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     Garbage has its places. Which goes in the green bin? All
the problems with our new system were the subject for
discussion at last month’s meeting.
     Debby Dunn of the Community Relations department of
Golden Gate Disposal and  Recycling Company, explained
the correct receptacles for waste and recyclable materials as
well as procedures for oversize pick-up and disposal of toxic
materials such as batteries and paints.  If you have questions,
she may be contacted at  (415)575 2485.

Emergency Procedures Vote proposed for the following
issue:
     Most San Franciscans are unaware of the changes being
proposed for the Music Concourse in Golden Gate Park due
to the upcoming garage construction.  The Department of
Recreation and Parks has presented a proposal to the Golden
Gate Park Concourse Authority to cut down some of the 100-
year-old trees in the Music Concourse Bowl.
     In particular, they are proposing to cut down some of the
historic pollarded trees in the Concourse Bowl between the
stage and the first fountain.  The stated purpose is to clear a
view to the stage.  Many of these trees were planted in the
1890’s.   San Franciscans have been sitting under these trees
and enjoying performances for over one hundred years.
     Although the proposal states that “only” seven trees are
being cut, the design drawing indicates that many more will
be removed.  In addition, instead of replanting as is planned
in the rest of the Concourse, this area will remain bare – no
trees, no shade, no shelter.
     The formal tree grid and the pruning or pollarding of the
trees are an integral part of the overall historic Concourse
design.  The removal of any of these trees undermines the
design concept by altering the grid.  It also introduces the
idea that tree removal is acceptable for convenience and
clears the way for removal of more trees in the future.
These trees must be preserved now and protected from the
coming construction.   They are part of the heritage of all
San Franciscans.  Once they are cut down, there is nothing
that can replace them for another 100 years.
...Submitted by:  Ramona Albright, TPCOSC, Written by:
Katherine Howard, ASLA (Am Soc. Landscape Architects),

     Debby Dunn of Golden Gate Disposal and  Recycling

     After two hearings at the Coalition’s General Assembly,
there are many unanswered questions that delegates have for
the Planning Department.
     Amit Ghosh, Chief of Comprehensive Planning has
consented to return to set out the basis for the Housing
Element along with Commissioners Bill Lee and Sue Lee

    So much has happened since we last met, that a rash of
Emergency and Committee measures will be coming before
us at the next meeting.
     Besides the one above, there are others on page three and
page 6, and those are only the ones we know about.
     For review, here’s the rules about emergency items:
§Sec.VII, G 1. Introduction of proposed policy statements
shall be made at a meeting prior to the one at which the vote
is to be taken. 2. The support of a minimum of one-third of
the member organizations is required for adoption. The vote
shall be taken by roll call. 3. When the representatives present
declare by a two-thirds vote that an emergency exists, a matter
may be considered at the meeting at which it is introduced.



