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Helipad at SF General Hospital
No Benet for San Franciscans

SFGH is not just the hospital for the residents of our southern 
neighborhoods. Any San Franciscan who suffers a severe trauma 
or accident in the City would want to go to the Trauma Center 
at SFGH. But the trauma/emergency staff at SFGH is already 
overwhelmed on a daily basis. Bringing in trauma patients from 
other counties would only cause further delays in services to San 
Franciscans.
1. Helicopters often crash; SFGH is in the middle of one of the 

most densely-populated neighborhoods in SF. (3 SF police 
officers have died in work-related helicopter crashes, the last 
in 2000). At least 15,000 people live within a half-mile radius 
of SFGH. Most of the homes are older wooden construction 
and vulnerable to fire. 

2. No one suffering a trauma/accident in the city of San 
Francisco will be transported to SFGH by helicopter. By the 
time a helicopter is summoned from Concord (where they are 
based) the victim will have been taken by ground ambulance 
to SFGH. 

3. SFGH estimates that only 8% of the 700 patients will be 
trauma victims. 240 patients 
will be flown to SFGH and then 
taken be ground ambulance 
to other SF hospitals and 400 
patients will be coming from 
other hospitals for surgery at 
SFGH. Every one of these 
400 patients will displace a SF 
resident in need of emergency/
trauma care as the hospital says 
it does not plan to hire new 
staff and SFGH is already “on 
diversion,” (full) about 21% of 
the time. On 3/26/07 Dr Katz 
said the hospital is “over census” every day.

4. SFGH has not disclosed the ongoing financial operating costs 
(or revenues) of air medical access to SFGH. Even if it does 
make money, it will do so by serving 400 patients from other 
counties and by displacing 400 SF residents. Seton Hospital 
in Daly City closed their helipad in 2006 because they 
were not getting enough revenue to cover the operating and 
maintenance costs.

5. SFGH estimates over 700 and up to 1095 flights a year (i.e. 
2190 landings and takeoffs). They also estimate that 11% of 
the flights are in the evening and 39% are at night. 
(Source: memo from M McClintock, SFGH helicopter 

consultant, 8/25/04, and ntsb.org) 
N.B. If in fact 39% of emergency flights are at night, then 

the argument that a helicopter is needed because of 
freeway and bridge traffic congestion is not relevant.

6. The main difference between a Trauma 1 and a Trauma 2 
Center is that Trauma 1 facilities are part of accredited 
medical training programs (e.g. UCSF) so individuals injured 
in surrounding Bay Area counties do not necessarily receive 
lesser care when flown to the Trauma 2 Centers in the 
adjacent counties. 
Trauma 2 Centers must offer the same range of medical 
services as a Trauma I Center. 

7. The SF Emergency Services Plan does not specify that 
there should be a helipad at SFGH to help in the case of 
widespread disaster. The DPH has 29 designated medical 
helicopter landing areas spread across the city for use in 
case of an emergency. This diversification is crucial since 
no one knows where a disaster will strike. The SF General 
Plan, however, actually states that it is the Police Department 

that is “required” to have and to 
maintain “one heliport landing” 
site for “emergency operations.”
The police have had operating 
helipads at Lake Merced, the Hall 
of Justice and at Hunter’s Point. 
None are currently in use. 
The priorities in various parts of 
the City’s Disaster Plan are to 
improve communication systems 
and to plan for the “surge” 
problem, i.e. many patients all 
over the city needing beds and 
care. Evacuation plans stress 

using buses, trains and the recently expanded Bay ferry 
system. 

8. Children who need trauma care are cared for at SFGH 
which is also a “verified” Pediatric Trauma I Center (G M 
O’Connell, 12/06). Mission Bay Children’s Hospital will 
also provide “urgent/emergency care” for children when it is 
completed.

9. Many sections of the SF General Plan reference the city’s 
respect for quiet residential neighborhoods. The Mission, 
Potrero Hill, Bernal Hill and the Bayview do not need 

Schools, churches, hospitals and nursing homes have a 
right to a quiet environment.

(Contʼd on p. 3, col 1)
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Parliamentary Pointers
Rules of Debate

After a member makes a motion, and it has been seconded 
and stated by the presiding officer, it is open for debate—
provided that it is a debatable motion! The maker of the 
motion has the right to speak on it first, to explain why 
it should be adopted. Other members may speak for or 
against the motion, propose amendments to the motion or 
other procedural motions. Each member has the right to 
speak twice on each debatable motion, but the second time 
only after all who wish to do so have had an opportunity 
to speak. According to Robert’s Rules of Order Newly 
Revised, current edition, no one should seek the floor 
(request recognition by the chair) while another is speaking, 
and if several members seek recognition, the chair calls on 
the person seen first after the speaker relinquishes the floor 
(stops speaking). Sometimes the chair lists a few speakers  
in order, and calls on them in that order. It is wise to call 
on speakers who favor or oppose the motion alternately, 
if possible. If there are several speakers on one side or the 
other, the chair should ask if there are members who wish 
to speak on the other side. If everyone is in favor, it’s a 
waste of time to continue to argue the feasibility of the idea.

If someone moves the Previous Question (Calls the 
Question), that motion must be seconded, and a 2/3 vote 
required to stop debate. Simply “Calling the Question” 
and having the chair say, “The Question’s been called”, 
stops debate, and he proceeds to take the vote. This takes 
away the rights of members who have not had a chance to 
speak — any motion which interferes with members rights 
requires a 2/3 vote. This motion is not debatable!

