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THE FUTURE OF SF NEIGHBORHOODS

Proposed Draft Economic Development Plan

In November 2004, San Francisco voters passed
Proposition I that requires:

1.) the development of an Economic Development Plan
and Survey on Barriers to Employment Retention &
Attraction, and

2.) the dreation of two positios in the Controller’s Office
to perform economic analysis of proposed legislation.

The Mayor’s Office of Economic and Workforce Devel-
opment engaged a team of consultants, ICF Consulting, to
develop the San Francisco Economic Development Plan.
In April 2006, the consulting team issued its first analytical
report, San Francisco’s Recent Economic Performance:
Outcomes, Markets, Workforce, and Small Business, which
reviewed the recent changes in San Francisco’s population,
and recent performance of San Francisco’s economy. At
the July 2006 CSFN General Assembly, Ted Egan of ICF
Consulting, leader of the consulting team, presented an
overview and summary of the first analytical report.

The consulting team now has completed a draft of San
Francisco’s economic development plan that soon will be
presented to the Board of Supervisors. At the April 17, 2007
meeting of the CSFN General Assembly, Ted Egan will
describe the proposed plan and recommendations.

The recommendations in this draft Economic Development
Plan will have a tremendous impact on future policy
making in San Francisco. This is a “cookie cutter”
document which will be utilized for years to come to
formulate, evaluate, and implement future policies to be
adopted by the Board of Supervisors.

Many of these future policies will have a great impact on
future character of San Francisco’s neighborhoods and

on the quality of life of the people of San Francisco. So it
is imperative that all CSFN delegates and alternates give
careful attention to this presentation of the consulting
team’s proposed draft economic development plan at this
month’s meeting of the CSFN General Assembly meeting.
In reviewing the presentation, delegates and alternates will
have the opportunity to become better informed and ask

questions about the proposed draft plan — questions such
as:

1) Does the proposed draft describe accurately and
completely the significant role played by San
Francisco’s neighborhoods in San Francisco’s
economy?

2) Did representatives of San Francisco’s neighborhoods
participate in the development of the proposed draft
economic development plan?

3) What opportunity will be given to the neighborhood
organizations and the citizens of San Francisco
to make comments and, if necessary, propose
amendments to this draft economic development
plan?

It is important that the CSFN participate actively in

the review of the plan and, if necessary, recommend
amendments to improve the proposed draft economic
development plan for San Francisco so it will better achieve
the goal of implementing an economic development plan
that effectively improves the economic well-being and
enhances the unique world renown quality of life of the

people of San Francisco.
...John Bardis (ISAC)

Nominations for 2007-08

The Nominating Committee recommends the following
for office in the 2007-2008 term:

President: Judith Berkowitz, EMIA

First Vice President: Outreach to candidates. No one yet
selected.

Second Vice President: Penelope Clark, RHN
Recording Secretary: Outreach to candidates
Corresponding Secretary: Dick Millet, PBNA
Treasurer: Jim Lew, NBNA

Members at Large: Outreach to candidates is in
progress

Additional nominations may be made from the floor at
the April meeting.
If there are contested offices voting by ballot will take
place at the May meeting.

...Submitted by Gary Noguera (MPIC) Chair



PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE

* Tim Holt, quoting me in the Sunday, April 8 edition
the SF' Chronicle, poses the issue of housing as east
side vs west side. CSFN is concerned about many
things that developers’ lobbyists are pushing through
the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors,
but trying to divide the City is not any part of what we
are doing.

+ City College proposes a 17-story structure in a loca-
tion zoned for only 65 feet, or 6 stories.

Neighborhood organizations have come down in favor
of a Chinatown CCSF campus and have applauded the
previous plans for two short structures. But this new
plan was not only a surprise sprung on them at the last
minute, but one which did not pass through the usual
approval process.

One vocal supporter of the 17-storey proposal, who
who has been representing his organization as “a coali-
tion of various Chinese community groups” erroneous-
B/ stated, “No decision has been made regarding the
esign, and cannot be made until the EIR is released.”

