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Emergency Motion:
Appeal of Housing ElementOs

Holiday Potluck Merry & Bright

Negative Declaration

WHEREAS, the SF Planning Departmer
has issued a Preliminary Negative Declarat
on the proposed revision to the Housi
Element of the SF General Plan, and s
Housing Element calls for establishing high
residential densities near transit corridors &
neighborhood commercial districts throughg
the City without requiring parking spaces f
said housing,

WHEREAS, the deadline for filing an appea
to the SF Planning Commission of Si
Preliminary Negative Declaration is Janu
30, 2004, and the purpose of said appeal wa
be to request that the City prepare
environmental impact report analyzing t
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potentially significant adverse effects of s
Housing Element before it could be approve
IT ISHEREBY RESOLVED AS FOLLOWS:

1. The CSFN will file an appeal to the §
Planning Commission of said Preliminar
Negative Declaration, and an appeal of sa
to the SF Board of Supervisors should it
necessary; the CSFN may join in said appe
with any other neighborhood organizatid
which contributes at least $500 toward t
costs of such appeals; and the CSFN v
contribute at least $500 toward the costs
such appeals;

2. Contributions for the costs of suc
appeals may be made by checks payable
the CSFN which may be deposited in tf
CSFN bank account; all such funds rais
for such appeals will be used only for the co
of such appeals and opposing the Hous
Element, including legal fees, filing fees ar
the costs of copying documents;

3. All disbursements of funds raised f
such appeals will be approved by a steer
committee composed of the CSFN Preside
Charlotte Maeck (Save Our Neighborhoo
organizer and Pacific Heights resident) a
Barbara Austin (Save Our Neighborhoo

organizer and Francisco Heights organizer)

said steering committee will also communice
with the attorney working on the appeals a
jointly make all decisions as to any jointl
filed appeals.

uLIII

. Though the Housing Element dominated discussions, CSFNOs Annug
?—Ioliday Potluck at the Miraloma Park Clubhouse, delegates and guests tool
|ghe opportunity to eat, drink and, of course, a little gossip.

Once again, our thanks to the Miraloma Park Improvement Club for their
%@Ip that made our event so memorable. More pictures on pages 4 and ¢
he
ade Tide is Turning: The stadium spigot tightens
NVith tighter budgets and angrier fans, sweetheart deals are tougher to find.
1€ Elected officials in Houston are betting billions in tax money on that
fhmous movie promise: If you build it they will come. Three new pro sports
oknues have opened up there in the last six years, costing a total of $90
million to build, with three-quarters coming from tax revenues. Interest on
“bonds will take the public contribution to about $2.3 billion at the end of the day.
2Combined, the three teams playing in the stadiums contributed about $13!
million upfront, and pay annual rent about $20 million.
ed Houston officials have lauded the cityOs edifice complex as a sign of the
stsrward-thinking public vision. But, in fact, the deals may mark the end of
regdecade-long spiral of sweetheart deals for team owners.

d Officials in other communities are learning to just say no.
Olt is more difficult to get public funds for sports facilities,O said Marc Ganis,
o sports marketing executive who worked on a new home for the New Jerse
meevils and New Jersey Nets. OState and local budgets are strained, servic
e being cut, taxes are being raised.O Two reigning champions B basebal
Hislorida Marlins and hockeyOs Devils B have not been able to land new homes at
nd One reason local governments had been willing to pay was to preven
jsome other government from luring their team away.

r); But other cities are now questioning the value of the new stadiums anc
tarenas. In November, the Milwaukee Brewers announced they would slasl
fpyroll next year, their fourth season in the $400 million Miller Park.

y Fans and state legislators were irate. After all, more than three-quarter
of the funding for the teamOs fancy stadium came from a five-county sale

...Submitted by Kathy DeVincenz

taxNwhich politicians said was enacted based on the teamOs promise th:
(Cont. Pg. 3)
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New Year, New Mayor, Same Old Struggles

January 30 is the deadline to file an appeal to the Negatihe worked with the public power campaigns, is pushing for &
Declaration issued by Planning for the Housing Elemeseries of neighborhood assemblies, with a clear and well-define
Thanks to Marilyn AminiOs determined letters requestadyisory role at City Hall; thatOs an idea that has some merit.C
clarification, the date is not January 9, as advertised by| law,Once again, when a Mayor, or some Supervisors, or now,
or ten days later, as noted in the departmentOs offisewspaper, take issue with the positions of CSFN, rather the
correspondence to interested parties. trying to change our positions with substantive arguments, the

