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President’s Message

NEW SF POLICE CHIEF SPEAKS TO CSFN ON MARCH 21

San Francisco Police Chief William “Bill” Scott was sworn in by Mayor Edwin M. 
Lee on January 23, 2017. Chief Scott joins SFPD after serving 27 years in the Los 
Angeles Police Department. He rose through the ranks to become Deputy Chief 

of LAPD’s South Bureau after being promoted to Commander in 2012.

“Any successful police department has to be a partnership between the commu-
nity and officers,” says Chief Scott. “I am honored to work in the City of San Francisco, 
where residents, community leaders and local stakeholders are actively engaged in 
the process to help make our Police Department the finest in the nation.”

Chief Scott brings to the Department a keen focus on community policing and 
experience implementing major reforms. He leads SFPD as it undertakes key reforms 
laid out by the Department of Justice.

“I admire San Francisco’s proactive approach to reform in the wake of incidents 
in the last several years, and I look forward to continuing this work in partnership 
with Mayor Lee, the San Francisco Police Commission, the community and the men 
and women of the SFPD.” says Chief Scott. “I believe San Francisco Police Department 
officers are dedicated to the community they serve, and I am committed to provid-
ing them with the support they need to do their jobs. Above all else, it is my number 
one priority as Chief to continue the critical work to keep San Francisco and all of its 
residents safe.”

PARTICIPATORY BUDGETING

It is time for the neighborhoods  in all eleven San Fran-
cisco supervisorial districts to start using an unusual 
form of budgeting called Participatory Budgeting (PB).

PB was first developed in Brazil in 1989, and there are now 
over 1,500 participatory budgets around the world. Most 
of these are at the city level, for the municipal budget. PB 
has also been used, however, for counties, states, housing 
authorities, schools and school systems, universities, coali-
tions, and other public agencies.

Though each experience is different, most follow a 
similar basic process: residents brainstorm spending ideas, 
volunteer budget delegates develop proposals based on 
these ideas, residents vote on proposals, and the govern-
ment implements the top projects. For example, if commu-
nity members identify recreation spaces as a priority, their 
delegates might develop a proposal for basketball court 
renovations. The residents would then vote on this and 
other proposals, and if they approve the basketball court, 
the city pays to renovate it.

PB offers a real chance for residents to determine how 

some tax dollars are actually spent in their 
district. D7 Supervisor Norman Yee, and 
to a lesser extent, D10 Supervisor Malia 
Cohen, are utilizing PB in their respective 
districts.  PB eliminates the budget middle-
man — the City — and allows District res-
idents to select and fund projects they want built through 
PB grants from the City Budget.Supervisor Yee was able 
obtain $550,000 for his PB and Cohen managed to receive 
$200,000 for hers. Yee was able to allocate $300,000 this 
year for PB General Projects, and an additional $250,000 
for Pedestrian Safety Vision Zero Projects.According to City 
Budget Project Manager, Michelle Allersma,  every district 
Supervisor can request PB funding from the City for their 
District annually.  The requested funding amounts are vari-
able.  Once the supervisor receives the PB funds, they can 
begin the Participatory Budget process in their District.

 It is incumbent for every neighborhood group to start 
lobbying their Supervisor to petition for PB funds from the 
annual budget.Please remember that the budget is com-
pleted in July so … get started now!
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Get ready for a change in taste and quality of your tap water 

The blending of Hetch Hetchy water and aquifer water 
will begin in mid-March, and in four years groundwa-
ter will  constitute 15% of the water that comes out 

of our taps. Currently, it is 0%, with 85% of our water coming 
from Hetch Hetchy in Yosemite National Park, and the balance 
coming from Bay Area reservoirs, among which include Calav-
eras, Crystal Springs, and San Andreas.