This is not so. As John Rizzo of the College Board
pointed out projects are rarely redesigned after an EIR
1s released. The EIR is typically the final stage. Proj-
ects are designed before the EIR, not after.

It is provocative that many diverse public figures have
come out against the proposed 17-storey project: Sena-
tor Leland Yee, Assemblyman Fiona Ma, Supervisor
Aaron Peskin, College Board Member John Rizzo, and
Doug Chan, former candidate for District 4 Supervisor.
(See article pg. 4)

* When official information is conflicting, what can
we believe? The Zoning Administrator stated repeat-
edly in a letter that “...neither the Department nor the
Planning Commission are officially proposing the
NC-T District for any other portions of the City at this
time...”

At the same time the Planning Commission is offi-
cially proposing the NC-T and RTO districts for the
Mission. This proposal is clearly printed in the Plan-
ninig Department’s own Draft Mission Area Plan, page
4, illustrated by a map on page 10 of that document.

When presented with these discrepancies, the Planning
Commission asked no questions and made no com-
ments.

...Judith Berkowitz (EMIA)

COMMITTEE MEETINGS
Land Use & Housing - Monday 5:30PM May 14 - Northern
Station « Chair Hiroshi Fukuda « ninersam@aol.com « 386-2632
Gov't & Elections - Karen Crommie « kcrommie@aol.com
Bylaws - Chair Evelyn Wilson - evelynwilsregparl@earthlink.net «
566-7826
Open Space - Chair Nancy Wuerfel « nancenumber1@aol.com « 731-
6432, R. Albright - 621-9621
Water Task Force - Chair Joan Girardot - 346-5525
Nominating - Gary Noguera - 469-8899

Proposed Rules of Procedure
for Nominations and Elections

According to the bylaws, the Nominating Committee
is nominated by the Executive Committee in January.
Further nominations from the floor are permitted at
the February meeting of the General Assembly, and
three members are elected. If there are more than three
candidates, the election of the committee will be by
ballot with a plurality vote (the top three are elected) at
the February meeting. The committee chooses its chair
and the Recording Secretary provides the committee
with copies of the attendance sheets for the previous
year.

The Nominating Committee is charged to find at least
one person from among the eligible delegates or alter-
nates who is qualified and willing to serve if elected
for each of the offices and for the three at-large mem-
bers of the Executive Committee.

The chair of the committee should place an article in
the March newsletter soliciting candidates. Eligibility
includes being either a delegate or alternate, and at-
tending at least six meetings during the past year prior
to nomination, including the April meeting at which
the Nominating Committee makes its official report. A
preliminary report must be included in the April news-
letter. No officer may serve more than three consecu-
tive years in the same office.

At the April meeting there may be additional nomina-
tions from the floor. If any candidate withdraws prior
to the election in May, the Nominating Committee
shall attempt to find a new candidate for that office.
The Nominating Committee will solicit short biog-
raphies or statements from each candidate to be pub-
lished in the May newsletter.

If there are contested offices, an Elections Committee
of three shall be elected at the April meeting composed
of persons who are not candidates. They shall prepare
the ballot for the election at the May meeting. They
shall serve as tellers to count the votes and report the
results to the assembly. There may be one observer
representing each candidate as count-watchers.

At the May meeting, candidates will be elected by bal-
lot unless there are no contested seats. If there are con-
tested offices, at the scheduled time for the election,
the Recording Secretary shall call the roll, the delegate
for that organization shall come forward to receive

a ballot. After marking the ballot for his choices, the
delegate shall deposit the folded ballots into the bal-
lot box. When all have voted, the Elections committee
will take the box into the lobby, count the number of
ballots, tally the votes for each office and prepare their
report. The reporting member reads the report, hands
it to the president who declares the result. Ballots are
customarily retained for at least thirty days in case of
dispute.

...Evelyn Wilson, PRP



Laguna Honda Revisited

On November 2, 1999 San Francisco voters approved
Proposition A, a $299,000,000 obligation bond to replace
the aging Laguna Honda Hospital (LHH). The voter
pamphlet emphasized that the facility would house the frail
elderly and disabled. But in a recent court decision, Judge
James Warren ruled that there is nothing in the Proposition
A “bond contract” that requires the City to limit the type or
size of the facility on the LHH campus.