At our January 20 meeting we will be asked to vote onsgek instead to do the neighborhoodsO business with a group 1r
emergency motion (contained herein) supporting a collaboratetheir liking. During the Jordan administration, we had
appeal with an ad hoc group formed to oppose the Houdiyeighbors for Neighborhoods,O which tried to redesign ot
Element. The alternative to this motion is for CSFN to figpundaries. Willie Brown brought in someone from New York
its own appeal, separate from the efforts of other interesi@get up district councils - that also bombed. Two of CSFNC
neighborhood organizations. But regardless, CSFN will app&imer members, angered that we were picking on the ridiculou

because to re-zone the entire city and only require a neg aARe destructive policies and initiatives of some of their favorite
declaration is ludicrous. Supervisors, i.e., Supervisors who return their calls and allov

Many of us remain hopeful that Mayor Newsom will kedem unfettered access to their offices, formed a Oneighborh_@
his campaign promise to the neighborhoods and stop #géwork,O comprising about 6 people. When announcin
progress of this critically-flawed draft Housing Element, afi@gemselves, they say OweOre the nice ones.O Since their
order its rewriting with adequate public participation, befofétivity seems to be serving as apologists for progressiv
we are drawn into a time and money-consuming administrafiPervisors, their public profile dramatically transcends theil

and court battle. But recent indicators are not g

gembers. .

andAnd now we have the proposal for Oneighborhood assemblie:

tgplained to this young man last year that San Francisco had

the Mayor®s hands are tied, and that he is unlikely to n{4&¢ for his Los_AngeIes system of assembl_ies becaysg we alree

any changes for some weeks, if not months. had well-established neighborhood organizations in just abot
| donOt buy it and neither should you. But | will rese@Q¢€"Y neighborhood of our city. He argued that they were no

judgment until | hear it from the Mayor himself, Orepresenta_tlve,o which | have learned over the years means
In the meantime, we must proceed without him. O and his friends donOt control them. Since that time, this youl

decision rests on whether CSFN wishes to hand over authdh@p has spent his time meeting with Supervisors, neighborhoc
for the content of our appeal to a committee on which we §F8UPS: community groups, and anyone else that will listen, tryin

merely participants, but over which we have no contr @ convert them to his system of assemblies. Some, particular
Another question raised by some delegates is whether it e with whom CSFN disagrees, have been receptive. But h
sense financially to retain an attorney at this early stage: mpts will ultimately fail like the rest because neighborhooc

know that the Pianning Commission (assuming Newso ;ﬁi%ganizing can only be successful when it originates with neighbor:

Vice Chair of the Planning Commission this past week.
some Newsom staffers are making comments alleging

on his hands) will rule against us, and that the ¢ ighborhood organizations cannot be created by governme
administrative chance we have is before the Board ities, or special interests, if they are to be credible or sustainab
Supervisors. So please be ready for this critical vote on Tuesd ut like the OWhack a MoleQ in the arcades, these self-interes

: L . ities will continue to poke their heads out of the ground sc
The Workforce Housing opposition is gathering strengih, . I
There will be a_citywide campaign to kill this Downto ong as CSFN continues to take strong stands on citywide issu

giveaway. CSFN has three arguments against it in the u out regard to who likes us at City Hall, or how many of our
W

handbook. We had four originally, but the Chambe bers we can get appointed to Boards and Commissions.

Commerce intimidated one of our members into entire
withdrawing her argument. On New YearOs Eve we each
received calls from the Department of Elections telling us|that
the Chamber was officially challenging our language. |We CSFN Dues 2004

were given 3 days to either succumb to the intimidation, or (s that time again, members send your CSFN Annual Du
respond with evidence that our arguments were factual (whigh $45.00 to Treasurer, Babette Drefke, 701 Kansas Stree
they were). We will hopefully have campaign materials @angan Francisco, CA 94107.
a game plan ready for presentation at TuesdayOs meetinggetter still just bring it to the next meeting, January 20th, an
Please donOt think for a minute that a wall of high [isggrsonally give the check to the Treasurer. Make the check o
downtown, subsidized with your tax money, will not affecty Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods accompanied b
the quality of life in all of our neighborhoods. If the Chamb&aames of your organizations representative and alterna
and SPUR get away with this scam, ballot box planning\wilbpresentative along with the individual address and phon
decimate the entire city, making a joke of neighborhood planningympers as well as e-mail addresses.

'WhoOs afraid of CSFN? Let me quote from a DecemberThe neighborhoods need the CSFN. Keep it strong D Pay yc
editorial opinion in the Guardian: OActivist Marc Tognotti,es. ...Submitted by Babette Drefke, Treasurer

e price of our integrity is competition, so be it.
...Submitted by Barbara Meskunas, CSF
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Minutes of the November 18, 2003
Regular Meeting of the CSFN Assembly
1. Call to order. President Barbara Meskunas brou

the meeting to order at 7:15 pm at the Northern Pg

Station.

a. Quorum declared. Delegates and alternates repre
21 CSFN member organizations.

b. Agenda Approved.

c. Introductions.