In press reports and reports from the 
SFPUC, it looks like the “blended water 
service” area has been expanded to 60% 
of the City’s households, including most 
of Supervisorial District 2 (except for the 
Marina and Cow Hollow), the western 
portions of District 3, Cathedral Hill and 
Japantown, Cole Valley and the Haight, 
and parts of the Western Addition, most 
of District 8 and  East of Twin Peaks, parts 
of Visitacion Valley, the Portola, and a 
portion west of Hwy 101 near 3rd Street, 
and the southwest slope of Potrero Hill 
in D10.   There are a few neighborhoods 
West of Twin Peaks which are not includ-
ed, but they constitute about only 10% of 
the West of Twin Peaks neighborhoods.

The introduction of groundwater, 
officials say, will help eliminate future 
shortage anxieties by allowing mountain 
supplies to stretch further and providing a local water source 
should the imports be cut off by an earthquake or other disas-
ter.  And while San Francisco’s water supplies are at little risk of 
running low, thanks to this winter’s drought-busting storms, 
city officials say diversifying their portfolio remains vital.

 According to San Francisco Chronicle reporter, Kur-
tis Alexander in his February 21st article about blended 
water; “While most of these additives [blended water] are 
benign. . . some are not so good.   Nitrates, a composite of ni-
trogen and oxygen that can make people  ill when consumed 
in large quantities, have been detected in the aquifer at levels 
exceeding state standards. The compound is believed to have 
infiltrated from leaky sewage pipes and fertilizers.

Comment:   We know that nitrates are carcinogenic and 
what is problematic is that the intake wells for the water 
blending project are located close to the location of the Gold-
en Gate Golf Club (near the soccer fields at Golden Gate Park), 
as well as near Brotherhood Way and Lake Merced between 
Harding and the San Francisco Golf Courses,

which use copious amounts of fertilizer and pesticides to 
keep their fairways green and in pristine condition.  Addition-

ally, four of the six intake wells are within a few blocks of the 
westside sewage treatment line along Ocean Beach.   That’s 
not to mention the contamination of our ground water by the 
leaching or the ground-tire mix used in the artificial turf of our 
many soccer fields.

According to analyst Christopher Bowman:

1) The SFPUC’s blended water project was the bastard 
child of what was to become a five year 
long drought, state and federal  water 
distribution restrictions, and overzealous 
and ideologically driven bureaucrats 
who favor cutting back on human  con-
sumption of water (even though humans 
constitute only 10% of water consumers.

2)  There is no need for the blending 
now or for the foreseeable future given 
the well-above average precipitation 
we’ve received here and in the Sierras, 
but should another long-term drought 
occur, it could be needed in the future.

3) In the interim, the City should sus-
pend its planned blending scheduled for 
mid-March indefinitely, and in the inter-
im, figure out how to ensure that various 
minerals and toxins can be eliminated 
from our groundwater, so that should 

blending be used in the future, our water supplies won’t be 
contaminated with carcinogens which will endanger our 
health, chemicals which will adversely affect  our homegrown 
coffee, beer, and sour-dough producers, and will do damage 
to our water system infrastructure, both private and public.  4) 
To those elected officials  at City Hall and SFPUC bureaucrats 
who would minimize risks or state that to suspend the blend-
ing program would constitute a waste of taxpayers monies 
because of the monies  already expended for this project, one 
can argue effectively that the City made a mistake in the first 
place, and if the project is to go forward, we will be throwing 
good money after bad, and that it is time  for a course correc-
tion.

Reference articles:

Will new water affect San Francisco’s signature food and drinks?

SF’s pure drinking water to get a new ingredient

SF plans to blend Hetch Hetchy water with groundwater

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission : Groundwater

Submitted by Christopher Bowman, George Wooding
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SF Coalition to Underground Utilities- Update
The February 21 General Assembly heard a presentation 

from two Steering Committee members of the SF Coalition to 
Underground Utilities (www.sfcuu.org).  

CSFN formally endorsed SFCUU in 2013, specifically 
urging the Board of Supervisors to immediately follow the 
recommendations of the 2007 Utility Undergrounding Task 
Force to develop a citywide, fully-funded undergrounding 
program to underground the 470 miles that still blight our 
City and present serious safety risks.

