% PM

in, Ed

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE



rofy

"Moore, Grace" To "Lee, Frank W" <Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, Board of

,,,,,<Graae:Moore@sfdpw;org> N 0, 7% pervisorS"<'Board .of-Su pervisors@sfg ov:org

09/29/2008 07:27 AM "Mckenna, Dan" <Dan.Mckenna@sfdpw.org>, "Redis,
cc Nathan" <Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Mirkarimi, Ross"

<Ross.Mirkarimi@sfgov.org>

bee

RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE

Subject 4> 0080722-006

Locations inspected and citations issued where appropriate as follows

San Francisco Bay Guardian
Southeast corner of Fillmore and Post

22-8ep-08 Southwest corner of Divisadero and Sutter

26-Sep—08 9th Avenue and Judah (near bus stops)

26-Sep-08 7Tth Avenue and Irving (near bus stops)
Northwest corner of Haves and Fillmore

22-Sep-08 Scutheast corner of Fillmore and Haight

San Francisceo Chronicle
Northwest corner of Fillmore and Hayes

22-Sep-08 Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore

26~Sep~08 Irving and 9th Avenue

26-8ep-08 Irving and 7th Avenue

18-Sep-08 Southwest corner of Haight and Clayton

18-Sep~08 Scoutheast corner of Haight and Masonic
Examiner
Northwest corner of Fillmore and Haves

22-Sep-08 Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore
SF Daily

18-Sep-08 Northwest corner of Hayes and Gough
City Star

18-3ep~08 Northwest corner ¢f Haves and Gough

22~8ep~08 Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight
SF Weekly

18-Sep~-08 Southeast corner of Masonic and Halght

22~Sep~08 Southeast corner of Haight and Fillimore

Weekly inspections on-going

Grace L. Moore

WEWS DAURK FPLUOUL AN VOOLULITAT UL
The Department of Public Works
News Rack Program