2. Presentation by Host Organizations.
Delegates Cassandra Mettling-Davis / MPIC and
Girardot / MCIPOA described their organizations, t
objectives, history and issues.

3. Approval of Minutes from October 21, 2003 meeting
The minutes were approved after the following
corrections: In sections 4 and 6 of the minutes, the
OProtectO should be replaced by the word OPrese
4. OfficersO Reports:

A. President: Barbara Meskunas / BANG stated th
her report was contained in the November 2003 news
wherein she discussed the OWorkforce Housing Init
and the Transbay redevelopment project.

B. Vice President: Doug Comstock / PRO SF repo

election for CSFN consideration. Speakers, G&E voting
recommendation and CSFN voting results were as follows:
foposition RE: Workforce Housing
[if40: Todd Ewing. G&E recommendation: No
otion to adopt G&E opposition to the proposition: Motion
S%ﬂg&ed (18-0-2)
roposition RE: School Funding B Enrichment Fund
G&E recommendation: No
Motion to adopt G&E opposition to the proposition: Motion
Carried (14-0-6)
J%@position RE: Reduce Police Staffing b Police
X

IvilizationO
&E recommendation: No
_Motion to adopt G&E opposition to the proposition: Motion
Carried (18-0-2)
AOrghony Sacco / NMTIA moved for emergency
\r gl_'t?lideration of the following proposition also scheduled
or the March, 2004 election.
aProposition RE: Supplemental Compensation for City
| &raployees on Military Leave
ae: Anthony Sacco & Bud Wilson. G&E recommenda-
tion: DoesnOt meet committee criteria for consideration.
ted After passing as Motion to support the proposition:

that CSFN holiday party / potluck dinner is schedulelfotion Carried (18-0-2)

for December 16, 2003, at the Miraloma Park clubhd
C. Second Vice President: No Report.

sdJnfinished Business:
As previously discussed in the October 18, 2003, minutes,

D. Recording Secretary: No Report.
E. Treasurer: The treasurer filed her report. Babet

the OMRA request to join the PON lawsuit and the
el PCOSC request for amicus and financial support were

Drefke / EMIA also presented matters relating to thepostponed until the January, 2004 regular meeting.
budget which will be addressed at the next Excom| 7. New Business:

meeting.
F. Corresponding Secretary: No report.
5. Committee Reports:

Lee Ann Prifti / DH discussed the loss of the open space
at the NE corner of Portola and Clipper to a real estate
developer (Spiers Construction) who plan to build a 32

A. Open Space Task Force: Ramona Albright / TRINit building here.

& OSC reported on the work of NAPCAC . Minutes of

OSTF November 10, 2003 meeting in November,
newsletter.

his open space was part of the cityOs green space set
aode for the residentsO use and enjoyment.
There was no notification to the neighbors and

Delegate Albright presented the following emergerfgmeowners, or the Diamond Heights Community, or

resolution:

opportunity for public comment before the loss of this park.

RESOLVED: that the CSFN endorses said docum8&ntAdjournment. The meeting was adjourned at 9:26

entitted OManagement plan for the natural areas program

...Steven Gruel, Recording Secretary, GGHNA

developed by the natural areas program citizenOs adgvisory
committee, NAPCAC as per resolution 653-02, Novernber

14, 2003.0
After unanimously passing as an emergency resol

a motion to pass the resolution carried: 18-0-1. (Altho
21 delegates signed in, the delegate for NBNA left p

to the vote and the delegate from EDIA arrived afte
vote).

President Meskunas and all CSFN delegates
acknowledged Chairperson Tys SniffenOs / NOPNA
outstanding work as chairperson for the Open Space
Force and his commitment to this important issue. E
Land Use & Housing: Chairperson Judith Berkowitz
EMIA directed delegates to page 4 of the CSFN
November, 2003, newsletter the report from the
committee.

C. Government and Election: Chairperson Rebeccs
Silberberg / EDIA of Government and Elections (G&

presented three propositions set for the March, 2004

(fion, A
gh Acting Editor: Doug Comstock
f10Neighborhood Views is published monthly, the official

thEoice of the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods,
Inc., a 501(c)4 Organization

r

Articles reflect the opinions of the submitter, not necessarily| the

Taghnion of the CSFN. We invite material from member organiz
. as well as rebuttal to articles already printed. Articles are wr
/ by the editor unless otherwise designated. We reserve the rig
edit where necessary. Member organizations receive the new
ter without charge. Copies: Members/$10 Non-members