—Page 2—

     Every neighborhood volunteer watchdog  I know has
been  way too busy lately.  Even with the help of the internet,
keeping track of the Board of Supervisors regular and
committee meetings, the budget hearings, the commission
hearings, and the sleight-of-hand tricks in Room 200, to say
nothing of our regular neighborhood meetings and CSFN
regular and committee meetings, has been a bit overwhelming
as of late. And on the front burner for many has been the
politics of the Care Not Cash decision, to say nothing of the
related mayoral campaigns.
     I have personally taken on the added task of exposing
the abuses of the Natural Areas Program.  One reason is
because CSFN has traditionally supported park bonds, so I
believe we bear some responsibility when our tax money,
intended for Open Space acquisition or conservancy, is used
instead to kill healthy trees and replace them with indigenous
weeds and wildflowers.  Wildflowers are nice.  Having kids
plant them is even nicer.  But I think a rational person would
direct such activities to a meadow, or an unused or neglected
parcel, and not destroy 100-year groves of trees.
     I would like to thank Supervisor Matt Gonzalez for
facilitating a meeting with the City Attorney’s representative
on the issue this past month.  And I would also like to thank
Supervisor Fiona Ma for holding a hearing on the topic this
past Thursday at the City Services Committee.  Gavin
Newsom, who is on the committee, has heard the issue at
previous meetings of the old Board, but for Supervisors Ma
& Dufty, it was their initiation.
     We thank Supervisor Dufty for identifying web assistance
for Ms. Goldstein to finally post the NAP Management Plan
on the RPD website, (it apparently exceeded the departmental
capacity of RPD to do so, it would seem).  It has been a
great source of frustration that the public has not been able
to get copies of the Management Plan, whether online or in
hard copy.  The Supervisors also learned in detail how the
NAP people have continued to kill trees and put up fences
limiting public access, even after the Board of Supervisors
prohibited doing so with their NAPCAC creation resolution
last year.  They learned how RPD is implementing a draft
Management Plan before an environmental review of the
plan has been written or approved by any commission, in
violation of CEQA.  Additionally, full cooperation with the
NAPCAC by RPD was promised, which has been sorely
lacking.
Many thanks to Supervisors Ma, Dufty, Newsom and
Gonzalez on behalf of those of us at CSFN who don’t believe
in blank checks, and who still believe that the parks belong
to the people, most of whom respect their importance and
history.
     Setting aside all of our more satisfying personal interests,
I must tell you that the most important issue facing our
neighborhoods today is the draft Housing Element.  If you
have not read it yet, please take the time to do so, quickly.
The second hearing on this document, which has been
updated for the first time in 12 years, is on June 5th.  I can

tell you, as a policy analyst by profession, that this Housing
Element, besides being an incredibly illogical and disingenuous
piece of social engineering propaganda in form, is a recipe
for disaster in our neighborhoods across the city if
implemented.  It is obvious that it was written in collusion
with non-profit housing developers in order to further polarize
our population into rich and poor, and drive out what’s left
of the working middle class.  From dramatically increasing
the density of existing neighborhoods that are well-served by
transit, to discriminatory treatment of market rate developers,
it is clear that skewed ideologies,  (most of which are outdated
and a good argument can be made are responsible for our
current housing shortage), are valued above planning policies
that encourage production in appropriate areas, and that don’t
disfigure existing neighborhoods.
     I urge you to put aside all other considerations for a couple
of weeks or a month and educate yourself and your neighbors
about the Housing Element.  The public review process has
already been compromised.  If it were not for CSFN and
others demanding a postponement, the Planning Commission
would have already approved this defective document and
rushed it off to Sacramento in their lust for our share of the
State’s affordable housing bond money.
     Care Not Cash will wait.  My feeling is, when the voters
realize that only 1 in 7 homeless people on our streets would
have been affected by Care Not Cash anyway, we will wonder
why we even supported it, let alone wasted our precious time
with it.
     The Housing Element is far more important and will have
lasting consequences, immediately and for decades to come.

 .....Submitted by Barbara Meskunas, CSFN President

     Frederick Law Olmsted, the great landscape designer of the
19th century,  believed that parks were places for the enjoyment
of scenery.  A term bandied about in those times was “rural
improvement” and by that it was meant creating places for
people to relax.  Notions about striving for relaxation crop up
in a many great writers of that time. Olmsted’s contribution to
park design was in maintaining naturalistic patterns and creating
“natural sceneries.”
      Here in 2003, we are changing  our traditional sense of
parks, the ways we relax, and our understanding of and response
to nature.  As part of a worldwide realization that there are very
few wild places left on earth and in direct recognition of the
small, precious fragments of remnant natural spaces left in San
Francisco, the Natural Areas Program was created.
      Just as much as soccer and tennis, the enjoyment of nature
is recreation.  The implements of this sport are within the reach
of everyone; you are required only to have an open mind and
a willing spirit ready to seek what can be learned in Nature for
Nature’s Sake 101. These remnant sites are not mere scenery,
but a functioning world full of nesting herons, wrens and
hummingbirds, butterflies, dragonflies, bumble bees and beetles.
The science of urban natural sites
      The science of managing urban natural sites is in its beginning