875 Stevenson St., Room 460
San Francisco, CA 94102

ph 415.554.5892

cl 415.254.5767

~~~~~ Original Message—-——--

From: Board of Supervisors

Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 2:59 PM

To: Reiskin, Ed

Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE



Locations

22-Sep~-08
26-Sep-08
26-5ep-08

22-Sep—-08
22~Sep-08
26-Sep-08
26-3ep-08
18~Sep~08
18-Sep-08
22-5ep~-08
18-Sep-08

18-5ep~08
22-Sep-08

18-5ep-08
22-Sep-08

»»;»»-»MA:.‘Graee;Moore@sfdpw; 10111 - SRR

/0 /,f}»

"Moore, Grace” "Lee, Frank W" <Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>, Board of

To

Supervisors-<Board:of:-Supervisors@sfgov-org
"Rodis, Nathan" <Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Mirkarimi,

09/26/2008 07:25 AM ce Ross" <Ross. Mirkarimi@sfgov.org=>, "Mckenna, Dan"
<Pan.Mckenna@sfdpw.org>
bcc
Subject BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE
#20080812-005
inspected and citations issued where appropriate as follows:

San Francisco Bay Guardian
Southeast corner of Fillmore and Post
Southwest corner of Divisaderc and Sutter
9th Avenue and Judah {near bus stops)
7th Avenue and Irving (near bus stops)
Northwest corner of Hayes and Fillmore
Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight
San Francisco Chronicle
Northwest corner of Fillmore and Hayes
Southeast corner of Haight and
Irving and 9th Avenue
Irving and 7th Avenue
Southwest corner of Haight and
Southeast corner of Haight and
Examiner
Northwest corner of Fillmore and Hayes
Southeast corner of Haight and
SF Daily
Northwest
City Star
Nerthwest
Southeast
SF Weekly
Southeast
Southeast

Fillmore

Clayton
Masonic

Fillmore

corner of Haves and Gough
of

of

corner
cornernr

Hayes and Gough
Fillmere and Haight

of
of

Masonic and Haight
Haight and Fillmore

corner
corner

Weekly inspecticons. on-going

Grace L.

Moore

News Rack Program Coordinator

LS Al

S THI 0 I W W s I 0 e o W 1 LW i 9

News Rack Program

875 Stevenson St., Room 460
San Francisco, CA 84102

ph 415.554.5892

cl 415.254.5767

From: Boa

Sent: Wednesday,
Reiskin,

To:

Original Message

rd of Supervisors
September 24, 2008 3:32 PM

Ed



/.:?/?

"Vaing, Jonathan” " To Board of Supervisors <Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org>
— " :V 'n 5 W P "
>Jonathan aing@sfdpw:org Board of Supervisors <Board.of Supervisors@sigov.org>,
cc "Brown, Vallie" <Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
09/26/2008 03:54 PM <Rick Galbreath@sfgov.org>, “Galli, Phil"

bee
Subject RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY #20080916-00

Here's the status of removing graffiti from the following locations:

Garbage Cans

Southwest corner of Hayes and Scott SR# 841668 (Abated 9-21~08)
Northeast corner of Buchanan and Haight SR# 841671 (Abated 9-21-08)
Northeast corner of Buena Vista West SR 841674 (Abated 9-21-08)

On Haight Scuthside between Masonic and Buena Vista West SR# 839456

{Abated 9~-21-08)
Southwest corner of 5th Avenue and Lincoln SR¥ 841676 (Akhated 9-21-08)

Jonathan Vaing

DPW Graffiti Abatement Unit
Operation Act. Supervisor IT
415-695-2181

————— Original Message~——--

From: Lee, Frank W

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 5:07 PM

To: Vaing, Jonathan

Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Hines, Timothy; Redis, Nathan
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISCRS INQUIRY #20080816-003

Jonathan:

Please respond directly to the Board of Superviscrs and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Nathan Rodis and
me because we are tracking these requests.

Thanks,
Frank

————— Original Message—-———-

From: Board of Supervisors

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 4:56 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed

Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD COF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO: Edward Reiskin 7



/0/;}

"Vaing, Jonathan™ To Board of Supervisors <Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org>
< Jonathan:Vaing@skipw.org
>

"Brown, Vallie" <Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
¢C  <Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil"
09/26/2008 03:43 PM <Phil. Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Jurosek, Marlg”
bce

Subject RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY #20080916-002

Here's the status of removing gréffiti from the public property located at—
folliowing '

locations:

Utility Boxes:
Northeast corner Linden and Buchanan SR# 841673 {Abated 9~22~087W
Southeast corner Linden and Buchanan SR# 841675 (Abated 9-22-08)
Southwest corner 9th Avenue and Lincoln SR# 841677 {(Abated 9-22-08)

Bus Shelters: Clean,

Southwest corner of Haight and Baker SR# 841679 (ABATED 9-22-08)
Northeast corner of Baker and Haight SR# 841680 {ABATED 9-22-08)
Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight SR# 841681 (ABATED 9-22-08)

Jonathan Vaing

DPW Graffiti Abatement Unit
Operation Act. Supervisor II
415-685-2181

wwwww Original Message—--——-

From: Lee, Frank W

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 5:10 PM

To: Vaing, Jonathan

Cc: Nuru, Mohammed; Hines, Timothy; Rodis, WNathan
Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY #20080916-002

Jonathan:

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Nathan Redis and

Mmoo taymermteen agen e  dae ey enled ey b hres e anenepnaen o de o
> T

Thanks,
Frank

wwwww Original Message—-——---

From: Board of Supervisors

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 4:56 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed

Subiect: BCARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY



/07

- "Vamg,hJonathan“ o Ty - Board of Supefvisors <Board.of . Supervisors@sfgov.org> - -
<Jonat V fd
> onathan.Vaing@s pw org Board of Supervisors <Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org>,
cc "Brown, Vallie” <Vallie. Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick”
09/26/2008 09:46 AM <Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org>, "Galli, Phil®
bee

RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE ‘

Sublect 20080812-003

Here's the status of removing graffltl from the following locatlons
Phone Switch Boxes: : ’
Southwest corner of Fell near Divisadero SR¥ 828769 GRaffiti Abated

8-16~08}

Southeast corner of Broderick and McAllister SR# 839045 Graffiti Abated

8-16-08}

Northeast corner of Cak and Broderick SR¥ 839043 Graffiti Abalted.
8~16~08}

Jonathan C. Vaing

DPW Graffiti Abatement Unit
Operation Supervisor
415-695-2181

————— Original Message—----——

From: Lee, Frank W

Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2008 2:51 PM

To: Vaing, Jonathan

Cc: Rodis, Nathan; Hines, Timothy

Subiject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUF NOTICE #20080812-003

Jonathan:
Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in your reply title, and copy Nathan Rodis and

me because we are trackling these requesis.
q

Thanks,
Frank

————— Original Message--——-

FIOH: Board Of SUpervisSors

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 3:32 PM

To: Reiskin, Ed

Subiject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY - DUE NOTICE

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY ~ DUE NOTICE
If you have already responded, please disregard this notice.
For any questions, call (415) 554-7708.

TO: Edward Reiskin
Public Works



lofx

~"Maing, Jonathan” ... e T - BoOGrd-of Supervisors <Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org>. - -
L
>Jonathan Vaing@sidpw. org “Brown, Vallie" <Vallie.Brown@sfgov.org>, "Galbreath, Rick"
cc <Rick.Galbreath@sfgov.org=, "Galli, Phil"
09/26/2008 09:55 AM <Phil. Galli@sfdpw.org>, "Jurosek, Marla®
‘ bce :

Subject RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY #20080909-001

Here's the status of removing graffiti from the following locations:

Phone S8witch Boxes:

Southwest ccrner of Fell near DlVlsadero SR# 828769 Graffiti Abated
8~16-08- Again 9-16-08)

Southeast corner of Broderick and McAllister SR# 839045 Graffiti Abated
8-16-08) Again 9-16-08)

Northeast corner of 0ak and Broderick SR# 839043 Graffiti Abated
8-16-08} Again 9-16-08)

Jonathan C. Vaing

DPW Graffiti Abatement Unit
Operation Act. Supervisor II
415-695-2181

wwwww Original Message~—--—-—-
From: Lee, Frank W
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2008 10:06 AM
To: Vaing, Jonathan
Cct: Nuru, Mohammed; Hines, Timothy; Rodis, Nathan
. Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TINQUIRY #20080809-001

Jonathan:

Please respond directly to the Board of Supervisors and copy Supe. Mirkarimi.
Please use the reference number in vour reply title, and copy Nathan Rodis and
me because we are tracking these requests.

Thanks,
Frank

wwwww Original Message=-=--~~-

From: Board of Supervisors

Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 11:51 AM
To: Reiskin, Ed

Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO: Edward Reiskin
Public Works

V=



"Stringer, Lamry™ To
-<Lany.81ﬁnger@sfdpw.org>- T

09/24/2008 02:58 PM cc

bee

Subject

To All,
The location at Waller and Fillmore was transmitted fo the PUC back in late
July for sewer inspection when we received this location the last time. We

have temporarily filled the hole last

(01X

Board of Supervisors <Board.of Supervisors@sfgov.org>

' ""'Mi'rkéri'rhi,' ﬁoss" %R'ds's.Mi'fkar'i?hi@'sfgov.drgﬁ,'"N'L'lr'u,

Mohammed” <Mohammed. Nuru@sfdpw.org>, "Lee, Frank
W" <Frank.W.Lee@sfdpw.org>

RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

week., We received notice of the PUC

findings on 09/22/08. 20 Linear feet of pipe form the catch basin to the

manhole is failing causing the sink hole.

We will post this location next week for no parking the following 2 weeks
after. We will begin the repairs to the pipe within that period of time.

Any other questions please feel free to call or email me.

Thanks

Larry Stringer

Superintendent

Bureau of Street and Sewer Repair
Department of Public Works

City and County of San Francisco

Ph (415) 695~ 2090
Fax (415} 695- 2097

————— Original Message—-—-—-—
From: Lerma, Liz
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 11

:00 AM

To: Roberts, Kingsley; Stringer, Larry

Cc: Beoard of Supervisors

Subject: FW: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

FYI.

Liz Lerma

Acting Superintendent, Bureau of Urban Forestry
San Francisco Department of Public Works

2323 Cesar Chavez Street

. o ]
[S 0 1) I NS NI Wee I I L P Hpe L WL ) RV o WA N a1 A NSNS

Direct: (415) 641-2627
Fax: (415) 641-2666

————— Original Message—-——-

From: Beard of Supervisors [mailto:Beard.of.Supervisors@sigov.org]

Sent: Friday, September 12, 2008 4:00
To: Lerma, Liz
Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY

PM

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY 7



For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO: Liz Lerma
Public Works
WW&“W
I FROM ‘* _ Clerk of the Board

RENC 20080209-002

s

g Q“ 9/12/2008
E}

Due Date: 10/11/2008;

This 1z an inquiry from & member cof the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on $/%/2008.

Supervisor Mirkarimi reguests the following information:

Reguesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
repaliring potholes at the following locations:

Pctholes

e} Sinkhele on Waller and Fillmore {(on the Westside of Waller Street
near ¢rosswalk) This has been fix two times and the problem is getting
worse

o 484 Waller

Garbage Cans )

e} Northeast corner Grove Buchanan

o Northeast corner Scott and Waller

o) Northeast corner of Haight and Fillmore

o Northeast corner cf Haight and Buchanan

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisocr{s) noted above.

Your response to this inguiry is reguested by 106/11/2008




!O’Z;;/

"vanEPragt" _ "Altiert Limacher Schnell"
e To <19theresed8@sanbrunocable.com>,
m> board.of. supervisors@sfgov.org, "Edward Evans"
09/23/2008 05:19 AM co
bee

Subject Why Support the YMCA?

YMCA Supports the Community
A General Word to the Wise in the General Community,

The YMCA Charles Hughes has just extended an invitation to attend Tuesday, September 23,
2008, 6:30 PM, at the YMCA in the Tenderloin. I explained to him in my original message that I
did not want to attend this dinner if I could not contribute to YMCA's fund raiser, but that I
would make my financial contribution to raising subsidies money to support the disenfranchised
and fixed income folk at the YMCA at a later date, and to please send me an address where these
future moneys could be sent. Mr. Hughes replied to my message by telling by his insistence that
I attend this dinner anyhow, and that any contributions where gladly accepted at a later date.

For the folk who may not know this, or maybe even care, the YMCA support so many programs
that help people who in truth could not afford to attend a gym, or people living with HIV/AIDS,
or children who cannot aford the cost of going to summer camp. I've seen people in the gym, the
place I love the most about the YMCA, with physical therapist in wheel chairs showing how they
can create a healthy alternative to they're live by way of exercise. There are people of with
YMCA membership from all walks of life and religions, and prefered cultural social
psychologies. I myself have a membership, and live with HIV/AIDS and a bipolar condition.
For people with my medical conditions, a gym is not only for physical esthetics in body
appearances, but for definite and needed health practices that can be performed in the YMCA
gym at a very fair membership price - I could never afford to attend our more fancy gyms with
high membership prices, and even more questionable services to they're clients for the high cost.
YMCA is a very complete program at a very reasonable membership cost, It is largely
community based, that means everyone attending the YMCA contributes fo its existence to
further support the community at large - this is a very healthy ethic to contribute to in any way

you can, put above ail, become a member o1 the Y MIUA and contribute to that community ethic
of community self sufficiency - The YMCA Ethic.

Thankyou for Your Time and Con51derat10ns,
IVAN EDGAR PRATT, | = )
September 23, 2008

NAM MYOHO RENGE KYO, http://www.sgi-usa.org




CHughes@ymcasf.org>
To: "IVAN E PRATT" o
Date e Mon, 22 Sep 2008 23:03:30 -0700

Subject REE; quyoy Your Dinner

HI Iva 5:- 32?_
N

Plcasgcome Ftht) +the dinngt to kickoff our anmual YMCA Strong Communities Campaign. There is no need to donate

to attend’ ﬂlé’”dlﬁﬂ‘éf’ if¥ou'd like to donate at a later date that is fine,

Thanks and I look forward to seeing you on Tuesday evening.

Mick Hughes, Associate Executive Director
Shib Yu-Lang Central YMCA

220 Golden Gate Ave.

San Francisco, CA. 94102

{415) 447-2502 (Mick’s direct line)

(415) 885-0460 (YMCA Main line)

We build strong kids, strong families, strong communities

-----Original Message---—-

From: IVANEPRATT[; = . -
Sent: Mon 9/22/2008 8:56 riv

To: Charles (Mick) Hughes

Subject: Enjoy Your Dinner

Chughes@ymeasf.org ,

I'm a member of Central YMCA, and would Iove to go to the dinner at YMCA,
but my money is not going to be right until October 1, and I don't want

to go to fund raiser dinner without contributing something for the cause

of subsidies program of $180,000 . However, if you give me an address I

will contribute something in the mail. It won't be much, I live on a fix

income, but every dollar counts. Enjoy your dinmer and don't forget to

send me some information that I can send my contribution to YMCA.
THANKYOU,

IVAN EDGAR PRATT, —
Qpr‘tpmhpr 22 2008

NAM MYOHO RENGE KYO, htip://www.sgi-usa.org

YMCA TENDERLOIN ACTIVITY