Debate must be germane to the motion — that is, must 
relate to the motion on the floor, and no new, unrelated 
motion may be considered. Suppose during discussion 
(debate), a guest speaker arrives, and a member feels that 
the motion being considered should be put aside to hear the 
speaker. The correct thing to do is to move to postpone the 
matter under discussion until after the guest has been heard.  
This requires only a majority vote and is debatable. The 
presiding officer might say, “If there is no objection, we 
will postpone discussion on the pending motion until our 
guest as spoken.” If there is any objection, a vote must be 
taken, but if there is no objection, the motion is said to be 
adopted by unanimous consent.

...Evelyn L. Wilson, PRP

There are so many things going on right now it’s difficult to 
keep up with it all. 

Starting with the great news, CSFN is being courted by 
the Giants for our support for the All-Star Baseball Game 
which will be played in SF this July. This should be a lot of 
fun and will be terrific publicity for CSFN! 

• The “Parking for Neighborhoods” initiative is headed for 
the November ballot. A coalition seeks our early support for 
this initiative. Since the whole idea is a position that CSFN 
has historically supported, I expect that we will be able to 
do so. Ensuring the continuation of 1:1 parking is the best 
way to keep cars off the street, to keep families in SF, to 
keep small business thriving. As has been seen here and 
in other cities, when housing is built without 1:1 parking, 
those residents still have cars, but they drive around and 
around trying to find a place to park on the street. This is 
polluting and wastes gas, something which both we and the 
opponents of 1:1 parking are seeking to alleviate. 

A closer look at this initiative will be forthcoming at the GA 
meeting.

• The oral argument in the 14 neighborhood organizations’ 
appeal of the negative declaration for the 2004 Housing 
Element amendments will have been heard by the time you 
read this. Kathy Devincenzi is arguing for the appeal.

• The Draft Mission Area Plan, rezoning the Mission has 
been released and the first informational hearing has been 
held late last month. Two new zoning classifications which 
we saw introduced in the Market-Octavia Plan are included 
in the document as well: NC-T and RTO, both of which 
severely reduce the amount of parking a developer can 
put into new residential and commercial construction. The 
thinking is: “If we do not build it (parking), they will not 
come (people with cars).”

This is magical thinking… if it were the case, we would see 
few cars parked on the streets in the Mission with its older 
construction that has no garages or limited parking. As it is, 
not more than two months ago, over two hundred residents 
showed up to protest at hearings when street parking was 
threatened to be disrupted fully 5 days a week on every 
street in the Mission by mechanized street sweeping.

There will be a neighborhood meeting put together by 
concerned Mission residents (not sponsored by the Planning 
Dept) to discuss this in relation to the City: Monday May 
14, 6:00–8:00PM at Theatre Artaud 450 Florida St.

• The San Francisco Neighborhood Parks Council 
is having their Third Annual Stewardship Awards 
Luncheon. At this luncheon NPC gives out awards to 3 
groups for a park improvement project.

I am putting together a table for their awards luncheon. It 
really will not cost you a penny to attend!

This year’s luncheon will be held on Tuesday May 22nd, 
Noon to 1:00PM, UCSF Mission Bay Center 1675 Owens 
Street near the SBC Ball Park.

This luncheon is to help expand the coalition of park 
advocates in San Francisco. 

Attendees are encouraged to donate if they wish, but there 
is no obligation to give. 

Please RSVP to me at 824-0617 sfjberk@mac.com with 
your and your friends’ acceptances to the NPC luncheon 
ASAP.

…Judith Berkowitz (EMIA)
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Helipad (Cont’d from p 1)

the added danger and noise of a helicopter hub in these 
neighborhoods.

10. UC Regents have already approved an EIR and a helipad 
on top of their new hospital at Mission Bay. (Board of 
Supervisors also need to approve). The Potrero and Dogpatch 
neighbors are extremely upset about this. UC is planning 
3+ flights in and 3+ flights out a day. They will be bringing 
“emergency” patients from all Western states. 

11. There are many schools in the area: children need sleep and 
quiet classrooms in order to learn. Churches, hospitals and 
nursing homes also have a right to a quiet environment. In 
fact, SFGH has signs in front reading ‘QUIET HOSPITAL 
ZONE.’

12. The SF Port has, after years of work and over 100 public 
meetings, found that helipads are “unacceptable” uses for 
Port property. 

13. The 2/22/07 revision of the SFGH Institutional Master 
Plan indicates that after the helipad is built on the Main 
Hospital they will analyze whether or not to build a helipad 
on the new hospital on Potrero Ave. If they decide to 
build on the new hospital, they will have the “old” helipad 
“decommissioned.” 
The Initial Study in 2005 stated the helipad will cost $2.5 
million to build, but costs have increased and the current SF 
Capital Plan now allocates $5.7 million in 2009 to build the 
helipad on the Main Hospital. (This money is from the SFGH 
Foundation). 
This is a very misguided allocation of scarce hospital 
resources: $5.7M to build, $2+M to “decommission,” and 
another $5–8+M to build a new helipad on the new hospital.  
Use this money to improve services at SFGH; they 
need more beds and staff to decrease the chronic, well-
documented overcrowding at the hospital. The well-respected 
“Calhospitalcompare.org” with data analyzed by UCSF, rates 
SFGH as poor or below average on multiple measures.  
San Francisco has the highest rates of TB infection in the 
nation. Allocate resources to care for these residents. 