(Cont. P. 7)
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 The new coalition OSTF met on april 21st at Northern Station.
Tys Sniffen was elected chair, and the following members
who have been meeting electronically were ratified:
Ramona Albright - TPCOSC, Jim Andrew - RHN, Carolyn
Blair - THD, Tim Colen - GWPN, Irena Doliov - GPA,
Steve Gruel - GGHNA, Richard Magary - BVNA, Frank Noto
- GGHNA, Tys Sniffen - NOPNA, Nancy Wuerfel - SPEAK.
     Members agreed to the Goal: to work to make the open
spaces of SF available to everyone, and to change the task
force name from 'natural areas' to 'Open Space Task Force'.
     Carolyn Blair THD, introduced a motion to be put before
the membership at the May meeting:
Wheras the RPD as proposed to cut down historic 100 year
old pollarded trees in the GG park music concourse bowl, and
Wheras it is important to preserve the historic formal garden

(Cont. P. 4.)

      San Francisco is about to take a giant step backward in
its treatment of some of its most vulnerable citizens: people

with serious and persistent mental illness.
      The Department of Public Health, in trying to balance its
budget, is closing the Mental Health Rehabilitation Facility
(MHRF), which houses and rehabilitates people with severe
mental illnesses at San Francisco General Hospital. This
facility is the only one of its kind in San Francisco. It was
created as a result of a 1986 ballot measure that was approved
by 80% of the voters in order to provide a vital and necessary
level of treatment locally.
       Since opening, the MHRF has achieved a 90% rate of
success with returning patients to the community. It has won
national recognition as an outstanding program. The
department plans to transform the MHRF into a less costly
board-and-care operation, thereby eliminating the array of
medical, nursing, social work and occupational therapy
services currently provided. This will thwart the will of the
voters who approved the creation of the MHRF, in part, to
allow the mentally ill to receive the love and support of nearby
family and friends.
       DPH’s budget proposal underestimates short-term costs
and ignores long-term costs in an attempt to show that closure
would save the city money. Up to 65% of MHRF patients
are involuntarily committed or under court order for
administration of their medications requiring that they be
placed in a locked facility for their own safety and the safety
of others. Staff estimates that up to 75% of them cannot
function in a less restrictive environment. These patients
cannot legally be placed in residential/board-and-care facilities.
Their chances of recovery are greatly reduced in such settings.
     MHRF’s program is designed to eliminate the dangerous
and costly revolving door between homelessness and
emergency psychiatric care, the most expensive form of care
the city provides the mentally ill. At a time when San
Franciscans are struggling to reduce homelessness, closing
the MHRF means the City will have no intermediate level of
care for people discharged from psychiatric emergency wards.
Most will be sent to board and care homes in our
neighborhoods, where they can miss taking medications.
Without appropriate supervision, they will end up on our
streets, and ultimately in jail or back in the emergency
psychiatric ward at cash-strapped General Hospital, to begin
the cycle over again.
      San Francisco patients who require this level of assistance
should be able to receive care at the MHRF.  We propose
that the Department of Public Health rethink its plan and:
• Reverse plans to shut down the MHRF;
• Fund the unit at levels appropriate to serve its annual 209
    clients;
• Establish a committee to study ways in which the MHRF
   could operate more efficiently; and.
• Pursue other sources of money for mental health care (state,
   federal and private sector).
      Rather than balance the city budget on the backs of our
most vulnerable citizens, it is time for city leaders to seek
restructured federal funding for the MHRF, cut waste, or
simply do a better job of setting priorities.
...Submitted by Frank Noto, Alternative Delegate, GGHNA,
and a member of Friends and Family of the MHRF, with
assistance from Jennifer Baity Carlin, LCSW, psychiatric
social worker.