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Fish and Game Commission

September 24, 2008

o

TO ALL AFFECTED AND INTERESTED PARTIES:

This is to provide you with a copy of the notice of proposed regulatory action
relative to sections 27.20, 27.25, 27.30, 27.32, 27.35, 27.40, 27.45, 27.50, 27 .51,
28.26, 28.27, 28.28, 28.29, 28.48, 28.49, 28.51, 28.52, 28.53, 28.54, 28.55, 28.56,
28.57 and 28.58, Title 14, California Code of Regulations, relating to recreational
fishing regulations for federal groundfish and associated species for 2009 and
2010, which will be published in the California Regulatory Notice Register on
September 26, 2008.

Please note the dates of the public hearings related to this matter and associated
deadlines for receipt of written comments.

Ms. Marija Vojkovich, Regional Manager, Marine Region, Department of Fish and
Game, phone (805) 568-1246, has been designated to respond to questions on the
substance of the proposed regulations.

Sincerely,

-,

S\W\J\;\,\l éo\,&)@ Wna

Sherrie Fonbuena
Associate Governmental Program Analyst

Attachment




TITLE 14. Fish and Game Commission
Notice of Proposed Changes in Regulations

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fish and Game Commission (Commission), pursuant to the
authority vested by sections 200, 202, 205, 210, 215, 220, 702, 7071 and 8587.1 of the Fish and Game
Code and to implement, interpret or make specific sections 200, 202, 206, 206, 210, 215, 220, 1802,
7071, 8585.5, and 8586 of the Fish and Game Code; 50 CFR Part 660, Subpart G; 50 CFR 660.384, and
Title 14 CCR 27.20, proposes to amend sections 27.20, 27.25, 27.30. 27.35, 27 40, 27 .45, 27.50, 27 .51,
28.26, 28.27, 28.28, 28 29, 28.48, 28.49, 28.51, 28.52, 28.53, 28.54, 28.55, 28.56, 28.57, and 28.58: and
add Section 27.32, Title 14, California Code of Regulations, relating to recreational fishing regulations for
federal groundfish and associated species for 2009 and 2010,

'Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview

Under California law, the California Fish and Game Commission (Commission) adopts
regulations for recreational fishing in state waters zero to three miles from shore. The Pacific
Fishery Management Council (Council), consisting of representatives from west coast states,
recommends management measures for fisheries operating in federal waters 3 to 200 miles
from shore. These management measures are established as federal regulations by NOAA
Fisheries Service. For consistency, ease of enforcement, and to avoid confusion on the part of
recreational fishermen, the Commission routinely adopts regulations to bring state law into
conformance with federal rules for groundfish and other federally-managed species. The
proposed changes described in this action would make the requisite changes for the 2009 and

2010 seasons.

There are 90 species of groundfish that occur in state and federal waters off the coast of
‘California, including several species of rockfish, lingcod, cabezon, kelp greenling, California
scorpionfish, some flatfish species, and some shark species. These “federal groundfish”
species are managed by the Council under the Pacific Coast Federal Groundfish Fishery
Management Plan (GFMP) (Magnuson-Stevens Fisheries and Conservation Act 16 U.S.C

Section 1851 et seq.). '

California sheephead, ocean whitefish and all greenlings of the genus Hexagrammos are
species that occur almost exclusively within state waters in California and are managed by the
Department of Fish and Game (Department). These state-managed species, otherwise
identified as “associated species” are known to be caught with federal groundfish species, and
thus are regulated in conjunction with federal groundfish.

At its June meeting, the Council adopted new optimum yields for some federal groundfish

species along With harvest guidelines Yor the different fishery sectors for 2009 and 2010,
Management measures (e.g., seasons, depth constraints, bag limits) were also decided by the
Council to keep within these optimum yields and harvest guidelines for each state and sector.
Analysis of past years’ catch is used to determine which management measures are expected to
keep each fishery sector within its harvest guideline.

Optimum yields set by the Council are based on stock assessments (analyses of current
population size), or if a stock assessment is not available, average recent catches are used as a
proxy, and are set to maintain healthy stocks. If a stock assessment reveals that the current
population size is at or below 25 percent of the unfished biomass (the historic population size), it
is considered “overfished”. Federal law requires that steps be taken to rebuild overfished stocks

1



under strict guidelines that place an emphasis on a reasonabie likelihood of achieving success
within specified time periods. ’ '

Currently there are six groundfish species in California that are considered overfished:
bocaccio, canary rockfish, cowcod, darkblotched rockfish, widow rockfish, and yelloweye
rockfish. Rebuilding plans for each of these species have resulted in the need to set strict
harvest guidelines and tailor management to ensure that fishery impacts are minimized. For
California’s recreational fishery, significant constraints to fishing activities in northern waters will
be needed to keep catches of yelloweye rockfish within the allowable harvest guideline for the
2009 and 2010 seasons, similar to 2007 and 2008. :

While not designated as “overfished”, some federal groundfish species stock assessments show
a need to enact more constraining regulations to keep catches within established harvest
guidelines, even in the absence of a rebuilding plan. For California’s recreational fishery,
additional restrictions off central California will be needed to keep catches of blue rockfish within
the allowable limit for 2009 and 2010,

it is virtually impossible to target an individual rockfish species, thus fishing for ail rockfish has to
be restricted to keep within the optimum yield for a constraining species. A “constraining”
species is one whose harvest level is low enough that fishing for other co-occurring species
becomes limited so that the constraining species’ harvest level is not exceeded. Yelloweye
rockfish and blue rockfish are considered to be the two most constraining species for California’s
recreational fishery. Therefore, these species were the primary determinants for the chosen
season lengths and depth constraints for fishing for all groundfish and associated species for
2009 and 2010. Canary rockfish, another overfished species, has in the past been a
constraining species and could potentially be a constraining species for the central California
management areas in 2009 and 2010, which would be addressed in a future rulemaking

package if necessary.

Yelloweye rockfish are primarily caught with a mix of other shelf rockfish species north of Point
Arena (Mendocino County) in waters deeper than 20 fathoms. For 2009 and 201 0, the
recreational fishery harvest guideline for yelloweye rockfish will continue to require conservative .
fishing seasons that may occur only in waters that are 20 fathoms and less in depth.

Blue rockfish is a dominant species in the recreational fishery in California. To stay within the
new harvest guideline for this species, it was necessary for the Council to reduce the fishing
season length by two weeks in central California.

In.order.to-make-the-State’s-regulations-consistent-wi sstatishied

by NOAA Fisheries following the June 2008 Council action, the proposed changes identified in
this regulatory package are needed to Title 14 regulations regarding recreational groundfish
fishing in State waters. The resulting season structure and depth restrictions adopted by the
Council are provided in Table 1. The proposed regulatory changes will affect boat-based