14. Some taxpayers in Marin see other county Trauma Centers 
as solutions to saving money in their county. “We need a 
helipad…not an expensive trauma center. With air travel we 
are only a few miles away from help.” (Marin IJ 2/24/07) 

15. Because of the geography of the Bay Area, no acute accident/
trauma victim in the Bay Area is far away from a Trauma 
Center now. There are 12 Trauma Centers in Bay area 
counties (Eden Hospital, Children’s Hospital, Highland 
Hospital, John Muir Hospital, Queen of the Valley in Napa, 
Santa Rosa Medical Center, Marin General Hospital, UC-
Davis, SFGH, Santa Clara Valley Medical Center, Stanford, 
and Regional Medical Center of San Jose.) A proposed 
helipad at Marin GH was never approved. Studies show that 
39% of emergency medical service flights take place at night, 
a time when, if being transported by ground ambulance, there 
is typically little traffic congestion.  
There will be no helicopters based at SFGH. Most of the 
local medical helicopters are based in Concord, CA. 

16. Regarding safety: From 1/1/05 to 2/28/07, there were 379 
helicopter crashes in the US with 88 fatalities. This is 
an average of 6.2 fatalities a month. 44 of those crashes 

occurred in California with an average of 1 fatality a month 
in California.  
More specifically, from 1/02 to 1/05, there were 41 medical 
helicopter crashes, with 39 deaths. This is about 1 death a 
month in a medical helicopter crash. (All statistics from ntsb.
gov)  
Recent crashes in Hawaii: There were two helicopter crashes 
(3/8 and 3/11/07). 5 people died, 6 were seriously injured. 
One of the crashes is thought to be due to a collision with a 
bird. There have been a total of 5 crashes on Kauai in the past 
4 years and 18 people have died. 

…Karen Cliffe 
(Submitted by Judith Berkowitz (EMIA) & Dick Millet (PBNA)

.

SFGH Helipad
Resolution:

Whereas,  SFGH has proposed building a helipad on the roof of 
the only county/public hospital in SF, and

Whereas,  The mission of SFGH is to provide trauma services to 
all San Franciscans and to meet the health care needs of indigent 
San Franciscans, and

Whereas,  SFGH is already so overwhelmed that 30% of the time 
they must send ambulances away and their emergency department 
is full to overflowing, and

Whereas,  Hospital acute-care beds are full, leaving San Francis-
cans to wait hours for emergency care, and

Whereas,  The hospital’s proposal to fly in, from other counties, 
700+ patients per year, primarily for non-acute care, will further 
decrease their ability to provide health care to poor San Francis-
cans and trauma care to all San Franciscans, and

Whereas,  The SFGH helipad is not needed for disasters because 
the SF Emergency Services Plan already identifies 29 other emer-
gency landing sites and

Whereas,  A helipad on the top of a non-earthquake-safe build-
ing would most likely not be able to be used in the event of an 
earthquake and 

Whereas,  The operation of the helipad will decrease the quality 
of life and increase safety risks in the surrounding neighborhoods, 
therefore be it

RESOLVED,  That the Coalition for San Francisco Neighbor-
hoods opposes the construction and operation of a helipad at the 
Potrero campus of SFGH.

...EMIA, PBNA

COMMITTEE MEETINGS
Land Use & Housing • Monday 5:30PM May 14,  June 11 • Northern  
Station • Chair Hiroshi Fukuda • ninersam@aol.com • 386-2632
Gov’t & Elections • Chair 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 • Chair Gary Noguera • 469-8899
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Executive Committee Report

Land Use and Housing Report

(Contʼd on p 5 col 2)

APRIL 9, 2007 Regular Meeting 
The CSFN Land Use & Housing Committee was convened by 
Chair Hiroshi Fukuda on Monday, February 12, 2007 at 5:35 p.m. 
in the Community Room of the Northern Police Station at Turk 
and Fillmore Streets.

The Committee voted to recommend that the General Assembly 
adopt a resolution strongly urging the Board of Supervisors to 
request the City Attorney to provide the Board of Supervisors 
a written opinion supported with appropriate citations that the 
proposed legislative amendments to the San Francisco Zoning 
Code, Planning Code, and General Plan in the proposed Market 
& Octavia Neighborhood Plan (File No. - Board of Supervisors 
file number) pertain exclusively to just those properties that are 
located within the boundaries of the proposed Market & Octavia 
Neighborhood Plan Area and that these proposed legislative 
amendments in the proposed Market & Octavia Neighborhood 
Plan (File No. - Board of Supervisors file number) cannot be 
applied now or at any future time to any properties in San 
Francisco that are located outside the boundaries of the Market & 
Octavia Neighborhood Plan Area. Further, it requested that such 
written opinion be provided by the City Attorney to the Board of 
Supervisors at least one week before any public hearing is held by 
a committee of the Board or by the Board of Supervisors and no 
later than Monday, April 30, 2007.

The committee will request that the Board of Appeals take 
jurisdiction over the interpretation by the Zoning Administrator to 
the Planning Commission dated February 27, 2007. 

The next Regular Meeting of the Committee will be held on 
Monday, May 14, 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 8:03 p.m.

…Hiroshi Fukuda (RCA) Chairman

APRIL 25,2007

The CSFN ExCom was called to order at 5:40 p.m. at Northern 
Station by Chair Mary Helen Briscoe. Present were Judy Berkow-
itz, Hiroshi Fukuda, Jim Lew, Babette Drefke, Joan Girardot, and 
Evelyn Wilson. Dick Millet was excused absent. Tony Sacco was 
unexcused absent.