Regarding closure of the MURF (Mental
Health Rehabilitation Facility) and its
devastating impact on San Francisco
neighborhoods leading to an increase in
homelessness.
WHEREAS, the Mental Health Rehabilitation Facility
(MHRF – pronounced “Murf”) is the only facility in
San Francisco that provides comprehensive long-term
treatment for people with severe mental illnesses
including schizophrenia and bipolar disorder, and after
opening in 1996, the MHRF has achieved recognition
as a national model in psychiatry that now graduates
90% of its residents back to the community by
providing them with psychiatric services, medication
and job training; and,
WHEREAS, treatment provided at the MHRF is
needed to help eliminate the dangerous revolving door
between living on the streets and costly inpatient
emergency treatment; and treatment at the MHRF is
much cheaper at $257 per day, versus more than $400
per day at jail psychiatric services, or $2,000 per day
at the acute psychiatric wing of SF General Hospital;
and,
WHEREAS, closure of the MHRF would thwart the will
of San Francisco voters who overwhelmingly approved
bonds to build the MHRF in order to care for the mentally
ill in a humane setting designed to lead to recovery, by a
vote of nearly 80%, and would contravene the promise
made to San Francisco voters then by the Director of Health
and Board of Supervisors that “Proposition C would allow
us to build a greatly needed long-term psychiatric facility
in San Francisco.  Currently there is no such facility in San
Francisco.  As a consequence, family and friends of our
San Francisco patients must go to other counties to visit
them.  Our staff cannot closely supervise the patients and
best determine their needs.”
THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that CSFN opposes
the closure of the MURF and requests that it be fully funded
to serve the population for which it was designed.
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1. Call to order:  President Barbara Meskunas brought the
meeting to order at 7:15 pm at the Northern Police Station.
     a) Quorum declared.   22 member organizations present.
     b) Introduction of guests and delegates.
     c) Agenda approved
2.  Host organizations:  Cole Valley President, Karen
Crommie reviewed their activities and Cayuga Improvement
Association Vice President told of theirs.
3.  Minutes of March 18, 2003, were approved as written.
4.  Officers’  Reports:  President Barbara Meskunas reported
that Steve Gruel, Secretary would be absent, due to illness
in the family, and Babette Drefke would be taking minutes
this meeting.  Dick Millet reported a few organizations are
still delinquent in their dues.
5.  Reports:    B. Nominating Committee:  Mary Helen
Briscoe, Chair recommended the following candidates for
office for June 2003 to June 2004.
President - Barbara Meskunas,Vice Pres.- Douglas Comstock
2nd V.P.   - Judith Berkowitz, Rec.Sect. - Steve Gruell
Corr. Sect.- Richard Millet, Treasurer - Babette Drefke
Members-at-large (vote for 3 ) George Zoback, Sharon
Eberhardt, Jim Andrews was nominated in absentia by
Ramona Albright.  Francis Costa was nominated by Espanola
Jackson. There being no further nominations, nominations
were closed. Organizations must be represented at 6 meetings
in a one year period, prior to elections for their member to
be eligible for nomination. Elections will be at the May
meeting.
C.  Government and Elections:  Rebecca Silverberg reported
Supervisor GavinNewson submitted legislation requiring a
hearing on all ballot measure 30days prior to the deadline
for submission to the department of elections.
D. NAPCAC:  Tys Sniffen of the Natural areas advisory
committee reported on the Natural Areas Project Citizens
Advisory Committee.
E. Housing and Land Use:  Chair Judith Berkowitz
introduced the panel of Dr. Amit Ghosh, Dr. Michael Antonini
and Rev. Edgar Boyd who gave their opinions on zoning and
the Housing Element  Coalition members had some differing
ideas, therefore it was a lively session of question and answers.
 Amit Ghosh announced. May 1, 2003, will be the first
meeting on the documents official hearing and then they will
continue to hold as many meetings as deemed necessary.  To
find a more accurate time and date for planning meetings
and items, call 558 6422 for the recorded agenda. Planners
stated they would be willing to return at a future date.
6. Resolutions:
A.:  TPOSC’s motion was carried forth from March 18, 2003.
CSFN opposes any change in San Francisco zoning and
planning codes. Motion passed.
B.:  Marilyn Amini reported on two items scheduled for April
24, 2003  City Planning Commission hearing, which, if
adopted, would amend City Planning
Code:  (1) Supervisor Peskin’s Secondary Unit legislation
which would change land use controls in all R-zoned districts
Citywide to allow 750 sq.ft. units ( five 10 x15 feet rooms)
in three situations — on lots 1250 feet either side of a “primary
transit street in historic buildings and for seniors or disabled
persons: off-street parking requirements would be eliminated
for these units, open-space requirements halved, and density