anglers only; exceptions for shore-based angiers and divers would remain in effect.



Table 1. Proposed season structure and depth restrictions for the California recreational groundfish
fishery for 2009 and 2010, adopted for federal waters by the Council'in June 2008, o S

Jun Jul Aug
8 Open < 20 fm, May 15 - Sep
i Open < 20 fm
May 15 - Aug 15
Open < 30 fm, Jun 13 - Oct 31
Open < 40 fm, May 1 - Nov 15
Qpen <« 40 fm, May 1 - Nov 15
Open < 60 fm, Mar 1 - Dec 31

Managemeﬂt Area
Northern

North-Centrat N. of 1. Arena

North-Central S. of Pt, Arena
Monterey Scuth-Central
Morro Bay South-Centrat
Southern

e Modifications to Section 27.25,_Northern Groundfish Management Area.

The Department took emergency action in August 2008 (OAL# 2008 0815 04E) to establish a
May 1 through September 2 season with a maximum depth restriction of 20 fathoms (120 feet)
for groundfish and associated species. Proposed regulations would change the fishing season,
for the waters between the Oregon border and the 40° 10' North Latitude management line near
Cape Mendocino (Humboldt County), for all groundfish and associated species by modifying the
season length to May 15 through September 15. The proposed regulations would also make
permanent the maximum depth restriction of 20 fathoms (120 feet) implemented through the
emergency action. These changes are necessary to keep yelloweye rockfish catch within the
harvest guideline as discussed above.

» Modifications to Section 27.30, North-Central Groundfish Management Area.

The Department took emergency action in August 2008 (OAL# 2008 0815 04E) to split the
North-Central Management Area into two distinct regions - the North-Central North of Point
Arena Groundfish Management Area, for waters between the 40° 10’ North Latitude
management line and Point Arena (38° 57.50" North Latitude; Section 27.30, Title 14, CCR), and
the North-Central South of Point Arena Groundfish Management Area, for waters between Point
Arena and Pigeon Point (San Mateo County; see below; modifications to Section 27.32, Title 14,
CCR). Additionally, the emergency action established a maximum depth restriction of 20
fathoms (120 feet) for groundfish and associated species and a June 1 through November 30
season. The proposed regulations would make the 20 fathom maximum depth restriction
permanent, and would modify the fishing season to May 15 through August 15. Splitting the
North-Central Management Area into two regions would allow for differing regulations north and
south of Point Arena, and allow for finer-scale regional management. The take of yelloweye
rockfish north of Point Arena is significantly higher than that south of Point Arena.

The August 2008 emergency action (OAL# 2008 0815 04E) removed. regulations.pertaining.to

the Farallons Closure Area, the Cordell Bank Closure Area, and the exception allowing the year-
round take of leopard shark in several bays from this section and relocated them to Section
27.32, because these rules do not apply within the re-defined geographic range of this
management area. The proposed regulation would make permanent the restructuring of the
management areas, with their respective closure areas and leopard shark exception.

» Modifications to Section 27.32, North-Central South of Point Arena Groundfish Management
Area. :
The Department took emergency action in August 2008 (OAL# 2008 0815 04E) to establish
Section 27.32 with regulations pertaining to the waters between Point Arena (Mendocino
County) and Pigeon Point (San Mateo County). These regulations include a June 1 through
November 30 season for groundfish and associated species, along with a maximum 30 fathom
3




(180 feet) fishing depth restriction. The proposed regulations would make permanent the 30
fathom maximum depth restrictions, and would modify the fishing season to Jung 13 through
October 31. -

The August emergency action (OAL# 2008 0815 04E) removed the regulations pertaining to the
Farallones Closure Area, the Cordell Bank Closure Area, and the exception allowing the year-
round take of leopard shark in several bays from Section 27.30 and relocated the regulations
here without change, because these rules apply within the newly established management area.
The proposed regulation would make permanent the restructuring of the management areas,
with their respective closure areas and leopard shark exception.

» Modifications to Section 27.35, Monterey South-Central Groundfish Management Area.
Existing regulations establish a May 1 through November 30 season for groundfish and
associated species, with a maximum fishing depth restriction of 40 fathoms (240 feet).
Proposed regulations would reduce the fishing season for all groundfish and associated species
to May 1 through November 15, maintaining the 40 fathom depth restriction. Reducing the
season by two weeks is expected to keep blue rockfish catch within the new harvest guideline.

» Modifications to Section 27.40, Morro Bay South-Central Groundfish Management Area.
Existing regulations establish a May 1 through November 30 season for groundfish and
associated species, with a maximum fishing depth restriction of 40 fathoms (240 feet).

Proposed regulations would reduce the fishing season for all groundfish and associated species
to May 1 through November 15, maintaining the 40 fathom depth restriction. Redueing the
season by two weeks is expected to help to keep biue rockfish catch within the harvest
guideline, ‘ : - :

» Modifications to Sections 28,26 California Sheephead: 28.27 Lingcod; 28.28 Cabezon: 28.29
Kelp Greenling. Rock Greenling; 28.48 Pacific Sanddab, Rock Sole, Sand Sole. Butter Sole,
Curlfin Sofe, Rex Sole and Flathead Sole; 28.49 Dover Sole, English Sole. Petrale Sole,
Arrowtooth Flounder, and Starry Flounder; 28.51 Spiny Dogfish, Soupfin Shark: 28.52 Big
Skates, California Skates, and Longnose Skates; 28.53 Ratfish, Rattails and Codlings; 28.54
California Scorpionfish (Sculpin); 28.55 Rockfish (Sebastes); 28.56 Leopard Shark; 28.57
Pacific Cod, Pacific Whiting, Sablefish, and Thornyheads; and, 28.58 Ocean Whitefish.

The listed sections list the seasons and fishing depths for these species or species groups.

Additionally, some species or species groups have size limits, bag limits, gear restrictions,

exceptions for leopard shark and/or exceptions for “other flatfish®. The Department took

emergency action in August 2008 (OAL# 2008 0815 D4E) to establish seasons and fishing
depths for these species or species groups. The proposed regulations would make the changes

orrdatesandfor-depth-constraiits o iEteh

Berrhanentinr-oaact-obine

{he proposed regulations for the dif}erent Groundfish Management Areas discussed above.

» Modifications fo Section 28.28(b), Cabezon Bag Limit.

Existing regulations provide for a one fish bag limit for cabezon within the 10-fish aggregate bag
limit for rockfish, cabezon and greenling, the RCG complex. Proposed regulations would
increase the cabezon bag limit from one fish to two fish, within the RCG bag limit. The
Department analyzed potential impacts of an increase in the recreational cabezon bag limit from
one to two fish within the RCG bag limit. Results of the analysis show that an increase in the
bag limit is not projected to result in exceeding the recreational harvest guideline for this species,
The proposed action could reduce impacts on other fish that would be caught to replace
discarded cabezon and decrease waste of discarded dead cabezon.
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» Modifications to Section 28.55(b)(1), Bag Limit for Bronzespotted Rockfish.

Proposed regutations would include the bronzespotted rockfish (Sebastes gifli) as a prohibited
rockfish species (no retention, or bag fimit of zero). The bronzespotted rockfish is not described
as an overfished species because there has not been a formal stock assessment completed;