. To Submit Articles: email articles by the first of the month
E)(as text) to: dougcoms@aol.com or call 386-4934.
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VIOLATION OF SOUND CODES JANUARY LAND USE & HOUSING
Since 1984, the number of sound amplified eventis in COMMITTEE REPORT

parks has_lncreased as has the sound volume requiremeni$,e CSEN Land Use & Housing Committee held its regular
of the audience and performers. meeting in the Community Room of the Taraval Police Station
The sound level from some events can be heard asfaTuesday January 5. LU&H Committee members Marilyn
away as a mile from the speakers. Amini, Barbara Austin, Eileen Boken, Andrew Bozeman,
Since CVIA's October 1999 resolution was passedHlnancisco Centurion, Francisco Da Costa, Hiroshi Fukuda,
CSFN the Recreation and Park Commission and the Jeflan Girardot, Emeric Kalman and Judith Berkowitz were
Police Department have failed to enforce the police cautesent. Michael Strausz was also in attendance.
concerning sound amplification, and continue to provide Two topics were on the agenda: the proposed changes to
permits to known violators. the Discretionary Review Policy and the recently released
Community representatives have had a seriesptgliminary Negative Declaration for the draft Housing Element.
unproductive meetings with Recreation and Parks staff, SFPD On the Changes to the DR Policy we had unanimous
officers, a consultant sound engineer and the event prompggeeement that we strongly support the Pre-Application process,
The promises they made have not been kept and|tRdjve will present some additional considerations to improve

idea for solving the problem is to raise the decibels allo E(%/,Ve unanimously urge that it be severed from the rest of the
from 80 to 96. policy changes and implemented.

With a new mayor in office who claims to be an advocate The Administrative Review is not something that any of

for neighborhoods, we are renewing our effort to achi supporteq; we stand in opposition fo it as a flawe_d concept.
. . . e delegation of DR responsibilities to the Planning Dept.
law enforcement which will allow us peaceful enjoymen 9

enies due process.
our homes and bac_k yards. . The Committee Chair will present a draft letter to the
We will be making a presentation at the February 19{R o a1 Assembly for the delegates® approval. It will clearly
R&P Commission meeting, whether or not this issue i$ Oflnment on these proposed procedures and state our concerns
the calendar. T_o ;trengthen our case, we ask that our_f How suggestions for improvement.
member associations renew their support of this qualit\gé agreed that there should be as many public hearings on
life issue and pass the following resolution reconfirming théis important policy change as it takes; as an example the
prior CVIA resolution and strengthening it by requiring th&unshine Ordinance took two years of hearings.
loudspeaker and facility use permits include the exact wording On the preliminary Neg Dec of the draft Housing
of the code and that the Office of the City Attorney reviellement: it was noted that a neg dec means that not only will
the language for compliance with the noise conirible proposed Housing Element cause no adverse environmental
ordinances. effects, but also that it is not controversial. Since both statements
Proposed Emergency Resolution by PROSF are false, it is clear that we must file an appeal.
Whereas, sound from amplified music in parks which gan Many statements within the Neg Dec are simply and
be loud enough to disturb residents surrounding the pgrRaéently untrue; for instance, picking out what are supposed
a violation of the police Code Section 47.2; and to be quotes from the 1990 Residence Element and comparing
Whereas, Police Code Section 47.2 requires that sound {i&m to the original text in the RE reveals that the quoted text
be audible more than 250 feet from the periphery of tﬂzés bee_n manipulated to mean the opposite of Wha_lt was actually
attendant audience and not more than 5 decibels a g{)gen in the RE. There is a statement in the preliminary Neg
ambient level at the property line, and ec which states that it is a preliminary mitigated Neg Dec,

Whereas, for 6 years there have been violations of the mlé?\ldoytligge tl’:]:SV\tljaét::]Si.nten tionallv unclear: documents give

which have not been rectified in spite of an increas RF : y ' 9
S : three different dates.

complaints; therefore be it

. The Neg Dec is extreme discrimination: beneficiaries
RESOLVED, That contracts and permits issued by the ﬁgve not been part of the process, but have been deliberately cut out.
Recreation and Parks Department and the SF Polic

) o . Qe will urge the CSFN General Assembly to appeal the
Department will explicitly state and meet all the applicaligaft Housing Element®s preliminary Neg Dec.
codes and ordinances, and that said contracts will be denieqye will approach Mayor Newsom to stop this process

if there is evidence of past violation by the applicant andigmediately, and send it back to the drawing board to be
it further drafted with the proper input because the present draft violates
RESOLVED That for any proposed exceptions by the Poligige spirit of State law.

Chief, all residents living within the potentially affected afeaSubmitted by Judith Berkowitz, Chair, Land Use & Housing
will be contacted by mail announcing a public hearing with
a monthOs notice and that the City AttorneyQOs Office review

past and present permits issued by the Recreation and [parks Hosts Announced

Department and the Police Department for paflgnuary - New Mission Terrace and North Beach
events to ensure they are within the existing codes &T@,Cbruary - North of Panhandle and OMI

ordinances. March - OMR and PRO
... Submitted by Mary Helen Briscoe, Pres. PRQ®lpril - Potrero Boosters and RCA
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