increased;    (2) demolition policy changes 
would eliminate required notice at the time of demo permit
filing and also would redefine “demolition” so that notice
at time of filing is no longer required for proposed alteration
of 2/3 or more of an existing structure’s interior elements 
(walls, partitions, floors, ceilings)-- thus, interiors could be
“gutted” and density/use intensified without preliminary
notice given.  Emergency declared.  
     CSFN voted to oppose said Planning Code amendments.
 Marilyn also reported that CPC hearing on changes to
Discretionary Review procedures is pending.  Both DR fees,
and hurdles for gaining DR will be raised if CPC approves
and Bos adopts proposed changes.
C.  Dick Millet reported, “The Rainbow Adults Community
Housing” are planning housing of 250 units for a gay
retirement home.  They would like CSFN as one of the
sponsors.  Resolution will be prepared for presentation at a
later meeting.
Meeting adjourned at 9:30pm.

...Submitted by,Babette Drefke, Acting Secretary

     The CSFN Land Use & Housing Committee held a
rescheduled regular meeting in the Community Room
of the Northern Police Station on the 6th of May. Dr
Amit Ghosh and Teresa Ojeida were present to answer
questions and further discuss the Housing Element.
LU&H Committee members John Bardis, Hiroshi
Fukuda, Joan Girardou, Emeric Kalman, Jim Lew, Mary
Ann Miller, and Judith Berkowitz were present as well
as two interested members of CSFN member groups,
Chris Pascual and Milt Gaines.
     The topic of the map which delineates the half-mile
wide swaths along transit corridors was introduced;
although the map indicates it is of Planning Department
origin, Dr Ghosh stated that this is a map produced
solely for the Secondary (Ancillary) Unit Legislation
which, although not directly part of the Housing Element,
is a major piece of “enabling legislation” which defines
various Policies within that document, most specifically
Policies 1.8 and 11.7, and peripherally 1.1, and 2.6.
     Also discussed was the discrepancy of the amount
of money a nonprofit can build a square foot of housing
($350) as contrasted to the amount that a for-profit
builder can build housing ($180). Also under this topic
was the question of why nonprofits should be awarded
production and management of housing because
nonprofits do not pay property taxes for 30 years.
     Most importantly, we talked about infrastructure: it
is not available for the proposed population increase.
There is no new source for fresh water, no other electricity
sources, and no capacity for wastewater treatment. SF’s
contract with Altamont for landfill will expire in 2008-
2011, and there is no new sanitary-fill location identified.
     Four resolutions for recommendation to the CSFN
General Assembly were introduced and passed in
committee, two of them dealing with the Housing
Element and a third with the Planning Department’s
decision to abort the telecasting and webcast archiving
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Francisco Da Costa  Member At Large
     Francisco Da Costa is the Director of Environmental Justice
Advocacy in the Bayview Hunters Point Area. The two aging
Power Plants, Hunters Point Naval Shipyard, the many toxic
sites, the pollution generated by diesel traffic are some of the
many environmental issues that Francisco Da Costa deals with
on a daily basis.
     MUNI Light Rail, which is a major project along the 3rd
Street corridor, brings with it many problems dealing with
Safety and Toxic soils. The concentration of Concrete and
Aggregate businesses by Pier 92 and 96 generate pollution
problems that Francisco addresses as a facilitator with the
concerned businesses and environmental groups as well as the
Hunters Point Shipyard and Super Fund issues. He attends
Restoration Advisory Board and addresses environmental issues.
and addresses many archeological and historical issues linked
to the issues all over the City.
     As a member of the CSFN, Francisco brings his expertise
from the neglected Southeast Sector: Bayview Hunters Point.