however, anecdotal information suggests its abundance may be low. The proposed change was
adopted by the Council as a precautionary measture for 2009 and 2010 to protect bronzespotted
rockfish until more information becomes available.

» Modifications fo Section 28.55(b}(3), Bag Limit for Bocaccio.

Existing regulations provide for differing bag limits within the RCG bag limit for bocaccio north
and south of the 40° 10’ North Latitude management iine, with a two fish bag limit in the
Northern Management Area, and a one fish bag limit in the remaining management areas,
except that there is a zero fish bag limit in the Cowcod Conservation Area. Proposed
regulations would allow for a statewide fwo fish bag limit within the 10 fish RCG bag limit; the
zero fish bag limit in the Cowcod Conservation Area would remain unchanged. The coastwide
bocaccio optimum yield increased for 2009 and 2010; therefore the statewide recreational
fishery can retain two fish while remaining within the bocaccio harvest guideline. The proposed
action could reduce impacts on other fish that would be caught to replace discarded bocaccio,
decrease waste of discarded dead bocaccio, and allow for the same limit statewide.

 Modifications to Sections 27.25 Northern Groundfish Management Area; 27.30 North-Central
Groundfish Management Area; 27.35 Monterey South-Central Groundfish Management Area;
27.40 Morro Bay South-Central Groundfish Management Area; 27.45 Southern Groundfish
Management Area; 27.50 Cowcod Conservation Areas: and, Sections 28.48 Pacific Sanddab.
Rock Sole, Sand Sole, Butter Sole, Curlfin Sole, Rex Sole and Flathead Sole, Pertaining to
the Elimination of Gear Restrictions when Fishing for Sanddabs and Other Flatfish.
Existing regulations allow Sanddabs and “Other Flatfish” to be taken in the California
recreational fishery when fishing for rockfish, lingcod, and associated species is closed and in
depths where fishing for rockfish is prohibited, providing that anglers are limited to not more than
12 No. 2 or smaller hooks and up to two pounds of weight. A No. 2 hook means a fishing hook
with a gap not greater than 7/16 inch between the hook point and the shank. These regulations _
were implemented in 2004 to reduce bycatch of overfished rockfish species. The specified gear
is the standard gear used for targeting sanddabs regardless of whether the rockfish season is
open or closed.

The Department analyzed the merits and shortcomings of the sanddab and “Other Flatfish” gear
restrictions. The analysis revealed that there has been no appreciable change to impact rates

or-overfished-species-oranyspeciesofthe genus Sebastes beforeant after gear Testictong

were implemented and that impacts are presently negligible. Additionally, both California
Recreational Fisheries Survey samplers and party/charter boat operators indicated that the
bycatch of rockfish species while fishing for sanddabs and “Other Flatiish” is minimal. For
regulation simplicity, the Council repealed the aforementioned gear restrictions pertaining to
sanddabs and "Other Flatfish”. The proposed regulatory changes would conform to action taken
by the Council.

» Clanifying Changes to Section 27.20(a) Pertaining to the Definition of “Depth Constraint’.
Existing regulations provide the definition of depth constraint as based on either general depth
contour lines or a set of federal waypoints. Proposed regulations would clarify that the
Department uses two different definitions of “depth constraint” depending on whether fishing is
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occurring in waters greater than or equal to 30 fathoms or waters that are shallower than 30
fathoms. Areas equal fo or deeper than 30 fathoms shall use a line determined by connecting
the appropriate set of waypoints adopted in Federal regulations, and areas shallower than 30
fathoms shali use general depth contour lines for approximating depth at which the angler is

fishing.

» Clarifying Changes fo Section 27.20(b) Pertaining fo Special Closure Areas,

The Department took emergency action in May 2008 (OAL# 2008 0505 01E) to clarify that
unless there is a special exemption, the take of groundfish and associated species is prohibited
in special closure areas (e.g., Cordell Banks closure) even when the rest of the management
area is open. This emergency action will expire November 5, 2008; however, the proposed
regulation would make the change permanent. :

» Clarifving changes fo Section 28.56 | eopard Shark.

Current regulations allow for the take of leopard shark in waters 20 fathoms or less from March
through December within the Cowcod Conservation Area. This is contrary to Section 28.50
Cowcod Conservation Area which does not allow for the take of leopard shark within the
Cowcod Conservation Area. Currently, there are exceptions allowing the take of leopard shark
in enclosed bays; however, there are no enclosed bays within the Cowcod Conservation Area
and there was never any intent to allow fishing for leopard sharks within the Cowcod
Conservation Area. The proposed regulation would remove this inconsistency by prohibiting the
take of leopard shark within the Cowcod Conservation Area.

NOTICE IS GIVEN that any person interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
relevant to this action at a hearing to be held at the Flamingo Conference Resort, 2777 Fourth
Street, Santa Rosa, California, on Friday, October 3, 2008 at 8:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as

the matter may be heard.

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that any person interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
relevant to this action at a hearing to be held in the City of Huntington Beach, City Council
Chambers, 2000 Main Street, Huntington Beach, California, on Friday, November 14, 2008, at
8:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard. ltis requested, but not required,
that written comments be submitted on or before November 7, 2008 at the address given below,
or by fax at (916) 653-5040, or by e-mail to FGC@igc.ca.aov. Written comments mailed, faxed
or e-mailed to the Commission office, must be received before 5:00 p.m. on November 11, 2008.
All comments must be received no later than November 14, 2008, at the hearing in Huntington
Beach, CA. If you would like copies of any modifications to this proposal, please include your
name and mailing address.

The regulations as proposed in strikeout-underline format, as well as an initial statement of
reasons, including environmental considerations and all information upon which the proposal is
based (rulemaking file), are on file and available for public review from the agency '
representative, John Carlson, Jr., Executive Director, Fish and Game Commission, 1416 Ninth
Street, Box 944209, Sacramento, California 94244-2090, phone (916) 653-4898. Please direct
requests for the above mentioned documents and inquiries concerning the regulatory process to
John Carlson, Jr., or Sherrie Fonbuena at the preceding address or phone number. Ms. Marija
Vojkovich, Regional Manager of the Marine Region, Department of Fish and Game, phone
(805) 568-1246, has been designated to respond to gquestions on the substance of the
proposed regulations. Copies of the Initial Statement of Reasons, including the regulatory
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language, may be obtained from the address above. Nofice of the proposed action shall be
posted on the Fish and Game Commission website at hitp/iwww fgc.cagov.

Availability of Modified Text

If the regulations adopted by the Commission differ from but are sufficiently related to the action
proposed, they will be available to the public for at least 15 days prior to the date of adoption.
Circumstances beyond the control of the Commission (e.g., timing of Federal regulation