The original plans for LHH included 1200 skilled nursing
beds and 140 assisted living beds. At present, there are
three buildings under construction that will house 780
skilled nursing beds, 420 less than originally planned.
The Laguna Honda Hospital Replacement staff attributes
the reduced number of beds to escalating building costs.
Also, $25,000,000 of tobacco settlement funds, originally
dedicated to the LHH construction project, were diverted
into the city general fund, leaving $102,000,000 to
supplement the bond funds of $299,000,000.

A fourth building on the LHH campus is in the planning
stage. An Assisted Living Feasibility Study Team, funded
by a $693,000 federal HUD grant, is now conducting
meetings to determine the location, design and use of the
fourth building. The Team was formed in June 2006 shortly
after Proposition D, that proposed a land use change for
LHH campus, was defeated at the ballot.

The Assisted Living Feasibility Study Team, consisting

of people from Ashen + Allen, the LHH architects, LHH
staff, the Mayor’s Office of Housing (MOH), along with
other stakeholders from the community, are discussing
what populations could be served in the fourth building

and what services will be provided to that population. The
types of units under discussion are single rooms with shared
baths and kitchens and self-contained apartments or a
combination of both models.

The Team has introduced the concept of “supportive
housing” for the fourth building, and a controversy is
swirling around that term. Members of the LHH staff, who
are advocates for the elderly and handicapped population,
have pointed out that the terms “supportive housing” and
“assisted living” are not the same. Both Mayor Gavin
Newsom and Sean Elsbernd claim that the two terms are
interchangeable. Some LHH staff members contend that
“supportive housing” units provide social services and job
skill training but that “assisted living” populations require
medical services. Also “assisted living” facilities require a
license while “supportive housing” does not.

Also discussed by the Team was the option of placing
elderly patients in small facilities off the LHH campus
in order to find room for people over 18 who require
supportive housing and social services. Larry Bomgort,
Planning Architect and consultant, said that advanced

medical procedures and technology has made it feasible to
monitor patients living away from the LHH campus.

There are two vulnerable populations being considered

to be housed in the proposed fourth building on the LHH
campus: the frail elderly and disabled and/or people over
18 who require social services along with shelter. The
HUD grant will expire on September 30, 2007. At an as yet
undetermined date in May, the Assisted Living Feasibility
Study Team will present a draft report at a public meeting.
Comments from the public will then be incorporated in the
final report.

...Rae Doyle (GWPNA)

SF Universal Health Care
Phased Participation

Late this February, Supervisor Tom Ammiano, in partner-
ship with the Mayor, introduced an ordinance advancing
implementation of San Francisco’s Universal Health Access
Plan (HAP). This program will provide universal health
care access for all uninsured San Franciscans.

The introduced law change adjusts the phasing of participa-
tion in the program. The first phase, which will begin on
July 1, 2007, will involve the most vulnerable, uninsured
local residents. The second phase beginning January 1,
2008 will involve individuals whose participation in the
plan is funded by their employer. This phasing will allow
for seamless implementation of this groundbreaking health
access program.

The legislation also allows employers to contribute to
health care reimbursement accounts, maintained by the
Department of Public Health, fulfilling requirements under
local law.

These legislative changes respond to requests by small
business owners that businesses being asked to contribute
to health care for their employees can utilize a range of op-
tions with minimum bureaucracy.

Changes to the HAP were made as a result of discussion
with small businesses. According to Mayor Newsom, “This
legislation increases flexibility of local businesses to help
meet the health care needs of their employees, and allows
time for businesses to understand the Health Access Pro-
gram so that they can participate. It ensures that we achieve
universal health access in a way that is fair to all involved”.

Supervisor Ammiano described the legislation as another
step in the successful implementation of the HAP. “Over the
past several months, we have all worked together closely to
ensure that universal health access becomes a reality in Sn
Francisco. This amendment allows for smooth implementa-
tion of the program and ensures that the program serves all
San Franciscans when it’s up and running.”