George Zaback Member At Large
     Shortly after moving from Daly City to San Francisco thirty
years ago, I became active in the Forest Knolls Neighborhood
Organization.  I served as president for six years, but remained
active as a board member for several years. That association
became inactive about ten years ago.  Out of continuing interest
in our neighborhood, I joined the Twin Peaks Improvement
Association (TPIA) as an associate member for Forest Knolls.
  TPIA was instrumental in opposing the expansion of Sutro
Tower five years ago.  After several meetings with the Planning
Commission and some legal actions, we have recently been
able to secure increased cooperation with the Tower management
on a significant retro-fit and other projects to improve its' safety.
     When TPIA joined the Coalition of San Francisco
Neighborhoods, four years ago, they elected me as their delegate.

Dick Millet  Corresponding Secretary
     I am an Architect that has lived in San Francisco since 1962.
 Bought in Potrero Hill in 1969 and have lived there since then,
half my life.  Have been active in Potrero Hill neighborhood
activities all that time, holding various offices in the Potrero
Boosters Neighborhood Association; including president for 9
damn terms.  Have been a Booster delegate to the CSFN and
recently CSFN Treasurer for 2 terms.  I've  stolen nothing.
    I volunteer at Supervisor Sophie Maxwell's office Monday
& Friday mornings.

Force.  I currently am the Chief of the Major Crimes Section
where I supervise other federal prosecutors and support staff.

Judith Berkowitz 2nd Vice President
     As a member of East Mission Improvement Assín I have
served as a Board member for several years first in the capacity
of Corresponding Secretary and currently as Recording
Secretary. As EMIA’s Alternate Delegate to the CSFN I have
served on the Executive Committee for the past three years
first in the position of Recording Secretary and currently as
Corresponding Secretary. I also am currently the chair the
Land Use & Housing Committee. I enjoy working for CSFN
in these capacities and look forward to continuing to serve,
applying what I have learned to future issues.

Jim Andrews Member At Large
     I am honored to be nominated to serve on the ExCom, and
am excited at the prospect of serving.  I joined Russian Hill
Neighbors (RHN) as soon as I learned of its existence, joined
the RHN Board of Directors in 2001 and became RHN's
delegate to the Coalition shortly after joining the RHN Board.
     As a land use attorney, my focus while serving on the
RHN Board has been on design and zoning issues (I have
served on the RHN Design & Zoning Committee since
joining the RHN Board).  I also have been involved with more
District and City-wide issues such as the recent redistricting
(through attending and speaking at the redistricting hearings,
we successfully kept Russian Hill in the same district as North
Beach and Telegraph Hill).
     On a more personal note, I was born and raised in Salt
Lake City, Utah, earned my undergraduate degree from
UC Berkeley, then served as a naval officer before going to
law school.

Steve Gruel  Recording Secretary
      I am President of the Golden Gates Heights Neighborhood
Association. I have volunteered at the Central YMCA to develop
the computer mentoring program.  I have been a federal
prosecutor since 1989, serving in the Organized Crime Task

Barbara Meskunas President
     I have served as President for the CSFN for one year, an
officer of Beideman Area Neighborhood Group (BANG) and
have been an officer of the Planning Association for Divisadero
Street, an umbrella group, since 1987.  I served as President
of SF 5 Together, District 5’s coalition of neighborhood, resident,
and merchant associations created in response to district elections.
     After having served three terms as its President, I am now
the Chairman of the Board of the National Assn. of Housing
Cooperatives, a 100,000-member organization based in Wash-
ington DC, promoting and preserving cooperative
homeownership across the nation.
        I was appointed by Mayor Jordan to the SF Housing
Authority Commission, and served two terms as its President.
I was appointed to the Citizens Advisory Committee on Elections
last October by the SF Board of Supervisors.
     I am a policy analyst and program director for the Institute
for Contemporary Studies, a local think tank.  I will direct my
efforts toward increased membership and financial stability. I
respectfully request your support.