adoption, timing of resource data collection, timelines do not allow, etc.) or changes made fo be
responsive to public recommendation and comments during the regulatory process may
preciude full compliance with the 15-day comment period, and the Commission will exercise its
powers under Section 202 of the Fish and Game Code. Regulations adopted pursuant to this
section are not subject to the time periods for adoption, amendment or repeal of regulations
prescribed in sections 11343.4, 11346.4 and 11346.8 of the Government Code. Any person
interested may obtain a copy of said regulations prior to the date of adoption by contacting the
agency representative named herein.

if the regulatbry proposal is adopted, the final statement of reasons may be obtained from the
address above when it has been received from the agency program staff.

Impact of Requlatory Action

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result from the
proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the following initial determinations relative
to the required statutory categories have been made: '

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting Business, including
the Ability of California Businesses to Compete with Businesses in Other States:

The range of proposed management actions that would limit recreational groundfish
fishing in one or more of the Groundfish Management Areas for one or more species of
fish may have adverse impacts to some businesses in California. Sport fishing business
owners, boat owners, tackle store owners, boat manufacturers, vendors of food, balf, fuel
and lodging, and others that provide goods or services to those that recreationally pursue
groundfish off California may be adversely affected to some degree from loss of business
if the 2009 and 2010 seasons are restricted compared to previous management cycles.
However, anticipated impacts are speculative and would vary considerably by geographic
location and by the nature and extent of the regulatory action taken. Additionaily, it

" L ” A \ "
Sposecreghmory-actons wothd ot appiytothose

recreationally targeting groundfish from shore or by diving, which would lessen impacts to
some businesses such as dive and kayak shops.

Furthermore, while some coastal areas rely more heavily on boat-based sport groundfish
fishing activity, there are other areas in which it comprises only a small amount of the
overall fishing effort. For 2007, the Department estimates that recreational anglers in
ocean waters throughout California made about 3.7 million fishing trips. It is not possibie
to approximate how many of these trips would not be taken exclusively as a result of the
proposed regulatory action. it is important to recognize that in all coastal areas of
California there is still recreational ocean fishing opportunity for other desirable target
species that are not managed as part of the groundfish complex - namely albacore,
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(b)

©

(d)

halibut, surf perches, bass, and others. Fishing opportunities for these species would not
be impacted by the proposed regulation changes. Whén recreational anglérs are
prohibited or curtailed from targeting one particular species or groups of species due fo
season or area closures, oftentimes they will mitigate by changing target species or
relocating their effort.

The Commission has made an initial determination that the amendment of this regulation
may have a significant statewide adverse economic impact directly affecting business,
including the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in other states.
The Commission has considered proposed alternatives that would lessen any adverse
economic impact on business and invites you to submit proposals. Submissions may
include the following considerations:

) the establishment of differing compliance or reporting requirements or timetables
which_take into account the resources available to businesses;

(i) consolidation or simplification of compliance and reporting requirements for
businesses;

(i) the use of performance standards rather than prescriptive standards: or

(iv) exemption or partial exemption from the regulatory requirements for business,

Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs within the State, the Creation of New
Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the Expansion of Businesses in

California:

The proposed regulatory action could produce some impact on the creation or
elimination of jobs or businesses that rely on recreational fishing for groundfish and
associated species. However, the degree of impact is highly speculative in nature and
cannot be quantified. See response to (a) above.

Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business:

The Commission is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action.

Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State:
None.

©)
M
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(h)

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings 1o Local Agencies: None.
Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts: None.

Costs Imposed on any Local Agency or School District that is Required to be
Reimbursed Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 1 7500) of Division 4. None,

Effect on Housing Costs: None.



Effect on Small Business

It has been determined that the adoption of these regulations may affect small business. The
Commission has drafted the regulations in Plain English pursuant to Government Code sections

11342.580 and 11346.2(a)(1).

Consideration of Alternatives

The Commission must determine that no reasonable alternative considered by the Commission,
or that has otherwise been identified and brought to the attention of the Commission, would be
more effective in carrying out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as
effective and less burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed action.

FISH AND GAME COMMISSION

John Carlson, Jr.
Dated: September 15, 2008 Executive Director
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"I\éoore, a(zrace" i To Board of Supervisors <Board.of. Supervisors@sfgov.org>
. <Grace.Moore ora> T T T T TR
@sfdpw.org "Mckenna, Dan" <Dan.Mckenna@sfdpw.org>, "Rodis,
09/28/2008 07:34 AM cc Nathan" <Nathan.Rodis@sfdpw.org>, "Mirkarimi, Ross"

<Ross. Mirkarimi@sfgov.org>, "Lee, Frank W"
bee

Subject RE: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY #20080923-004

Locations inspected and citations issued where appropriate as followsy

San Francisco Bay Guardian
Southeast corner of Fillmore and Post

22~Sep—-08 Southwest corner of Divisadero and Sutter
26~5ep-08 9th Avenue and Judah {near bus stops)
26-Sep-08 7th Avenue and Irving (near bus stops)

: Northwest corner of Hayes and Fillimore
22~Sep~08 Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight

San Francisco Chronicle
Northwest corner of Fillmore and Hayes

22~-Sep-08 Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore

26-Sep-08 Irving and 2th Avenue

26-Sep-08 Irving and 7th Avenue

18-3ep-08 Southwest corner of Haight and Clayton

18-Sep~08 Southeast corner of Haight and Masonic
Examiner
Northwest cerner of Fillmore and Hayes

22~3ep~08 Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore
SF Dailly

18-Sep-08 Northwest corner of Hayes and Gough
City Star

18-Sep-08 Northwest corner of Hayes and Gough

22-Sep-08 Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight
SF Weekly

18~5ep-038 Southeast corner of Masonic and Haight

22-Sep~08 Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore

Weekly inspections con—going

Grace L. Moore
News Rack Program Coordinatoer

3BT h! 5= . o TR P Tk 15

Fid
News Rack Program
875 Stevenson St., Room 460
San Francisco, CA 924102
ph 415.554.5852
cl 415.254.5767