Reports: President Berkowitz was contacted by and will meet 
with the “Parking for Neighborhoods” coalition who intend to put 
city-wide 1:1 parking on the ballot, a position CSFN has histori-
cally supported. SF Giants is courting CSFN support for the 
All-Star Baseball Game to be held in SF in July. She attended the 
Mayor’s Policy Forum in the Excelsior on Children & Families. 
She testified to the need for an Acute Care Master Plan for SF 
at the BOS Land Use & Economic Development Committee 
hearing on Cal. Pacific Med. Ctr. which plans a 30-story tower 
on Van Ness. She spoke to the Draft Mission Area Plan at the 
Eastern Neighborhoods Planning hearing at the Planning Com-
mission, answered questions about the plan, spoke of CSFN at an 
Excelsior District Improvement Assn meeting, invited all CSFN 
members to attend a Neighborhood Parks Council free luncheon 

The core issue is that households with families (and even 
with extended families) will be paying higher rates be-
cause they are larger. Even if they use the same amount 
of water per person as smaller households, they will pay 
at higher rates. This is nothing more than a regressive tax 
being imposed on families. In addition, the “tiered rate 
structure” for water targets only single family dwellings. 
Most of San Francisco’s residents live in multi-family 
housing without meters for individual units. Single fam-
ily dwellings use only one-fifth of the water consumed in 
San Francisco. This “conservation rate” targets one class 
of water user and ignores the majority.
Rather than impose a regressive tax on San Francisco 
families, the SFPUC should sell less water to suburban 
customers. That’s right, SFPUC is proposing to guar-
antee more water to our suburban customers and at the 
same time trying to accommodate more growth and 
development in the City, while asking San Franciscans to 
conserve.
How will the “tiered rate structure” affect residential 
water and sewer bills? To illustrate what the impact of 
the family tax will be, let’s compare a sample house-
hold consisting of one person with a sample household 
consisting of four persons, with each household using the 
same amount of water and sewer per person per day, 74.8 
gallons. The bimonthly bill for a family of 4, consum-
ing the same amount of water/sewer per person per day 
as the 1-person household is $268.66 as compared to the 
$34.20 for the 1-person household. At a uniform vol-
ume rate, the 4-person household should expect to pay 
$34.20 x 4 persons = $136.80 bimonthly. The difference 
between what the family of 4 will pay bimonthly under 

on May 22. No further officers’ reports. 

Program: Draft Mission Area and Eastern Neighborhoods Plans. 
Other program suggestions are Corridors Program, Quality of 
Life Enforcement, Graffiti Watch, 311, Parking for Neighbor-
hoods. 

Unfinished business: Nominating committee will continue 
until they have filled the office of Recording Secretary. Officers 
reviewed and approved written descriptions of their jobs. Officers 
reviewed the list of CSFN committees to ascertain their viability 
and necessity.

New Business: A request from a member organization to have 
“rotating delegates” instead of a designated delegate and up to 
two alternates who attend CSFN GA meetings was determined to 
be in disagreement with CSFN Bylaws Article III Sections G & 
H. Joan Girardot chair of Water Task Force requested that CSFN 
take formal stand opposing PUC inclining block rate structure in-
crease for water rates. It is directly implied from previous CSFN 
positions that we are already in opposition to the unfair increase. 
Resolution for May may be unnecessary. Charley Marsteller’s 
requested meeting with LU&H Cmte + ExCom, may be moot.

The next ExCom meeting is scheduled for May 23 at 5:30 at 
Northern Station.

Adjournment at 7:15.

...Mary Helen Briscoe (PROSF) Chair

SFPUC “Family Tax” (Cont’d from p 7)
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SFPUC “Family Tax” (Cont’d from p 4)

Pharmaceutical Waste Disposal
Resolution:

Whereas, petroleum diesel is highly polluting, and

Whereas, biodiesel is significantly less polluting than 
petroleum diesel, and

Whereas, biodiesel is made from renewable energy sources 
such as soybeans, sunflowers and switchgrass, and

Whereas, biodiesel is also made from substances such as used 
cooking oil, and

Whereas, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
(SFPUC) is collecting used cooking oil from San Francisco 
restaurants in order to produce biodiesel, and

Whereas, the SFPUC will use this biodiesel to power its own 
vehicles, and

Whereas, the SFPUC will be able to produce enough biodiesel 
to potentially meet the needs of other City departments, and

Whereas, the biodiesel produced by the SFPUC could 
potentially fuel the San Francisco Municipal Railway’s (Muni) 
diesel bus fleet, and

Whereas, the biodiesel produced by the SFPUC could 
potentially be mixed with petroleum diesel to form B20, which 
is 80% petroleum diesel and 20% biodiesel, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods urges the Mayor’s Deputy Chief of Staff for 
Transit and the Director of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Agency (MTA) to explore making the transition to a B20 
mixture of petroleum diesel and biodiesel to fuel Muni’s fleet 
of diesel buses.