Unfortunately, there has been no undergrounding of 
utility poles and wires in the City since 2007.  The Board of Su-
pervisors and Mayor’s budget staff reduced SFCUU’s request 
of $500,000 for creating a Master Plan for undergrounding to 
$125,000, barely enough to get the project started.

SFCUU has been endorsed by 8 of our CSFN member 
organizations and by 3 current Supervisors, Katy Tang, Mark 
Farrell, and Malia Cohen.  They are asking the other 22 mem-
ber organizations of CSFN to formally endorse SFCUU and to 
encourage the other Supervisors to support their efforts.

Please share this with your boards.  If you need further 
information that isn’t available on the SFCUU website, contact 
their President, Ann Brubaker, info@sfcuu.org.  

1. Call to Order.   President Wooding (MTHA) 
brought the meeting to order at 7:03 PM in the    North-
ern Police Station Community Room.  

a. Quorum declared. 15 delegates and alternates 
represented 14 CSFN member organizations. 4 guests 
signed in.

b. Agenda approved.
c.  Introduction of delegates and guests/Short an-

nouncements.
      BART: Carrie Hammell and Linton Johnson issued 

an invitation to a cocktail party on March 21.
      SF BEAUTIFUL Jim Billing spoke of Art in Muni, 

neighborhood character and “ done in a day “
d.  Hosts: Penelope Clark (RHIA) spoke of the Fontana 

Draft Minutes for the General Assembly Meeting • 
February 21, 2017

energizing protests and theit organizations efforts to 
help Francisco Reservoir become a park.

2. Program: SF Transit Demand Management (TDM) 
was discussed by Wade Wietgrefe and Carli   Paine repre-
senting Planning and SFMTA

3. Officers’ Reports.
a. President Wooding ( MTHA ) – in newsletter. 
     b.  1st VP Morgan (CHNA) – Renewal applications are 

due.

c. 2
nd 

VP Boken (SPEAK) – No report.
d. Recording Secretary Head (SHARP) said the draft 

minutes were done and called on latecomers to sign in. 
Still busy with Civil Grand Jury, he reported on the RPC 
denying the permit for the Summer of Love Concert and 
BOS and Planning meetings.

e. Corresponding Secretary Rogers (PMAC) – Said 
application forms for the Civil Grand Jury were available..

f.   Treasurer Scott  (PHRA) – No report.
4. Committee Action Items
a. Executive – In the newsletter.
b. Bylaws – No report.
c. Dinner – Chair Glenn Rogers ( PMAC ) said it earned 

$8,000.
d. Government & Elections. Chair Charles Head 

(SHARP) Our committee hasn’t met so far this year but 
will meet in March about ballot measures, nominations 
and elections.

e. Land Use. Rose Hillson (JPIA) spoke about Neigh-
borhood Commercial Districts and Urban Design Guide-
lines coming into play.

f. Open Space.  Kathy Howard (SPEAK). No report.
g. Transportation. No report.
4. Approval of the Jan. 17, 2017 GA minutes – 

they were approved unanimously.
5. Unfinished Business – None.
6. New Business –  Two Nominating Committee 

members were approved: Paul Webber (THD), Claire 
Zvanski ( EDIA). Several other nominees were not present 
and will be contacted.

      Paul Webber (THD) introduced a resolution from 
the Land Use Committee regarding “ By Right “ Legisla-
tion Proposed by the California Legislature which will be 
printed in the next newsletter, discussed and voted upon 
in the March GA.

 7. Adjournment. The meeting adjourned at 9:15.  
Submitted by, Charles Head (SHARP), Recording Secretary 
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March 1 • Executive Committee  Report
March 1 Executive Committee Report
A quorum was established, with Wooding, Boken, 

Morgan, Head, Rogers, Clark, Harris and Zvanski in at-
tendance.   Guests Kathy DeVincenzi (LHIA) Rose Hillson 
(JPIA) also attended.  The meeting was convened at 4:40 
pm.