Doug Comstock First Vice President
     Over the last three years we have been a force for change
in the City—and we have succeeded! I believe the Coalition
should continue to show leadership and take strong stands on
important issues. I am proud to have served for three years as
an officer and I am happy to say that we are better off than we
were six years ago, thanks to the work of our members and our
elected officers. As an organization we continue to improve.

of Planning Commission meetings. (See below.)
     The next Committee meeting will be to write the CSFN
Policy Statement on the Housing Element and its attendant
legislation. We will meet on Friday May 16 to begin work
on it.
     The Planning Commission will hear the Housing
Element again on June 5th.

...Submitted by Judith Berkowitz, Chair
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Resolution 2
RESOLVED, That the Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods strongly urge the Board of Supervisors and
the Planning Commission to require a full Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) on the proposed revision of the Housing
Element.

Resolution 3
RESOLVED, That the Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods file an appeal of the Negative Declaration
and Certificate of Exemption regarding the proposed legislation
to permit the installation of Secondary (Ancillary) Units in
residentially zoned districts of San Francisco.

Resolution 4
WHEREAS, Established CSFN procedures for introduction
of a motion to the General Assembly were not followed, and
WHEREAS, The Marina Renovation Plan as presented to
CSFN by the Marina Manager has changed substantially in
the intervening months, therefore be it
RESOLVED, That the Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods rescind its vote in support of the proposed
renovation of the Marina Small Craft Harbor as presented to
CSFN by the San Francisco Harbor Manager, March 2002.

WHEREAS, The active participation of citizens in the
deliberations of the agencies, legislative bodies, commissions,
etc. of the municipal government of San Francisco is essential
to the effective functioning of our city government, and
WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors recognized that the
telecasting, webcasting and webcast archiving of the meetings
of the Board of Supervisors, its committee meetings, meetings
of various city commissions, etc. would inform and educate
San Franciscans about the issues and challenges facing our
city government, and
WHEREAS, During the reconstruction and seismic upgrading
of City Hall to repair damage caused by the 1989 earthquake,
telecasting and videotaping facilities and equipment were
installed making possible televising and taping the meetings
of the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, and many
other city commissions, and thereby encouraged much more
in-depth and broader-based citizen involvement with our
municipal government, and
WHEREAS, During the past several years San Francisco
Government TV (SFGTV) has been telecasting live the
meetings of the Planning Commission, replaying tapes of the
telecasts of those meetings within 24 hours, and replaying
the taped telecasts of those meetings during the weekends
immediately following those meetings, and
WHEREAS, During the past several years there has been a
link from the Planning webpage to the City SFGTV webpage
to easily access the Planning Commission meeting webcast
archives, and
WHEREAS, After April 3, 2003, SFGTV stopped telecasting
the meetings of the Planning Commission, stopped replaying
the Planning Commission meetings on Fridays, and stopped
their replay on the weekends, and
WHEREAS, After April 3, 2003, the SFGTV webpage
stopped archiving the webcasts of Planning meetings, and
broke the link from the Planning webpage to the SFGTV
webpage, and
WHEREAS, The Planning Commission is considering not
only many sweeping land-use changes in San Francisco’s
residential and neighborhood commercial districts, but also
changes in the Demolition and Discretionary Review Policies
as well, all of which will greatly impact all San Francisco
citizens, and
WHEREAS, These proposed changes are being put before
the Planning Commission for consideration in the absence of
adequate Notice and information outreach to the San Francisco
citizenry, and
WHEREAS, San Francisco Administrative Code ß2A.53.(b)
mandates extensive public participation in the formulation of
amendments to the General Plan which continued telecast
and webcast archiving of SF Planning Commission meetings
serve to inform, now therefore be it
RESOLVED That the Coalition for San Francisco
Neighborhoods strongly urge the Planning Commission and
the Board of Supervisors to take immediate action to resume
telecasting live all meetings of the Planning Commission,
replay the tapes of those meetings within 24 hours, and replay
the taped telecasts of those meetings again during the weekends