…SPEAK

Whereas, the Food and Drug Administration advises against 
disposal of pharmaceutical waste into the trash and  landfill for 
safety reasons, and

Whereas, it is common practice to dispose of pharmaceutical 
waste through the waste water system, and

Whereas, waste water treatment plants do not filter out all of the 
pharmaceutical waste, which has resulted in pharmaceutical waste 
being introduced into rivers, streams and bays, and

Whereas, when found in rivers, streams and bays, pharmaceutical 
waste is having a negative effect on aquatic organisms, and

Whereas, because of these factors, the San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission advises against flushing pharmaceutical 
waste down toilets, sinks and drains per their Wastewater 
Enterprise Policies and Procedures section on Pollution 
Prevention and Stormwater subsection 10.1, and

Whereas, the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission has 
sponsored pharmaceutical takeback events as an alternative to 
disposing of pharmaceutical waste in the trash or down the toilet, 
and

Whereas, pharmaceutical takeback events do not constitute a 
long term solution, and

Whereas, other countries, such as Australia, have established 
long term solutions for pharmaceutical waste disposal in the 
form of reverse distribution, which returns it to pharmaceutical 
distributors for disposal, and

Whereas, State Senate Bill 966 has been introduced and, if 
passed, would regulate pharmaceutical waste disposal at the State 
level in 2008, and

Whereas, reverse distribution in San Francisco could take the 
form of mail back envelopes provided by a pharmacy when a 
prescription is filled, and

Whereas, San Mateo County has established a drop off system 
for pharmaceutical waste which uses converted mail boxes 
located in police stations, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods supports a long-term pharmaceutical waste 
disposal solution for the City and County of San Francisco which 
covers residents, hospitals, veterinary offices, doctors’ offices and 
long term care facilities, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods supports a long-term solution for pharmaceutical 
waste disposal which is safe and convenient; such as a mail back 
or drop off system, and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the Coalition for San Francisco Neighborhoods 
urges the Board of Supervisors to adopt legislation to establish a 
system for pharmaceutical waste disposal such as a mail back or 
drop off system, be it further

RESOLVED, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods urges the Board of Supervisors to recommend 
that the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission conduct 
quarterly takeback events until such time as a permanent policy 
can be implemented. 

…SPEAK

Biodiesel from Cooking Oil 
Resolution:

the proposed “tiered rate structure” ($268.66) and what 
the family of 4 would pay under the uniform volume rate 
structure ($136.80) is the family tax ($131.86). That’s a 
$791.16 annual tax on this sample family of four.
The “tiered rate structure” must be rejected by the Board 
of Supervisors. It is arbitrary, discriminatory, and unfair 
to families. In its rush to “promote conservation through 
pricing” the City does not wish to concede that just 
because a family uses more water, they are not “wast-
ing water”; they are using more because there are more 
persons in a household measured by one meter. In the 
example presented above, the family of four uses no 
more water and sewer per person than the household of 
one, but it pays at a much higher rate.
Every household in San Francisco, whether large or 
small, owner or tenant, can be encouraged to cut its water 
and sewer use. But putting the burden of conservation 
on families, by targeting them with punitive pricing, is 
unfair. Call your Supervisor and let him or her know that 
this Family Tax is unacceptable and contrary to the future 
of our City—a city that is losing more and more families 
each and every day.

...Steve Lawrence with Joan Girardot (MCIPOA)
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CSFN Draft Minutes
Gen. Meeting April 17, 2007

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER by Pres. Judith 
Berkowitz at 7:00 pm at Northern Police Station, Tuesday, 
17 April 2007 

QUORUM ASCERTAINED: 23 organizations and 11 
guests attending. 

INTRODUCTION of Delegates and Guests. 

PRESENTATION by HOST ORGANIZATIONS: 
Marina Civic Improvement & Property Owners Assn., Joan 
Girardot & Gloria Fontanello (MCIPOA) and New Mission 
Terrace Improvement Assn. Peter Tenenbaum (NMTIA) 
provided the refreshments with the courtesy of Roxie 
Market & Deli. 

OFFICERS’ REPORTS:

* President’s REPORT, J. Berkowitz: see President’s 
Message page 2 of April ’07 Newsletter. 

* 1st VICE PREZ, Mary Helen Briscoe: see X-Com 
Report, page 4 of April 07 Newsletter. 

* 2nd VICE PREZ, Hiroshi Fukuda: NONE 

* RECORDING SEC’Y, Dick Millet: 20 March ‘07 
Minutes, page 6 of April ‘07 Newsletter, “APPROVED” 
verbal vote. 

* TREASURER’s Report, Jim Lew: 44 member 
organizations renewed to date. 

COMMITTEE REPORTS: 

* BYLAWS, Evelyn Wilson (SPEAK) chair: Reported on 
Nominations and Election Procedures, see page 2 of April 
07 Newsletter. Motion to approve, 2nd, PASSED by voice 
vote. 

* LAND USE & HOUSING, H. Fukuda (RCA) chair, p 4 
of April 07 Newsletter. 

* GOVERNMENT & ELECTIONS: Karen Crommie 
(CVIA) chair, NONE. 

* OPEN SPACE: Nancy Wuerfel (SPEAK) chair. NONE

* WATER TASK FORCE, Joan Girardot (MCIPOA) chair: 
Reported on various percentage rate raises by PUC, Water 
Department. 

* NOMINATING COMMITTEE, Gary Noguera (MPIC) 
Chair. See page 1 of April 07 Newsletter for Nominations: 

President: Judy Berkowitz (EMIA)

1st Vice President: Gary Noguera (MPIC) nominated 
from floor at April meeting by THD’s Gerry Crowley

2nd Vice President: Penelope Clark (RHN)

Recording Secretary: OPEN 

Corresponding Secretary: Dick Millet (PBNA)

Treasurer: Jim Lew (NBNA) 

Members at Large: Sue Cauthen (NBN), Joan 
Girardot (MCIPOA), Angelique Mahan, (EDIA). 