...Courtesy of David Carrington Miree
Mayor s Office of Communications



Land Use and Housing Reports

MARCH 19, 2007 Regular Meeting

The Regular Meeting of the CSFN Land Use & Housing
Committee was convened by Chair Hiroshi Fukuda on
Monday, March 19, 2007 at 5:44 p.m. in the Community
Room of the Northern Police Station at Turk and Fillmore
Streets.

The Committee considered the proposed Market & Octavia
Neighborhood Area Plan Final EIR, and the Market and
Octavia Plan Amendments, and the written opinion of City
Attorneys Cleveland-Knowles and Stacey concerning Z.A
Badiner’s interpretation of the noticing for the Market

and Octavia Area Plan. The Committee discussed the
inadequacy of the M-O DEIR because it did not consider
the cumulative effects of this project and future plan areas
that the Planning Department will likely implement the
new RTO and NCT zoning. The committee noted that City
Attorney Knowles and Hughes confirmed that the RTO
and NCT zoning will be applied to other areas but not “AT
THIS TIME.” The Zoning Administrator’s duties allows
for making many interpretations, but does not allow him to
disregard the Sunshine Ordinance.

The LU&H committee voted to recommend for approval to
the General Assembly the proposed new condo/commercial
building at 3400 César Chavez Street.

The next Regular Meeting of the Committee will be held
on Monday, April 9, 2007 at 5:30 p.m. in the Community
Room of the Northern Police Station located at Turk and
Fillmore Streets.

The meeting was adjourned at 8:25 P.M.
...Hiroshi Fukuda (RCA) Chairman

Take a Tour of Laguna Honda

The Laguna Honda Hospital Replacement Team is offer-
ing construction site tours.

Significant progress has been made since the passage of
Proposition A, a $299 million general obligation bond
approved by 73.1% of voters in November, 1999. The
Laguna Honda Replacement Program is adding three new
buildings to the 62-acre campus that will house 780 new
beds, radiology services, and a new library and cafeteria,
among other amenities. The project is seeking LEED
certification, making it among the first green hospitals in
the nation.

Please join us for a fun and informative, hard-hat tour of
the innovatively-designed Laguna Honda Hospital, now
under construction.

Please wear hard soled hiking or work boots. Please call
(415) 759-4597, to make a reservation. See http://www.
dph.sf.ca.us/LHHReplace/ for a slide show or new hospi-
tal key plans.

...Arla Escontrias, LHH Community Affairs

Executive Committee Report

MARCH 28, 2007
The CSFN ExCom meeting was called to order at 5:45 p.m.
at Northern Station by Chair Mary Helen Briscoe. Present
were Judith Berkowitz, Jim Lew, Babette Drefke, Joan Gi-
rardot and Evelyn Wilson. Excused was Tony Sacco. John
Barry has resigned. Hiroshi Fukuda and Dick Millet were
unexcused absent.
Reports: President Berkowitz presented contradictions in
the letters from the Zoning Administrator, backed by the
City Attorney stating that the new zoning classifications
of Market-Octavia Plan could indeed be City-wide. While
letters state there is no plan to implement changes now, she
cited the Draft Mission Area Plan which incorporates zon-
ing changes now, contradicting the Zoning Administrator’s
claim.
Program: Ted Egan and SF Economic Plan for April with
possible presentation on new 311 Call Center. Other pro-
gram suggestions: Undergrounding, Corridors Program,
graffiti abatement.
Unfinished business: City College SF will present sup-
port for building 17-story building. Nominations. Election
procedures discussed last year to be voted on.
New Business: An announcement on tours of Laguna
Honda will be in newsletter with calls to members to set a
choice of dates. A suggestion for an open email board was
vetoed. It was decided unanimously to accept Correspond-
ing Secretary’s resignation, effective immediately.
Adjournment at 6:50 pm.

...Mary Helen Briscoe (PROSF) Chair

Community Resistance to

CCSF’s Chinatown Highrise

City College of San Francisco’s proposal to build a 17-
story, 238-foot high-rise across from Portsmouth Square
Park in Chinatown continues to draw the ire of community
leaders and organizations. The most recent example
includes a rally led by Senator Leland Yee and numerous
community leaders, organizations, merchants and residents
who stated their strong concern over the College’s proposed
high-rise.