Land Use & Housing • Monday, June 2nd at
Northern Police Station • Berkowitz 824-0617

immediately following those meetings, and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED That the CSFN strongly urge the
Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors to take
immediate action to resume the archiving of Planning
Commission meeting webcasts retroactive to April 12, 2003,
and be it
FURTHER RESOLVED That the CSFN strongly urge the
Board of Supervisors to hold a public hearing on the practices
and policies for the ˚lming, taping, programming, telecasting,
broadcasting, webcasting, and webcast archiving the activities

Open Space (Cont. from P. 3)
grid design of the existing polarded old growth trees in the
Music Concourse Bowl, and to preserve the historic views
across the Music Concourse Bowl, the Hall of Science, and
the new De Young Museum.
Therefore be it resolved that the CSFN supports the position
that no existing trees be removed from the Music Concourse
Bowl, rather, that every effort be made to preserve and
enhance the life of these trees. Further, that the proposed
additional 80 new trees be pollarded to match the existing
(old growth) polarded trees.

...Submitted by Tys Sniffen NOPNA,Task Force Chair
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Natural Areas (Cont. from P. 2)
stages.  The sites are not “un-gardened”, but they are also not
planted traditionally, with, for instance, hybrid roses, which
must be sprayed periodically for pests and
mildew.  These days, feeding insects is a goal.
 The recommendations for the City’s natural
sites are only emerging, and as the science
of restoration is further refined, here and
elsewhere, research monitoring these sites
may indicate improved procedures.
problems are obvious.  How does one preserve
and expand endangered and rare species?
How does one provide nurturing environments
for endemic species?   How does one protect
nesting birds, e.g., cliff swallows and snowy
plovers?  How does one do this in densely
urban areas?
     A great example of success in preserving
San Francisco’s wildlife is the story of the
great blue herons at Stow Lake.  (See Paul
McHugh’s article in the Chronicle, March 27,
2003.)  There, under the tender care of Nancy
DeStefanis, nesting herons have successfully
raised more than 50 new offspring.   This
example serves to let us see clearly the costs of a nature for
nature’s sake program in the midst of an intensely urban setting.

  People have been restricted from the small island where the
herons nest, even though the nests themselves are high in the
tops of the trees on the island.  Barriers have been erected

around the base of the trees to prevent
squirrels (and cats) from stealing from the
nests, i.e., denying these animals their ‘food’
of heron eggs. The benefits of the program
are obvious.   1) More herons are born.
2) We get an enormous educational value
of seeing these wondrous creatures emerge
from the nests.  3) We get an amazing
aesthetic value of seeing these young people
are there at all times of the day, watching
from the sidewalk by the Stow Lake boat
house.   These values are available to us
within our very own and very local Golden
Gate Park.
 Preserving nature in our city is hard work.
 But in a costs and benefits analysis, it seems
worth it.  Having the benefits of the natural
world right here in San Francisco, through
efforts such as those of Ms. DeStefanis and
the Natural Areas Program, are gifts to San
Franciscans today and tomorrow.

                             ...Submitted by Pinky Kushner, mamber of
a member organization

San Francisco’s Great Blue Heron
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First Class Mail

General Assembly Meeting
• May 20, 2003 •

6:30 I. Sign In and Refreshments
7:00 II.Call to Order/Ascertain Quorum
         A. Introduction of Delegates and Guests
         B. Presentation by Host Organizations:
                  1. Cow Hollow Association

       2. Dolores Heights Community Assoc
7:10 III. Approval of Minutes
7:15 IV. Officers Reports
         A. President (Barbara Meskunas)
         B. First Vice President (Doug Comstock)
         C. Second Vice President (Judith Berkowitz)
         D. Recording Secretary (Steve Gruel)
         E. Corresponding Secretary (John Barry)
         F. Treasurer (Dick Millet)
7:30 V. Committee Reports
         A. Election of Officers
8:00 VI. Housing & Land Use Committee: Housing Element
         A. Dr. Amit Ghosh, Commissioners Bill Lee & Sue Lee
9:00 VIII. New Business
         9:40 IX. Announcements
9:45 X. Adjournment