Vice President Morgan reported that at the March 
General Assembly there will be a short announcement 
from Recology along with  featured program speaker 
Police Chief William Scott.  Speakers for upcoming 
meetings include:

April GA Jeff Kositsky- SF Director of Homeless 
Services

May - TBA
June- SF Civil Grand Jury
Unfinished Business
Maurice Franco of the Marina Community Associ-

ation (MCA) appeared on behalf of their application for 
membership in CSFN.  After answering questions from 
the officers and other delegates present, the EXCom 
voted unanimously to recommend their membership 
request to the GA for their vote in March. 

Nominating Committee members will be:
Glenn Rogers (PmAC)
Paul Webber (THD)
Claire Zvanski (EDIA)
New Business
Due to problems with scheduling speakers and also 

based on requests from a number of member organiza-
tions, it has been suggested that the starting time of the 
GA be changed from 7:00 pm to 6:30 pm, with refresh-
ments provided at 6 pm.  The ExCom voted to recom-
mend this change in hours to the GA, (5-3).

 The meeting was adjourned at 6:15 pm.
Submitted by Chair Marlayne Morgan (CHNA) 

February Land Use and Transportation Meeting

Meeting commenced at 2pm sharp at Northern Station.  
Members Wooding, Morgan, Hillson, Eliza and Webber pres-
ent.  Bernie Choden attended as a guest.

1.  Housekeeping – Handling Resolutions at Committee

The Committee voted unanimously to adopt the follow-
ing:

A.  For Citywide Issues:

A member of the member organization shall bring in 

the Resolution to the Committee (may or may not be on 
the member organization’s letterhead).

The Resolution shall be published in the newsletter 
with the delegate name and organization name or acro-
nym.

B.  For Local/Neighborhood Issues:
A member of a member organization shall bring in 

the resolution to the Committee (may or may not be on 
member organization’s letterhead).

The member shall have a nexus to the issue being 
presented.  The resolution shall be published in the 
newsletter with the delegate’s name and organization 
name or acronym.

The Committee shall vote to recommend that the GA 
“Support” or “Not Support,” or to forward a “No Recom-
mendation”.

The Committee reserves the right to determine if a 
project falls into the above categories due to unforeseen 
extraordinary circumstances.

All Resolutions shall be brought to the GA for presen-
tation / for a vote.  Sufficient copies shall be provided by 
sponsor organizations for all delegates in attendance.

Per the Bylaws, two readings of the Resolution shall 
be followed (unless an emergency).

For issues NOT related to land use or transportation 
and are project-specific (“one-off” issues), the sponsoring 
organization should bring to the Executive Committee.

2.  The Committee discussed briefly Article 7 results 
including that changes must go through the member 
org’s own supervisors if they are concerned.  Briefly 
overviewed Article 8, Urban Design Guidelines (UDGs) 
– incorporates Affordable Housing Bonus Program Design 
Guidelines (AHBPDGs) , Residential Design Guidelines 
(RDG), and Residential Expansion Threshold / Tanta-
mount to Demolition – all to be continued at Committee.  
The Committee may need to revise prior CSFN resolution 
on UDGs.  Check Planning website link herein for latest 
revision of UDG.  Last deadline to comment was on Feb. 
28.  Planning’s presentation will be in April and adoption in 
the summer. 

Comments may be sent to Anne.Brask@sfgov.org.
3.  Transportation Report
Mari Eliza reported that there are several transporta-

tion issues within the recently merged transportation-re-
lated groups.  She is handling many state-level issues 
and working with other support people.

Meeting adjourned at 3:37pm.
Respectfully written and submitted by Rose Hillson, Chair 

(JPIA)
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Nominating Committee Report

Conservation in California in the Time of Trump

Join the Sierra Club’s Arthur Feinstein in a conversation on 
current state and local environmental issues and what 
you can do to fight the Trump attack on the environment.  

Bring your questions!  Learn what you can do to protect the 
environment right here in California!  We›ll also bring more 
postcards to continue with our letter-writing campaign.

Light refreshments and an opportunity to meet other 
club members. (Non-members are also welcome.)

Arthur Feinstein is a member of the Sierra Club California 
Executive Committee as well as an SF Bay Chapter leader and 
activist.