“City College has completely disregarded the wishes

of this community,” said Senator Yee. “While we all
support a campus in Chinatown, we are not interested in a
skyscraper that will severely impact the quality of life for
our businesses, families, and children. Our community and
students deserve better.”

Senator Yee was also joined by Assemblywoman Fiona Ma
who stated “I support new educational opportunities and am
a strong believer in community colleges. However, public
agencies have a responsibility to be good neighbors, and the
current proposal lacks adequate community support.”

While we support a new Chinatown/North Beach campus,
(Cont’donp5)
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Underground Utilities

Task Force Report to Board of Supervisors:

Utility wire undergrounding in San Francisco is coming
to a halt. When the current plan to underground 45.8
miles ends in 2008, undergrounding will cease unless new
ways are found to fund and implement the program. The
Underground Utilities Task Force (UUTF) has finished
a report with

recommendations

to the Board of

Supervisors. See

“UUTF Report

to the Board of

Supervisors” on

the web.

UUTF
recommends

that an efficient,
cost-effective and
detailed master
plan be devised
now. This master
plan must include
funding sources
and programs
since the main
obstacle in
continuing to underground utilities is a lack of funding.

The past City funding (Rule 20A) is not sufficient and

is experiencing cost increases, cost overruns and project
delays and is mortgaged into the future. The plan must
include effective management of undergrounding resources.

UUTF recommends that the City request the California

Before (left) and after(right) views of Waller Street looking east, showing poles
and wires removed.

Public Utilities Commission to approve an electric/natural
gas surcharge for SF residents. In a UUTF survey, 90% of
respondents supported a surcharge. But alternative funding
must be looked into. Rule 20B funding comes from utilities
and property owners and is a possible alternative or a
combination of 20A/B plus surcharge, or a combination of
20A/B with a surcharge on City/State electric and natural
gas providers. There are also possible economies using
competitive
contractors and a
rationally planned
and well-managed
underground
program.

UUTF also
recommends
that residents be
involved in the
decision-making
and that the

City establish a
policy of no new
overhead utility
wires.

The hope and

recommendation is that a good program for undergrounding
reduce timelines by 59% and project costs by 25%.

...Thanks to Dan McKenna,

Bureau of Street-Use & Mapping

Highrise (Cont’d from p 4)

the proposed high-rise is inappropriate for low-rise
Chinatown and will overshadow portions of Portsmouth
Square, the City’s busiest park, and block direct light and
air to surrounding businesses and residences.

Neighborhood Parks Council, a coalition advocating for
open space has serious concerns that Portsmouth Square,
will be heavily impacted by such a tall building.

Please join the Telegraph Hill Dwellers, SF Neighborhood
Park Council, the SF Tree Council, Chinatown Merchants
Association, North Beach Merchants Association, and
hundreds of other residents, neighborhood groups,
merchants and elected officials, in asking City College to
consider an alternative low-rise campus or other locations
that better match the needs, culture and character of the
Chinatown and North Beach communities.

...Gerry Crowley (THD)

CSFN ALERT!!

On March 22, 2007, the Planning Commission voted
to recommend the Market & Octavia Neighborhood
Plan for adoption by the Board of Supervisors. Among
neighborhood objections were lack of participation
in planning, increased unit densities, increase in height
permitted, parking reduction. Although ostensibly planned
for Market/Octavia only, after close scrutiny of the
proposal, it became clear that these zoning changes could
be applied City-wide.
Members of CSFN! Prevail upon the Board of
Supervisors to amend this legislation!
Stipulate that the proposed amendments to the Planning
and Zoning Codes only be applicable now at this time and
for all future time to just those properties located in the
Market & Octavia Neighborhood Plan area and specifically
will not affect now or in any future, all properties in
all neighborhoods of San Francisco located beyond
the boundaries of the proposed Market & Octavia
Neighborhood Plan area.

... Thanks to John Bardis (ISAC
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