Unfinished Business: 

RESOLUTION INTRODUCED AT THE MARCH ‘07 
MEETING: 

Telegraph Hill Dwellers (Gerry Crowley) resolution: “Be 
it Resolved that the CSFN urge the City College of San 
Francisco Board of Trustees and Administration to consider 
a low rise facility or alternative satellite campus locations 
in lieu of the proposed massive 17-story building at the 
corner of Kearny and Washington Streets.

 Discussions presented Pro and Con: James A. Blomquist, 
Assoc Vice Chancellor of City College and Jennifer Devlin, 
Architect presented the PRO side and Douglas S. Chan, 
Atty., of Chinatown and Gerry Crowley presented the CON 
side. 

Moved, 2nd, PASSED (20-0-2) by roll call vote. 

New Business:

1.) Resolution reintroduced by Sunset-Parkside Education 
& Action Committee, Eileen Boken:

Resolved, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods supports a long-term pharmaceutical waste 
disposal solution for the City and County of San Francisco 
which covers residents, hospitals, veterinary offices, 
doctors’ offices and long term care facilities, and be it 
further 

Resolved, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods supports a long-term solution for 
pharmaceutical waste disposal which is safe and 
convenient; such as a mail back or drop off system, be it 
further 

Resolved, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods urges the Board of Supervisors to adopt 
legislation to establish a system for pharmaceutical waste 
disposal such as a mail back or drop off system, be it further

Resolved, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods urges the Board of Supervisors to 
recommend that the San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission conduct quarterly takeback events until such 
time as a permanent policy can be implemented. 

2.) Resolution introduced by Sunset-Parkside Education & 
Action Committee, Eileen Boken: 

Resolved, that the Coalition for San Francisco 
Neighborhoods urges the Mayor’s Deputy Chief of Staff for 
Transit and the Director of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Agency (MTA) to explore making the transition to a B20 
mixture of petroleum diesel and biodiesel to fuel Muni’s 
fleet of diesel buses.

PROGRAM. San Francisco’s Economic Development 
Plan: Dr Ted Egan of IFC Consulting: Presentation of 
first year’s report. Also see page 1 of April 07 Newsletter 
questions.

ANNOUNCEMENTS: Dick Millet is absent due to knee 
replacement surgery 17 April ’07 

ADJOURNMENT: 9:10pm 

…Babette Drefke (EMIA) Acting Recording Secretary 
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Seldom has a voter-mandated study (Prop I, 2004) been so 
freely shared as that of the city’s Economic Development 
Plan carried out by ICF Consulting, an international busi-
ness management firm. At our April meeting, economist 
Dr. Ted Egan made his second appearance before CSFN, 
summarizing the findings of his study and the priorities it 
has inspired.

Compared to other cities in the Bay Area, the number of 
jobs in San Francisco hasn’t changed but the types of jobs 
have. Higher-level positions are increasing, while those at 
the lower end are falling off. Perhaps, because of it, larger 
families are leaving town as smaller families arrive.

San Franciscans have the highest educational achievement 
of any US city next to Seattle. Fifty percent of us have a 
four-year college degree. There are others, however, who 
fall far below the digital divide – lacking the education 
to secure employment adequate for raising a family. On 
the other hand, the number of one-person businesses has 
increased markedly. In a city of approximately 700,500 
people, fully one-tenth of the population holds licenses for 
business with a single employee.

In spite of our frequent complaints that the so-called qual-
ity-of-life crimes are not prosecuted, San Francisco ironi-
cally ranks second in the nation in perceived “Quality of 
Life.” (Honolulu is first.) Egan was quick to say that in 
order to keep this high ranking, the city needs to invest in 
neighborhood commercial areas and continue its support for 
the arts.

 Although San Francisco scored high in businesses engaged 
in research and development, Egan again warned that we 
need strategies to help these generally smaller-sized busi-
nesses to grow.

The slow rate of job growth is thought to stem from our 
high cost of living. We are among the top three highest 
priced cities in the nation. Our payroll tax and high property 
taxes make it hard to attract newcomers.

But the study found that the greatest barrier to future 
economic growth is a lack in transportation infrastructure. 
Freeway congestion is intensifying along with the need for 
better public transit and solutions for more parking.

In summary, Egan looked at what it would take to provide 
more jobs for lower level employees along with increased 
economic growth. He came up with four prescriptive goals:  
1) to promote small businesses, entrepreneurial efforts and 
firms with growth potential, 2) to retain the knowledge sec-
tor (financial services, Internet technology, educational and 
other human services, 3) to extend tourism by investing in 
workforce needs, mainly transportation, and 4) to preserve 
the physical infrastructure sector, i.e., blue-collar business-
es, investing in the capacity of these firms.

Prop I was backed by the Chamber of Commerce and 
SPUR with the intent of providing an informed framework 
for discussion of such topics as big box stores, condo con-

Economist Presents Plans
for City’s Growth

version, public transit and zoning. It is not legally binding. 
For more on the study go to http://www.sfgov.org/site/eco-
nomic_page.asp?id=37967.