Sunday, March 19th,  6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.

Northern Police Station Community Room

1125 Fillmore Street, SF

RSVP to be sure to get in!

Submitted by Katherine Howard, Open Space Committee 
(SPEAK)

The Nominating Committee will be commencing shortly 
its canvassing of CSFN members in good standing to obtain 
nominations for Officers and Directors for the forthcom-
ing fiscal year beginning May 2017. We will canvas first the 
incumbents to determine their interests in continuing, and we 
will report at the March General Assembly Meeting as to the 
status of our canvassing. 

 The schedule regarding nominations and the election is 
as follows:

 April, 2017: Publish in the April Newsletter the names of 
eligible candidates which have been put into nomination.

 April 18. 2017: Discuss the nominations at the April 
General Assembly Meeting and receive any additional nom-
inations of eligible candidates from the floor at the meeting. 
Nominations will be received up until the close of the April 
General Assembly Meeting. 

 May 16, 2017: Members will vote on the candidates at 
the May General Assembly Meeting. Voting will be by ballot 
only for any office for which there is more than one eligible 
nominee. In the event that that not all of the offices are filled 
through the election process, the President may appoint a 
member delegate to fill a vacancy with the approval of the 
Executive Committee.

Submitted—Glenn Rogers (PmAC) 

Paul Webber (THD)

Claire Zvanski  (EDIA)

Resolution Regarding “By Right” Legislation 
Proposed in the California Legislature

WHEREAS, California State Legislation has been proposed, 
and more is expected to be proposed, which could seek the 
control of the process by which local agencies such as a city, 
county and city and county, including the City and County of 
San Francisco (the “City”), may lose control over the approv-
al process for a variety of types of housing if it fails to meet 
housing level goals mandated by the State for one or more 
categories of housing; and

WHEREAS, if such control is triggered under State law 
as a consequence of the City not meeting a State mandated 
housing level, then the State could mandate a “streamlined” 
procedure for the City to follow to approve of local housing, 
(“by right”), in disregard of, for example, voter approved City 
rules for affordable housing levels, and other local mandates 
or incentives for housing; and

WHEREAS, presently pending State Legislation does not 
contain any defined exclusions from the by right procedures, 
or legislation yet to be drafted, for example, may not contain 
exclusions if streamlined procedures have been adopted 
at the local level, such as by the City, or greater affordable 
housing levels are in place locally than are called for by State 
Legislation; and

WHEREAS, additional features may hereafter be proposed 
for by right legislation, by which the City could also lose local 
control over the providing of local housing, including afford-
able housing, to its significant detriment and that of prospec-
tive owners or tenants who need housing; and

WHEREAS,  a group of interested organizations and 
persons has submitted to specified members of the California 
Legislature, a letter dated January 27, 2017 (the “Letter”), in 
which are outlined a variety of Policy Solutions, which reflect 
concerns similar to those raised by this Resolution, and the 
Coalition For San Francisco Neighborhoods  (the “Coalition”) 
wishes to acknowledge the Letter and take action to have the 
concerns expressed herein recognized and considered  at the 
State level, by whatever means may be available;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RES0lVED, That (A), The Coalition 
acknowledges the Letter as expressing concerns similar to 
those described herein with regard to State control of levels 
of local housing, including affordable housing, in the City and 
the processing means of achieving them,  and (B) the Pres-
ident of the Coalition and , as designated by the President, 
representatives of one or more members of the Coalition are 
hereby authorized, jointly and severally, to take any and all 
actions which the President deems necessary or appropriate 
in seeking to have the concerns expressed herein recognized 
and resolved in any relevant State Legislation.