————— Original Message=-—~-—-

From: Board of Supervisors

Sent: Wednesday, September 24, 2008 3:32 PM
To: Reiskin, Ed

Subject: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY




BOARD OF SUPERVISORS INQUIRY
For any questions, call the sponsoring supervisor

TO: Edward Reiskin
Public Works

FROM: Clerk of the Board

DATE: 9/24/2008

REFERENCE: 20080923-004

FILE NO.

Due Date: 10/24/2008:

This is an inguiry from a member of the Board of Supervisors made at the
Board meeting on 9/23/2008.

Supervisor Mirkarimi requests the following information:

Requesting the Department of Public Works to report on the status of
removing graffiti from newsstands at the following locations:

San Francisco Bay Guardian

Southeast ceorner of Fillmore and Post
Southwest corner of Divisadero and Sutter
9th Avenue and Judah {near bus stops)

7th Avenue and Irving (near bus stops)
Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight

San Francisco Chronicle

Southeast corner of Haight and Fillmore
Irving and 9th Avenue

Irving and 7th Avenue

Scuthwest corner of Haight and Clayton
Southeast corner of Haight and Masonic

Examinex
Nerthwest corner of Fillmore and Hayes
Scoutheast corner of Haight and Fillmore

SF Delly
Northwest corner of Hayes and Gough

City Star
Southeast corner of Fillmore and Haight

SF Weekly
Southeast corner of Masonic and Haight and Southeast corner of Haight
“and Fillmore

Please indicate the reference number shown above in your response, direct
the original via email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org and send a copy to
the Supervisor(s) noted above.

Your response to this inquiry is requested by 10/24/2008
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City and County of San Francisco

Department on the Status of Women

Mayor Gavin Newsom
Executive Director Emily M. Murase, PhD

Ag

September 25, 2008

Supervisor Tom Ammiano

Board of Supervisors

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

Via Email to Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org

RE:  Reference #20080909-054
Dear Supervisor Ammiano,

In response to your inquiry of 9/9/2008 at a meeting of the Board of Supervisors, made to the

. District Attorney, City Attorney, Mayor’s Office, and All City Departments, regarding violence
prevention efforts in the Mission; the Department on the Status of Women shares your concerns
regarding the necessity for increased and improved coordination of violence prevention efforts in the
district.

The Department on the Status of Women is closely involved in many violence preventmn and
intervention efforts that impact the Mission. These efforis include:

¢ Our Violence Against Women Prevention and Intervention Grants Program gives
financial support to organizations and programs that work to prevent violence against
women and girls, as well as providing support to those who have become victims of
sexual assault and intimate partner violence. These organizations include Mission
Neighborhood Centers, Horizons, Mujeres Unidas y Activas, Riley Center, La Casa
de las Madres, WOMAN Inc., San Francisco Women Against Rape, and the
Cooperatlve Restraining Order Clinic, all of which provide services in the Mission

et 4

e The Family Violence Council addresses violence throughout the lifespan, including
child abuse, domestic violence, and elder/dependent adult abuse. Quarterly meetings
afford these communities an opportunity to exchange information and lay the
groundwork for new collaborative efforts on cross-cutting issues such as language
access, enhancing prosecutions, and follow-up to the Attorney General's Report on
Domestic Violence. The Family Violence Council has 3 primary goals: to coordinate
services and improve communication between the three communities; to analyze
trends and data related to family violence in San Francisco, statewide, and nationally;
and to advise the Board of Supervisors, the Mayor, and the Courts about these trends
and other family violence-related issues. Active members include the Office of the
District Attorney, the Police Department, the Superior Court, Adult Probation, the

Department of Public Health, the Human Services Agency, and San Francisco
Unified School District. ) %3
25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 130 (415) 252-2570 ’ dosw@sfgov.org

San Francisco, CA 94102 {415) 252.2575 fax www.sfgov.orgldosw



San Francisco Department on the Status of Women
Page 2

& The Justice & Courage Oversight Panel, which seeks to end domestic violence by.
creating a seamless and well-coordinated system-wide response to intimate partner -
violence in San Francisco. Currently the Oversight Panel is working with Police,
Adult Probation, community service providers, the Sheriff’s Department, and others
to address 1. Language access for limited English-speaking proficient victims of
domestic violence; 2. Policies to identify and address stalking, 3. Improved batierer
accountability, 4. The system's inability to identify the complexity of risk that victims
face depending on their background, and 5. The system's inability to assess the degree
of danger that a victim faces.

In addition to the above programs, the Department on the Status of Women was involved in the
development of the City-wide Violence Prevention Plan that was released earlier this year.
Implementation of this plan should make a difference in the City’s response to violence when it
occurs, as well as making a long-term investment in the prevention of violence through improved
services and efforts to keep people safe.

If we may provide you with any further information, or assist you in your efforts, please contact our
Senior Policy Analyst Jill Tregor at 415-252-2573. We would be pleased to work with you.

Very truly yours,

Emily M. Murase, PhD
Fxecutive Director

cc: Mayor’s Office of Criminal Justice, Judge Kevin Ryan, Maya Dillard-Smith




W Jill Tregor/DOSW/SFGOV To Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org
: 09/25/2008 02:16 PM

cc Emily.Murase@sfgov.org

5 bee
Subject Reference #20080909-054

Please see attached letter to Supervisor Ammiano in response to his request for information about
violence prevention efforts in the Mission District. We are sending a signed version of the letter via mail.
Thank you.

Jill Tregor

=]

DOSW _BOS_inauiy refsence 20080309-054.doc
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Jill R. Tregor, MPH

Senior Policy Analyst for Domestic Viclence Policy & Programs
Department on the Status of Women

25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite #130

San Francisco, CA 94102

http:/iwww.sfgov.org/dosw

Phone: 415/252-2573
Fax:  415/262-2575
Email: jill.tregor@sfgov.org
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Amy L. Brown . % . City and County of San Francisco
Director of Real Estate BY REAL ESTATE DIVISION

fe

MEMORANDUM

September 22, 2008

TO: Angela Calvillo
Clerk of the Board

FROM:  Amy L. Brown @”"7 %O [ Sger

Director of Real Estate

SUBJECT: Violence Prevenﬁon; Reference No. 20080909-061

I am in receipt of your letter dated September 15, 2008 (copy attached), relative to Reference No.
20080909-061 which is cited above. Please be advised that our office is not currently involved in
preventing violence in the Mission District, nor is this our area of expertise. We stand ready to assist
in obtaining locations for installation of Shotspotters as necessary. However, at this time, we cannot
provide anything pertinent to add to your file.

If you require any additional information, please contact me at 554-9875,

Thank you.

ALB:kb
Attachment

cc: Supervisor Tom Ammiano

59

i‘managersiadmin abibos file 20080909-061 violence.doc

Office of the Director of Real Estate « 25 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 460 + San Francisco, CA 94102
{415) 554-9850 + FAX:(415) 552-9216