...Karen Crommie (CVIA)

(Contʼd on p. 4 col 2)

SFPUC’s New “Family Tax”
On May 8th San Francisco’s Public Utilities Commis-
sion (SFPUC) is expected to adopt new two-year water 
and sewer rate increases. They will also impose a new 
“Tiered Rate Structure” on water rates for single fam-
ily residences. A tiered structure for sewer charges was 
adopted two years ago.
For all of us who see and pay our water and sewer bills 
bimonthly, we will all be paying more once again. Once 
these proposed rate increases are approved by the SF-
PUC, sewer rates will have risen on average over 68% 
in five years. A 30-year Sewer Master Plan which is in 
the planning stages will cost the ratepayer over $2.0 bil-
lion. Water rates are just beginning to rise to fund a $4.3 
billion capital program to be completed in 2015. It is 
important to focus on the rate structure now, before rates 
go higher. Everyone should be aware that the SFPUC can 
raise rates on their own. They are not regulated by the 
State.
A “tiered rate structure”, also known as an “inclining 
block rate structure” requires a residential ratepayer to 
pay more money for additional units of water and sewer 
used, but also pays at a higher rate. Not only does the 
ratepayer’s bill increase with increasing unit consumption 
(uniform volume rate), but the unit cost of water/sewer 
increases as well (tiered rates).
Here is another way to look at it. Suppose there are three 
single family households. The first household consists 
of one person who requires one loaf of bread per week, 
and pays $1 for the loaf. The second household consists 
of three persons, requires three loaves of bread per week 
and pays $1 for the first and $2 each for the second and 
third loaves. The third family consists of four persons, 
requires four loaves of bread per week, and pays $1 for 
the first, $2 each for the second and third, and $4 for the 
fourth loaf.
At a uniform volume rate, the household of four persons 
would pay $4 for its four loaves of bread. Under a “tiered 
rate structure” this household would end up paying $9 for 
its four loaves of bread.
Why is the City proposing a “tiered rate structure”? They 
like to call it a “conservation rate”. The stated goal is to 
promote conservation through pricing, but it is targeted at 
single family residences. The City admits that the tradi-
tional uniform volume rate structure provides a conser-
vation incentive by increasing the ratepayer’s bill with 
increasing water use, but contends that the “tiered rate 
structure” provides a stronger conservation incentive than 
does the uniform volume charge because not only does 
the ratepayer’s bill increase with increasing use, but the 
unit cost of water increases as well.



Candidate Statements

GARY NOGUERA • FIRST VICE PRESIDENT
I have been doing public service in SF since the early 1980’s in 
one form or another.

My work focused on a broad range of clients. That included HIV/
Hospice work, delivering hot meals to the homebound ill [in 6th 
St SRO hotel rooms weekly for 3 years- I could write a book on 
that]. I was also a volunteer for the SPCA and took an animal to 
visit kids with terminal cancer, coma wards, locked psych wards 
etc.

I was a foster parent to several runaway teens, [another book 
could be written about teen drama in our house], served as a BOD 
member for “Little Brothers Friends of the Eldery” and currently 
I am a CASA volunteer [court appointed special advocate] where 
I serve as a sworn officer of the court mentoring a child in the fos-
ter care system, and serving as his voice in court. I have 5 years 
of service there and multiple years as a BOD member of MPIC.

On the work front, I was at Sprint for 20 years, and managed a 
team of top experts on internet, cell, international etc. selling to 
the Fortune 100. I was also an acting 2nd level manager for 6 
months with full rersponsibilities for 60+ people.  So that’s me in 
a nutshell! 

JUDITH BERKOWITZ • PRESIDENT
I have served as CSFN President these past two years, working, 
and, I think succeeding to create a City that is responsive to its 
neighborhoods’ needs. I have served in successive CSFN roles: 
Recording Secretary, 2nd Vice President, 1st Vice President 
and am the past Land Use & Housing Committee Chair. During 
these two years as President I have continued to serve as EMIA’s 
Alternate Delegate.

I would be honored to serve as President again this coming year. 
You know me as a listener who respects differing views and the 
value of teamwork. The amazing variety of our neighborhoods 

JOAN GIRARDOT •  MEMBER-at-LARGE 
CSFN past president, current chair CSFN Water Task Force 
and liaison to SFPUC. Experience on numerous City Advisory 
committees over 15 years. BOS appointee to Doyle Drive Task 
Force, Presidio Work Group, Marina District Task Force, Harbor 
Advisory, Presidio Restoration Advisory. Assisted founding of 
NERT Program.

Believes strongly in CSFN mission to bring together 
neighborhood activists from all over the City, to find common 
ground and foster a City-wide voice for the neighborhoods at City 
Hall.

 DICK MILLET • CORRESPONDING SECRETARY 
I am an Architect and have lived in SF since 1962. I bought a 
home in Potrero Hill in 1969 and have live there ever since. 
I have been involved in Potrero Hill neighborhood activities 
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PENELOPE CLARK • 2nd VICE PRESIDENT
I came to San Francisco in 1960 to study interior design at the 
Rudolph Schaeffer School of Design which had moved to its 
final location on Potrero Hill. I worked as an interior designer 
for a number of years (I am still a member of A.S.I.D., but with 
retired status). Ultimately I became more interested in antiques 
— principally from China and Japan — and have had an antique 
shop on Polk Street since the early 70’s. I have lived on Russian 
Hill since 1962, first in several different places as a renter and 
since 1971 as a homeowner. After doing several building projects 
for myself, I became very interested in how the City’s Planning 
and Building Departments operate, so when I joined Russian Hill 
Neighbors more than a decade ago, I worked on its Design & 
Zoning Committee. I realized that it is important to be concerned 
with the City’s policies for the entire city, not just one’s own 
neighborhood, so I joined the CSFN Land Use & Housing 
Committee in 2005.

SUE CAUTHEN • MEMBER-at-LARGE
A Coalition delegate for over 20 years, Sue Cauthen has 
been active in both Telegraph Hill Dwellers and North Beach 
Neighbors. She has served as vice president and corresponding 
secretary of CSFN and welcomes the opportunity to interact with 
every one of you to see that City Hall listens to neighborhood 
voices. 