Submitted by the CSFN Land Use Committee
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ExComm—How to Reach Us: 

President: George Wooding • gswooding@gmail.com  
• 695-1395 

1st VP: Marlayne Morgan • marlayne16@gmail.com

2nd VP: EileenBoken•aeboken@gmail.com

Recording Secretary: Charles Head • charlesnhead@hotmail.com 

Corresponding Secretary: Glenn Rogers • alderlandscape@
comcast.net

Treasurer: Greg Scott • lgscpa@icloud.com

Member-at-Large: Penny Clark • penelopeclark@yahoo.com 

Member-at-Large: Mary Harris • maryharris_dist11@msn.com 

Member-at-Large: Clair Zvanski • czvanski@hotmail.com

NEIGHBORHOOD VIEWS 
Neighborhood Views is published monthly, the official voice of 
the Coalition for SF Neighborhoods, Inc., a 501(c)4 organization.

To Submit Articles: Email articles by the 3rd (third) of the month 
to: Newsletter Editor (2nd VP) in Microsoft Word-compatible 
document (i.e. no pdf’s) in-line or as at-tachment. Articles re-
flect the opinions of the submitter, not necessarily the opinion 
of the CSFN. We invite material from member organizations as 
well as rebuttal to articles already printed. We reserve the right 
to edit where necessary. Member organizations may receive 
two copies of the newsletter without charge. Subscription: 
Members/$10, Non-members/$15.

CORRECTIONS TO NEWSLETTER
Turn in written submissions to ExCom Chair:  

marlayne16@gmail.com

Correction In the February CSFN President’s Message, 
Supervisor Yee was erroneously identified as “Lee.”

Preserving the Historic Street 
Lamps on VanNess Avenue
The symbol of VanNess as the Champs Elysees of the West 

is its beautiful streetlights. As part of the 1915 Pan Pacific 
International Exhibition, 259  Beaux Arts Streetlights were 
installed and have been updated and maintained through the 
years to create a “ribbon of light” on VanNess. Preserving these 
historic resources becomes even more important as VanNess 
Avenue adds the Bus Rapid Transit project along a two mile 
stretch of the Corridor. Unfortunately, integration of these 
streetlights into the new VanNess design is at risk.

San Francisco Beautiful, along with SF Heritage and the 
VanNess Corridor Alliance is fighting to retain some of the 
original design of the street lamps on Van Ness Avenue. You 
may be aware that the SFMTA wants to scrap the current 
iconic street lamps for a minimalist design lamp. We have 
been working with Supervisor Aaron Peskin and the SFMTA 
to come up with a compromise design, which we achieved. 
However one of the City’s commissions has come out against 
this new design. Next up is the Art Commission. Standby, we 
may need your testimony at future City Hall hearings. To stay 
updated, please sign up for our newsletter. 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
MEETINGS 2017
JANUARY 17
FEBRUARY 21
MARCH 21
APRIL 18
MAY 16
JUNE 20
JULY 18
AUGUST 15
SEPTEMBER 19
OCTOBER 17
NOVEMBER 21

EXECUTIVE COMMIT-
TEE MEETINGS 2017

JANUARY 25
MARCH 1
MARCH 29
APRIL 26
MAY 24
JUNE 28
JULY 26
AUGUST 23
SEPTEMBER 27
OCTOBER 25
NOVEMBER 29



March 21, 2017 •  CSFN GENERAL ASSEMBLY AGENDA

6:30 I. Sign In and Refreshments
7:00 II. Call to Order/ Ascertain Quorum
   A. Introduction of Delegates and Guests / Short  Announcements
    Rate Payer Advocate( SF Public Works.)  Recology Rate Increase
   B.  Host
    Russian Hill Neighbors  (RHN)
 
7:15 Program:  Chief William Scott, SF Police Department
7:45 III. Officers’ Reports
   A. President
   B. Vice Presidents
   C. Secretaries
   D. Treasurer
8:00 IV. Committee Action Items—written reports in Newsletter
   A. Executive
   B. Bylaws
   C. Dinner
   D. Government & Elections
   E. Land Use & Housing

   F. Open Space

   G. Transportation

8:15  V. Approval of October 18,  2016 Minutes

 

8: 20 VI. Unfinished Business  
 Application for membership from Marina Community Association (MCA)

 

 Resolution on State By Right Housing Legislation

9:00 VII. New Business
   
9:15 IX. Adjournment