Sue works to assure that neighborhood libraries provide 
educational and leisure time activities to all communities in equal 
measure. She is a longtime member of the Sunshine Ordinance 
Task Force and believes that government must be open, available 
and accountable for participatory democracy to work.

JIM A LEW • TREASURER
I have been a neighborhood activist for some 20 years as a 
member of North Beach Neighbors. I served as its president for 
two years. I was its newsletter editor for five years. I currently 
am on its Board of Advisors. I have also previously served on 
the CSFN Executive Board as treasurer for a number of years. 
In order for volunteer organizations like North Beach Neighbors 
and the Coalition to survive, different individuals must step 
forward to carry on their good work so that that they can survive 
as viable entities. But for them, there would be no one standing to 
protect and enhance the neighborhoods. I am willing and able to 
contribute my effort towards that very worthy task.

ANGELIQUE MAHAN • MEMBER-at-LARGE
A native San Franciscan, I have live in the Excelsior all of my life 
and am a proud Graduate of Mercy High School. After returning 
from my second stint in college I became active in the Excelsior 
District Improvement Association. I have served on EDIA’s 
Executive Board for the past 3 years and have served 2 years 
as Vice President and one as 2nd Vice President. I have been a 
Delegate to the District 11 Council, and have been a Delegate to 
CSFN for several years. It is my honor and privilege to represent 
my community and serve on the CSFN Executive Committee.

all that time, holding various offices in the Potrero Boosters 
Neighborhood Association, including president for nine years. 
I have been a delegate to the CSFN for some years and held the 
offices of Treasurer for 2, Corresponding Secretary for 1, and 
Recording Secretary for 2. I have volunteered in Supervisor 
Sophie Maxwell’s office for 6 years on Monday and Friday. 



Special thanks to Office Depot 
for photocopying services!

Hosting Schedule
May         • Potrero Boosters Neigh Assn — PBNA 
   • Panhandle Res Org Stanyan Fulton — PROSF
June   • Not scheduled

THANK YOU TO OUR SPONSORS!
PATRONS

Retired Firemen & Widows Assn of SFFD
San Francisco Fire Fighters Local 798

David Allen Family Trust
San Francisco Police Officers’ Assn

SPONSORS
Buena Vista Neighborhood Assn

Cathedral Hill Neighborhood Assn
Cayuga Improvement Assn

Cow Hollow Assn
Diamond Heights Community Assn

Dolores Heights Improvement Club
East Mission Improvement Assn

Ewing Terrace Neighborhood Assn
Excelsior District Improvement Assn

Fair Oaks Community Coalition
Forest Knolls Neighborhood Org
Friends of the Music Concourse

Golden Gate Heights Neighborhood Assn
Greater Geary Blvd Merchants & Property Owners Assn

Inner Sunset Action Committee
Laurel Heights Improvement Assn
Miraloma Park Improvement Club

Neighborhood Parks Council 
New Mission Terrace Improvement Assn

North Beach Neighbors
OMI Neighbors in Action

Pacific Heights Residents Assn
Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Assn

Panhandle Residents Org Stanyan Fulton (PROSF)
Richmond Community Assn

Russian Hill Community Assn
Russian Hill Improvement Assn

Russian Hill Neighbors
Sunset Parkside Education & Action Cmte (SPEAK)

Twin Peaks Improvement Assn
Hon. Mike Antonini

Barbara Austin
Judith Berkowitz

Sue Cauthen
Sheryl Connell

Karen & David Crommie
Al & Mary Harris

Hon. Ed Jew
Hon. Quentin & Mara Kopp
Henry & Carlene Laughlin

Hon. Bill Lee
Hon. Fiona Ma

Charlotte Maeck
Dick Millet

Maureen & Victor Thomas

The Panhandle Residents Organization Stanyan Fulton 
(PROSF) has weathered the perils of overconcentration of 
residential care facilities in our neighborhood, a parking lot 
in the Panhandle Park, and overt drug selling and buying 
involving shootings and overdoses. We emerged, thanks to 
help from neighboring groups and the CSFN, with a new 
restroom, complete with doggie water fountain, a commu-
nity bulletin board, and a cleaner, safer park and residential 
area that is heavily used by our community and visitors.

Although the Panhandle Park is the focal point of our 
neighborhood, our goals are openness and inclusion. We 
support our neighboring groups in their endeavors and find 
that we all have similar neighborhood problems. 

In the spirit of openness and inclusion our email board 
reaches people from all over the City and tries to include 
all sides and opinions on issues. We are grateful to our 
webmaster and secretary, Christian Holmer who set up the 
email board and spends his time and energies keeping this 
valuable resource going.

To reach us, email home@prosf.org or call 346-1448.

...Mary Helen Briscoe (PROSF)

How to Reach Us
President: Judith Berkowitz • sfjberk@mac.com • 
824-0617
1st VP: Mary Helen Briscoe •mhbriscoe@pacbell.net
2nd VP: Hiroshi Fukuda • ninersam@aol.com
Recording Secy: Dick Millet • milletdick@yahoo.com
Treasurer: Jim Lew • emtjal@sbcglobal.net
Member-at-Large: Tony Sacco • old4@aol.com
Member-at-Large: Babette Drefke
Member-at-Large: Joan Girardot

PROSF Promotes the Panhandle 
Panhandle Residents Organization Stanyan Fulton
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The Panhandle Restroom and bulletin board.
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ACTION ITEMS
Pharm Waste Resolution – p 5
Biodiesel Fuel Resolution – p 5
SF General Helipad – p 3
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